
From: Google Calendar on behalf of noah matson@fws.gov
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov;

Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;
charisa morris@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov

Subject: [Update] SO 3349 team check in
Date: Tuesday, April 11, 2017 2:21:37 PM

in preparation for tomorrow's SO3349 response meeting, see spreadsheet at

 If I can figure out how to print in 11x17 I will bring hard copies

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.

Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.

Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time

Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map)

Video call

Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer

• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov
• tom_melius@fws.gov
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov
• charisa_morris@fws.gov
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov
• seth_mott@fws.gov
• noah_matson@fws.gov
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov
• jerome_ford@fws.gov
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov
• gary_frazer@fws.gov
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov

(b) (5) C P (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) C P

(b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Noah Matson
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: {TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO ... @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm -

1:30pm (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Noah Matson has accepted this invitation.
{TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video 

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jim Kurth
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jim Kurth has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jim Kurth
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jim Kurth has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jim Kurth
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jim Kurth has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gina Shultz
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gina Shultz has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Tom Melius
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Tom Melius has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Virginia Johnson
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Virginia Johnson has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Cynthia Martinez
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Cynthia Martinez has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=+Room+3038&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gary Frazer
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gary Frazer has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=+Room+3038&hl=en> ) 
Video call

>  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Maureen Foster
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Maureen Foster has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=+Room+3038&hl=en> ) 
Video call

>  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Virginia Johnson
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Virginia Johnson has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=+Room+3038&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Casey Hammond
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Casey Hammond has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=+Room+3038&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gina Shultz
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gina Shultz has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=+Room+3038&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Charisa Morris
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Charisa Morris has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Charisa Morris
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Charisa Morris has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Charisa Morris
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Charisa Morris has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gina Shultz
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gina Shultz has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jim Kurth
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jim Kurth has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jim Kurth
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jim Kurth has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jim Kurth
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jim Kurth has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Maureen Foster
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Maureen Foster has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Shaun Sanchez
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Shaun Sanchez has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jerome Ford
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jerome Ford has accepted this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=+Room+3038&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Casey Hammond
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Casey Hammond has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Noah Matson
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Noah Matson has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gary Frazer
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 - Dial:  Code:  - Room 3357 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gary Frazer has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 - Dial:  Code:  - Room 3357
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Call  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Call:+

Code:+ 23&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) C P (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jerome Ford
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 - Dial:  Code:  Room 3357 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jerome Ford has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 - Dial: Code:  - Room 3357
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Call:  Code: (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Call:+

Code:+ 23&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) C P (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Mike Johnson
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 - Dial: Code:  - Room 3357 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Mike Johnson has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 - Dial:  Code:  - Room 3357
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Call:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Call:+

Code:+ 23&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) C P (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Betsy Hildebrandt
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 - Dial:  Code:  - Room 3357 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Betsy Hildebrandt has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 - Dial  Code:  - Room 3357
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Call:  Code: (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Call:+

Code:+ 23&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) C P (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Benjamin Jesup
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 - Dial:  Code  - Room 3357 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Benjamin Jesup has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 - Dial:  Code:  - Room 3357
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Call:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Call:+

Code:+ 23&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) C P (b) (5) C P

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) CIP
(b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gina Shultz
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 - Dial:  Code:  - Room 3357 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gina Shultz has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 - Dial:  Code:  - Room 3357
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Call  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Call:+

Code:+ 23&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) C P

(b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: jason goldberg@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 Follow-up @ Thu Apr 6, 2017 2pm - 3pm (jason_goldberg@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 Follow-up
Review the list of FWS actions relevant to SO 3349. (Jason to e-mail list to Seth and Kurt with edits prior to meeting.)
When Thu Apr 6, 2017 2pm – 3pm Eastern Time 
Video call

 
Calendar jason_goldberg@fws.gov 
Who • jason_goldberg@fws.gov - organizer 
• kurt_johnson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jason_goldberg@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
jason_goldberg@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jerome Ford
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jerome Ford has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Anya Rushing
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Anya Rushing has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gina Shultz
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gina Shultz has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Betsy Hildebrandt
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Betsy Hildebrandt has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Shaun Sanchez
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Shaun Sanchez has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Casey Hammond
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Casey Hammond has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Noah Matson
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Noah Matson has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jerome Ford
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jerome Ford has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gary Frazer
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gary Frazer has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Mike Johnson
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Mike Johnson has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Shaun Sanchez
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Shaun Sanchez has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Noah Matson
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Noah Matson has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Betsy Hildebrandt
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Betsy Hildebrandt has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Casey Hammond
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Casey Hammond has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gina Shultz
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gina Shultz has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gina Shultz
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gina Shultz has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b     

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Mike Johnson
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Mike Johnson has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b   

(b) (5  (b) (5) 
(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Jerome Ford
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Jerome Ford has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial

Code hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b   

(b) (5  (b   
(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Betsy Hildebrandt
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Betsy Hildebrandt has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial  Code  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP (b   

(b) (5  (b) (5) 
(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Noah Matson
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Noah Matson has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial: Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) 
(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code: (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP(b   

(b) (5) CIP
(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial: Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) 
(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Seth Mott
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Seth Mott has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) C
(b) (5) 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Shaun Sanchez
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Shaun Sanchez has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial: Code: (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP
(b) (5) 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Casey Hammond
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Casey Hammond has accepted this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial  Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(   (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) 

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Seth Mott
Subject: Admin: Need me in Skyline tomorrow?
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 1:29:15 PM

Hi Seth,

I had planned to telework tomorrow, and just wanted to check if I should plan to come in to
Skyline instead given what's happening with the response to SO 3349?  I'm fine either way.

Thank you,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



From: Thiele, Aaron
To: Thiele, Aaron
Cc: Cameron, Scott; Daniel Jorjani; David Mihalic; Domenech, Douglas; Greg Sheehan; Gregory Sheehan; James

Cason; Katharine Macgregor; Laura Rigas; Lori Mashburn; Micah Chambers; Rusty Roddy; Scott Angelle; Scott
Hommel; Vincent Devito; Willens, Todd; Downey Magallanes; Andrea Travnicek; Timothy Williams; William Dove;
John Tahsuda; David Bernhardt; Caroline Boultine

Subject: Bi-Weekly Meeting Reminder on 9/27
Date: Monday, September 25, 2017 10:27:08 AM
Attachments: Bi-Weekly Briefing 9-13-17.pptx

All,

I just wanted to give you heads up that we will be having a bi-weekly briefing this Wednesday
at 9:30am. All slides are due by noon tomorrow. I will be out of town starting tomorrow so
please be sure to forward them to Caroline Boulton who will be compiling them. Attached is
the previous briefing's slides for your reference. 

best,
Aaron



Bi-Weekly Policy Briefing for 
Secretary Zinke

September 13, 2017



Agenda

1. Fish and Wildlife and Parks
2. Water and Science
3. Policy, Management, and 

Budget
4. Land and Minerals 

Management 
5. Insular Areas
6. Indian Affairs

7. Solicitor
8. Office of the Secretary
9. Congressional and Legislative 

Affairs
10. External Affairs/ 

Intergovernmental
11. Communications
12. White House Liaison
13. Scheduling and Advance

2



Fish and Wildlife and Parks



Fish and Wildlife and Parks

4

Current Operations

• FWS
• 2017 Duck Stamp art contest, September 15 and 16

• 2018 Duck Stamp theme announcement:  Hunter Conservationists

• NPS  
• FY2017 Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) State Assistance 

Apportionment, $94 million to states, territories and DC



Fish and Wildlife and Parks

5

• FWS
• National Sportsmen’s Day, September 23
• Expansion of hunting and fishing opportunities at 10 national wildlife refuges, potential events
• National Wildlife Refuge Week, October 8-14, 2017
• Ten species listings under the multi-district litigation settlements with the Center for Biological Diversity and WildEarth

Guardians, September and October

• NPS
• U.S. Semiquincentennial (250th) Anniversary Commission establishment, September
• Sexual harassment survey results, September
• Yellowstone bison transfer to Fort Peck 
• Blue Ridge Parkway permits for the Atlantic Coast and Mountain Valley Pipelines
• Golden Gate National Recreation Area dog management information release
• Senate Subcommittee on National Parks hearing, Encouraging the Next Generation to Visit National Parks, September 27
• Ceremonial groundbreaking for new World War I Memorial, Pershing Park, November 9
• Fee Increase

30-60 Day Objectives and Policy Outlook



6

Major Events and Travel

Fish and Wildlife and Parks

• Acting Assistant Secretary Todd Willens
• September 18-20, Yellowstone National Park with APHIS and Fort Peck Tribe

• FWS Principal Deputy Director Greg Sheehan
• September 16, Federal Duck Stamp Awards in Stevens Point, Wisconsin
• September 19-20, Johnny Morris Wonders of Wildlife National Museum and Aquarium, 

Springfield, Missouri

Acting NPS Director Mike Reynolds
• September 13-15, Virgin Island and Puerto Rico national parks



Water and Science



Water and Science
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Current Operations

• Office of Inspector General Report-Bay Delta Conservation Plan
• Federal Columbia River Power System Meetings with CEQ/OMB/Hill
• Major Construction Contract on Navajo-Gallup Water Supply Project

• Hurricane Harvey Response: High water mark flagging and surveying
• Hurricane Irma Response: Storm surge sensors, gages
• Critical Minerals Report and Executive Order

Bureau of Reclamation

U.S. Geological Survey



Water and Science
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30-60 Day Objectives and Policy Outlook

• WIIN Act Funding and Intent $67 Million for Construction
• Navajo Generating Station  
• Minute 323 – U.S. Mexico Cooperation Colorado River late September  

• National Academy of Sciences-Water Mission Study
• Resource Assessments
• Studies

U.S. Geological Survey

Bureau of Reclamation
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Major Events and Travel

Water and Science

• Glen Canyon Dam Adaptive Management Work Group, Phoenix Sept. 20-21
• September 27-29 Colorado River Symposium, Santa Fe
• Central Valley Project Meetings October 10-13, Sacramento, California

• International Group of Earth Observations-Geo Week, Oct. 23, D.C.
• Alaska Mapping Executive Committee Meeting, Oct. 26, Anchorage
• Pecora 20 Symposium-partnership with NASA Nov. 14 Sioux Falls, SD

• Annual Leave September 14-15

Bureau of Reclamation

U.S. Geological Survey



Policy, Management and 
Budget



Policy, Management and Budget
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Current Operations
• Government Performance and Results Act revised strategic plan for DOI  

• Draft plan going to Asst. Sec’y. and Bureau directors for review on 9/15
• Draft plan to OMB expected on September 25, after Deputy Secretary review
• Final plan due for public release on 1/20/18
• Implications for SES performance standards
• Needs to be coordinated with reorganization plan submitted September 11

• FY 2019 President’s Budget
• Budget went to OMB on September 11; staff level discussions under way
• $100M placeholder for reorganization plan
• OMB Passback/appeals after Thanksgiving

• Hurricanes Irma and Harvey response
• DOI responding to FEMA direction
• Anticipating OMB data call for FY17 emergency supplemental appropriations bill



Policy, Management and Budget
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• Grants management
• Avoiding conflict of interest between grantee/DOI employee
• Shaping grant eligibility criteria up front is preferable to individual grant award 

reviews after the fact
• Asst. Secy’s being asked to focus grants up front in support of Secretarial Top 

10 Priorities
• DOI reorganization for the next 100 years

• Synchronize with GPRA strategic plan draft to OMB on 9/25
• Placeholder in FY 19  budget; low-cost reprogrammings in FY 17/18
• Settling on the standard regions
• Phasing and project plan for implementation of reorganization in FY18, FY19

30-60 Day Objectives and Policy Outlook
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Major Events and Travel

Policy, Management and Budget

• National Association of State Departments of Agriculture, New Orleans LA, 9/14 (in 
coordination with USDA)

• National Association of State Foresters, Charleston WV, 9/19, (in coordination with 
USDA/FS)

• Partnership for Public Service’s Annual Service to America awards dinner, 9/27, 
Washington DC (interagency team including DOI a finalist)

• Royalty Policy Committee first meeting during week of October 4



Land and Minerals 
Management 



Land and Minerals Management
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BLM
Current Operations
• NM lease sale resulted in $130,855,717 bid 

received. (2nd largest bid in BLM history)
• Wildfire on BLM Land

• In 2017 2.5 million acres of BLM lands 
have burned

• Tohakum 2 fire in NV is the largest fire 
on BLM lands (94,221 acres) now 95% 
contained

30-60 Day Outlook
• FY19 Budget

• Venting and Flaring

• Planning Efficiencies Review/ NEPA 
Streamlining



Land and Minerals Management
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OSMRE
Current Operations
• OSMRE has fully moved to MIB (4500 Hall)
• State and Federal Coal Regulatory Summit 

September 19th-20th, 2017 in Main Interior’s 
South Penthouse

• OSMRE-FWS ESA reinitiation/consultation

30-60 Day Outlook
• Restoring regulatory certainty:

• Clean Water Act Memorandum

• Federal inspection frequencies 
(INE-35)



Land and Minerals Management
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BOEM
Current Operations
• Mid-September, BOEM published final rule on OCS 

sand, gravel, and shell resources for federal 
government projects.

• Regs replace guidelines, add no additional burden 
to states or industry.

• Offshore Wind: 
• CW ROD to be published by Sept. 15 to meet the 

schedule DOJ has submitted to the Court.
• CWA submitted a second request for a 2-year 

lease term and rent payment suspension. BOEM 
is reviewing CWA’s request for a second 
suspension. 

30-60 Day Outlook
• Next milestone in 5 year plan-Publishing draft 

proposed program (Due Mid-November)
• RFI period ended August 17th
• BOEM Received approximately 815,000 

comments

• DoD/DOI Offshore 5 year plan related task 
force



Land and Minerals Management
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BSEE 
Current Operations
Hurricane Update

• Hurricane Harvey- All platforms re-manned
• Hurricane Irma- 15 platforms have been 

evacuated; 1 drilling rig evacuated, re-manning 
in process

• All of the oil and gas pipeline systems in the 
GOM continue to be operational.

• No reports of pollution or rig, platform, and 
pipeline damages resulting from either Storm 
Harvey or Storm Irma have been submitted.

30-60 Day Outlook
BSEE Regulatory Reform
• Conduct Well Control Rule Forum in Houston, TX on 

September 20. 

• Initiate rulemaking process for Production Safety 
Systems Rule
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Major Events and Travel
• Director Angelle will be in the Gulf of Mexico Region  September 17-24
• DAS Casey Hammond will travel to Albuquerque September 14-15 for the 

Western Regional Partnership Steering Committee meeting

Land and Minerals Management



Insular Areas
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OIA Efforts Related to Hurricane Irma
• Worked with the Secretary to release $223 million in rum tax to the GVI. 
• Authorizing OIA engineering and architectural contractor that is already working 

with the Virgin Islands Department of Education to assist GVI in performing school 
damage assessments and inspections for recovery efforts.

• Created central web page to provide information on USVI recovery efforts.
• Working with the USVI government, FEMA, and other federal partners to identify 

federal technical expertise and financial assistance that may be available to help get 
public facilities and services back up.

• Senior OIA staff (Basil Ottley) will be travelling to VI to support VI government and 
federal partners on the ground.

Assistant Secretary Insular Areas



Assistant Secretary Insular Areas

23Coral Bay, St. John St. Thomas Public Housing



Assistant Secretary Insular Areas

24Hospital on St. Thomas Cyril E. King Airport , St. Thomas



Assistant Secretary Insular Areas

25St. Thomas Damage to solar panel fields



Assistant Secretary Insular Areas
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Current Operations
• September 12, 2017 – Acting AS Nikolao Pula will meet with the Ambassador of the Republic of the Marshall 

Islands (RMI) to the United States, Mr. Gerald Zackios, to discuss the September 15 meeting of RMI President 
Hilda Heine with Secretary Zinke.

• September 13, 2017 -- Acting AS Pula will meet with the Ambassador of the Federated States of Micronesia 
(FSM) to the United States, Mr. Akillino Susaia, to discuss the September 19 meeting of FSM President Peter 
Christian with Secretary Zinke.

• September 14, 2017 – Acting AS Pula and Douglas Domenech will brief the Secretary on the September 19 
meeting of the Secretary with the President of the Republic of the Marshall Islands, the Honorable Hilda Heine.

• September 14, 2017 – Acting AS Pula will attend the annual gathering of Pacific people for “Pacific Night,” at the 
New Zealand Embassy.



Assistant Secretary Insular Areas
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Current Operations
• September 15, 2017 – The Secretary will meet with the Honorable Hilda Heine, President of the 

Republic of the Marshall Islands.  It is anticipated that Douglas Domenech and Nikolao Pula will 
attend.

• September 15, 2017 – Acting AS Pula and Doug Domenech will attend the reception for President 
Hilda Heine at the Embassy of the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

•
• September 19, 2017 – Acting AS Pula and Doug Domenech will brief the Secretary on the September 

25 meeting of the Secretary with the President of the Federated States of Micronesia, the Honorable 
Peter Christian.

•
• September 22, 2017 – Acting AS Pula will meet with Ms. Mary Okada, President of the Guam 

Community College.



Assistant Secretary Insular Areas
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Current Operations
This Week – Press releases will be prepared on the annual meetings of –

• The Trust Fund for the People of the Republic of the Marshall Islands, which had an audited 2016 corpus of 
$295 million, and

• The Trust Fund for the People of the Federated States of Micronesia, which had an audited 2016 corpus of 
$467 million.

Next Week – (Tentative) A press release will be prepared, in concert with DOI Communications and the White 
House, if and when plans are finalized for President Donald Trump to visit to the United States Virgin Islands to 
survey the damage left by Hurricane IRMA.

Next Week – Press releases will be prepared on –
• Grant funding for the Virgin Islands related to the Hurricane IRMA disaster, and fiscal year 2017 close-out 

funding for the –
• Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands,
• The Federated States of Micronesia, and
• The Republic of the Marshall Islands. 



Assistant Secretary Insular Areas
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• September 25, 2017 – Meeting with Honorable Peter Christain, 
President of the Federated States of Micronesia

30-60 Day Objectives and Policy Outlook



Indian Affairs



Indian Affairs
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• Appointment of John Tahsuda as PDAS
• Relocation from South Interior completed
• Tribes as IP holding companies in the news
• ACT Reporting that American Indian students less college prepared than in 2013
• White House Tribal Finance Roundtable follow-up

• CFPB is suing tribes; initial DOJ meeting
• New Market Tax Credits research

• White House Energy Roundtable follow-up
• Attended NAESB Meeting
• Navajo Generating Station efforts

• Update of Land into Trust Regulations
• APG for tribal energy projects developed
• Development of Telework Internal Controls
• Trade and Commerce consultation period extended until October 30

Current Operations



Indian Affairs
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• Develop discussion draft of Land-into-trust regulations for NCAI meeting
• Get charter school policy proposals from National Indian Education Association
• Work with Treasury on New Market Tax Credit study
• Develop policy brief on tribes as IP holding companies

• Possible coordination with
• DOJ
• PTO
• White House Council on Native American Affairs

• Trade and Commerce consultation and data collection until October 30

30-60 Day Objectives and Policy Outlook



Indian Affairs
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• Keynote Addresses / Presentations
• National Intertribal Tax Alliance (John Tahsuda, 9/12)
• Indian Gaming mid-year (John Tahsuda, 9/20)
• Indian Country Energy and Infrastructure Working Group (Gavin Clarkson, 9/21)
• Native American Finance Officers Association (Gavin Clarkson, 10/2)
• Global Gaming Expo (John Tahsuda possibly 10/3, Gavin Clarkson, 10/5)

Major Events and Travel



Solicitor



Office of the Solicitor
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Current Operations
• M-Opinion: Railroad Rights-of-Way



Office of the Solicitor
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• M-Opinion: Migratory Birds

30-60 Day Objectives and Policy Outlook
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Major Events and Travel
• NO TRAVEL BY POLITICALS

Office of the Solicitor



Office of the Secretary



• EO 13771: Reducing Regulation and Controlling 
Regulatory Costs (Jan 30)

• 2:1 regulatory requirement
• Fall 2017 Draft Unified Agenda draft due September 

18 (134 entries)
• High-level deregulatory efforts focusing on energy:

• Hydraulic Fracturing
• Venting and flaring
• Royalty Policy Rule 

• EO 13777 Enforcing the Regulatory Reform 
Agenda (Feb 24)

• Established Regulatory Reform Task Force Mar 15
• Reg reform website set up. 113 public comments
• 21 deregulatory actions to be finalized in FY 2017

• Addition of regulatory reduction to GPRA standards 
by Oct 1

• EO 13781: Comprehensive Plan for 
Reorganizing the Executive Branch (Mar 13)

• Reorganization plan submitted to OMB 
September 11

• EO 13783: Promoting Energy Independence 
and Economic Growth (Mar 28)

• Draft Energy Burdens Report Submitted July 26
• Final Energy Burdens Report due Sep 24
• SO3348 Federal Coal Moratorium (Mar 29) 
• SO 3349 American Energy Independence (Mar 29)
• SO3350 America-First Energy strategy (May 1)
• SO 3352 National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska (May 

31)
39

Office of the Secretary

Key Executive Orders



• EO 13792: Review of Designations Under the 
Antiquities Act (Apr 26)

• Draft Report submitted August 23 
• Specific recommendations in progress, 

promised to WH by October 6
• POTUS target travel for end of October/Nov
• DOI management plans review

• EO 13795: Implementing an America-First 
Offshore Energy Strategy (Apr 28) 

• 5 year plan RFI in July 2017
• Submitted energy data to Commerce for 

Marine Sanctuary Review

• EO 13807: Establishing Discipline and 
Accountability in the Environmental Review 
and Permitting Process for Infrastructure 
(Aug 15)

• Secretarial Order on NEPA Streamlining signed 
by Dep Sec

• Energy Corridors on Federal Lands
• Interior submitted Reorg plan to OMB Sep 11

• Upcoming Executive Orders 
• Reorganization EO 
• Critical Minerals EO

40

Key Executive Orders

Office of the Secretary



Congressional and Legislative 
Affairs



Congressional Affairs
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Current Operations
• Nominees

• Burman, Domenech & Combs – Marked Up and awaiting floor vote
• Nelson (Solicitor) & Balash (ASLM) – Hearing happened September 7, 2017 & Business meeting 

scheduled for 9/14/17
• Potential Upcoming Nominations: BLM, NPS, FWS

• FY18 Budget QFR Approvals - Finalized SENR, HNR awaiting OMB approval

• White River Bridge – Call with CODEL & Aurelia Skipwith

• Amodei/Heller – Meetings Re: MGM

• Stehekin Road – Rep. Reichert 



Congressional Affairs
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Hearings

• (9/13) SCIA Hearing to discuss progress made in implementing recommendations related to Indian Programs 
as identified in the 2017 GAO High Risk List Report. This is a follow up from the May 2017 hearing on the 
same subject. 

• Witness: Mike Black (BIA) & Tony Dearman (BIE)

• (9/27) SENR Hearing on Encouraging the Next Generation to Visit National Parks
• Witness: Lena McDowell

• Potential Hearings: House HS IBC Hearing (9/22) & SENR Vegetation Management Hearing (9/19)

Legislative Agenda

• Eastern Gulf of Mexico/NDAA – Sen. Nelson
• Interior Appropriations Amendment Floor Schedule & Outlook
• Maintenance Backlog Fund Language

30-60 Day Objectives and Policy Outlook
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Major Events and Travel
• Congressional Meetings for Secretary Zinke

• Congressional Sportsmen Foundation – 9/13/17
• Majority/Minority meetings with HNRC & HAC-I as promised in hearing are in progress
• Louisiana Coastal Tour – Sen. Cassidy
• Everglades Tour – Sen. Rubio – Confirmed for October 7

• Congressional Meetings for Dep. Sec. Bernhardt
• Chairman Bishop – 9/14/17
• Western Caucus – In progress 

Congressional Affairs



External and 
Intergovernmental Affairs
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Current Operations

Office of External and Intergovernmental Affairs

• Indiana - Indiana Dunes

• New Jersey Governors Office

• Texas DOT

• Robbie Bond – National Monuments

• County Commissioners
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Major Events

Travel

Office of External and Intergovernmental Affairs

• Monument Rollout

• Wild Horse & Burro Round Table

• Public Lands Council



Communications



Office of Communications
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Current Operations
• Sept 12 – ongoing - Hurricane Harvey and Irma Communications Coordination. Issued several internal messages, 

videos, as well as a press release on USVI efforts. 

• Sept. 12 – issued press release Directing Interior Bureaus to Take Aggressive Action to Prevent Wildfires.

• Sept. 13 – announcing PDAS for Indian Affairs, John Tahsuda. 

• Sept. 14 – announcing Secretarial Order on Hunting, Fishing, Recreational Shooting, and Wildlife Conservation 
Opportunities and Coordination with States

• Sept. 14 – announcing $94.3 million to be distributed from the Land and Water Conservation Fund to all 50 States, the 
Territories, and D.C. for State-identified outdoor recreation and conservation projects.

• Sept. 16 – Duck Stamp winners will be announced.

• Sept. TBD – editing Secretary video on his vision for the DOI Re-Org to be sent to all employees.



Office of Communications
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• Themes: hunting, fishing, and outdoor recreation that drive home 
our Conservation Stewardship message 

To do: 

• Refine strategic comms plan around the policy priorities, ensuring 
all are aligned with our Top 10 priorities

• Establish Communications rollout for Re-org.

• Working with WH on Critical Minerals report comms rollout. 

• We stand ready to execute Monument Review outreach plan 
when WH is ready to release the report.  

30-60 Day Objectives and Policy Outlook



White House Liaison
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Personnel:
• Schedule C  

• 31 of 68 onboard 

• 1 starting

• 5 in process 

• SES 

• 19 of 44 onboard

• 3 starting

• 6 in process

• PAS

• 5 of 17 Announced

• 15 of 17 Submitted

White House Liaison



Scheduling and Advance



Scheduling and Advance
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Upcoming Trips
• Springfield, Missouri (9/20-9/21)

• Dallas, Texas (9/21-9/22)

• New Jersey / Pennsylvania (9/27-9/29)

• South Carolina / Georgia / Florida(10/2-10/10)

• Arizona / Texas (10/12-10/16)

• POTENTIAL: Travel to U.S. Virgin Islands with POTUS

• Congressional Sportsmen’s Foundation Annual 
Banquet Remarks (9/13)

• National Stone Sand and Gravel Association 
Remarks (9/25)

• National Petroleum Council 9/25

• Wild Horse Roundtable 9/26

• National Clean Energy Week Symposium 
Remarks (9/26)

• Jefferson Island Club Awards Ceremony (9/26)

In Town Events:



From: Kodis, Martin
To: Matthew Huggler
Subject: Briefing Papers Blow by Blow
Date: Thursday, October 12, 2017 9:59:53 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

Wildlife Trafficking Briefing Paper.docx
Southwest Border Briefing Paper.docx
ATT00002.htm
Walrus Ivory Briefing Paper.docx
ATT00003.htm
ESA Reform Briefing Paper.docx
ATT00004.htm
Delisting Downlisting Budget Briefing Paper.docx
ATT00005.htm
Delta Smelt Briefing Paper.docx
ATT00006.htm
Zebra Mussel Briefing Paper.docx
ATT00007.htm
Grizzly Bear 10.04.17.docx
ATT00008.htm
Deferred Maintenance (Oct 2017).docx
ATT00009.htm
Cormorant (Oct 2017).docx
ATT00010.htm
Asian Carp Briefing Paper.docx
ATT00011.htm
Highlands Briefing Paper.docx
ATT00012.htm
Lacey Act Court Decision Briefing Paper.docx
ATT00013.htm
Arctic NWR (Oct 2017).docx
ATT00014.htm
Izembek (Oct 2017).docx
ATT00015.htm
Greater Sage Grouse 10.05.17.docx
ATT00016.htm
Lesser Prairie Chicken 10.04.17.docx
ATT00017.htm
Wolves Briefing Paper 10.03.17.docx
ATT00018.htm
Mitigation Policies 10.03.17.docx
ATT00019.htm

Matt,

We had 5 working days to do the assignment.  (Chris sent his email Friday 9/29 at 630pm, due
last Friday, Oct. 6). Secretary's meetings are October 24th.

We also were working on 2 late breaking hearings and had staff out during those 5 days so it
was a challenge to review the papers and we had to prepare 2 new papers.

I told you and Barbara about the papers on the 930 call nearly each morning during last week,
and about our plan to update the papers ourselves and get approval after the fact.  

On Friday Oct 6 the papers were finished and sent to Salotti per the deadline.  I forwarded that
transmittal to you and Barbara (see below) and indicated that we would do after the fact
approval as discussed on our 930 calls.

Also on Friday Oct 6 we created a DTS record and uploaded the papers.  BP Database DCN
034326.  We controlled to the programs for simultaneous surname.  Next stop would be DOB,
then CLA/EA, D, FWP.

We figured there would be mostly pro-forma review and approval and the process should be



smooth.

I'll call you about how to move forward.  The programs have had basically Tues and Wed to
review.  None have surnamed.

Marty

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Martin Kodis <martin_kodis@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 6, 2017 at 1:51 PM
Subject: Fwd: Briefing Papers
To: Barbara Wainman <barbara_wainman@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler
<matthew_huggler@fws.gov>

FYI the first step of this process is done. Next we will create a DTS record and run it through
the approval process after the fact. 

Marty

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Pool, Taylor" <taylor_pool@fws.gov>
Date: October 6, 2017 at 1:50:07 PM EDT
To: Dominic Maione <dominic_maione@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: "Salotti, Christopher" <chris_salotti@ios.doi.gov>, "Kodis, Martin"
<martin_kodis@fws.gov>,  Angela Gustavson <angela_gustavson@fws.gov>
Subject: Briefing Papers

Hi Dominic, 

Attached to this email you will find the updated briefing papers for Secretary
Zinke's upcoming Member courtesy meetings. 

Please let me know if you have any issues opening any of the attached documents,
and if there is anything else that you may need. 

Thanks.

Best,
Taylor

---
Taylor Pool
Congressional/Legislative Affairs Specialist



U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
E: taylor_pool@fws.gov
O:703-358-2128
C: 202-657-2989

-- 
Martin Kodis 
Chief, Division of Congressional and Legislative Affairs 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041

703-358-2241 ph
703-358-2245 fax



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Young, Grijalva, Beyer, Flake, Portman, McCollum, Udall 
ISSUE:  Combating Wildlife Trafficking 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• FWS (via DOI) is a co-chair, along with the State Department and Department of Justice, of 
the interagency Task Force on Wildlife Trafficking. 

• In 2016, Congress passed the bipartisan, bicameral END Wildlife Trafficking Act, which 
codified the Task Force, National Strategy, and Implementation Plan, and included 
additional requirements of federal agencies.  

• In 2016, FWS finalized regulations to prohibit most commercial domestic trade in African 
elephant ivory. Exemptions for antiques and items containing small amounts of ivory 
were included to allow for the continued trade in items that do not impact conservation 
of African elephants. 

• In February 2017, the President signed an Executive Order on Transnational Organized 
Crime, which states the U.S. shall address threats to national security from transnational 
criminal organizations involved in a variety of activities, including wildlife trafficking. 

• FWS has stationed law enforcement special agents at U.S. embassies as international 
attachés to address wildlife trafficking in key nations. 

 
II.      POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• Combating wildlife trafficking has strong bipartisan support in Congress.  
• Several Members of Congress are also supportive of FWS’ broader international 

conservation and wildlife law enforcement work. 
• Some Members have sought to limit FWS authority to restrict elephant ivory trade. 

 
III.    RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 115th Congress, there have been several bills introduced that address wildlife 
trafficking and international conservation, including: 

o H.R. 227, sponsored by Rep. Young (R-AK-AL) reauthorizes the Multinational 
Species Conservation Funds (Funds). 

o H.R. 1247, sponsored by Rep. Donovan (R-NY-11), and S. 480, sponsored by 
Sen. Portman (R-OH), reauthorize the Tiger Stamp. 

o S. 826, sponsored by Sen. Barrasso (R-WY), reauthorizes the Funds and creates 
a prize competition to address wildlife trafficking. 

o H.R. 226, sponsored by Rep. Young (R-AK-AL), would allow for the 
commercial trade of African elephant ivory. 

 
IV.    NEXT STEPS/OUTLOOK 

• The Task Force continues to implement the END Wildlife Trafficking Act. FWS and State 
have taken the lead in developing a list of countries of concern due to wildlife trafficking. 
This list will be included in a report due to Congress in early October. 

• We expect less focus on wildlife trafficking issues in this Congress given the passage of the 
END Wildlife Trafficking Act in the 114th Congress. However, there are still Members who 
are focused on this issue who will pursue events, briefings, and additional legislation.  

• In FY 2018, the Service requests $8.9 million specifically dedicated for combating wildlife 
trafficking.  



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: McCollum, Udall, Feinstein, Stewart, Bishop  
ISSUE:  Southwest Border Law Enforcement and Conservation Issues 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• There are eight National Wildlife Refuges along the U.S.-Mexico border, three in Texas, 
two in California and three in Arizona. FWS has 18 Federal Wildlife Officers (FWO) that 
cover these refuges. 

• Santa Ana National Wildlife Refuge sits along the U.S.-Mexico border in Texas, and has 
been identified as a location for early preparations for border wall construction. The 
Refuge has been visited this year by Senator Cornyn’s (R-TX) staff and Representative 
O’Rourke (D-TX-16). Senator Cruz (R-TX) has expressed an interest in visiting the 
refuge as well. 

• The FWOs at border refuges provide safety and security for visitors and protect fish, 
wildlife, cultural, and archaeological resources. Additionally, working closely with DHS, 
they address border issues that spill onto refuges, including drug and human trafficking 
and fatalities of undocumented immigrants.  

• These refuges also face increased habitat degradation from significant amounts of human 
trash and waste left on site, escaped camp fires, sewage spills, and trail and road erosion.  
Additional trash is generated on Arizona border refuges by humanitarian organizations 
who, contrary to refuge regulations, leave stock piles of food, water, and clothing for 
illegal border crossers.  

• Many native animals, like pronghorn antelope and ocelots, migrate across the Southwest 
border; physical barriers could also affect movement of wildlife and could affect surface 
water movement, causing local flooding.   

• Sec. 102. of the REAL ID Act (P.L. 109-13), signed into law in 2005, gives the 
Department of Homeland Security authority to waive most environmental laws, including 
NEPA and the ESA, to ensure expeditious construction of barriers and roads. 
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• Some Congressional Members have expressed concern about the cost of expanding and 

maintain a wall along the border, and the impact it may have on species and habitat in the 
area, as well as the impact on public lands, including National Wildlife Refuges. 

• Other Members have explained how effective border security protects the environment 
by deterring illegal activity and border crossings.  

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• On October 4, the House Homeland Security Committee passed the Border Security for 
America Act (H.R. 3548), which includes a $10 billion authorization for construction of a 
U.S.-Mexico border wall. 

• On July 27, the House passed the Make America Secure Appropriations Act of 2018 
(H.R. 3219), which includes $1.6 billion in funding for construction of the border wall. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• Congress will continue to debate funding for the border wall. 
• The President’s FY18 budget request includes $1.6 billion for border wall construction. 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Senator Murkowski (R-AK), Representative Don Young (R-AK-AL) 
ISSUE:   Alaska Native-Crafted Walrus Ivory 
 
I.  ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• In 2016, FWS finalized regulations to prohibit most commercial domestic trade in African 
elephant ivory. Also, several states (including California, New Jersey, Hawaii, and 
Nevada) have taken steps to ban the intrastate purchase and sale of ivory (some including 
walrus and other types of ivory). Some state ivory bans have provisions that exempt items 
expressly authorized by federal law, license, or permit. At least 8 more states are 
considering such measures. 

• Alaska Native artists are expressing concern to the Alaska Congressional delegation about 
loss of sales, because consumers are nervous about buying ivory and confusion over federal 
and state laws governing the sale of ivory. 

• The U.S. does not prohibit the sale, purchase, import, export, or transport of genuine, 
Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory pieces, and these may be brought into the lower 48 
states by individual consumers or shipped to retail stores. 

• In May of 2017, DOI announced the release of a brochure, coordinated by DOI’s Indian 
Arts and Crafts Board (Board) and FWS to inform consumers and Alaska Native artists 
about walrus conservation, relevant laws, and how law enforcement recognizes walrus 
ivory and distinguishes it from elephant ivory.   

• This brochure is being distributed online, through DOI venues, and has been offered to 
cruise lines and other tourism outlets. Related advertisement has also been published. 

• FWS ensures its law enforcement officers are fully knowledgeable about identifying 
elephant vs. walrus ivory during inspections of imports and exports.  

• FWS also works closely with the Board to investigate and pursue cases of counterfeit 
Native arts and crafts that violate the Indian Arts and Crafts Act, including several in AK. 

• On October 4, 2017, the Service announced a “not warranted” finding for listing of walrus 
under the ESA. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• The Alaska delegation has expressed concern about the impact of the elephant ivory ban and 

state ivory bans on the sales of genuine Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory. 
• Members are pleased with the efforts of FWS and the Board to inform consumers and artists 

about the importance of Native American arts and crafts, and the legality of the sale of 
Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory, as well as our efforts to enforce the Indian Arts and 
Crafts Act. 
   

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• This issue was raised by Senator Murkowski during the June 21, 2017 Senate Interior 

Appropriations hearing for FY 2018. 
• FWS and the Board have met on this issue with staff of the three AK delegation offices. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The Department will continue to work to increase awareness and provide best information 
about relevant Federal laws.  

• During the FY 2018 Senate Interior appropriations hearing, the Secretary committed to a 
Secretarial Order and to convene a working group on the matter. 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Bishop, McClintock, Pearce, Grijalva, Tsongas, Beyer, Huffman 
ISSUE:   ESA Reform and Legislation 
 

I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 
• In this Congress, the EPW Committee and HNR Committee have expressed an interest in 

moving legislation that would amend the ESA, and have held related oversight hearings. 
• Hearings and oversight in the 114th Congress centered on the role of litigation and 

settlements, use of data, transparency in decision-making, policies for designating critical 
habitat, and barriers to recovery. 

• FWS is participating in a multi-year process led by the Western Governors’ Association 
(WGA) to examine species conservation and the ESA and to identify actions to improve 
the statute or its implementation. 

 
II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• Last June, the WGA passed a resolution urging Congress to reauthorize the ESA, 
including several principles to reform the law.  

• This March, the National Governor’s Association adopted a policy similar to the WGA. 
• The Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies has participated in discussions on ESA 

reform, including an April EPW staff briefing with other state officials.  
• Chairman Bishop (R-UT-1) has expressed strong interest in reforming the ESA. 
• Ranking Member Grijalva (D-AZ-3) is opposed to reforming the ESA. 

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• H.R. 3916 (Calvert: R-CA) – Would transfer management of ESA-listed anadromous fish 
(salmon, sturgeon, etc.) from NOAA Fisheries to FWS. HNR Subcommittee legislative 
hearing is scheduled for Oct. 12. DOI statement for the record supports the bill. 

• FWS Acting Director Greg Sheehan testified in July before HNR generally in support of 
5 bills to amend the ESA. All 5 bills passed out of HNR on Oct. 4. 

o H.R. 424 – Gray Wolf State Management Act (Peterson: D-MN) – Reinstates 
delisting of Western Great Lakes and WY wolves. 

o H.R. 717 – Listing Reform Act (Olson: R-TX) – Requires economic analysis at 
listing for threatened species, gives flexibility to prioritize petitions, removes 90-
day and 12-month deadlines. 

o H.R. 1274 – State, Tribal, and Local Species Transparency and Recovery Act 
(Newhouse: R-WA) – Requires data transparency, requires all data be provided to 
states prior to listing, defines best available data to include state & local. 

o H.R. 2603 – Saving America's Endangered Species (SAVES) Act (Gohmert: R-
TX) -- Nonnative species in U.S. not considered listed under ESA. 

o H.R. 3131 – Endangered Species Litigation Reasonableness Act (Huizenga: R-
MI) – Would tie ESA fee awards to EAJA cap of $125/hr 
 

IV. NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  
• The WGA issued recommendations for ESA reform over the summer. 
• We anticipate continued oversight and legislative activity from HNR and EPW regarding 

ESA implementation and modernization. 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Bishop, Grijalva, Huffman, Calvert 
ISSUE: Delisting/Downlisting 3-Year Plan 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In order to recognize success in recovering species under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA), keep the lists of endangered and threatened wildlife and plant species accurate 
and up-to-date, and focus conservation resources on those species most in need, the FWS 
reviews the status of listed species every five years, and responds to petitions received 
from the public to determine whether listed species should be reclassified from 
endangered to threatened (downlisted) or removed from the list (delisted).  

• The FWS has developed a national workplan reflecting our schedule for actions 
addressing 5-year status review recommendations and substantive petitions to downlist 
and delist species over the next three years. 

• The workplan was developed to provide greater clarity and predictability regarding the 
timing of eventual downlisting and delisting determinations to state wildlife agencies, 
non-profit organizations, and other stakeholders and partners. 

• A species' inclusion in this workplan does not mean that a final decision has been made 
to downlist or delist. 
 

II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• There is congressional interest in focusing ESA recovery funding on activities that are 

inherently federal, such as 5-year reviews and status changes.  
 

III.  RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 
• The House FY 2018 Interior Appropriations bill contains $85,570,000 for ESA recovery 

activities, including $3,000,000 for delisting and downlisting activities. 
• The House FY 2018 Interior Appropriations Committee Report directed the Service to 

complete all five-year reviews within the period required by law, and, for any 
determination on the basis of such review whether a species should be delisted, 
downlisted, or uplisted, promulgate an associated regulation prior to initiating the next 
status review for such species.  
 

III. NEXT STEPS 
• To keep the public informed of our progress in recovering species, the FWS plans to 

periodically update this work plan to reflect our consideration of new information over 
time, new status reviews initiated as a result of petitions, and new recommendations 
resulting from our 5-year reviews. 



BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Feinstein, McCarthy, Calvert, McClintock, Denham, LaMalfa, Costa, Huffman 
ISSUE: Delta Smelt, 08 Biological Opinion, California WaterFix Consultation, FISH Act  
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• The threatened Delta smelt is a small fish endemic to the San Francisco Bay-Delta that 
completes its entire one-year lifecycle in and near where fresh and salt water mix in the 
estuary. The Bay-Delta has been altered by land use changes, water development, and 
invasive species, reducing the amount of high quality habitat available for Delta smelt. 

• Record-low abundance of Delta smelt reflects decades of habitat change, competition and 
predation from invasive species, and the recent multi-year drought. 

• In 2008, FWS issued a jeopardy Biological Opinion (BiOp) on the operation of the 
Central Valley Project and State Water Project. FWS included a Reasonable and Prudent 
Alternative (RPA), affecting the amount of water that can be used from the system, to 
avoid jeopardy and adverse modification, which remains in place today.  

• The WaterFix project represents the State of California’s plan to upgrade outdated 
infrastructure in the Delta to secure water supplies and improve the Delta’s ecosystem. 
FWS finalized the WaterFix BiOp in June 2017. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• Water export restrictions to protect Delta smelt are opposed by agricultural and municipal 

water users, but supported by environmental groups  and fishing interests. 
• WaterFix is supported by a number of agricultural and municipal interests and the State 

of California, but opposed by many environmental groups (who have filed litigation 
challenging the WaterFix BiOp) and local landowners.  The Westlands Water District 
Board recently voted against participating in WaterFix stating that the project is not 
financially viable.   

 
III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  

• FWS is working with partners to implement the requirements contained in the 2016 
WIIN (Water Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation) Act, which contained a 
requirement to develop and expand  captive breeding capability.  

• This month, Congressmen Calvert, LaMalfa, and others introduced the Federally 
Integrated Species Health (FISH) Act to consolidate management and regulation of the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) with the FWS.  This would essentially transfer authority 
over ESA-listed marine mammals and anadromous fish, such as salmon, from the 
National Marine Fisheries Service to FWS. 
 

IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  
• Last August, a multi-year process, led by Bureau of Reclamation with federal and state 

partners, began to develop a new BiOp to find balance between the needs of agriculture, 
municipalities and conservation. 

• FWS approved Reclamation’s proposal to modify implementation of RPA Action 4 from 
the 2008 BiOp in October 2017, which is intended to maintain the low salinity zone in 
specific locations in the estuary during the fall in wet and above normal water years.   



Secretary Briefing Paper; October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Daines, Tester, Merkley, Kilmer, Simpson 
ISSUE: Dreissenid Mussel Discovery in Montana near Columbia River Headwaters 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Zebra mussels and quagga mussels (Dreissenids) have since spread throughout the Great 
Lakes region, south along the Mississippi River and to areas west of the Mississippi.  In 
January 2007, the first population of Dreissenid mussels west of the 100th Meridian was 
discovered in Lake Mead. Both species are easily spread between water bodies by 
watercraft, and cause damage to water-based infrastructure that is estimated to be in the 
hundreds of millions of dollars.  

• In October 2016, Dreissenids (microscopic larvae called veligers) were detected for the 
first time in the upper Missouri River Basin in Montana, near the headwaters of the 
Columbia River.  
 

II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• The Montana Governor has declared an environmental disaster.  The Idaho legislature 

and governor responded by enacting emergency state supplemental funding. 
• The Montana Legislature called for development of the Upper Columbia Conservation 

Commission to address threats of Dreissenid mussels. DOI bureaus have been asked to 
participate.  

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• The QZAP was developed by the Western Regional Panel and approved by the ANSTF 
in 2010, and is the Department of Interior (DOI) roadmap for this issue.  The FWS works 
with other DOI Bureaus, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, States, and partners to 
support boat inspection and decontamination, early warning systems, and training.  

• Congress has appropriated approximately $2 million per year since FY 2010 to support 
this effort. 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
• The FWS Region 6 dive team specializes in Dreissenid mussel detection. They deployed 

to both Canyon Ferry and Tiber Reservoirs in Montana as well as the Columbia River 
Basin Team rapid response test exercise in Washington. 

• In FY16 and FY 17, FWS allocated about $930,000 each year to partners through grants 
for projects to control the spread of invasive mussels in the western U.S. under the 
Quagga-Zebra Mussel Action Plan for Western U.S. Waters (QZAP), with emphasis on 
containment and prevention. FY 2018 Budget Request included $2 million for support. 

• FWS delivers $1 million of the QZAP funding to states and regional groups with Aquatic 
Nuisance Species (ANS) plans which have been signed by the respective governor and 
approved by the ANS Task Force (ANSTF). In FY17, each approved plan was awarded 
$46,715. Montana received an additional $16K from FWS R6 to support veliger 
detection. 

• July 2017: DOI announced the “Safeguarding the West from Invasive Species” package 
to address the Columbia River Basin and other uninfested Western waters, to help better 
integrate government efforts to stop the spread of invasive mussels. 



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Tester, Daines, Simpson, McCollum, Barrasso, Risch, Labrador, Cheney, 

Grijalva, Newhouse 
ISSUE: Grizzly Bears 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In 1975, FWS listed the grizzly bear as threatened in the lower 48 states.  
• FWS organizes grizzly bears into six recovery zones/ecosystems to allow for targeted 

recovery efforts.  Recovery zones include parts of WA, ID, MT, and WY.  
• In March 2007, FWS finalized a rule to establish the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem 

grizzly bear distinct population segment (DPS) and to delist this DPS due to recovery. 
Courts overturned this rule in 2009, reinstating ESA protections for Yellowstone bears. 

• In June 2017, FWS published a new final rule to delist the Yellowstone DPS. The rule 
does not change the threatened status of the remaining grizzly bears in the lower 48 
states. FWS has received several complaints from environmental groups and tribal 
interests challenging the rule. 

• In early 2017, the National Park Service and FWS published a draft Environmental 
Impact Statement on alternatives to restore grizzly bear in the North Cascades Recovery 
Unit. Alternatives range from no action to the establishment of a population of grizzly 
bears in the North Cascades Ecosystem.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

•  

  

   
 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Senators Daines (R-MT), Barrasso (R-WY), Enzi (R-WY), Rep. Cheney (R-WY), and 
House Natural Resources Chairman Bishop (R-UT) issued statements supporting the final 
delisting of the Yellowstone grizzly bear. 

• Rep. Grijalva (D-AZ-3) opposed delisting, citing tribal rights and hunting concerns. 
•  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 

• The comment period on the North Cascades draft EIS closed in April 2017.  
  

• In August 2017, in regards to delisting wolves in the Western Great Lakes, a court ruled 
that FWS failed to reasonably analyze or consider: (1) the impacts of partial delisting; 
and, (2) historical range loss on the already listed species.  

 

(b) (5) DPP
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October 2017 
 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Murkowski, Bishop, Cantwell, Grijalva 
ISSUE: FWS’ Deferred Maintenance Backlog 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• Over 51 million people visited FWS hatcheries and refuges last year, including hunters, 
anglers, birders, and other outdoor recreationists.  

• FWS real property assets include: 6,500 buildings; 8,600 water management structures; 
nearly 14,000 roads, bridges, and dams; and 10,500 “other” structures. 

• Inadequate investments in asset maintenance have led to failing infrastructure and a 
deferred maintenance backlog at the FWS. 

• While the FWS has reduced its backlog since 2010, a current FWS deferred maintenance 
(DM) backlog of approximately $1.4 billion remains. 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• There is congressional interest in addressing the DM backlog at the FWS, and across the 

Department of the Interior. 
• Chairman Rob Bishop (R-UT) and other Members have taken the position that funding 

the Department’s DM backlog should be prioritized, specifically over new land 
acquisition funding. 

• Chairwoman Murkowski (R-AK) has emphasized public-private partnerships to address 
DM funding.  

• Ranking Members Cantwell (D-WA) and Grijalva (D-AZ) are supportive of DM funding.  

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• The House Natural Resources Committee included addressing the DM backlog in the 

Committee’s oversight plan for the 115th Congress. 
• Chairwoman Murkowski’s Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee hosted staff 

briefings in March on the DM backlog where FWS and other Bureaus presented. 
• Chairwoman Murkowski held a hearing in March on the topic of “opportunities to 

improve and expand infrastructure important to federal lands, recreation, water, and 
resources” where she highlighted addressing the Department’s DM backlog.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The President’s FY18 budget request emphasizes DM funding, requesting $41.0 million 
in Refuge DM and $10.2 million in Hatchery DM.  

• The House-passed FY18 omnibus appropriations bill increased Refuge DM by $1.3 
million to $42.3 million and added $3.0 million to Hatchery DM for a total of $13.2 
million. 

• Outside of the annual appropriations process, Congress and the Administration are 
considering a separate infrastructure package that would likely include provisions to 
address the FWS’s and the Department’s DM.  
 



October 2017 
 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Bergman, Westerman, Gosar, Cochran, Leahy 
ISSUE:  Cormorant Depredation of Fish in Southeast, Northeast, and Midwestern States 
 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Double-crested cormorants are fish-eating birds that are protected under the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).  The MBTA prohibits the take (killing, capture, selling, 
trading, transport, etc.) of protected migratory bird species without prior authorization.   

• Cormorants congregate in the southern states in the fall and winter, where they impact 
aquaculture facilities. In the spring and summer, cormorants congregate in northern states 
where they are perceived to be a competitor to fishermen for wild free-swimming fish.   

• In May 2016, the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia vacated two FWS 
Depredation Orders that previously allowed for the lethal take of cormorants, citing 
inadequate NEPA documentation. 
 

II.  POSITION OF INTERESTED PARTIES 
• Senate Appropriations Committee Chairman Thad Cochran and other Members 

representing affected southern states (AL, AR, LA, MS, NC) have urged the FWS to 
allow for the take of cormorants before they return to southern aquaculture facilities.  

• Members from Northeast and Midwest states (MI, MN, NH, NY, VT) have urged the 
FWS to address cormorant impacts on wild free-swimming fish that are perceived to 
effect commercial and recreational fisheries in their states.   

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 
• In the 115th Congress, Rep. Crawford and Sen. Cotton introduced companion bills, H.R. 

368 and S. 219, cosponsored by Members from AR, AL, MS, and NC, to address 
cormorant impacts on aquaculture by reinstating the FWS Depredation Order that the 
U.S. District Court vacated. 

• The FY 2017 appropriations conference report directed the FWS to expedite NEPA 
documents that would allow the agency to issue cormorant depredation permits per the 
direction of the U.S. District Court.   

• On July 22, 2017 Rep. Bergman used his time during a House Natural Resources 
Committee to ask Sec. Zinke to address the cormorant and wild fish issue in his district.  

 
IV. NEXT STEPS / OUTLOOK 

•  
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Secretary Briefing Paper; October  2017 
 

BUREAU:    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Thompson, Portman, Stabenow, Bergman, Franken, Duckworth, McCollum, Joyce, 

Kaptur 
ISSUE:         Asian Carp 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Bighead, Black, and Silver carps (Asian carp) are listed as injurious wildlife under the 
Lacey Act (18 USC 42) and may not be imported or transported between the continental 
U.S., the District of Columbia, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or any other territory of the U.S.  

• FWS works with state and federal agency partners to implement the national 
Management and Control Plan for Bighead, Black, Grass, and Silver Carps in the United 
States (Plan), which addresses Asian carp issues across the nation. The Plan was written 
by the Asian Carp Working Group of the Aquatic Nuisance Species Task Force 
(ANSTF). It was approved by the ANSTF in 2007. 

• FWS and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) co-chair the 27-member 
Asian Carp Regional Coordinating Committee (ACRCC), which develops an annual 
Action Plan with activities funded through agency base appropriations and Great Lakes 
Restoration Initiative funding. 

• FWS leads federal implementation of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act 
(WRRDA) Sec. 1039, which calls for increased inter-agency collaboration to prevent the 
spread of Asian carp in the Upper Mississippi (UMRB) and Ohio River (ORB) Basins. 
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• Asian carp are a high-priority for the Great Lakes Task Force, other Members from the 

Great Lakes, UMRB and ORB, State leadership, conservation groups, and the media. 
•  

 

 
 

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Sens. Stabenow and Portman held a Great Lakes Task Force meeting to discuss actions 

within the Midwest on Asian carp. FWS presented. Fourteen Members attended. 
• FWS testified in March 2017 before the Senate Environment and Public Works 

Committee hearing, “Examining Innovative Solutions to Control Invasive Species and 
Promote Wildlife Conservation”. 

• FWS delivered the ANSTF’s 2015 Report to Congress. 
• July, 2017: In response to a silver carp being found above the last electrical barrier before 

Lake Michigan, FWS led a Congressional briefing on the 2017 Asian Carp Monitoring 
and Response Plan and the Upper Illinois Waterway Contingency Response Plan. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

•   
• The FY 2018 request for FWS’s Asian carp effort is $7,885,000. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



Secretary Briefing Papers; October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Frelinghuysen 
ISSUE: Highlands Conservation Act  
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• The Highlands Conservation Act (HCA) was enacted in 2004 to provide assistance to 
States to preserve and protect high quality conservation land in the 3.4 million acre 
Highlands region of New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Connecticut. 

• The program was first funded in 2007. The program also received funding in 2008, 2009, 
2010, 2012, 2015, 2016, and 2017. 

• In FY 2016, Congress increased the appropriation “up to $10 million,” and included 
administrative funding to the FWS, which had not been provided in several years. FWS 
works with the U.S. Forest Service and the four states to identify projects that meet the 
intent of the law to conserve important habitat in the Highlands region.   

• To date, more than $26 million in Federal funds has been allocated to the four states for 
land acquisition. These funds have resulted in the permanent protection of over 6,200 
acres and leveraged non-Federal funds at a nearly 3:1 ratio. 

• Funding for the program comes from the Land and Water Conservation Fund.  
• There is no funding for Highlands in the FY 2018 President’s Budget. 

 
II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Highlands Coalition is comprised of more than 200 national, regional, state and local 
organizations that work collaboratively with state agencies, the U.S. Forest Service and 
FWS to implement critical conservation in the Highlands region. This broad coalition has 
yielded sustained congressional support. 

•  
 

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Chairman Frelinghuysen introduced H.R. 1281(S. 1627, Sen. Gillibrand [D-NY]) to 
reauthorize the law through 2021.  No Congressional action has been taken to date. 
 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
•  

  
• August, 2017: FWS announced funding distribution of $2,420,000 to each of the four 

states. Announcements of funding to states were sent to Congressional offices.  
• The 2018 President’s Budget did not include funding for Highlands. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



Secretary Briefing Paper; October 2017 
 

BUREAU:    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Gohmert, Westerman, Johnson, Denham, and Tsongas 
ISSUE:         D.C. Circuit Decision on FWS Interpretation of Lacey Act Interstate  

          Transport Prohibition 
 

I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 
• Under the Lacey Act (18 U.S.C. §42), the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to 

regulate the importation and transport between the continental U.S., the District of 
Columbia, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or any other territory of the U.S., of species determined 
to be injurious to human beings, the interests of agriculture, horticulture or forestry, or to 
wildlife or wildlife resources of the U.S. FWS has long interpreted the language related to 
shipment of injurious species to prohibit transportation of injurious species between 
states within the continental U.S. 

• The U.S. Association of Reptile Keepers (USARK) filed a lawsuit in December 2013 
challenging FWS authority. The District Court for the District of Columbia found that 18 
U.S.C. § 42(a)(1) does not prohibit interstate transport of injurious wildlife between 
states within the continental U.S. and enjoined FWS from implementing that provision 
with respect to two species at issue in the litigation. FWS appealed this decision. 

• On April 7, 2017, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit affirmed 
the District Court’s judgment and held that FWS lacks authority pursuant to the Lacey 
Act to prohibit shipments of injurious species between states within the continental U.S. 
 

 II.       POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
•  

 
  

 
 

  
 

III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Rep. Gohmert (R-TX-1) introduced HR 1807 - Public Water Supply Invasive Species 

Compliance Act of 2017 (companion bill in the Senate, S. 789 sponsored by Sen. Cruz 
(R-TX)), exempting certain water transfers between public water supplies located on, 
along, or across the boundaries of Texas, Arkansas, and Louisiana from the Lacey Act. 
Reps. Westerman (R-AR-4) and Mike Johnson (R-LA-4), who are on the House Natural 
Resources Committee, are co-sponsors. The bill was passed out of committee. 

• October, 2017: Senator Gillibrand (D-NY) had a press conference on the emerald ash 
borer beetle in the Adirondacks, mentioning the injurious species listing process. 
Gillibrand has previously introduced legislation to reform this process. Reintroduction of 
this legislation is likely to occur this session; but, it has not yet happened. 

 
IV.      NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• 
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October 2017 
 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Multiple Member interest 
ISSUE:   Oil and Gas Development in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
 
I.  ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• The Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) of 1980 created the 19 
million acre Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (Arctic Refuge).  

• Section 1002 of ANILCA required DOI to conduct a resource assessment, completed in 
1987, of the 1.5 million acre Arctic Refuge coastal plain area (1002 Area) located 
adjacent to the Beaufort Sea.  

• In the 1987 assessment, the Secretary recommended that Congress consider leasing the 
1002 Area for oil and gas. In 2009, the USGS determined the area had a mean estimate of 
10.35 billion barrels of technically recoverable oil with 80 to 90 percent of that volume 
being economically recoverable.  

• The Arctic Refuge’s initial Comprehensive Conservation Plan (CCP), completed in 1988, 
recognized the coastal plain as a critical calving area for the Porcupine caribou herd, 
which are an important subsistence resource for Alaska Native people.   

• A revised CCP with a final EIS was completed on April 3, 2015. It recommended 
designating 12 million acres of the Arctic Refuge as Wilderness, including the 1002 
Area. Additionally, four rivers were recommended for inclusion into the National Wild 
and Scenic Rivers System. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• The Alaska delegation supports leasing the coastal plain for oil and gas development. 
• The State of Alaska, North Slope Borough, Arctic Slope Regional Corporation, and other 

development interests oppose the proposed Wilderness and Wild and Scenic River 
designations in the Arctic Refuge. 

• The Native Gwich’in people, as well as environmental and conservation groups, support 
permanent wilderness designation. 

• The majority of public comments on the 2015 CCP supported wilderness designation. 
 

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• In the 115th Congress, Sen. Markey (D-MA) introduced S. 820, and Rep. Huffman (D-

CA-2) introduced H.R. 1889, nearly identical bills which would designate 1.6 million 
acres of the Arctic Refuge as wilderness. 

• Sen. Murkowski (R-AK) introduced S. 49, and Rep. Young (R-AK) introduced H.R.49, 
which would both allow oil and gas leasing in the coastal plain of the Arctic Refuge. 

• The Senate and House FY18 Budget Resolutions contain instructions for obtaining $1 
and $5 billion in revenue to the Senate Energy and Natural Resources and House Natural 
Resources Committees respectively.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The Department included a legislative proposal in the FY 2018 President’s Budget to 
open the coastal plain to oil and gas leasing. The first lease sales are projected to be in 
2022 or 2023. A second lease sale would occur four years later. 

• A FY18 Congressional Budget Resolution could pave the way for opening the 1002 Area.  



October 2017 
 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Murkowski, Young  
ISSUE:   Izembek National Wildlife Refuge and King Cove Road 

 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• This issue centers on construction of a road through wilderness areas of the Izembek 
Refuge to provide access to an all-weather airport for the community of King Cove, AK. 

• Congress previously appropriated funds to upgrade the local medical clinic, improve the 
King Cove airstrip, and enhance a marine transportation link between the communities of 
King Cove and Cold Bay.  

• The Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009 directed the Secretary to develop an 
EIS to evaluate a three-party land exchange between the federal government, the State of 
Alaska, and the King Cove Corporation for the purpose of constructing a road between 
King Cove and Cold Bay, which has an existing all-weather airport.  

• As part of the proposed land exchange, about 56,000 acres owned by the State and King 
Cove Corporation would be transferred to the Izembek and Alaska Peninsula Refuges. 

• The proposed King Cove road would cross designated wilderness in the Izembek Refuge, 
potentially creating adverse impacts to high value habitat. 

• In December 2013, as required by the 2009 law, former Interior Secretary Jewell issued a 
final decision that found the land exchange was not in the public interest. 

  
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Alaska Congressional Delegation strongly supports the road and land exchange. 
• The communities of King Cove and Cold Bay support the land exchange and road. 
• Wilderness and environmental groups strongly oppose a road due to the impact to pristine 

habitat and the precedent set. 
• Some Alaska Natives and subsistence users in the Yukon Delta also oppose the road. 

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Senator Murkowski included policy language in the FY16 and FY17 Interior-
Environment appropriations bills that would require a land transfer at Izembek. The 
language was not ultimately included in the final FY16 or FY17 appropriations bills.  

• At the time of drafting, the FY18 Senate appropriations bill was not yet released.  
• This year, bills were introduced by Sen. Murkowski (S. 101) and Rep. Young (H.R. 218) 

to provide a land exchange for the construction of a road between the two communities. 
H.R. 218 passed the House on July 20, 2017.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• Next steps depend on whether the land exchange is with the State of Alaska or Native 
Corporation. For example, if land is exchanged with the Native Corporation, the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) Section 22(g) and its implementing regulation, 
50 CFR 25.21, stipulates that Alaska Native Village Corporation lands within the 
boundaries of a National Wildlife Refuge established prior to ANCSA are subject to 
National Wildlife Refuge System compatibility requirements. If land is exchanged with 
the State of Alaska, then a National Environmental Policy Act EIS is likely required, 
unless new statute dictates otherwise.    



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Bishop, Lamborn, Labrador, Tipton, Cheney, Barrasso, Risch, Daines, Calvert, 

Stewart, Simpson, Amodei, Lee 
ISSUE: Greater sage-grouse  
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• In 2010, FWS made the greater sage-grouse a candidate for listing under the Endangered 
Species Act. In response, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and Forest Service 
(USFS) worked with the states to develop a land use strategy to conserve and restore 
sagebrush habitat across the species’ range. 

• In 2015, citing the federal land use strategy and associated rangeland fire strategy, along 
with state and private lands conservation efforts, FWS determined that the greater sage-
grouse was not warranted for listing under the ESA. 

• The 2015 “not warranted” finding included a commitment to revisit the status of the 
species in 5 years, a commitment made to strengthen the defensibility of that finding.  

• FWS and a coalition of public and private partners, particularly the states, have built a 
durable, collaborative effort to conserve sagebrush-dependent species, avoid future listing 
of those species, and secure a healthy sagebrush ecosystem for people and wildlife.  

• BLM and USFS amended or revised nearly 100 resource and land management plans to 
improve protections for sage-grouse and sagebrush habitat.  

• All states have sage-grouse plans; some interface seamlessly with the federal plans. 
States have management responsibility for the species and are leading the larger effort to 
proactively conserve the larger sagebrush ecosystem.  

• In August 2017, Secretary Zinke received a report from the Department’s Sage-Grouse 
Review Team regarding possible plan and policy modifications to complement state 
efforts to improve greater sage-grouse conservation and economic development on public 
lands, as required by Secretarial Order 3353. 

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  

• Some conservation groups were critical of the FWS’ not-warranted determination; others 
were highly supportive. 

• Some industry and trade groups have filed litigation opposing the federal plans. 
 

III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• In the 115th Congress, legislation seeks to provide state management over federal land 

management plans and delay future action to list the sage-grouse. Sponsors include Sens. 
Risch (R-ID), Lee (R-UT), and Daines (R-MT) and Reps. Simpson (R-ID), Amodei (R-
NV), Gosar (R-AZ), Stewart (R-UT), Tipton (R-CO), and Cheney (R-WY). 

• The FY17 Omnibus appropriations bill bars FWS from expending any funds for status 
reviews, listing determinations, or rulemakings regarding the greater sage-grouse.  

 
IV.      NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 

• FWS will continue to provide technical assistance to public and private partners as they 
implement sage-grouse conservation measures. FWS will also continue to support 
collaborative efforts to conserve the larger sagebrush ecosystem. 

 



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Gardner, Cole, Calvert, Gohmert, Pearce, Tipton 
ISSUE:   Lesser Prairie-Chicken 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In April 2014, FWS listed the lesser prairie-chicken as threatened under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) and concurrently finalized a special rule under section 4(d) of the 
ESA that established compliance with the State-led Range-wide Conservation Plan as 
also being ESA compliant.  

• In June 2014, the Permian Basin Petroleum Association and four New Mexico counties 
filed a lawsuit challenging the FWS’s final rule to list the lesser prairie-chicken. Separate 
lawsuits were filed by other plaintiffs, including environmental groups.  

• In September 2015, a U.S. District Court ruled on the Permian Basin lawsuit and vacated 
the FWS’s listing rule. The Government decided not to appeal. 

• Prior to the 2015 court ruling, FWS began work on a species status assessment for the 
lesser prairie-chicken, with input from the five range states. The goal of the status 
assessment was to synthesize the best available science to inform recovery planning and 
conservation actions. 

• In September 2016, FWS was petitioned to list the lesser prairie-chicken as endangered. 
FWS found the petition to be substantial.  The status assessment will also serve to inform 
the 12 month finding on that petition.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (WAFWA), in partnership with 
New Mexico, Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas, created The Lesser Prairie-
Chicken Range-wide Conservation Plan to develop a conservation and mitigation 
strategy for the species.  

• Several Members of Congress disagreed with FWS’s 2014 decision to list the lesser 
prairie-chicken under the ESA.  

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 114th Congress, Rep. Lucas (R-OK) filed an amendment to the House National 
Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) to prohibit listing the bird under the ESA; the 
amendment was withdrawn. Similar language was included in other NDAA amendments, 
appropriations bills, and a standalone bill.  

• There has been no relevant legislation introduced in the 115th Congress. 
 

IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 
•  

 

  
 

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Barrasso, Flake, Heinrich, Gardner, Stabenow, Franken, Wyden, Merkley, Udall, 

McCollum, Stewart, Pearce, Gosar, Bishop, Tipton, Bergman, Cheney, Rouzer 
ISSUE: Wolves 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• FWS believes the wolf is recovered under the ESA, and has attempted to delist it 
nationwide, except for the Mexican wolf and the red wolf subspecies. 

• In 2014, final rules delisting Gray wolves in Wyoming and in the Western Great Lakes 
(WGL) were vacated by separate District Court judges; ESA protections were reinstated 
for these populations. FWS appealed both of these rulings. 

• In March 2017, a court ruled in favor of FWS delisting WY wolves and, in April, the 
FWS reinstated its previous Wyoming delisting rule. 

• In August 2017, a court ruled against FWS delisting of WGL wolves; Wolves remain 
federally endangered in WI and MI and threatened in MN. 

• Wolves are under state management in eastern WA and OR, but wolves in the western 
portions of those states remain endangered, limiting management options. 

• In January 2015, FWS separately listed the Mexican wolf as endangered and revised 
regulations for the nonessential experimental population under ESA section 10(j). 

• In 2016, New Mexico sued FWS to enjoin release of Mexican wolves without state 
permits. An injunction was issued, but vacated upon appeal in April 2017.  FWS is 
reviewing comments on the draft revised recovery plan for the Mexican wolf subspecies. 

• Red wolves are listed as endangered and exist in the wild as a non-essential, 
experimental population (NEP) in eastern NC. In September 2016, after a review of the 
red wolf recovery program, FWS announced plans to propose changes to the NEP 
management, expand the captive population, and revise the recovery plan.  
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
•   
   

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• 115th Congress Legislation: S. 368, Requires revised recovery plan for Mexican wolves 
(Sen. Flake); S. 164 and H.R. 424, Reinstates FWS final rules delisting wolves in 
Wyoming and WGL (Sen. Barrasso and Reps. Cheney, Labrador, Simpson, Bergman). 
Similar language is included in sportsmen’s legislation and the House appropriations bill. 

• In July 2017, Acting FWS Director Sheehan testified in support of H.R. 424. 
• In the 114th Congress, the House Natural Resources Committee held an oversight hearing 

on Federal management of gray, Mexican, and red wolves. 
• Rep. Newhouse sought to delist wolves in OR, WA, UT, and NV in the 114th Congress. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

•  
 
  

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Murkowski, Simpson 
ISSUE: FWS Mitigation Policy Status 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• The FWS has used a mitigation policy since 1981 to guide agency recommendations on 
mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water development projects on fish, wildlife, 
plants, and their habitats. 

• In 2016, FWS finalized revisions to the 1981 policy. Notably, the scope of the revised 
policy expanded to address all resources for which FWS has authority to require or 
recommend mitigation, including those listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  

• In December 2016, the FWS finalized the ESA compensatory mitigation policy, a more 
detailed, ESA-specific stepdown of the revised Service-wide mitigation policy. 

• These policies were consistent with the Presidential Memorandum entitled Mitigating 
Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 
Investment (PM) (November 3, 2015) and with Secretarial Order 3330, Improving 
Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior (October 31, 2013). 

• A March 28, 2017, Executive Order (EO) rescinded the 2015 PM and directed all 
agencies to identify affected agency actions (including existing regulations, orders, and 
policies) and, as appropriate, suspend, revise, or rescind them.  

• Sec. Order (SO) 3349 (March 29, 2017) implements the March 2017 EO. It revoked SO 
3330 and required the Deputy Secretary to inform the Bureaus whether to proceed with 
reconsideration, modification, or rescission of actions related to the PM or SO 3330.  

 
II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

•  
 

 
• At a March 2016 Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee hearing, the State of 

Alaska expressed concerns with the PM and requested its revision to incorporate the 
Alaska Native Settlement Claims Act and Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation. 

• Response from State agencies varied; FWS received comments from States both 
supporting and expressing concerns with the policies.  

• In some cases, industry had concerns that the policies were an attempt to create new 
authority for FWS.  

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Rep. Newhouse (R-WA) introduced two resolutions to disapprove the two FWS 
mitigation policies through the Congressional Review Act (CRA), but no further action 
has been taken on them.  
 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
•   

 
 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: charles blair@fws.gov
Subject: Canceled Event: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 9am - 10am (charles_blair@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been canceled and removed from your calendar.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 9am – 10am Central Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar charles_blair@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charles_blair@fws.gov because you are subscribed for cancellations on calendar charles_blair@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (6), (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) C
(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Morris, Charisa
To: drive-shares-noreply@google.com
Subject: Charisa is out of the office Re: SO 3349 - Invitation to collaborate
Date: Monday, June 26, 2017 2:22:08 PM

I will return to the office on Monday, July 3, 2017.  Please contact Georgia Basso, the acting Chief
of Staff, at 202-273-3288 if you need immediate assistance. For scheduling or general inquiries, please
contact Roslyn Sellars or Thomas Irwin at 202-208-4545.

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: noah matson@fws.gov
Subject: Charisa is out of the office until 1/23 Re: [Update] SO 3349 team check in
Date: Tuesday, April 11, 2017 2:21:45 PM

I will return to the office on Wednesday, April 12, 2017.  Please contact Anya Rushing at 202-
273-3288 if you need immediate assistance.

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: jerome ford@fws.gov
Subject: Charisa is out of the office until 4/26 Re: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome

Actions
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 1:16:20 PM

I will return to the office on Wednesday, April 26, 2017.  Please contact Anya Rushing at 202-
273-3288 if you need immediate assistance.

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Vigfusson, Christy
To: seth mott@fws.gov
Subject: Christy Vigfusson is out of the office Re: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 1:25:06 PM

I will be out of the office through April 14.  I'll respond to your email when I return.  For
urgent matters, please contact Brad_Gunn@fws.gov (703-358-2009) while I'm away.  

Thank you,
Christy Vigfusson

-- 
Christy Vigfusson 
Chief, Programs Branch
(703) 358-1748
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Programs
MS: WSFR
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
email: christy vigfusson@fws.gov



From: Michael Speerschneider
To: Kathleen benedetto@ios.doi.gov; John Ruhs@ios.doi.gov
Cc: vincent devito@ios.doi.gov; Casey Hammond; greg j sheehan@fws.gov; Gene Grace; Tom Vinson
Subject: Comments on Greater Sage-Grouse Report, Secretarial Order 3353
Date: Friday, September 1, 2017 10:29:10 AM
Attachments: AWEA Sage Grouse Comments on Recommendations (8-29-17).pdf

Ms. Benedetto and the DOI Sage-Grouse Team,
 
Please find attached AWEA’s comments on the August 4, 2017 “Report in Response to Secretarial
Order 3353.”
 
We appreciate the department’s goal of balancing the responsible development of our natural
resources and conservation of the greater sage-grouse.
 
Wind energy has played an important role in the production of domestic energy, creating tens of
thousands of jobs (and growing) and spurring economic growth across the economy.  In 2016 alone,
over 14,000 jobs were added in the wind energy sector, driven by about $13 billion of private
investment.  AWEA encourages the DOI to consider our comments to protect greater sage-grouse
and its habitat, while also ensuring that conservation efforts do not impede economic opportunities
for wind.
 
Please let me know if you have any question.  I will also follow up to schedule a meeting to discuss
our recommendations and the next steps in this process.
 
Sincerely,
 

 

Michael Speerschneider
Senior Director, Permitting Policy and 
Environmental Affairs
American Wind Energy Association
 

mspeerschneider@awea.org  email

202.706.8867  cell

 
1501 M St. NW, Suite 900 
Washington , DC 20005 
www.awea.org

 
 

This electronic message and its contents are intended solely for the use of the addressee(s) and may
be confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient of the
message, any dissemination, distribution, copying, or action taken in relation to this message and its
contents is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this electronic message in
error, please notify the sender immediately and destroy the original message and all copies.
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August 22, 2017 

 

Re: Comments of the American Wind Energy Association on the “Report in Response to 
Secretarial Order 3353”  

 

Submitted via e-mail to: Kathleen Benedetto; John F. Ruhs: Co-Leads, DOI Sage-Grouse Review 
Team; cc: Vincent DeVito 

 

The American Wind Energy Association (AWEA)1 submits these comments on the August 4, 

2017 “Report in Response to Secretarial Order 3353” (Report) to assist the Department of the 

Interior (DOI), pursuant to the directive from the Secretary to Deputy Interior Secretary David 

Bernhardt, to begin consideration of the implementation of short- and long-term 

recommendations based on the report. It is our hope that the following comments are 

beneficial to your efforts to balance the responsible development of our natural resources and 

ensure the conservation of greater sage-grouse. AWEA offers its comments in response to the 

Report’s suggested outreach to industries and would like to participate in any outreach 

initiated by DOI.   

AWEA shares the common goal of protecting greater sage-grouse populations and their habitat 

and, in particular, keeping them from being listed as an endangered or threatened species under the 

Endangered Species Act (ESA). We believe that a balanced conservation policy should be implemented 

that promotes wind development, consistent with the Administration’s goal of deploying domestic energy 

on public lands, as laid out in Executive Order 13783 (March 28, 2017) “Promoting Energy Independence 

and Economic Growth” and Secretarial Order 3349 (March 29, 2017) “American Energy Independence,” 

                                                      
1 AWEA is a national trade association representing a broad range of entities with a common interest in encouraging 
the expansion and facilitation of wind energy resources in the United States.  AWEA members include wind turbine 
manufacturers, component suppliers, project developers, project owners and operators, financiers, researchers, 
renewable energy supporters, utilities, marketers, customers, and their advocates. 
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while conserving greater sage-grouse populations. Considering the expansive habitat of greater 

sage-grouse across the western United States, it is important that greater sage-grouse 

conservation measures be as flexible as possible to domestic wind energy development, while 

ensuring the health and conservation of the species. 

With this end in mind, AWEA generally supports the review of the Obama-era greater 

sage-grouse conservation plans and the Report’s recommendations that direct a reevaluation 

of sage-grouse habitat protection, among other things. The revisions discussed below with 

respect to the existing plans would not put the species at great risk of further population 

declines or habitat loss. Indeed, as explained below, we firmly believe that wind energy and greater 

sage-grouse can successfully coexist, and that the development of reasonable, science-based measures for 

wind energy development in greater sage-grouse habitat, through incorporation into BLM’s resource 

management plans and the United States Forest Service’s (USFS) land and resource management plans, 

can effectively achieve this objective. 

I. Executive Summary 

Secretarial Order 3353 shows the large need for the continued development of domestic energy, 

consistent with Executive Order 13783. In particular, section 4(b)(iv) of the Secretarial Order requires 

identification of provisions of the 2015 greater sage-grouse plans that need to be modified or rescinded in 

order to “give appropriate weight to the value of energy.” This directive provides DOI an opportunity to 

promote the domestic energy development goals of EO 13783 and SO 3349 in a real and meaningful way.  

Wind energy has played a major role in the production of domestic energy, particularly for the 

past decade. This domestic energy source has created tens of thousands of jobs and spurred economic 

development in a wide range of business sectors, including manufacturing. Wind energy currently 

provides jobs in every state in the United States. In 2016 alone, over 14,000 jobs were added in the wind 

energy sector, with an expected total of 147,000 people employed in wind by 2020. Around $13 billion in 
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private capital is being invested annually in wind energy, spurring economic activity in rural America, 

where it has an even greater impact. AWEA encourages DOI to protect greater sage-grouse and its 

habitat, while also ensuring conservation efforts do not impede economic opportunities from wind energy. 

We note that the development of wind energy can also help serve the goal of greater sage-grouse 

conservation. Climate change is an existential threat to billions of birds, including the sage-grouse. Wind 

energy and renewable energy in general play a critical role in mitigating climate change, as its production 

emits no greenhouse gases. This environmental contribution is an important factor that should not be 

overlooked when conservation measures are being evaluated that have the potential to significantly 

compromise wind energy’s mitigation of climate change. Therefore, greater sage-grouse efforts that 

unduly burden the siting and operation of wind energy projects should be looked upon with caution given 

the benefits that the continued development of this energy source can have for greater sage-grouse, as 

well as other wildlife. 

The existing plans focus on habitat conservation that unnecessarily limits wind energy 

development on federal land through the designation of priority and general greater sage-

grouse habitat (with exclusion and avoidance areas) and the establishment of buffers around 

leks. While the recommendations call for policy revisions that could broaden oil and natural 

gas development opportunities in areas designated in the Obama plans as "priority habitat 

management areas,” the recommendations do not specifically discuss wind energy 

development therein. This a grave oversight as wind energy activity is also limited in these 

areas through significant “no-surface occupancy” requirements and other stipulations. As 

discussed below, the current research, (including additional research on the issue done since 

the plans were adopted), does not demonstrate a correlation between wind energy 

development and significant impacts to greater sage-grouse populations. 
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In light of these facts, we recommend that resource management plans be amended to 

adopt the risk- based and site-specific approach put forth in the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Land-Based Wind Energy Guidelines (WEGs) for wind energy development in greater sage-

grouse habitat. 2 The WEGs would serve as a more effective approach for evaluating wind 

energy’s impacts on greater sage-grouse. Specifically, as there is already a DOI-approved 

regulatory mechanism (the WEGs) in place that addresses the interaction of wind development 

and species of concern, such as greater sage-grouse, wind energy projects should be exempted 

from the exclusion/avoidance approach taken by the previous Administration.  

The WEGs have the significant advantage of having already been issued by DOI. The 

WEGs also provide wind developers and DOI with greater flexibility to analyze the risk to 

greater sage-grouse from any particular wind project at any given time. As explained in more 

detail below, this site-specific approach is also likely to result in better conservation 

outcomes for greater sage-grouse populations. As DOI continues to manage greater sage-

grouse populations through the protection and restoration of grouse habitat, we encourage 

DOI to investigate opportunities to provide additional waivers, modifications, and exceptions 

for activities in priority habitat management areas. 

We realize that our recommendations would likely entail plan amendments. However, 

we think these steps can be taken without sacrificing effective and durable measures that 

provide for the conservation of sage-grouse and ensure there is no need to list them under 

ESA in the future. While it will take many months, if not years, to amend the plans, such 

amendments will allow the plans to effectively protect greater sage-grouse without needlessly 

hindering wind energy development and, in turn, the jobs and economic opportunities that 

                                                      
2 Available at: http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/docs/weg_final.pdf. 
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flow from it. While plan amendments are under way, more immediate actions can be taken as 

recommended in the Report and highlighted in your Memorandum to the Secretary that 

accompanied the Report. AWEA will briefly address these actions in Section II.B, below. 

Finally, we note that one of the chief methods of achieving effective conservation that 

is not unduly restrictive is to enlist the wind industry as a partner in sage-grouse preservation 

and to fully realize the many benefits that the industry can offer, such as coordinating 

conservation partnerships that develop essential and much needed data, and 

supporting/developing conservation plans that utilize mitigation measures. Such measures can 

help the conservation of greater sage-grouse and avoid simply excluding wind development 

from much of the western United States without adequate science and data to justify such an 

outcome. 

II. Comments 

A. The DOI Should Ensure that its Sage-Grouse Policy does not Unnecessarily Impede 
Wind Energy Development 
 

When evaluating options under SO 3353, AWEA encourages DOI to make sure to avoid another 

“China Mountain” scenario. On March 7, 2012, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) announced that 

it was deferring action on the 425 MW China Mountain project in Idaho and Nevada and was suspending 

work on the Federal Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) pending completion of the Idaho/SW 

Montana sage-grouse FEIS and Resource Management Plan (RMP) amendments. These amendments 

were finally issued in 2015. By the time the action was deferred, BLM and the project proponent had 

spent over two years and a significant amount of money processing the application. The deferral killed the 

project prior to completion of the NEPA analysis or any assessment of related mitigation options. 

1. The DOI Should Amend ARMPA/ROD provisions that Unnecessarily 
Impose Significant Costs on the Siting of Wind Energy  
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 With the above in mind, AWEA respectfully requests that DOI amend the Approved Resource 

Management Plan Amendment (ARMPA)/Record of Decision (ROD) provisions that “unnecessarily 

obstruct, delay, curtail, or otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, projection, 

utilization, transmission, or delivery of [wind] energy resources,” consistent with EO 13783, Sec. 2(b). As 

written, the ARMPAs exclude new utility-scale (defined to mean greater than 19 MW) and commercial 

wind projects from 35 million acres of priority greater sage-grouse habitat on BLM and USFS lands.3 

Wind projects are discouraged from being developed in another 32 million acres of general habitat, with 

priority given to projects that are outside this general habitat. This means that all 67 million acres of 

greater sage-grouse habitat managed by BLM and USFS are wind energy exclusion or avoidance zones.  

We note that wind energy development has a high potential throughout much of the greater sage-

grouse’s occupied range, including these priority and general habitat areas.4 In fact, more than 14 percent 

of this range has high potential for commercial wind power.5 Despite this high potential for commercial 

wind development, the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) expects these restrictions to remain in place for 

the next 20 to 30 years.6 

 In January 2014, AWEA commented on the burdens in the Nevada/ Northeastern California Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), among other land use plans. The ARMPA that was 

subsequently issued in September 2015 retained many of the burdens found in the DEIS. While this only 

represents one of 15 such greater sage-grouse ARMPAs, it illustrates AWEA’s concerns across all of the 

ARMPAs and RODs. For example, Management Decisions (MD) and Required Design Features (RDF) 

that burden wind energy development in the Nevada/ Northeastern California plans include, but are not 

limited to the following: 

                                                      
3 See FWS not warranted listing decision, 80 Fed. Reg. 59858, 918 (Oct. 2, 2015) (Hereinafter “FWS 2015”). 
4 FWS 2015 at 59917. 
5 Id. 
6 FWS 2015 at 59918. 
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• State Plans 

SO 3353 is intended to enhance cooperation between the DOI and the sage-grouse states per 

section 1 of the order. As AWEA stated previously in comments, the State of Nevada’s 

Alternative E was the best of all proposed alternatives on this matter. Nevertheless, the ARMPA 

rejected the state plan in favor of the BLM preferred alternative with a few modifications that did 

not assist development of wind energy.7 

• Priority Habitat 

Under the plans, priority habitat is a right of way (ROW) exclusion zone for commercial wind.8 

General habitat has been designated as an avoidance zone.9 In short, vast areas are precluded 

from wind development, regardless of whether any potential risks can be mitigated. 

• Utility Corridors 

As it stands, under the plans only previously identified utility corridors are allowed to remain in 

greater sage-grouse designated habitat.10 Except for grandfathered projects, transmission lines 

greater than 100 kV are to be avoided both in general and priority habitat areas, making it 

difficult to develop any energy projects in those areas.11 

• Travel Restrictions 

No new roads are allowed in priority habitat under the plans, except for public safety or federal 

agency access.12 Roads not designated in the travel management plans are to be closed and 

                                                      
7 ROD Sec. 3.1.7 and 2.4.2. 
8 MD RE 3. 
9 MD RE 5; RDF Gen 10. 
10 MD LR 2. 
11 MD LR 5. 
12 MD LR 18; RFD Gen 1. 
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rehabilitated.13 This makes it virtually impossible to develop in those areas, as these roads are 

often required to construct and service projects. 

• Lek Buffers14 

Lek buffers are required at the following distances in the plans: roads, energy infrastructure, and 

surface disturbance must be 3.1 miles away; tall structures must be 2 miles away; and noise must 

be 0.25 miles away. As discussed further below, these buffers are not supported by science for 

wind.  Strictly implemented, these lek buffers could either zone out or severely restrict land use 

activities across the entire planning areas. Further, the possibility of a lek moving in at the last 

minute and adding to a buffer for a project ready to begin construction is always a possibility. 

Recognizing the enormous economic impact of this decision, there are project-level exemptions. 

However, it is hard for developers to rely on whether justifiable departures to increase or decrease 

the specified distances will be approved, even if local data, landscape features, and other existing 

protections (including state regulations) support such a decision. Based on these factors, it is 

difficult for developers to predict how often agencies will grant lek buffer variances in general 

areas. 

• Mitigation 

Mitigation provisions require perch preventers within four miles of active and pending leks.15 The 

plans also require and ensure mitigation that provides a net conservation gain to the species. This 

will be achieved by avoiding, minimizing, and compensating for impacts by applying beneficial 

mitigation standards. If, after applying this mitigation hierarchy, there is still habitat loss, then 

compensatory mitigation projects will be used to meet the overall standard. While a net 

                                                      
13 MD TTM 3; RDF CTTM 1. 
14 Appendix B. 
15 MD LR 17; RFD Gen 11, 20. 
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conservation gain was required by Solicitor Tompkins’ Opinion, that opinion was subsequently 

revoked by M-Opinion No. M-37046 on June 30, 2017. The revocation of Secretarial Order 3330, 

through the issuance of Secretarial Order 3349, is a commendable step in the right direction 

toward domestic energy production.   

• Sagebrush Focal Areas are de facto Areas of Critical Environmental Concern  
 

Sagebrush Focal Areas (SFA) were not included in the DEIS process; therefore, AWEA and 

others were not given the opportunity to comment on this issue. Because SFAs were not included 

in the DEIS originally, the DEIS needs to be supplemented for review but this has not occurred. 

A federal court in Nevada has remanded the FEIS back to the DOI for review of the SFAs.16 As 

such, this creates an optimal time to rethink the planning and utilization of SFAs, and we 

encourage the DOI to do so now. 

 
• National Technical Team and Federal Advisory Committee Act 

There are obvious limits on the National Technical Team (NTT) with respect to representing all 

stakeholders. In fact, we believe that the NTT violated the Federal Advisory Committee Act 

(FACA). Further, many principal stakeholders did not support the NTT; for instance, the Western 

Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (WAFWA) did not endorse the NTT as the sole source 

of greater sage-grouse science. Moreover, whatever the state of the science at the time of the 2011 

NTT report, it is no longer determinative for management actions in 2017 and beyond. To 

improve this situation and provide better feedback, there needs to be a broader inclusion of 

interested stakeholders in the evaluation of the existing management plans. The wind industry 

looks forward to working with the DOI and USFS as they consider reforms to the existing greater 

sage-grouse plans. 

                                                      
16 Western Exploration LLC et al. v. US DOI, Case No. 15-cv-491, 2017 WL 1237971 (D. Nev. Mar. 31, 2017). 
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2. Reconsider BLM IMs 

Section 4(b)(iv) of Secretarial Order 3353 calls for a review of the September 2016 BLM 

Instruction Memoranda for burdens on energy development. This includes a review of Instruction 

Memorandum (IM) No. 2016-145, Tracking and Reporting Surface Disturbance and Reclamation—inside 

and outside priority habitat. The IM implements a very complicated system to track surface disturbance, 

all predicated on the 2011 Report on National Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation Measures (NTT Report) 

and the findings in that report, which rely on extremely limited anthropogenic surface disturbance across 

all land ownership. This determination should be reconsidered in light of the lack of science on the issue.   

3. Wind Energy’s Impacts on greater sage-grouse 

The NTT Report determined that wind energy would have a negative impact on sage-grouse 

habitat and development.17 At the time of this conclusion, there was very little scientific or empirical 

studies of the actual impacts of wind energy development on any of the grouse species. Without adequate 

science on the actual impacts of wind energy development, BLM’s land-use plans erroneously based their 

conclusions on the NTT Report’s claims that wind energy development was a threat to greater sage-

grouse populations.   

The NTT Report’s conclusions about the negative impacts of wind energy development on 

greater sage-grouse were largely made by analogy to other development activities (e.g., oil and gas). 

However, studies from other activities should not be used to impose conservation measures on the wind 

industry. Wind development is not necessarily analogous to other development activities. All 

development that may impact sage-grouse is distinct and includes differing densities of roads, structures, 

and traffic, lighting, structures of varying heights, etc.  It is not reasonable to just extrapolate impacts 

from one kind of development to a totally different kind of development or to just assume that 

                                                      
17 76 Fed. Reg. 77008 (Dec. 9, 2011) 
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conservation measures applicable to one type of development are necessary or workable for another kind 

of development.    

The “typical” wind project is several orders of magnitude smaller than many other types of 

development activities where greater sage-grouse have been previously studied. The average wind farm is 

about 100-200 MW, and the land needed by wind farm infrastructure is about one acre per MW. To 

definitively answer whether studies for other development activities hold true for wind energy 

development would require actual long-term data from multiple existing wind energy facilities in the 

greater sage-grouse range. Until this is done, BLM appears willing to continue to rely on surrogate 

development activities (other than wind) to support the basis for imposing restrictions on wind energy 

development, even though there is no evidence to support drawing such an analogy and, in turn, imposing 

similar restrictions for such distinct development activities. 

BLM’s assertion that negative impacts were likely to occur with wind energy development in 

areas occupied by greater sage-grouse thus appears to be based less on science and more on conjecture.18 

Since the time of the NTT Report, several studies regarding the impacts of wind energy on wildlife in the 

plains region have been conducted, including studies specifically focusing upon the potential impacts of 

wind energy development on sage-grouse. As such, there is a more expansive body of studies now 

available on the subject of wind energy and the potential impacts it may have on the greater sage-grouse. 

As outlined in the following examples, these studies have shown that wind energy production generally 

does not cause negative impacts on the sage-grouse.  

In January 2016, for instance, a group of scientists working for the National Wind Coordinating 

Collaborative released a report entitled “Effects of a Wind Energy Development on Greater Sage-Grouse 

                                                      
18 NTT Report, 57, December 21, 2011 (asserting that it is not known what impacts the development of wind energy 
in sage-grouse habitats will have). 
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Habitat Selection and Population Demographics in Southeastern Wyoming.”19 The study did find that 

once sage-grouse eggs were hatched, the hens were likely to move their brood away from the turbine 

development; but this movement appeared to be more related to movement away from infrastructure 

generally rather than from the wind turbines specifically.20 In addition, a similar study found: “The 

relative probability of greater sage-grouse selecting brood-rearing and summer habitats decreased as 

percentage of surface disturbance associated with the facility infrastructure increased. We did not, 

however, detect a negative effect of the wind energy facility on nest site selection or on nest, brood-

rearing, or female survival during the study.”21 Further, a study published in the Wildlife Society Bulletin 

in February 2017 entitled “Greater sage-grouse male lek counts relative to wind energy development” 

observed no negative effect on males attending lek areas that were greater than 1.5 km from the nearest 

wind turbine.22  

 A study in Utah done in 2016 found that transmission lines sited in areas of low quality winter 

habitat for sage-grouse did not appear to influence where the sage-grouse chose to roost in the winter.23 

The study found that because the areas where the transmission lines were sited were already of low 

probability of use by the sage-grouse, the line had little to no impact on where the grouse population 

chose to live in the winter months.24 

                                                      
19 LeBeau, C., G. Johnson, M. Holloran, J. Beck, R. Nielson, M. Kauffman, E. Rodemaker, and T. McDonald. 2016. 
Effects of a Wind Energy Development on Greater Sage-Grouse Habitat Selection and Population Demographics in 
Southeastern Wyoming. Prepared for: National Wind Coordinating Collaborative, Washington, DC. Prepared by: 
Western Ecosystems Technology, Inc., Cheyenne, WY. January 2016. 
20 Id at 65. 
21 Greater Sage-Grouse Habitat Selection, Survival, and Wind Energy Infrastructure (PDF Download Available). 
Available from: https://www.researchgate net/publication/315812396_Greater_Sage-
Grouse_Habitat_Selection_Survival_and_Wind_Energy_Infrastructure (2015). 
22 Lebeau, C. W., et al., Greater sage-grouse male lek counts relative to a wind energy development, Wildl. Soc. 
Bull., 41: 17–26 (Feb., 2017). 
23 Hansen, Erica P., Stewart, A. Cheyenne, Frey, S. Nicole, Influence of transmission line construction on winter 
sage-grouse habitat in southern Utah, Human-Wildlife Interactions 10(2):169-187 (2016). 
24 Id. 
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An empirical study conducted by Messmer, et al., evaluated the available research on sage-grouse 

and the impacts of tall structures on their activities. This study concluded that most of the research about 

the impacts of tall structures on sage-grouse was related to oil and gas development as opposed to wind 

energy, only quantified the cumulative impact of the development, and did not implicate tall structures as 

the causal agent of the negative impacts sage-grouse were experiencing.25  

In short, while wind energy is included as a “disturbance threat” in the NTT, there is not 

sufficient science in the record to back up that allegation. This determination should be reconsidered in 

light of the lack of science on the issue. Indeed, this conclusion seems in stark contrast with the fact that 

in 2015 the FWS’s own determination was that only about 0.002 percent of occupied greater sage-grouse 

range was impacted by wind energy development.26 In light of these discrepancies, the DOI should rely 

on the best available science, while acknowledging its current limited understanding in this area, and 

developing additional science on the effects of wind energy development on greater sage-grouse rather 

than relying on conjecture from unrelated development activities when making decisions.   

B. The Wind Energy Guidelines Should be used to Analyze Risk from Wind Energy to 
Greater Sage-Grouse  

The previous Administration’s overly-expansive areas designated as conflicting with future wind 

development for greater sage-grouse could seriously threaten wind development and its associated 

economic benefits. Accordingly, BLM and the, as well as the FWS, should enter into a Memorandum of 

Understanding (MOU) with AWEA and the wind industry regarding the development of wind energy as it 

relates to greater sage-grouse. This memorandum should recognize that the WEGs27 already provide 

specific guidance related to greater sage-grouse management with respect to wind energy. The MOU 

should allow the continued development of wind energy in both general and priority habitat through a 

                                                      
25 Utah Wildlife in Need 2010, Messmer et al. 2013, Walters et al. 2014 
26 FWS 2015 at 59917. 
27 Available at: http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/docs/weg_final.pdf. 
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voluntary risk-based and site-specific approach, pursuant to the WEGs, while protecting greater sage-

grouse.  

The existing resource management plans create sage-grouse conservation areas—exclusion and 

avoidance areas. Outside of exclusion zones, these management areas outline a suite of basic management 

activities that may, under certain conditions, or may not occur within a given area. In other words, the 

management areas represent a continuum that includes at one end a relatively restrictive approach aimed 

at providing a high level of protection to the species within “core” areas (which extend over the majority 

of potential wind development areas) and, on the other end, a relatively flexible approach to the remaining 

areas. 

While AWEA agrees that the conservation of greater sage-grouse habitat is key to the 

maintenance of the species, the conservation area approach may not be the best way to achieve this goal, 

as it tends to be both over- and under-inclusive depending on the area chosen (i.e., overly restrictive in 

some areas and potentially not restrictive enough in others). In other words, such an approach is not 

narrowly tailored to solving the problem (protecting greater sage-grouse populations) and, therefore, 

likely will unnecessarily hamper wind energy development without providing a corollary benefit to 

greater sage-grouse conservation in some instances. Further, a core area conservation approach (no 

development in certain areas) might also be unjustified in light of an increasing amount of scientific 

evidence suggesting wind energy’s impacts are limited and can be mitigated (see section II. A. 3 above).    

Because there is already a DOI-approved regulatory mechanism (the WEGs) in place that 

addresses the interaction of wind development and species of concern, such as greater sage-grouse, the 

WEGs can provide wind developers and the DOI with greater flexibility to analyze the risk to greater 

sage-grouse from any particular wind project at any given time. This site-specific approach is likely to 

result in better conservation outcomes for greater sage-grouse populations and allow an evaluation of a 
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specific wind project’s impacts on the species in all areas, rather than just crudely limiting development in 

certain areas based on a landscape-level planning process.  

 Specifically, by incorporating the WEGs into the BLM approval process, wind energy projects 

should be exempt from the current exclusion and avoidance approach of greater sage-grouse management. 

Instead, the WEGs should be the process for analyzing the risk to greater sage-grouse from any particular 

wind project at any given time. When the FWS published the WEGs, the FWS said “when used in concert 

with appropriate regulatory tools, the Guidelines form the best practical approach for conserving species 

of concern,” including, by name, sage-grouse.   

Employing the WEGs for wind energy development would create "smarter" siting of facilities 

with regard to impacts on greater sage-grouse and would provide greater flexibility for these developers. 

Based on recommendations from experts on the FACA committee that created the WEGs, the guidelines 

call for a tiered site-specific analysis to determine potential adverse effects of wind energy development 

on species of concern and their habitats. The tiered approach creates an iterative decision-making process 

for collecting information in increasing detail, quantifying the possible risks of proposed wind energy 

projects to species of concern and their habitats, and evaluating those risks to make siting, construction, 

and operation decisions.  The WEGs site-specific analysis offers a better way to balance habitat 

preservation and economic wind development, both of which serve important policy goals, identifying 

both areas appropriate for positive economic development and sensitive areas requiring more study and 

mitigation than have otherwise been identified by the conservation areas approach. Unlike the current 

conservation area approach, the WEGs’ comprehensive process ensures that the final decision regarding 

development in a potentially valuable habitat is based on sound scientific data, promotes consistency 

among sites, and helps ensure that an appropriate balance is struck between development and the risk it 

poses.  
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The five tiers listed in the WEGs are described below, which we have modified to fit the context 

of greater sage-grouse management: 

• Tier 1 – Preliminary Site Evaluation (landscape-scale screening of possible project 
sites) 

Tier 1 serves as the investigative screening stage of the process based on a review of publicly 

available data. It offers early guidance about the sensitivity of the site within a larger landscape context; it 

can help direct development away from sites that will be associated with additional study need, greater 

mitigation requirements, and uncertainty; or it can identify those sensitive resources that will need to be 

studied further to determine if the site can be developed without significant adverse impacts to greater 

sage-grouse. 

• Tier 2 – Site Characterization (broad characterization of one or more potential 
project sites) 

Under Tier 2, a qualified biologist would visit and assess the prospective site to determine 

whether greater sage-grouse are present. If the site were categorized as greater sage-grouse habitat, the 

developer would use the framework outlined in the WEGs to preliminarily assess the project’s impacts on 

the habitat. 

• Tier 3 – Field Studies to Document Wildlife and Habitat and Predict Project 
Impacts 

Under Tier 3, the developer would conduct extensive quantitative studies to better assess the 

proposed project’s potential risk to greater sage-grouse and how to avoid, minimize, or mitigate 

significant adverse impacts. The scientific third-party studies would provide pre-construction information 

to: (1) further evaluate whether the project should be developed or abandoned; (2) design and operate a 

site to avoid or minimize significant adverse impacts; (3) design compensatory mitigation measures; and, 

if necessary, (4) determine the duration and level of effort of post-construction monitoring.   

The WEGs state that the estimation of indirect impact risk requires an understanding of animal 

behavior in response to a project and its infrastructure, and a pre-construction estimate of 
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presence/absence of species whose behavior would cause them to avoid areas in proximity to turbines, 

roads, and other components of the project. The WEGs further state that the amount of habitat that is lost 

to indirect impacts will be a function of the sensitivity of individuals to the project, and the population-

level significance of this indirect impact will depend on the amount of habitat available to the affected 

population. If the indirect impacts include habitat fragmentation, then the risk to the demographic and 

genetic viability of the isolated animals is increased. 

The WEGs explain that the results of Tier 3 studies should provide a basis for identifying 

measures to mitigate significant adverse impacts predicted for species of concern. In cases of uncertainty 

with regard to impacts to species of concern, additional studies may be necessary to quantify significant 

adverse impacts and determine the need for mitigation of those impacts. The WEGs also conclude that 

when significant adverse impacts cannot be fully avoided or adequately minimized, some form of 

mitigation may be appropriate to address the loss of habitat value. 

Specific procedures, mitigation measures and best management practices (BMPs) described in the 

WEGs could also be tailored to the various types of projects as necessary to ensure appropriate measures 

are taken to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts that will vary by project type, thus encouraging 

development that will not be adverse to greater sage-grouse conservation to the fullest extent possible. 

The adoption of the BMPs would also ensure that potentially adverse impacts to the species and its habitat 

are reduced in a consistent manner across all sites. 

• Tier 4 – Post-construction Studies to Estimate Impacts 

Tier 4 post-construction studies would assess “whether predictions of fatality risk and direct and 

indirect impacts of [greater sage-grouse] were correct.” Methods and protocols in this tier are designed to 

assess both direct greater sage-grouse mortality and direct and indirect impacts to its habitat loss and 

fragmentation. 

• Tier 5 – Other Post-construction Studies and Research 
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Tier 5 studies would only be necessary when impacts are significant and mitigation efforts 

proposed earlier are not effective. The developer and the state would coordinate to determine whether 

additional Tier 5 study and mitigation is needed and to develop the methodologies for any study deemed 

necessary. 

In sum, AWEA believes that the systematic tiered approach described in the WEGs could serve 

as a better way to strike a balance between habitat preservation for greater sage-grouse and wind energy 

development. 

C. The Report’s Initial Actions are Compatible with AWEA’s Recommendations 
 

The Report’s cover memo recommends nine initial actions that DOI can take now to collaborate 

with the States, engage stakeholders, implement short-term recommendations, and investigate plan 

amendments. Secretary Zinke adopted those actions in his memorandum to Deputy Secretary Bernhardt. 

Where those actions are applicable to wind energy, AWEA offers the following comments. 

• AWEA supports updating habitat boundaries. Doing so is consistent with AWEA’s 

concerns, stated above, regarding blanket assertions in the existing plans that fully 67 

million acres of federal habitat are off limits or highly restricted to wind energy 

development. All boundary maps are static and cannot reflect future conditions. The 

actual, on-the-ground, habitat should modify the boundary maps, not vice versa. The 

WEG process promotes site-specific habitat analysis that could be used to update habitat 

boundaries.   

• Waivers, exceptions, and modifications of permit stipulations are often associated with 

BLM oil and gas leases. See, e.g., 43 CFR Sec. 3101.1-4. Any clarification for their use 

in PHMAs should consider applying these concepts equally to FLPMA Title V right-of-

way permits issued to wind energy facilities and other land use authorizations on public 

lands. 
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• AWEA supports enhanced policy and training broadly for collection and use of 

monitoring data as it relates to lek locations, lek viability status, predators, fire 

rehabilitation, and the other factors needed to monitor sage-grouse lifecycle habitat with 

respect to other activities. Monitoring data can establish highly relevant trends that can be 

used during preliminary wind energy site evaluations and subsequent site 

characterizations of the type required in Tier 1 and 2 of the WEGs. 

• AWEA supports adaptive management. DOI’s regulation at 43 CFR Sec. 46.145 directs 

all bureaus, offices, and services within DOI to use adaptive management in concert with 

monitoring to make adjustments in subsequent implementation decisions. Adaptive 

management comports with the WEGs’ post-construction studies and research (Tier 4 

and 5). 

• Streamlining use authorizations with little impact on sage-grouse is a laudable and 

necessary goal. However, until DOI abandons the ill-conceived 2015 wind energy 

exclusion and avoidance zones that encompass all sage-grouse habitat, all wind energy 

use authorizations will be presumed to impact sage-grouse. This illustrates the 

compelling need for the tailored, scientific, site-specific approach embedded in the 

WEGs. 

• Compensatory mitigation, the lowest tier in the 5-tier mitigation hierarchy, can be an 

important tool when mitigation is not achieved first through avoidance, minimization, 

rectification, or reduction and elimination of impacts. 40 CFR. Sec. 1508.20. AWEA 

supports DOI’s clarification of the appropriate use of compensatory mitigation and 

consistency with state mitigation programs. 

• AWEA addressed Sagebrush Focal Areas in its comments, above. DOI is under a 

federal court order to investigate SFA’s further under NEPA. This is an opportune time to 
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reconsider their modification or removal, together with the current NEPA analysis of the 

proposed mineral withdrawals in SFAs. 

III.   Conclusion 

For the above reasons, AWEA supports the intent of Secretarial Order 3353 and the 

subsequent recommendations based thereon and believes this effort represents an opportunity to 

promote domestic wind energy development goals in a real and meaningful way, while conserving 

greater sage-grouse. AWEA stands ready to answer any questions you may have and looks forward to 

working further with the Department of the Interior on these issues. 

Sincerely, 

Gene Grace 
Senior Counsel 

 
Michael Speerschneider 
Senior Director, Permitting Policy and 
Environmental Affairs 

 
Tom Vinson 
Vice President 
Federal Regulatory Affairs 

 
American Wind Energy Association 
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Washington, DC 20005 
Phone: (202) 383-2500 
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Our Mission

“Working with others to conserve, 
protect and enhance fish, wildlife, 
plants and their habitats for the 
continuing benefit of the American 
people”



DOI Operations Priorities

Priorities for new Administration:

• Comprehensive Plan for Reforming the Federal Government and 
Reducing the Federal Civilian Workforce

• Hiring Controls memo for DOI
• Managing Grants Cooperative Agreements and other Significant 

Actions before decisions
• Secretarial Orders on American Energy Independence, 

Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation, etc



By the Numbers

Our work spans the globe, including:
• 565 National Wildlife Refuges 
• 20 Million Acres of Wilderness
• 72 National Fish Hatcheries
• 80 ES Field Offices
• 7 National Monuments
• 8 Law Enforcement Agents at 

U.S. Embassies worldwide
• Projects funded in more than

75 countries



National Wildlife Refuge System
• Nearly 48 Million annual visitors
• Major rural economic driver 
• Significant hunting and fishing opportunities
• Ongoing work to support SO 3347 to promote additional 

hunter and angler access
565 National Wildlife Refuges provide key habitat for: 
• 220+ mammal species
• 700+ bird species
• 1000+ fish species
• 380+ Threatened 
or Endangered species



Migratory Bird Program

Sustaining healthy migratory bird populations through:
• Working with partners across North America to maintain healthy  

migratory game bird populations;

• Protecting and conserving non-game migratory bird populations 
across their range in North and South America;

• Administering grant programs supporting partnership-driven bird    
habitat conservation projects;

• Working with landowners to avoid/     
reduce development impacts to birds;

• Supporting a nationwide network of 
bird conservation Joint Ventures.



Endangered Species Program
We work to protect and recover 1,966 listed species (U.S. and 
foreign).  Ongoing work to support SO 3349 on regulations and 
larger Executive Orders:
• 1,059 Endangered animals and plants in the United States

• 313 Threatened animals and plants in the United States

• 594 endangered and threatened foreign species We work by:
• Providing consultation to other 

Federal Agencies;
• Providing, grants, tools and technical 

assistance to landowners;
• Implementing listing and recovery 

actions;
• Issuing permits and providing 

predictability for stakeholders;



Fish & Aquatic Conservation
We’re focused on science-based conservation & restoration of 
native fish & aquatic species.  Significant support for angling and 
boating constituencies. Ongoing work to support SO 3347 to 
promote additional angler access.
• 200+ field stations, including 72 National Fish      Hatcheries, 7 

Fish Technology Centers
• 2 million+ annual visitors
• We’ve worked with over 700 partners to remove 

1,638+ dams and other barriers -
-Reopened 24,000 river miles 
-Reconnected 170,000 acres
of wetlands to natural stream flows



International Affairs Program
• Wildlife Without Borders Species, Regional and 

Global Grant Programs have funded conservation 
projects in over 75 countries.

• We ensure sustainable wildlife trade, issuing

20,000+ permits annually.
• We work with range countries across the globe, providing 

tools, training and funding to help them protect 

and sustain native species, including

elephants, rhinos and tigers.



Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration

• Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Programs provide vital 
funding for conservation at the state and local level, including 
habitat restoration, research and recreation.  Significant 
support for hunting, angling and boating including Three R’s.
- Over $1 Billion annually in dedicated funding from 

excise taxes on hunting and fishing equipment
• WSFR Grant Programs also fund infrastructure 

for recreational boating and fishing.

• We administer State and Tribal 
Wildlife Grants to support their 
priority conservation efforts.



Office of Law Enforcement

• OLE works domestically and internationally to enforce wildlife 
laws and protect vulnerable species.  Strong partnership and 
cooperation with State Fish and Game Agencies.
- 208 special agents conduct investigations of poaching 
and illegal trade; and
-140 wildlife inspectors stationed at U.S. ports examine 
cargo shipments to ensure compliance with U.S. laws.

• National Wildlife Forensics Lab - analysis
of evidence in wildlife crimes

• Training and technical investigative support for 
foreign game wardens and wildlife officers
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Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (6), (b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gary Frazer
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Declined: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gary Frazer has declined this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (6), (b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Tom Melius
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Declined: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Tom Melius has declined this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=+Room+3038&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (6), (b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Shaun Sanchez
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Declined: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Shaun Sanchez has declined this invitation.
SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (6), (b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gary Frazer
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Declined: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gary Frazer has declined this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (6), (b) (5) CIP



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Declined: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has declined this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code: (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (6), (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) CIP (b) (5) C
(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Declined: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has declined this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial  Code  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (6), (b) (5) CIP

(   (b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP(b   

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Gary Frazer
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Declined: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Gary Frazer has declined this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial: Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (6), (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) 
(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Declined: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has declined this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (6), (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b   
(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: Chambers, Micah
To: Jason Larrabee; Greg Sheehan; Aurelia Skipwith
Cc: Willens, Todd
Subject: Doc Review - NPS, FWS
Date: Wednesday, October 11, 2017 6:58:27 PM
Attachments: FWS.zip

NPS.zip

Jason, Aurelia and Greg. Hope you're all doing well. I've attached two groups of documents to
this email. I referenced them this morning in the politicals meeting. These are one-pagers for
the secretary to have for his member meetings with HNR and HAC-I. They were created at the
bureau level and have not been edited by a political. I need you all to determine who is
responsible for the political reviews and get the edited versions back to me by COB Friday. If
you separate FWS and Parks and I get two separate responses, that's fine. Just need them by
Friday night. Once we get them back from you all, we will be working on them with PMB and
up to the front office. Thanks and let me know who I should expect them from...cause I will
bug you. haha

Micah

-- 
Micah Chambers
Acting Director 
Office of Congressional & Legislative Affairs
Office of the Secretary of the Interior



October 2017 
 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Multiple Member interest 
ISSUE:   Oil and Gas Development in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
 
I.  ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• The Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) of 1980 created the 19 
million acre Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (Arctic Refuge).  

• Section 1002 of ANILCA required DOI to conduct a resource assessment, completed in 
1987, of the 1.5 million acre Arctic Refuge coastal plain area (1002 Area) located 
adjacent to the Beaufort Sea.  

• In the 1987 assessment, the Secretary recommended that Congress consider leasing the 
1002 Area for oil and gas. In 2009, the USGS determined the area had a mean estimate of 
10.35 billion barrels of technically recoverable oil with 80 to 90 percent of that volume 
being economically recoverable.  

• The Arctic Refuge’s initial Comprehensive Conservation Plan (CCP), completed in 1988, 
recognized the coastal plain as a critical calving area for the Porcupine caribou herd, 
which are an important subsistence resource for Alaska Native people.   

• A revised CCP with a final EIS was completed on April 3, 2015. It recommended 
designating 12 million acres of the Arctic Refuge as Wilderness, including the 1002 
Area. Additionally, four rivers were recommended for inclusion into the National Wild 
and Scenic Rivers System. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• The Alaska delegation supports leasing the coastal plain for oil and gas development. 
• The State of Alaska, North Slope Borough, Arctic Slope Regional Corporation, and other 

development interests oppose the proposed Wilderness and Wild and Scenic River 
designations in the Arctic Refuge. 

• The Native Gwich’in people, as well as environmental and conservation groups, support 
permanent wilderness designation. 

• The majority of public comments on the 2015 CCP supported wilderness designation. 
 

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• In the 115th Congress, Sen. Markey (D-MA) introduced S. 820, and Rep. Huffman (D-

CA-2) introduced H.R. 1889, nearly identical bills which would designate 1.6 million 
acres of the Arctic Refuge as wilderness. 

• Sen. Murkowski (R-AK) introduced S. 49, and Rep. Young (R-AK) introduced H.R.49, 
which would both allow oil and gas leasing in the coastal plain of the Arctic Refuge. 

• The Senate and House FY18 Budget Resolutions contain instructions for obtaining $1 
and $5 billion in revenue to the Senate Energy and Natural Resources and House Natural 
Resources Committees respectively.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The Department included a legislative proposal in the FY 2018 President’s Budget to 
open the coastal plain to oil and gas leasing. The first lease sales are projected to be in 
2022 or 2023. A second lease sale would occur four years later. 

• A FY18 Congressional Budget Resolution could pave the way for opening the 1002 Area.  



Secretary Briefing Paper; October  2017 
 

BUREAU:    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Thompson, Portman, Stabenow, Bergman, Franken, Duckworth, McCollum, Joyce, 

Kaptur 
ISSUE:         Asian Carp 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Bighead, Black, and Silver carps (Asian carp) are listed as injurious wildlife under the 
Lacey Act (18 USC 42) and may not be imported or transported between the continental 
U.S., the District of Columbia, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or any other territory of the U.S.  

• FWS works with state and federal agency partners to implement the national 
Management and Control Plan for Bighead, Black, Grass, and Silver Carps in the United 
States (Plan), which addresses Asian carp issues across the nation. The Plan was written 
by the Asian Carp Working Group of the Aquatic Nuisance Species Task Force 
(ANSTF). It was approved by the ANSTF in 2007. 

• FWS and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) co-chair the 27-member 
Asian Carp Regional Coordinating Committee (ACRCC), which develops an annual 
Action Plan with activities funded through agency base appropriations and Great Lakes 
Restoration Initiative funding. 

• FWS leads federal implementation of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act 
(WRRDA) Sec. 1039, which calls for increased inter-agency collaboration to prevent the 
spread of Asian carp in the Upper Mississippi (UMRB) and Ohio River (ORB) Basins. 
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• Asian carp are a high-priority for the Great Lakes Task Force, other Members from the 

Great Lakes, UMRB and ORB, State leadership, conservation groups, and the media. 
•  

 

 
 

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Sens. Stabenow and Portman held a Great Lakes Task Force meeting to discuss actions 

within the Midwest on Asian carp. FWS presented. Fourteen Members attended. 
• FWS testified in March 2017 before the Senate Environment and Public Works 

Committee hearing, “Examining Innovative Solutions to Control Invasive Species and 
Promote Wildlife Conservation”. 

• FWS delivered the ANSTF’s 2015 Report to Congress. 
• July, 2017: In response to a silver carp being found above the last electrical barrier before 

Lake Michigan, FWS led a Congressional briefing on the 2017 Asian Carp Monitoring 
and Response Plan and the Upper Illinois Waterway Contingency Response Plan. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• .  
• The FY 2018 request for FWS’s Asian carp effort is $7,885,000. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



October 2017 
 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Bergman, Westerman, Gosar, Cochran, Leahy 
ISSUE:  Cormorant Depredation of Fish in Southeast, Northeast, and Midwestern States 
 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Double-crested cormorants are fish-eating birds that are protected under the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).  The MBTA prohibits the take (killing, capture, selling, 
trading, transport, etc.) of protected migratory bird species without prior authorization.   

• Cormorants congregate in the southern states in the fall and winter, where they impact 
aquaculture facilities. In the spring and summer, cormorants congregate in northern states 
where they are perceived to be a competitor to fishermen for wild free-swimming fish.   

• In May 2016, the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia vacated two FWS 
Depredation Orders that previously allowed for the lethal take of cormorants, citing 
inadequate NEPA documentation. 
 

II.  POSITION OF INTERESTED PARTIES 
• Senate Appropriations Committee Chairman Thad Cochran and other Members 

representing affected southern states (AL, AR, LA, MS, NC) have urged the FWS to 
allow for the take of cormorants before they return to southern aquaculture facilities.  

• Members from Northeast and Midwest states (MI, MN, NH, NY, VT) have urged the 
FWS to address cormorant impacts on wild free-swimming fish that are perceived to 
effect commercial and recreational fisheries in their states.   

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 
• In the 115th Congress, Rep. Crawford and Sen. Cotton introduced companion bills, H.R. 

368 and S. 219, cosponsored by Members from AR, AL, MS, and NC, to address 
cormorant impacts on aquaculture by reinstating the FWS Depredation Order that the 
U.S. District Court vacated. 

• The FY 2017 appropriations conference report directed the FWS to expedite NEPA 
documents that would allow the agency to issue cormorant depredation permits per the 
direction of the U.S. District Court.   

• On July 22, 2017 Rep. Bergman used his time during a House Natural Resources 
Committee to ask Sec. Zinke to address the cormorant and wild fish issue in his district.  

 
IV. NEXT STEPS / OUTLOOK 

•  
 

 
  

 
 

  

(b) (5) DPP



October 2017 
 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Murkowski, Bishop, Cantwell, Grijalva 
ISSUE: FWS’ Deferred Maintenance Backlog 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• Over 51 million people visited FWS hatcheries and refuges last year, including hunters, 
anglers, birders, and other outdoor recreationists.  

• FWS real property assets include: 6,500 buildings; 8,600 water management structures; 
nearly 14,000 roads, bridges, and dams; and 10,500 “other” structures. 

• Inadequate investments in asset maintenance have led to failing infrastructure and a 
deferred maintenance backlog at the FWS. 

• While the FWS has reduced its backlog since 2010, a current FWS deferred maintenance 
(DM) backlog of approximately $1.4 billion remains. 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• There is congressional interest in addressing the DM backlog at the FWS, and across the 

Department of the Interior. 
• Chairman Rob Bishop (R-UT) and other Members have taken the position that funding 

the Department’s DM backlog should be prioritized, specifically over new land 
acquisition funding. 

• Chairwoman Murkowski (R-AK) has emphasized public-private partnerships to address 
DM funding.  

• Ranking Members Cantwell (D-WA) and Grijalva (D-AZ) are supportive of DM funding.  

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• The House Natural Resources Committee included addressing the DM backlog in the 

Committee’s oversight plan for the 115th Congress. 
• Chairwoman Murkowski’s Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee hosted staff 

briefings in March on the DM backlog where FWS and other Bureaus presented. 
• Chairwoman Murkowski held a hearing in March on the topic of “opportunities to 

improve and expand infrastructure important to federal lands, recreation, water, and 
resources” where she highlighted addressing the Department’s DM backlog.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The President’s FY18 budget request emphasizes DM funding, requesting $41.0 million 
in Refuge DM and $10.2 million in Hatchery DM.  

• The House-passed FY18 omnibus appropriations bill increased Refuge DM by $1.3 
million to $42.3 million and added $3.0 million to Hatchery DM for a total of $13.2 
million. 

• Outside of the annual appropriations process, Congress and the Administration are 
considering a separate infrastructure package that would likely include provisions to 
address the FWS’s and the Department’s DM.  
 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Bishop, Grijalva, Huffman, Calvert 
ISSUE: Delisting/Downlisting 3-Year Plan 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In order to recognize success in recovering species under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA), keep the lists of endangered and threatened wildlife and plant species accurate 
and up-to-date, and focus conservation resources on those species most in need, the FWS 
reviews the status of listed species every five years, and responds to petitions received 
from the public to determine whether listed species should be reclassified from 
endangered to threatened (downlisted) or removed from the list (delisted).  

• The FWS has developed a national workplan reflecting our schedule for actions 
addressing 5-year status review recommendations and substantive petitions to downlist 
and delist species over the next three years. 

• The workplan was developed to provide greater clarity and predictability regarding the 
timing of eventual downlisting and delisting determinations to state wildlife agencies, 
non-profit organizations, and other stakeholders and partners. 

• A species' inclusion in this workplan does not mean that a final decision has been made 
to downlist or delist. 
 

II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• There is congressional interest in focusing ESA recovery funding on activities that are 

inherently federal, such as 5-year reviews and status changes.  
 

III.  RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 
• The House FY 2018 Interior Appropriations bill contains $85,570,000 for ESA recovery 

activities, including $3,000,000 for delisting and downlisting activities. 
• The House FY 2018 Interior Appropriations Committee Report directed the Service to 

complete all five-year reviews within the period required by law, and, for any 
determination on the basis of such review whether a species should be delisted, 
downlisted, or uplisted, promulgate an associated regulation prior to initiating the next 
status review for such species.  
 

III. NEXT STEPS 
• To keep the public informed of our progress in recovering species, the FWS plans to 

periodically update this work plan to reflect our consideration of new information over 
time, new status reviews initiated as a result of petitions, and new recommendations 
resulting from our 5-year reviews. 



BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Feinstein, McCarthy, Calvert, McClintock, Denham, LaMalfa, Costa, Huffman 
ISSUE: Delta Smelt, 08 Biological Opinion, California WaterFix Consultation, FISH Act  
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• The threatened Delta smelt is a small fish endemic to the San Francisco Bay-Delta that 
completes its entire one-year lifecycle in and near where fresh and salt water mix in the 
estuary. The Bay-Delta has been altered by land use changes, water development, and 
invasive species, reducing the amount of high quality habitat available for Delta smelt. 

• Record-low abundance of Delta smelt reflects decades of habitat change, competition and 
predation from invasive species, and the recent multi-year drought. 

• In 2008, FWS issued a jeopardy Biological Opinion (BiOp) on the operation of the 
Central Valley Project and State Water Project. FWS included a Reasonable and Prudent 
Alternative (RPA), affecting the amount of water that can be used from the system, to 
avoid jeopardy and adverse modification, which remains in place today.  

• The WaterFix project represents the State of California’s plan to upgrade outdated 
infrastructure in the Delta to secure water supplies and improve the Delta’s ecosystem. 
FWS finalized the WaterFix BiOp in June 2017. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• Water export restrictions to protect Delta smelt are opposed by agricultural and municipal 

water users, but supported by environmental groups  and fishing interests. 
• WaterFix is supported by a number of agricultural and municipal interests and the State 

of California, but opposed by many environmental groups (who have filed litigation 
challenging the WaterFix BiOp) and local landowners.  The Westlands Water District 
Board recently voted against participating in WaterFix stating that the project is not 
financially viable.   

 
III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  

• FWS is working with partners to implement the requirements contained in the 2016 
WIIN (Water Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation) Act, which contained a 
requirement to develop and expand  captive breeding capability.  

• This month, Congressmen Calvert, LaMalfa, and others introduced the Federally 
Integrated Species Health (FISH) Act to consolidate management and regulation of the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) with the FWS.  This would essentially transfer authority 
over ESA-listed marine mammals and anadromous fish, such as salmon, from the 
National Marine Fisheries Service to FWS. 
 

IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  
• Last August, a multi-year process, led by Bureau of Reclamation with federal and state 

partners, began to develop a new BiOp to find balance between the needs of agriculture, 
municipalities and conservation. 

• FWS approved Reclamation’s proposal to modify implementation of RPA Action 4 from 
the 2008 BiOp in October 2017, which is intended to maintain the low salinity zone in 
specific locations in the estuary during the fall in wet and above normal water years.   



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Bishop, McClintock, Pearce, Grijalva, Tsongas, Beyer, Huffman 
ISSUE:   ESA Reform and Legislation 
 

I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 
• In this Congress, the EPW Committee and HNR Committee have expressed an interest in 

moving legislation that would amend the ESA, and have held related oversight hearings. 
• Hearings and oversight in the 114th Congress centered on the role of litigation and 

settlements, use of data, transparency in decision-making, policies for designating critical 
habitat, and barriers to recovery. 

• FWS is participating in a multi-year process led by the Western Governors’ Association 
(WGA) to examine species conservation and the ESA and to identify actions to improve 
the statute or its implementation. 

 
II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• Last June, the WGA passed a resolution urging Congress to reauthorize the ESA, 
including several principles to reform the law.  

• This March, the National Governor’s Association adopted a policy similar to the WGA. 
• The Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies has participated in discussions on ESA 

reform, including an April EPW staff briefing with other state officials.  
• Chairman Bishop (R-UT-1) has expressed strong interest in reforming the ESA. 
• Ranking Member Grijalva (D-AZ-3) is opposed to reforming the ESA. 

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• H.R. 3916 (Calvert: R-CA) – Would transfer management of ESA-listed anadromous fish 
(salmon, sturgeon, etc.) from NOAA Fisheries to FWS. HNR Subcommittee legislative 
hearing is scheduled for Oct. 12. DOI statement for the record supports the bill. 

• FWS Acting Director Greg Sheehan testified in July before HNR generally in support of 
5 bills to amend the ESA. All 5 bills passed out of HNR on Oct. 4. 

o H.R. 424 – Gray Wolf State Management Act (Peterson: D-MN) – Reinstates 
delisting of Western Great Lakes and WY wolves. 

o H.R. 717 – Listing Reform Act (Olson: R-TX) – Requires economic analysis at 
listing for threatened species, gives flexibility to prioritize petitions, removes 90-
day and 12-month deadlines. 

o H.R. 1274 – State, Tribal, and Local Species Transparency and Recovery Act 
(Newhouse: R-WA) – Requires data transparency, requires all data be provided to 
states prior to listing, defines best available data to include state & local. 

o H.R. 2603 – Saving America's Endangered Species (SAVES) Act (Gohmert: R-
TX) -- Nonnative species in U.S. not considered listed under ESA. 

o H.R. 3131 – Endangered Species Litigation Reasonableness Act (Huizenga: R-
MI) – Would tie ESA fee awards to EAJA cap of $125/hr 
 

IV. NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  
• The WGA issued recommendations for ESA reform over the summer. 
• We anticipate continued oversight and legislative activity from HNR and EPW regarding 

ESA implementation and modernization. 



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Bishop, Lamborn, Labrador, Tipton, Cheney, Barrasso, Risch, Daines, Calvert, 

Stewart, Simpson, Amodei, Lee 
ISSUE: Greater sage-grouse  
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• In 2010, FWS made the greater sage-grouse a candidate for listing under the Endangered 
Species Act. In response, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and Forest Service 
(USFS) worked with the states to develop a land use strategy to conserve and restore 
sagebrush habitat across the species’ range. 

• In 2015, citing the federal land use strategy and associated rangeland fire strategy, along 
with state and private lands conservation efforts, FWS determined that the greater sage-
grouse was not warranted for listing under the ESA. 

• The 2015 “not warranted” finding included a commitment to revisit the status of the 
species in 5 years, a commitment made to strengthen the defensibility of that finding.  

• FWS and a coalition of public and private partners, particularly the states, have built a 
durable, collaborative effort to conserve sagebrush-dependent species, avoid future listing 
of those species, and secure a healthy sagebrush ecosystem for people and wildlife.  

• BLM and USFS amended or revised nearly 100 resource and land management plans to 
improve protections for sage-grouse and sagebrush habitat.  

• All states have sage-grouse plans; some interface seamlessly with the federal plans. 
States have management responsibility for the species and are leading the larger effort to 
proactively conserve the larger sagebrush ecosystem.  

• In August 2017, Secretary Zinke received a report from the Department’s Sage-Grouse 
Review Team regarding possible plan and policy modifications to complement state 
efforts to improve greater sage-grouse conservation and economic development on public 
lands, as required by Secretarial Order 3353. 

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  

• Some conservation groups were critical of the FWS’ not-warranted determination; others 
were highly supportive. 

• Some industry and trade groups have filed litigation opposing the federal plans. 
 

III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• In the 115th Congress, legislation seeks to provide state management over federal land 

management plans and delay future action to list the sage-grouse. Sponsors include Sens. 
Risch (R-ID), Lee (R-UT), and Daines (R-MT) and Reps. Simpson (R-ID), Amodei (R-
NV), Gosar (R-AZ), Stewart (R-UT), Tipton (R-CO), and Cheney (R-WY). 

• The FY17 Omnibus appropriations bill bars FWS from expending any funds for status 
reviews, listing determinations, or rulemakings regarding the greater sage-grouse.  

 
IV.      NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 

• FWS will continue to provide technical assistance to public and private partners as they 
implement sage-grouse conservation measures. FWS will also continue to support 
collaborative efforts to conserve the larger sagebrush ecosystem. 

 



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Tester, Daines, Simpson, McCollum, Barrasso, Risch, Labrador, Cheney, 

Grijalva, Newhouse 
ISSUE: Grizzly Bears 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In 1975, FWS listed the grizzly bear as threatened in the lower 48 states.  
• FWS organizes grizzly bears into six recovery zones/ecosystems to allow for targeted 

recovery efforts.  Recovery zones include parts of WA, ID, MT, and WY.  
• In March 2007, FWS finalized a rule to establish the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem 

grizzly bear distinct population segment (DPS) and to delist this DPS due to recovery. 
Courts overturned this rule in 2009, reinstating ESA protections for Yellowstone bears. 

• In June 2017, FWS published a new final rule to delist the Yellowstone DPS. The rule 
does not change the threatened status of the remaining grizzly bears in the lower 48 
states. FWS has received several complaints from environmental groups and tribal 
interests challenging the rule. 

• In early 2017, the National Park Service and FWS published a draft Environmental 
Impact Statement on alternatives to restore grizzly bear in the North Cascades Recovery 
Unit. Alternatives range from no action to the establishment of a population of grizzly 
bears in the North Cascades Ecosystem.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

•  

  

   
 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Senators Daines (R-MT), Barrasso (R-WY), Enzi (R-WY), Rep. Cheney (R-WY), and 
House Natural Resources Chairman Bishop (R-UT) issued statements supporting the final 
delisting of the Yellowstone grizzly bear. 

• Rep. Grijalva (D-AZ-3) opposed delisting, citing tribal rights and hunting concerns. 
•  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 

• The comment period on the North Cascades draft EIS closed in April 2017.  
  

• In August 2017, in regards to delisting wolves in the Western Great Lakes, a court ruled 
that FWS failed to reasonably analyze or consider: (1) the impacts of partial delisting; 
and, (2) historical range loss on the already listed species.  

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



Secretary Briefing Papers; October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Frelinghuysen 
ISSUE: Highlands Conservation Act  
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• The Highlands Conservation Act (HCA) was enacted in 2004 to provide assistance to 
States to preserve and protect high quality conservation land in the 3.4 million acre 
Highlands region of New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Connecticut. 

• The program was first funded in 2007. The program also received funding in 2008, 2009, 
2010, 2012, 2015, 2016, and 2017. 

• In FY 2016, Congress increased the appropriation “up to $10 million,” and included 
administrative funding to the FWS, which had not been provided in several years. FWS 
works with the U.S. Forest Service and the four states to identify projects that meet the 
intent of the law to conserve important habitat in the Highlands region.   

• To date, more than $26 million in Federal funds has been allocated to the four states for 
land acquisition. These funds have resulted in the permanent protection of over 6,200 
acres and leveraged non-Federal funds at a nearly 3:1 ratio. 

• Funding for the program comes from the Land and Water Conservation Fund.  
• There is no funding for Highlands in the FY 2018 President’s Budget. 

 
II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Highlands Coalition is comprised of more than 200 national, regional, state and local 
organizations that work collaboratively with state agencies, the U.S. Forest Service and 
FWS to implement critical conservation in the Highlands region. This broad coalition has 
yielded sustained congressional support. 

•  
 

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Chairman Frelinghuysen introduced H.R. 1281(S. 1627, Sen. Gillibrand [D-NY]) to 
reauthorize the law through 2021.  No Congressional action has been taken to date. 
 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
•  

  
• August, 2017: FWS announced funding distribution of $2,420,000 to each of the four 

states. Announcements of funding to states were sent to Congressional offices.  
• The 2018 President’s Budget did not include funding for Highlands. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



October 2017 
 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Murkowski, Young  
ISSUE:   Izembek National Wildlife Refuge and King Cove Road 

 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• This issue centers on construction of a road through wilderness areas of the Izembek 
Refuge to provide access to an all-weather airport for the community of King Cove, AK. 

• Congress previously appropriated funds to upgrade the local medical clinic, improve the 
King Cove airstrip, and enhance a marine transportation link between the communities of 
King Cove and Cold Bay.  

• The Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009 directed the Secretary to develop an 
EIS to evaluate a three-party land exchange between the federal government, the State of 
Alaska, and the King Cove Corporation for the purpose of constructing a road between 
King Cove and Cold Bay, which has an existing all-weather airport.  

• As part of the proposed land exchange, about 56,000 acres owned by the State and King 
Cove Corporation would be transferred to the Izembek and Alaska Peninsula Refuges. 

• The proposed King Cove road would cross designated wilderness in the Izembek Refuge, 
potentially creating adverse impacts to high value habitat. 

• In December 2013, as required by the 2009 law, former Interior Secretary Jewell issued a 
final decision that found the land exchange was not in the public interest. 

  
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Alaska Congressional Delegation strongly supports the road and land exchange. 
• The communities of King Cove and Cold Bay support the land exchange and road. 
• Wilderness and environmental groups strongly oppose a road due to the impact to pristine 

habitat and the precedent set. 
• Some Alaska Natives and subsistence users in the Yukon Delta also oppose the road. 

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Senator Murkowski included policy language in the FY16 and FY17 Interior-
Environment appropriations bills that would require a land transfer at Izembek. The 
language was not ultimately included in the final FY16 or FY17 appropriations bills.  

• At the time of drafting, the FY18 Senate appropriations bill was not yet released.  
• This year, bills were introduced by Sen. Murkowski (S. 101) and Rep. Young (H.R. 218) 

to provide a land exchange for the construction of a road between the two communities. 
H.R. 218 passed the House on July 20, 2017.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• Next steps depend on whether the land exchange is with the State of Alaska or Native 
Corporation. For example, if land is exchanged with the Native Corporation, the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) Section 22(g) and its implementing regulation, 
50 CFR 25.21, stipulates that Alaska Native Village Corporation lands within the 
boundaries of a National Wildlife Refuge established prior to ANCSA are subject to 
National Wildlife Refuge System compatibility requirements. If land is exchanged with 
the State of Alaska, then a National Environmental Policy Act EIS is likely required, 
unless new statute dictates otherwise.    



Secretary Briefing Paper; October 2017 
 

BUREAU:    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Gohmert, Westerman, Johnson, Denham, and Tsongas 
ISSUE:         D.C. Circuit Decision on FWS Interpretation of Lacey Act Interstate  

          Transport Prohibition 
 

I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 
• Under the Lacey Act (18 U.S.C. §42), the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to 

regulate the importation and transport between the continental U.S., the District of 
Columbia, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or any other territory of the U.S., of species determined 
to be injurious to human beings, the interests of agriculture, horticulture or forestry, or to 
wildlife or wildlife resources of the U.S. FWS has long interpreted the language related to 
shipment of injurious species to prohibit transportation of injurious species between 
states within the continental U.S. 

• The U.S. Association of Reptile Keepers (USARK) filed a lawsuit in December 2013 
challenging FWS authority. The District Court for the District of Columbia found that 18 
U.S.C. § 42(a)(1) does not prohibit interstate transport of injurious wildlife between 
states within the continental U.S. and enjoined FWS from implementing that provision 
with respect to two species at issue in the litigation. FWS appealed this decision. 

• On April 7, 2017, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit affirmed 
the District Court’s judgment and held that FWS lacks authority pursuant to the Lacey 
Act to prohibit shipments of injurious species between states within the continental U.S. 
 

 II.       POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
•  

 
  

 
 

  
 

III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Rep. Gohmert (R-TX-1) introduced HR 1807 - Public Water Supply Invasive Species 

Compliance Act of 2017 (companion bill in the Senate, S. 789 sponsored by Sen. Cruz 
(R-TX)), exempting certain water transfers between public water supplies located on, 
along, or across the boundaries of Texas, Arkansas, and Louisiana from the Lacey Act. 
Reps. Westerman (R-AR-4) and Mike Johnson (R-LA-4), who are on the House Natural 
Resources Committee, are co-sponsors. The bill was passed out of committee. 

• October, 2017: Senator Gillibrand (D-NY) had a press conference on the emerald ash 
borer beetle in the Adirondacks, mentioning the injurious species listing process. 
Gillibrand has previously introduced legislation to reform this process. Reintroduction of 
this legislation is likely to occur this session; but, it has not yet happened. 

 
IV.      NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Gardner, Cole, Calvert, Gohmert, Pearce, Tipton 
ISSUE:   Lesser Prairie-Chicken 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In April 2014, FWS listed the lesser prairie-chicken as threatened under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) and concurrently finalized a special rule under section 4(d) of the 
ESA that established compliance with the State-led Range-wide Conservation Plan as 
also being ESA compliant.  

• In June 2014, the Permian Basin Petroleum Association and four New Mexico counties 
filed a lawsuit challenging the FWS’s final rule to list the lesser prairie-chicken. Separate 
lawsuits were filed by other plaintiffs, including environmental groups.  

• In September 2015, a U.S. District Court ruled on the Permian Basin lawsuit and vacated 
the FWS’s listing rule. The Government decided not to appeal. 

• Prior to the 2015 court ruling, FWS began work on a species status assessment for the 
lesser prairie-chicken, with input from the five range states. The goal of the status 
assessment was to synthesize the best available science to inform recovery planning and 
conservation actions. 

• In September 2016, FWS was petitioned to list the lesser prairie-chicken as endangered. 
FWS found the petition to be substantial.  The status assessment will also serve to inform 
the 12 month finding on that petition.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (WAFWA), in partnership with 
New Mexico, Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas, created The Lesser Prairie-
Chicken Range-wide Conservation Plan to develop a conservation and mitigation 
strategy for the species.  

• Several Members of Congress disagreed with FWS’s 2014 decision to list the lesser 
prairie-chicken under the ESA.  

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 114th Congress, Rep. Lucas (R-OK) filed an amendment to the House National 
Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) to prohibit listing the bird under the ESA; the 
amendment was withdrawn. Similar language was included in other NDAA amendments, 
appropriations bills, and a standalone bill.  

• There has been no relevant legislation introduced in the 115th Congress. 
 

IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 
•  

 

  
 

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Murkowski, Simpson 
ISSUE: FWS Mitigation Policy Status 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• The FWS has used a mitigation policy since 1981 to guide agency recommendations on 
mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water development projects on fish, wildlife, 
plants, and their habitats. 

• In 2016, FWS finalized revisions to the 1981 policy. Notably, the scope of the revised 
policy expanded to address all resources for which FWS has authority to require or 
recommend mitigation, including those listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  

• In December 2016, the FWS finalized the ESA compensatory mitigation policy, a more 
detailed, ESA-specific stepdown of the revised Service-wide mitigation policy. 

• These policies were consistent with the Presidential Memorandum entitled Mitigating 
Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 
Investment (PM) (November 3, 2015) and with Secretarial Order 3330, Improving 
Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior (October 31, 2013). 

• A March 28, 2017, Executive Order (EO) rescinded the 2015 PM and directed all 
agencies to identify affected agency actions (including existing regulations, orders, and 
policies) and, as appropriate, suspend, revise, or rescind them.  

• Sec. Order (SO) 3349 (March 29, 2017) implements the March 2017 EO. It revoked SO 
3330 and required the Deputy Secretary to inform the Bureaus whether to proceed with 
reconsideration, modification, or rescission of actions related to the PM or SO 3330.  

 
II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

•  
 

 
• At a March 2016 Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee hearing, the State of 

Alaska expressed concerns with the PM and requested its revision to incorporate the 
Alaska Native Settlement Claims Act and Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation. 

• Response from State agencies varied; FWS received comments from States both 
supporting and expressing concerns with the policies.  

• In some cases, industry had concerns that the policies were an attempt to create new 
authority for FWS.  

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Rep. Newhouse (R-WA) introduced two resolutions to disapprove the two FWS 
mitigation policies through the Congressional Review Act (CRA), but no further action 
has been taken on them.  
 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
•   

 
 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: McCollum, Udall, Feinstein, Stewart, Bishop  
ISSUE:  Southwest Border Law Enforcement and Conservation Issues 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• There are eight National Wildlife Refuges along the U.S.-Mexico border, three in Texas, 
two in California and three in Arizona. FWS has 18 Federal Wildlife Officers (FWO) that 
cover these refuges. 

• Santa Ana National Wildlife Refuge sits along the U.S.-Mexico border in Texas, and has 
been identified as a location for early preparations for border wall construction. The 
Refuge has been visited this year by Senator Cornyn’s (R-TX) staff and Representative 
O’Rourke (D-TX-16). Senator Cruz (R-TX) has expressed an interest in visiting the 
refuge as well. 

• The FWOs at border refuges provide safety and security for visitors and protect fish, 
wildlife, cultural, and archaeological resources. Additionally, working closely with DHS, 
they address border issues that spill onto refuges, including drug and human trafficking 
and fatalities of undocumented immigrants.  

• These refuges also face increased habitat degradation from significant amounts of human 
trash and waste left on site, escaped camp fires, sewage spills, and trail and road erosion.  
Additional trash is generated on Arizona border refuges by humanitarian organizations 
who, contrary to refuge regulations, leave stock piles of food, water, and clothing for 
illegal border crossers.  

• Many native animals, like pronghorn antelope and ocelots, migrate across the Southwest 
border; physical barriers could also affect movement of wildlife and could affect surface 
water movement, causing local flooding.   

• Sec. 102. of the REAL ID Act (P.L. 109-13), signed into law in 2005, gives the 
Department of Homeland Security authority to waive most environmental laws, including 
NEPA and the ESA, to ensure expeditious construction of barriers and roads. 
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• Some Congressional Members have expressed concern about the cost of expanding and 

maintain a wall along the border, and the impact it may have on species and habitat in the 
area, as well as the impact on public lands, including National Wildlife Refuges. 

• Other Members have explained how effective border security protects the environment 
by deterring illegal activity and border crossings.  

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• On October 4, the House Homeland Security Committee passed the Border Security for 
America Act (H.R. 3548), which includes a $10 billion authorization for construction of a 
U.S.-Mexico border wall. 

• On July 27, the House passed the Make America Secure Appropriations Act of 2018 
(H.R. 3219), which includes $1.6 billion in funding for construction of the border wall. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• Congress will continue to debate funding for the border wall. 
• The President’s FY18 budget request includes $1.6 billion for border wall construction. 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Senator Murkowski (R-AK), Representative Don Young (R-AK-AL) 
ISSUE:   Alaska Native-Crafted Walrus Ivory 
 
I.  ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• In 2016, FWS finalized regulations to prohibit most commercial domestic trade in African 
elephant ivory. Also, several states (including California, New Jersey, Hawaii, and 
Nevada) have taken steps to ban the intrastate purchase and sale of ivory (some including 
walrus and other types of ivory). Some state ivory bans have provisions that exempt items 
expressly authorized by federal law, license, or permit. At least 8 more states are 
considering such measures. 

• Alaska Native artists are expressing concern to the Alaska Congressional delegation about 
loss of sales, because consumers are nervous about buying ivory and confusion over federal 
and state laws governing the sale of ivory. 

• The U.S. does not prohibit the sale, purchase, import, export, or transport of genuine, 
Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory pieces, and these may be brought into the lower 48 
states by individual consumers or shipped to retail stores. 

• In May of 2017, DOI announced the release of a brochure, coordinated by DOI’s Indian 
Arts and Crafts Board (Board) and FWS to inform consumers and Alaska Native artists 
about walrus conservation, relevant laws, and how law enforcement recognizes walrus 
ivory and distinguishes it from elephant ivory.   

• This brochure is being distributed online, through DOI venues, and has been offered to 
cruise lines and other tourism outlets. Related advertisement has also been published. 

• FWS ensures its law enforcement officers are fully knowledgeable about identifying 
elephant vs. walrus ivory during inspections of imports and exports.  

• FWS also works closely with the Board to investigate and pursue cases of counterfeit 
Native arts and crafts that violate the Indian Arts and Crafts Act, including several in AK. 

• On October 4, 2017, the Service announced a “not warranted” finding for listing of walrus 
under the ESA. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• The Alaska delegation has expressed concern about the impact of the elephant ivory ban and 

state ivory bans on the sales of genuine Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory. 
• Members are pleased with the efforts of FWS and the Board to inform consumers and artists 

about the importance of Native American arts and crafts, and the legality of the sale of 
Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory, as well as our efforts to enforce the Indian Arts and 
Crafts Act. 
   

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• This issue was raised by Senator Murkowski during the June 21, 2017 Senate Interior 

Appropriations hearing for FY 2018. 
• FWS and the Board have met on this issue with staff of the three AK delegation offices. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The Department will continue to work to increase awareness and provide best information 
about relevant Federal laws.  

• During the FY 2018 Senate Interior appropriations hearing, the Secretary committed to a 
Secretarial Order and to convene a working group on the matter. 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Young, Grijalva, Beyer, Flake, Portman, McCollum, Udall 
ISSUE:  Combating Wildlife Trafficking 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• FWS (via DOI) is a co-chair, along with the State Department and Department of Justice, of 
the interagency Task Force on Wildlife Trafficking. 

• In 2016, Congress passed the bipartisan, bicameral END Wildlife Trafficking Act, which 
codified the Task Force, National Strategy, and Implementation Plan, and included 
additional requirements of federal agencies.  

• In 2016, FWS finalized regulations to prohibit most commercial domestic trade in African 
elephant ivory. Exemptions for antiques and items containing small amounts of ivory 
were included to allow for the continued trade in items that do not impact conservation 
of African elephants. 

• In February 2017, the President signed an Executive Order on Transnational Organized 
Crime, which states the U.S. shall address threats to national security from transnational 
criminal organizations involved in a variety of activities, including wildlife trafficking. 

• FWS has stationed law enforcement special agents at U.S. embassies as international 
attachés to address wildlife trafficking in key nations. 

 
II.      POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• Combating wildlife trafficking has strong bipartisan support in Congress.  
• Several Members of Congress are also supportive of FWS’ broader international 

conservation and wildlife law enforcement work. 
• Some Members have sought to limit FWS authority to restrict elephant ivory trade. 

 
III.    RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 115th Congress, there have been several bills introduced that address wildlife 
trafficking and international conservation, including: 

o H.R. 227, sponsored by Rep. Young (R-AK-AL) reauthorizes the Multinational 
Species Conservation Funds (Funds). 

o H.R. 1247, sponsored by Rep. Donovan (R-NY-11), and S. 480, sponsored by 
Sen. Portman (R-OH), reauthorize the Tiger Stamp. 

o S. 826, sponsored by Sen. Barrasso (R-WY), reauthorizes the Funds and creates 
a prize competition to address wildlife trafficking. 

o H.R. 226, sponsored by Rep. Young (R-AK-AL), would allow for the 
commercial trade of African elephant ivory. 

 
IV.    NEXT STEPS/OUTLOOK 

• The Task Force continues to implement the END Wildlife Trafficking Act. FWS and State 
have taken the lead in developing a list of countries of concern due to wildlife trafficking. 
This list will be included in a report due to Congress in early October. 

• We expect less focus on wildlife trafficking issues in this Congress given the passage of the 
END Wildlife Trafficking Act in the 114th Congress. However, there are still Members who 
are focused on this issue who will pursue events, briefings, and additional legislation.  

• In FY 2018, the Service requests $8.9 million specifically dedicated for combating wildlife 
trafficking.  



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Barrasso, Flake, Heinrich, Gardner, Stabenow, Franken, Wyden, Merkley, Udall, 

McCollum, Stewart, Pearce, Gosar, Bishop, Tipton, Bergman, Cheney, Rouzer 
ISSUE: Wolves 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• FWS believes the wolf is recovered under the ESA, and has attempted to delist it 
nationwide, except for the Mexican wolf and the red wolf subspecies. 

• In 2014, final rules delisting Gray wolves in Wyoming and in the Western Great Lakes 
(WGL) were vacated by separate District Court judges; ESA protections were reinstated 
for these populations. FWS appealed both of these rulings. 

• In March 2017, a court ruled in favor of FWS delisting WY wolves and, in April, the 
FWS reinstated its previous Wyoming delisting rule. 

• In August 2017, a court ruled against FWS delisting of WGL wolves; Wolves remain 
federally endangered in WI and MI and threatened in MN. 

• Wolves are under state management in eastern WA and OR, but wolves in the western 
portions of those states remain endangered, limiting management options. 

• In January 2015, FWS separately listed the Mexican wolf as endangered and revised 
regulations for the nonessential experimental population under ESA section 10(j). 

• In 2016, New Mexico sued FWS to enjoin release of Mexican wolves without state 
permits. An injunction was issued, but vacated upon appeal in April 2017.  FWS is 
reviewing comments on the draft revised recovery plan for the Mexican wolf subspecies. 

• Red wolves are listed as endangered and exist in the wild as a non-essential, 
experimental population (NEP) in eastern NC. In September 2016, after a review of the 
red wolf recovery program, FWS announced plans to propose changes to the NEP 
management, expand the captive population, and revise the recovery plan.  
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
•   
   

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• 115th Congress Legislation: S. 368, Requires revised recovery plan for Mexican wolves 
(Sen. Flake); S. 164 and H.R. 424, Reinstates FWS final rules delisting wolves in 
Wyoming and WGL (Sen. Barrasso and Reps. Cheney, Labrador, Simpson, Bergman). 
Similar language is included in sportsmen’s legislation and the House appropriations bill. 

• In July 2017, Acting FWS Director Sheehan testified in support of H.R. 424. 
• In the 114th Congress, the House Natural Resources Committee held an oversight hearing 

on Federal management of gray, Mexican, and red wolves. 
• Rep. Newhouse sought to delist wolves in OR, WA, UT, and NV in the 114th Congress. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

•  
 
  

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



Secretary Briefing Paper; October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Daines, Tester, Merkley, Kilmer, Simpson 
ISSUE: Dreissenid Mussel Discovery in Montana near Columbia River Headwaters 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Zebra mussels and quagga mussels (Dreissenids) have since spread throughout the Great 
Lakes region, south along the Mississippi River and to areas west of the Mississippi.  In 
January 2007, the first population of Dreissenid mussels west of the 100th Meridian was 
discovered in Lake Mead. Both species are easily spread between water bodies by 
watercraft, and cause damage to water-based infrastructure that is estimated to be in the 
hundreds of millions of dollars.  

• In October 2016, Dreissenids (microscopic larvae called veligers) were detected for the 
first time in the upper Missouri River Basin in Montana, near the headwaters of the 
Columbia River.  
 

II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• The Montana Governor has declared an environmental disaster.  The Idaho legislature 

and governor responded by enacting emergency state supplemental funding. 
• The Montana Legislature called for development of the Upper Columbia Conservation 

Commission to address threats of Dreissenid mussels. DOI bureaus have been asked to 
participate.  

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• The QZAP was developed by the Western Regional Panel and approved by the ANSTF 
in 2010, and is the Department of Interior (DOI) roadmap for this issue.  The FWS works 
with other DOI Bureaus, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, States, and partners to 
support boat inspection and decontamination, early warning systems, and training.  

• Congress has appropriated approximately $2 million per year since FY 2010 to support 
this effort. 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
• The FWS Region 6 dive team specializes in Dreissenid mussel detection. They deployed 

to both Canyon Ferry and Tiber Reservoirs in Montana as well as the Columbia River 
Basin Team rapid response test exercise in Washington. 

• In FY16 and FY 17, FWS allocated about $930,000 each year to partners through grants 
for projects to control the spread of invasive mussels in the western U.S. under the 
Quagga-Zebra Mussel Action Plan for Western U.S. Waters (QZAP), with emphasis on 
containment and prevention. FY 2018 Budget Request included $2 million for support. 

• FWS delivers $1 million of the QZAP funding to states and regional groups with Aquatic 
Nuisance Species (ANS) plans which have been signed by the respective governor and 
approved by the ANS Task Force (ANSTF). In FY17, each approved plan was awarded 
$46,715. Montana received an additional $16K from FWS R6 to support veliger 
detection. 

• July 2017: DOI announced the “Safeguarding the West from Invasive Species” package 
to address the Columbia River Basin and other uninfested Western waters, to help better 
integrate government efforts to stop the spread of invasive mussels. 



Alaska Federal/State Wildlife Management 
 
Bureau: 

 
National Park Service 

Member: State Delegation  
 

Key Points: 
• The NPS final rule implementing several changes in sport hunting practices allowed in 

Alaska’s national preserves was published in the Federal Register on 9/15/15. 
• Hunting practices that were prohibited include the take of brown and black bears over 

bait (including the use of human food and garbage), the take of bear cubs and sows at 
den sites while using artificial light, and the take of wolf and coyote pups during the 
denning season (May 1 - August 9). 

• During a lengthy public comment process, about 120,000 comments were received. Over 
99% of the comments favored the proposed rule. 

• The vast majority of state hunting regulations, and all federal subsistence hunting in 
national preserves, were unchanged by the final rule.  

• Alaska has about 21 million acres of national preserves open to sport hunting; all were 
established in 1980. 

Background: 
• The final rule responded to changes in State of Alaska hunting regulations (which 

generally, but not exclusively, govern sport hunting on national preserves). NPS 
repeatedly requested the Alaska Board of Game to exempt national preserves from 
liberalized methods for taking predators, primarily wolves and bears. 

• The board left the predator hunting methods in place, and NPS responded for several 
years with specific and repeated one-year prohibitions in preserves through 
Superintendent’s Compendiums. The State suggested several times that restrictions were 
more appropriately addressed in federal rulemaking. 

• After proposing this rule, NPS held 26 public hearings, as well as tribal government-to-
government consultations, during the 121-day comment period.  

• The State opposed the rule, asserting: (1) wildlife management and allocation of game in 
Alaska—including NPS preserves—should be the state’s responsibility alone, and (2) 
federal action is only justified to maintain healthy or viable wildlife populations. 

• The 2015 rule also implemented changes unrelated to the State’s focus on predator 
reduction, including: a prohibition on intentionally obstructing or hindering people 
lawfully hunting or trapping; a simplified procedure for implementing closures or 
restrictions in NPS areas; an update of regulations to reflect federal assumption of the 
management of subsistence hunting and fishing from Alaska in the 1990s; an allowance 
for the use of native species as bait for fishing in accordance with applicable federal and 
non-conflicting State law; and, a prohibition on the sport hunting of swimming caribou, 
and on using dogs to assist in hunting black bears. 

 
Current Status: 

• All elements of the final rule have been in effect since January 1, 2016. 
• On January 13, 2017, the State, Safari Club, and Alaska Professional Hunters 

Association sued the NPS and the U.S, Fish & Wildlife Service, which had promulgated 
separate, but similar, regulations.   



• In July 2017, the Department of the Interior instructed the NPS to revisit the 2015 
rulemaking.  A notice of intent was sent to the Department to announce the 
reconsideration of the 2015 rule and is expected to be published in the Federal Register 
sometime this fall. 

 
 
Contact: NPS Acting Alaska Regional Director Joel Hard, 907-644-3510, joel_hard@nps.gov 
Last Updated: October 4, 2017 
  

  

 



Arlington Memorial Bridge Rehabilitation 
 

Member:  Rep. Eleanor Holmes Norton (D-DC)  
Park/Program: George Washington Memorial Parkway 
 
Arlington Memorial Bridge Rehabilitation Project Update 

• Without full rehabilitation, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) estimates that Arlington 
Memorial Bridge (AMB) will not be safe for traffic by 2021.  

• NPS planned to complete the project in two phases at a total cost of $262 million (Phase I: $166 million, 
Phase II: $96 million) with a construction duration of 4.35 years (or longer depending on availability of 
future appropriations). 

• Due to favorable bid conditions, NPS anticipates awarding the full rehabilitation by November 2017 
which will reduce the construction duration by 1.5 years and save $35.05 million. 

 
• The NPS was awarded a $90 million USDOT FY 2016 FASTLANE grant for Phase I.  The grant can 

only fund up to 60 percent of the project, and requires at least 20 percent (Phase 1: $33.2 million) be 
funded from sources other than Titles 23/49. 

• NPS has received approval to reprogram $15M from its FY17 Line Item Construction (LIC) program 
towards the non-Title 23/49 match requirement. The remaining $18.2M has been submitted as NPS’s top 
priority LIC project in in the President’s FY18 Budget. 

• The NPS plans to fund the balance of Phase I and to fund Phase II from FLTP, including $30M from 
VA and DC transferred to NPS as required by the Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2017. 

Background 
• The historic Arlington Memorial Bridge spanning the Potomac River in Washington DC was 

constructed in 1932 and is owned and maintained by the National Park Service.  The structure serves as 
an iconic national treasure which links the west end of the National Mall with the Arlington Cemetery at 
the footstep of our Nation’s Capital. 

• This bridge is in the worst condition of all high volume urban federally owned bridges across the 
country (10,300 federally owned bridges).  It is one of the highest traffic volume bridges and currently 
the most costly to rehabilitate.  It is also one of the oldest bridges and is listed on the National Register 
of Historic Places.   

Current: 
• The NPS has formulated a financial plan to award both phases by the absolute deadline of November 

14th. Awarding by the deadline reducing the construction duration from 1550 days to 1,000 days,1 
approximately one and one-half years and saves $35.05 million compared to original total project cost 
estimate. 

Contact Person: Doug Jacobs, Associate Regional Director, National Capital Region,  
(202) 619-7038 

Last Updated: October 3, 2017 

                                                 
1 .   The total contract duration would be 1000 calendar days if all of the options are awarded at the same time as the base contract   The maximum time could be increased by up to 550 days to 
allow for flexibility to award multiple options as funding becomes available, but is a trade-off delaying completion up to one and one-half years  
 

Phase 1 $ Phase 1 % Phase 2 $ Total $
DOT FASTLane Grant 90,000,000        56% 90,000,000      
DC and VA Transportation Funds 30,000,000    30,000,000      
NPS Transportation Funds 36,800,000        23% 36,950,000    73,750,000      
NPS Construction Funds 33,200,000        21% 33,200,000      
Total 160,000,000    100% 66,950,000 226,950,000 



 
Centennial Summary and Achievements  

Bureau: National Park Service 
Member: General Interest  
  
Key Points 

● 2016 marked the 100th anniversary of the National Park Service (NPS), offering an 
opportunity expand public engagement and prepare for a new century of stewardship, 
preservation and conservation. 

● The overarching goal of the NPS Centennial was to connect with and create the next 
generation of park visitors, supporters and advocates. 

● NPS and the National Park Foundation launched the Find Your Park public awareness 
campaign in April 2015. No appropriated funds were used for the campaign. 

● Additional major initiatives included the Every Kid in a Park program providing free 
access to parks for all 4th graders; and the Centennial Challenge program, which leveraged 
philanthropic funds to support improvement projects in parks. 

Background 
● Throughout the centennial, NPS park partners, non-profit organizations, concessioners, 

and other stakeholders were engaged in our celebrations, national programs, and the Find 
Your Park campaign, including a representative stakeholder advisory group.   

● More than 160 members of Congress joined the honorary Congressional Friends of the 
NPS Centennial to celebrate the NPS Centennial and public lands. 

● The Find Your Park campaign had extensive media reach - 16.8 billion campaign 
impressions (print media, digital and social media, out-of-home media such as billboards, 
media coverage, etc.), and one in four millennials recalled seeing Find Your Park. 

● Visitation to national park in 2016 increased by 7.7% over 2015, and digital followers of 
NPS and NPF national accounts totaled more than 1.3 million since spring of 2015. 

● In 2016, more than 180 youth interns served as Centennial Volunteer Ambassadors, 
working in parks and programs across the country. 

Current Status: 
● More than 100,000 Every Kid in a Park passes were redeemed at NPS sites in FY 2016 

and 198,000 in FY  2017 as of August 31.  
● The successful Centennial Volunteer Ambassadors program is continuing -- they are now 

called Community Volunteer Ambassadors. 
● In FY 2017, $20 million was appropriated for the Centennial Challenge program, which 

will build on the previous year’s successes leveraging $35 million in non-federal 
philanthropic support. 

● The Find Your Park campaign is continuing in 2017 and 2018 focusing on building 
awareness for lesser-known parks and stories throughout the system. 

● While the 2017 numbers won’t be confirmed until next year, visitation appears to be up 
in many parks again this year. 

Contact: Jeff Reinbold, NPS Assistant Director for Partnerships and Civic Engagement, (202) 
208-2532, jeff_reinbold@nps.gov; and April Slayton, NPS Assistant Director for 
Communications (202) 208-4995, april_slayton@nps.gov 
Last Updated: October 2, 2017 
 



Deferred Maintenance (Maintenance Backlog) 
 
Bureau:  National Park Service  
Member:  General Interest 
 
Key Points: 

• The NPS owns and/or manages approximately 76,000 constructed assets valued at more than 
$157 billion. Many of these assets date back several decades and were constructed by the 
Civilian Conservation Corps or through the Mission 66 program. 51% of the asset portfolio 
was constructed prior to 1966. 

• As of September 30, 2016, the deferred maintenance backlog is approximately $11.3 
billion.  Approximately 44% of the total asset portfolio has no reported deferred maintenance 
and over 50% of the cataloged deferred maintenance is associated with transportation assets. 

• Approximately 70-80% of the total cost of ownership for a facility asset is found in 
operations and maintenance and restoration and disposal activities. Only 20-30% of the total 
cost of ownership is reflected in initial design and construction of the asset. 

 
Background: 

• The NPS completed implementation of an enterprise asset management program in 2003. 
This system catalogs the portfolio of real property asset across the National Park System and 
identifies work requirements (including deferred maintenance) through a work order 
structure. Most assets are identified in the system using industry standard “asset categories,” 
however, over 18,000 relatively unique features such as monuments, fortifications, and picnic 
areas are also catalogued. 

• In FY 2012, the NPS implemented the Capital Investment Strategy which directs limited 
appropriated resources toward the highest priority assets to improve their condition. 

• NPS has prioritized facility assets in “bands” based on relative importance in meeting 
mission objectives. Approximately 1/3 of NPS total assets have been determined to be critical 
or very important to meeting mission and/or park operational needs.  The deferred 
maintenance for these assets is valued at $8.3 billion. 

• Since 1980, 4,572 assets with a deferred maintenance value of $862 million were added to 
the inventory. Most of these assets were acquired through the addition of new parks. 

 
Current Status: 

• In FY 2017, the NPS invested over $700 million across the system to address facility repair 
and improvement needs. This includes funds from the Highway Trust Fund through the US 
Department of Transportation directed at transportation assets. 

• Other deliberate efforts by the NPS to more effectively manage the maintenance backlog 
have included disposition of assets, utilization of leasing authorities, philanthropic efforts, a 
focused commitment from fee revenues, and assuring deferred maintenance is addressed by 
concession operators for assigned facilities. 

 
Contacts:   Shawn Benge, NPS Associate Director - Park Planning, Facilities, and Lands,     

(202) 219-3417, shawn_benge@nps.gov; or Jessica Bowron, NPS Comptroller, (202) 
513-7138, jessica_bowron@nps.gov 

Last Updated: October 4, 2017 



 
Everglades Ecosystem Restoration   

 
Bureau:   National Park Service 
Member:   General Interest 
 
Key Points:  

● Interagency activities for restoration of the Everglades have been underway since the 1970s.  
● These are large scale, long-term water management projects—such as the Modified Water 

Deliveries (MWD) project and the Canal 111 (C-111) South Dade project—approved by 
Congress in 1989, and the Tamiami Trail Next Steps project in 2011. 

● Similar large scale water quality treatment projects (focused on reducing nutrients entering 
the Everglades) began in 1994 following the settlement of a 1988 federal lawsuit.  

● In 1996, Congress created the South Florida Ecosystem Restoration Task Force in 
recognition of the magnitude of the restoration problems and the critical importance of 
partnerships with federal, state, tribal, and local governments.  

● These initial efforts led to passage of the Comprehensive Everglades Restoration Plan 
(CERP), a collection of over 50 infrastructure projects developed over decades of 
collaboration by scientists, policy makers, and affiliated stakeholders.  

● CERP is a watershed-scale federal & state partnership to restore/preserve/protect the south 
Florida ecosystem and sustain water supply & flood protection for South Florida’s economy.  

 
Background: 

● Expanding urban and agricultural development since the 1880s reduced the natural 
Everglades ecosystem to half of its original size; restoring water depths, flooding durations, 
and water quality will help to preserve the remaining native habitats and species.  

● Restoration efforts also help sustain system-wide water availability, making south Florida 
more resilient to rainfall variations, sea level rise, and salt water intrusion.  

 
Current Status: 

● Several foundation projects—such as the MWD, C-111, and Tamiami Trail Next Steps Phase 
I projects—are scheduled to be complete between 2018 and 2020. 

● The first phase of water quality improvements was completed in 2012, and the second phase, 
the Restoration Strategies project, will have construction complete in 2025.  

● CERP infrastructure projects have been approved by Congress in phases: four 1st Generation 
CERP projects were approved in 2007; four 2nd Generation CERP projects were approved in 
the 2014; and two 3rd Generation CERP projects were just approved in 2016. 

● The recently authorized Central Everglades Planning Project (CEPP) will reduce harmful 
discharges to the northern estuaries by redirecting flows from Lake Okeechobee southward 
back into the Everglades, but is dependent on DOI’s completion of the Tamiami Trail Next 
Steps Phase II project.  

● The current estimated total cost for the combined CERP and non-CERP projects is 
approximately $19 billion, with construction extending into the 2040s. 

 
Contacts: Pedro Ramos, Superintendent, Everglades and Dry Tortugas National Parks, 305-242-7712, 
Pedro_Ramos@nps.gov; Robert Johnson, Director, South Florida Natural Resources Center, 305-224-
4240, Robert_Johnson@nps.gov  
Last Updated: October 2, 2017 



FY 2018 Budget Overview, National Park Service 
Key Points 
• The FY 2018 President’s Budget Request for NPS discretionary funding is $2.55 billion, a 

$378.5 million, and 12.9 percent decrease from FY 2017 enacted.  
• NPS budget priorities balance daily park and program operations with long-term 

investments. Park operations continue to be strained by increasing visitation and other 
responsibilities, compounded by years of fixed cost absorption and FTE losses. Despite 
recent funding increases that have supported long-term priorities, primarily deferred 
maintenance, the NPS still lacks sufficient funds to maintain its large portfolio of assets 
and to make substantial gains on its $11.3 billion deferred maintenance backlog. 

• Decreases include reductions to all parks and program management (-$148.0 million), 
maintenance project funding (-$42.1 million), non-maintenance project funding (-$30.7 
million), historic preservation grant funding (-$29.8 million) and land acquisition funding 
(-$28.8 million), as well as elimination of funding for National Heritage Areas (-$18.8 
million).  

• Increases include +$14.2 million  to support construction projects, planning and 
execution, +$8.0 million for direct support for Abandoned Mineral Land and 
Demolition/Disposal projects, +$25.7 million for fixed costs, and +$1.1 million for 
responsibilities at newly established units. 

• The request funds 7.2 percent fewer FTE (-1,410) than FY 2017 actual usage. Since 
2011, the NPS workforce has decreased by 11 percent, while visitation has increased by 
19 percent. 

• The budget also proposes a shift of $90 million from discretionary to mandatory funding 
for State conservation grants.  

• In order to meet reduced funding levels, many parks would need to reduce services that 
impact the visitor experience. This may include shorter seasons, reduced operating hours 
at visitor centers, fewer seasonal rangers to interact with the public, and diminished 
capacity for resource and visitor protection. As a result, the NPS expects moderate 
declines in performance metrics on natural and cultural resource stewardship, and visitor 
satisfaction. 

• The House of Representatives passed H.R. 3354 on September 14, 2017, that would provide 
FY 2018 appropriations for the NPS. Senate action on the bill has yet to occur. 

• The NPS would receive discretionary appropriations of $2.89 billion, a decrease 
of $44.8 million (-1.5 percent) from the FY 2017 Enacted level of $2.93 billion. 
The bill is $333.7 million (13.1 percent) above the FY 2018 President’s Budget 
request of $2.55 billion.  

• The National Park Service Centennial Act (P.L. 114-289) created several authorities relating 
to permanent appropriations that the NPS is currently implementing. 
• The National Park Foundation will create an endowment to which $10 million of 

recreation fee revenue from the sale of Senior Passes will be deposited annually, to fund 
activities that further the mission and purposes of the NPS. 

• Senior Pass revenues in excess of $10 million will go to a newly established National 
Park Centennial Challenge Fund, to be the Federal match to leverage private sector 
partnership that fund signature projects and programs. The budget estimates the Federal 
match at $15.0 million in 2018. 



• The Visitor Experience Improvement Authority allows the NPS to award commercial 
services contracts whose proceeds will go to a revolving fund supporting management 
and enhancement of commercial visitor services and facilities, as well as payment of 
possessory interest and leasehold surrender interest. 

 
Contact: Jessica Bowron, NPS Comptroller, (202) 513-7138, jessica_bowron@nps.gov 
Last Updated: October 3, 2017 
 

 
FY 2018 Budget Overview, National Park Service (cont.) 

 
Background 
The National Park Service budget contains six discretionary appropriations and an annual 
proposal to rescind contract authority. The NPS also has several major permanent appropriations 
and two major allocation accounts. Finally, the NPS has offsetting collections and reimbursable 
activity. The major appropriations and allocations are described in greater detail below. 

Discretionary Appropriations 
National Park Service ($000) 
– Discretionary 
Appropriations 

FY 2016 
Actual 

FY 2017 
Enacted 

FY 2018 
President’s 

Budget 

FY 2018 
House 
Mark 

Operation of the National Park 
System 2,369,596 2,425,018 2,225,485 2,421,723 
Centennial Challenge 15,000 20,000 14,971 15,000 
National Recreation and 
Preservation 62,632 62,638 37,001 59,629 
Historic Preservation Fund 65,410 80,910 51,100 82,910 
Construction 192,937 209,353 226,529 219,844 
Land Acquisition and State 
Assistance 173,670 162,029 26,380 116,075 
LWCF Contract Authority 
Rescission -27,960 -28,000 -28,020 -28,020 
Total, Discretionary Budget 
Authority 2,851,285 2,931,948 2,553,446 2,887,161 

The Operation of the National Park System (ONPS) appropriation supports the operations of 
our Nation’s national parks, trails, wild and scenic rivers, and central support offices. Funding 
covers all aspects of park operations and is classified under distinct budget activities comprising 
the major components of the ONPS appropriation. These include Park Management and External 
Administrative Costs. 
 
The Park Management activity covers the management and operation of park areas and 
servicewide programs, supporting recurring operations and competitive project funding. This 
activity contains the following subactivities, and the funding is allocated according to the NPS 
Park and Program Summary, which is included in the FY 2018 Budget Justification: 

• Resource Stewardship encompasses natural and cultural resource management, as well 
as funding for restoration of the Everglades ecosystem. 



• Visitor Services includes educational and interpretive programs and the management of 
commercial services to enhance the visitor’s experience. 

• Park Protection provides for the protection of park resources, visitors, and staff, 
including the United States Park Police and public health operations. 

• Facility Operations and Maintenance encompasses the operations and maintenance of 
buildings, and other facilities. 

• Park Support covers the management, oversight, internal controls and administrative 
operations for park areas, and servicewide programs. 

 

The External Administrative Costs activity provides for administrative support requirements 
primarily determined by parties outside the NPS and managed centrally to ensure performance 
efficiency. These support all activities and programs of the NPS and include worker’s 
compensation payments, GSA office space leases, the DOI Working Capital Fund, and others. 
 
The Centennial Challenge appropriation leverages federal funding at least 1:1 with non-federal 
donations to accomplish projects that reduce deferred maintenance, enhance visitor services, and 
improve natural and cultural resource protection at national parks. 
 
The National Recreation and Preservation (NR&P) appropriation is the backbone of the NPS 
technical and financial assistance programs. The collection of relatively small programs reaches 
broadly to support natural and cultural resource preservation and recreation. Each of the 
programs is focused on different resources and needs, largely outside the National Park System. 
 
The Historic Preservation Fund (HPF) appropriation supports grant programs to state historic 
preservation offices (SHPOs), Tribal historic preservation offices (THPOs), and others, to 
facilitate the preservation of the nation’s historic and cultural resources. This appropriation is 
funded by the Historic Preservation Fund. 
 
The Construction appropriation provides for major maintenance and rehabilitation of park 
facilities and infrastructure, including compliance, design, and support to carry out large-scale 
asset management and infrastructure investment, as well as Congressionally-directed resource 
studies and planning for parks and programs. 
 
The Land Acquisition and State Assistance (LASA) appropriation, funded by the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund (LWCF), provides for the acquisition of land and interests in land to 
preserve the values of congressionally authorized areas within the National Park System for 
public use and enjoyment. It also supports partnerships with state and local agencies through 
grants to create and protect a nationwide system of public spaces. These complement the mission 
of the NPS by providing educational, recreational, and conservation benefits to the public. 

Permanent Appropriations 
National Park Service Permanent Appropriations ($000) FY 2016 

Actual 
FY 2017 
Estimate 

FY 2018 
Estimate 

Recreation Fee Permanent Appropriation 290,682 281,900 285,078 
Other Permanent Appropriations 201,263 208,487 213,011 
Miscellaneous Trust Funds 56,128 75,003 71,003 
Land Acquisition and State Assistance - GOMESA 89 319 0 



Land Acquisition and State Assistance - Mandatory 0 0 90,000 
Construction Mandatory - Helium Act 0 0 20,000 
LWCF Contract Authority 27,960 27,960 28,020 
Total, Discretionary Budget Authority 576,122 593,669 707,112 
 
The Recreation Fee Permanent Appropriation includes several permanent authorities, most 
notably the recreation entrance and use fees authorized by the Federal Lands Recreation 
Enhancement Act (FLREA, P.L. 108-447) in 2005. The FY 2018 budget proposes appropriations 
language to extend this authorization through FY 2019 and a legislative proposal for permanent 
reauthorization. Fee revenues are used for high-priority visitor service and facility maintenance 
projects. Up to 80 percent may be retained for use by the collecting park, with the remainder for 
servicewide use. Beginning in FY 2018, NPS policy will be to dedicate at least 55 percent of 
retained revenue to projects that address deferred maintenance and related infrastructure needs. 
 
The Other Permanent Appropriations include permanent authorities largely derived from 
receipt sources. These include park concession franchise fees and improvement accounts, the 
park buildings lease and maintenance fund, operation and maintenance of quarters, and special 
use fees. These also include contributions for US Park Police annuity benefits, made from a 
permanent, indefinite appropriation at the Treasury Department. 
 
The Miscellaneous Trust Funds include donated funds consistent with legislative authority and 
the wishes of the grantors for federally matched signature projects and programs, non-matched 
donated funds consistent with legislative authority and grantor wishes, and funds to preserve the 
birthplace of Abraham Lincoln available from an endowment established for that purpose. 
 
The Mandatory Construction – Helium account was established by the Helium Stewardship 
Act of 2013 (P.L. 113-40). It authorized mandatory funding in FY 2018 and FY 2019 to support 
the federal share of deferred maintenance and other infrastructure deficiency projects; projects 
require a minimum 1:1 non-federal match. 
 
The Mandatory Land Acquisition and State Assistance – GOMESA is funded by qualified 
Outer Continental Shelf lease revenues, including revenue from a small portion of the Gulf of 
Mexico that was newly opened for leasing by the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act 
(GOMESA, P.L. 109-432).  The FY 2018 President’s Budget proposes to replace the formula for 
allocating receipts to the LWCF State Grants program established by GOMESA with a 
comparable permanent appropriation, derived from the LWCF, of $90.0 million in 2018.  
 
Allocation Accounts 
Obligations incurred under allocations from other accounts are included in the schedules of the 
parent appropriations. The NPS’ major allocation accounts are Transportation and Wildland Fire. 
 
The Federal Lands Transportation Program was continued under the 2015 FAST Act, 
including increased funding for the NPS program. The NPS received an allocation of $276 
million in FY 2017, up from $240 million in prior years. The authorization will rise 
incrementally to $300 million over the life of the FAST Act, through 2020. 
 



The NPS receives an allocation from the DOI Wildland Fire Management appropriation; funds 
support fire management programs at NPS units, as well as central office management. Major 
programs include Preparedness and Hazardous Fuels Reduction, which support operations and 
planned projects, as well as Suppression, which funds NPS response to wildfires. 
 
Contact: Jessica Bowron, NPS Comptroller, (202) 513-7138, jessica_bowron@nps.gov 
Last Updated: October 3, 2017 
 



LWCF - Federal Land Acquisition  

Bureau: National Park Service 
Member: General Interest  
 

Key Points: 
● The NPS Federal Land Acquisition program is funded by the Land and Water 

Conservation Fund (LWCF). Although funding for the LWCF, derived from Outer 
Continental Shelf (OCS) mineral leasing receipts, is authorized at $900 million annually 
it requires an annual appropriation to be utilized.  

● The LWCF expired on September 30, 2015, but was extended for 3 years in the 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2016, until September 30, 2018. In FY 2018, the 
Departments of the Interior and Agriculture will review options for reauthorization. 

● NPS Federal acquisition of land or interests in land must be within a park's authorized 
boundary and owner willingness to sell cannot be definitively determined until the United 
States obtains an appraisal, tenders an offer to the owner (to acquire the land or interest in 
land), and completes negotiations with the owner. 

● The NPS maintains a list of lands that have been identified for acquisition through the 
General Management Plan and Land Protection Plan process.  As of November 2016, the 
land acquisition backlog of funding needs totals $2.1562 billion for 1,603,758 acres in 
12,111 tracts. 

 
Background: 

● The backlog is a list of privately owned lands within authorized boundaries of the 
National Park System that have been identified for acquisition and for which appropriated 
funds are not available. 

● The backlog lists only those acres and tracts for which the plans recommend purchase. 
● Lands expected to be acquired by donation/exchange are omitted from the backlog, as are 

privately owned lands that are, at present, adequately protected. 
● The major criteria used to prioritize land acquisitions are: threat to the resource; 

preservation of the resource; visitor use facility accommodation; commitment has been 
made to acquire; involvement of partners, non-profit groups, or availability of matching 
funds; continuation of an ongoing effort; recreational opportunities; hardship of the 
owner; existence of legislative authority to acquire; local and congressional support for 
the project; ability to obligate appropriated funds; regional priority of the project; 
economic escalation or inflation factors; and the type of the unit.  

Current Status: 
● The backlog is continually changing due to acquisitions of land, changes in use from 

compatible to incompatible, boundary expansions, and new units being created.  
● Currently, there is no project funding for FY 2018.  
● If the FY 2018 proposal is approved, mandatory LWCF funding would also be provided 

for non-Federal land acquisition programs: State Conservation Grants, the American 
Battlefield Protection Program land acquisition grants, and the Urban Parks and 
Recreation Recovery grants.  

Contact Person: 
 
Nadine Leisz, Chief, National Program Center, WASO Lands Division,  
(202) 354-6961, nadine_leisz@nps.gov 

Last Updated: October 5, 2017  
 



LWCF - State Conservation Grants Program  

Bureau: National Park Service 
Member: General Interest  
  

Key Points: 
• The LWCF State Conservation Grants Program provides matching grants (50/50) to States 

and Territories (and through states to local units of government) to plan, acquire, and develop 
public lands for outdoor recreation purposes to improve quality of life and the health and 
vitality of present and future generations.  

• Starting in 2009, LWCF appropriations for this program have been supplemented by 
revenues from certain Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) oil and gas leases in the Gulf of 
Mexico (GOMESA, P.L. 109-432). The NPS State Conservation Grants Federal Land 
Acquisition program is funded by the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF). 
Although funding for the LWCF, derived from Outer Continental Shelf mineral leasing 
receipts, is authorized at $900 million annually, it requires annual appropriation.  

• Under this Act, 12.5% of OCS revenues are distributed to states for conservation purposes 
through the State Conservation Grants program. GOMESA receipts are projected to increase 
significantly from nearly $310,000 in 2017 to $70.0 million in 2018 due to expanded leasing 
in the Gulf of Mexico, and are expected to reach $125 million annually in the out years. 

• Market fluctuations and difficulties predicting receipt totals has resulted in a proposal 
included in the FY 2018 budget to replace the formula for allocating receipts to the LWCF 
State Grants program established by GOMESA with a comparable permanent appropriation, 
derived from the LWCF, of $90.0 million in 2018, increasing to $125.0 million in 2022 and 
each year thereafter. 

• All grant-assisted parks are protected from conversion to non-recreation uses in perpetuity 
unless approved by the Secretary under specific conditions. 
  

Background: 
• Since 1965, over 43,000 projects have been approved, awarding over $4.1 billion in federal 

financial assistance to State and local recipients.  
• More than 30,000 public park areas will be monitored in partnership with the States to ensure 

continued public use and accessibility, and an estimated 50-75 parkland conversions 
authorized by Section 6(f)(3) of the LWCF Act will be resolved in FY 2017. Across the 
country there are increasing pressures to convert parkland to other uses.   

• In FY 2017, in partnership with the States and Territories, NPS awarded 333 individual Grant 
Awards totaling $75.2 million in federal LWCF funding. Of the individual grants awarded, 
the majority, 86%, are for development or rehabilitation of outdoor recreation facilities, 
while 10% will be used to acquire recreational lands and 4% will support statewide 
recreation planning efforts.   

Current Status: 
• For FY 2018 the President has requested $90.0 million for the State Conservation Grants 

Program (a decrease of $16.6 million from FY17 requested/enacted) and included a proposal 
to shift funding from discretionary to mandatory appropriations.  

Contact Person: 
 
Joel A. Lynch; Chief, State and Local Assistance Programs Division;  
202-354-6905, joel_lynch@nps.gov 

Last Updated: October 3, 2017 
 



 
 

Newly Established Units  
 

Bureau:  National Park Service 
Member:  General Interest 
 
Key Points  

● The NPS is taking a deliberate approach to developing operations at its newest units, as 
compared to past political and budget environments. 

● In the first budget request following creation of a new unit, the NPS typically requests 
$180,000 to support a superintendent or site manager and basic start-up costs. Until 
Congress appropriates funding for new units, the NPS will not begin operating the new units 
in the traditional sense. Employees from the regional office or neighboring parks may be 
detailed in to provide intermediate support, but permanent, long-term operations do not 
begin. 

● Since 2000, 39 new units have been established in the national park system; of which 19 
have been designated through a Presidential Proclamation citing the authority promulgated 
in the Antiquities Act (54 USC 320301).  

 
Background  

● Assuming Congress funds the $180,000 as requested, the new superintendent/site manager 
position will then begin developing the plan to build permanent operations, including 
identification of investments needed with one-time project funds. 

● The delay between creation of a new unit and permanent funding for expected operations 
often causes frustration with stakeholders and partners of the new units.  

● As more new units have been added to the System, the NPS has prioritized stair-step 
increases in operational funds for new units to ensure they reach minimal operating levels; 
this has been done at the expense of other parks and program needs within tight budgets for 
operational funding. 

● Since 2000, 39 new units have been established in the national park system; of these, 19 
have been designated through the Antiquities Act, including 15 since 2009: Fort Monroe, 
Harriet Tubman Underground Railroad, Cesar E. Chavez, First State, Charles Young 
Buffalo Soldiers, Pullman, Honouliuli, Waco Mammoth, Castle Mountains, Belmont-Paul 
Women’s Equality, Stonewall, Katahdin Woods and Waters, Birmingham Civil Rights, 
Freedom Riders, and Reconstruction Era National Monuments.  

● These new national park units seek to connect with new audiences as the units often 
represent untold stories of American history; they commemorate specific events (Freedom 
Riders NM), influential Americans (Cesar E. Chavez and Charles Young Buffalo Soldiers 
NMs), or entire movements (Belmont-Paul Women’s Equality and Stonewall NMs). Issues 
range from farm workers’ rights; to the first American colony; to the fight for equal rights 
for African Americans, the LGBT community, and women. 

● To reduce the burden on the federal government, many of the recently authorized units are 
managed in cooperation with partners. For example, Manhattan Project NHP located in New 
Mexico, Tennessee, and Washington, tells the story of the people, events, science, and 
engineering that led to the creation of the atomic bomb,  is managed in partnership with the 
Department of Energy. Additionally, Harriet Tubman Underground Railroad NHP in 
Maryland, which tells the story of one woman’s role in an entire movement to guide 
enslaved people north to freedom, is managed in partnership with the state of Maryland. 
 
 

 



Current Status 
● The FY 2018 President’s Budget requested $1.1 million in funding for initial support 

($180,000 each) for Birmingham Civil Rights, Castle Mountains, Freedom Riders, Katahdin 
Woods and Waters, Reconstruction Era, and Stonewall national monuments; all of which 
were authorized or established after the FY 2017 President’s Budget Request was published 
in February 2016. 

● As of October 2017, there are 23 pending Special Resource Studies that are evaluating the 
feasibility of new park units. Congress directs NPS through legislation to undertake studies 
of sites to provide analysis about the resource qualities at the site and alternatives for 
protection. The special resource and other study processes are designed to provide Congress 
with information used in the legislative process of designating a new unit. 

 
Contact Person:  Jessica Bowron, NPS Comptroller, (202) 513-7138, Jessica_bowron@nps.gov 
Last Updated:  October 3, 2017 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Unit Name 
Date 

Established Authority 

FY 2016 
Enacted 
($000) 

FY 2017 
Enacted 
($000)  

FY 2018 
Request 
($000) 

First Ladies NHS Oct. 2000 P.L. 106-291 1,010 1,011 934 
Rosie the Riveter/WWII Home Front NHP Oct. 2000 P.L. 106-352 1,313 1,323 1,240 
Great Sand Dunes National Preserve Nov. 2000 P.L. 106-530 2,344 2,352 2,203 
Virgin Islands Coral Reef NM Jan. 2001 Proclamation 7399 454 455 427 
Governor's Island NM Jan. 2001 Proclamation 7402 1,514 1,520 1,418 
Minidoka NHS Sep. 2001 Proclamation 7395 459 460 431 
Craters of the Moon NPres Aug. 2002 P.L. 107-213 1,620 1,625 1,522 
Flight 93 NMem Sept. 2002 P.L. 107-226 1,577 1,582 1,485 
Cedar Creek and Belle Grove NHP Dec. 2002 P.L. 107-373 889 894 835 
World War II Memorial2 May 2004 P.L. 107- 011 35,048 35,193 32,980 
Carter G. Woodson Home NHS1 Feb. 2006 P.L. 108-192 16,676 16,750 15,670 
African Burial Ground NM Feb. 2006 Proclamation 7984 1,985 1,989 1,847 
Sand Creek Massacre NHS Apr. 2007 P.L. 106-464 891 894 836 
Port Chicago Naval Magazine NM Oct. 2009 P.L. 111-84 195 297 277 
River Raisin NBP Oct. 2010 P.L. 111-11 677 881 822 
President William Jefferson Clinton 
Birthplace Home NHS Dec. 2010 P.L. 111-11 458 750 

 
700 

Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial2 Feb. 2011 P.L. 104-333 35,048 35,193 32,980 
Fort Monroe NM Nov. 2011 Proclamation 8750 509 1,000 925 
Paterson Great Falls NHP Nov. 2011 P.L. 111-11 579 894 832 
César E. Chávez NM Oct. 2012 Proclamation 8884 369 371 345 
Charles Young Buffalo Soldiers NM Mar. 2013 Proclamation 8945 510 663 614 
First State NM Mar. 2013 Proclamation 8944 364 716 666 
Harriet Tubman Underground Railroad NM3 Mar. 2013 Proclamation 8943 594 705 652 
Tule Springs Fossil Beds NM Dec. 2014 P.L. 113-291 226 537 499 
Blackstone River Valley NHP Dec. 2014 P.L. 113-291 929 931 865 
Valles Caldera NPres Dec. 2014 P.L. 113-291 3,354 3,366 3,141 
World War I Memorial2 Dec. 2014 P.L. 113-291 35,048 35,193 32,980 
Pullman NM Feb. 2015 Proclamation 9233 180 571 533 
Honouliuli NM Feb. 2015 Proclamation 9234 209 346 321 
Waco Mammoth NM Jul. 2015 Proclamation 9299 180 375 348 
Manhattan Project NHP Nov. 2015 P.L. 113-291 341 691 639 
Castle Mountains NM Feb. 2016 Proclamation 9394 N/A N/A 180 
Belmont-Paul Women's Equality NM2,4 Apr. 2016 Proclamation 9423 35,048 35,193 32,980 
Stonewall NM Jun. 2016 Proclamation 9465 N/A N/A 180 
Katahdin Woods and Waters NM Aug. 2016 Proclamation 9476 N/A N/A 180 
Harriet Tubman NHP3 Jan. 2017 P.L. 113-291 594 705 652 
Birmingham Civil Rights NM Jan. 2017 Proclamation 9565 N/A N/A 180 
Freedom Riders NM Jan. 2017 Proclamation 9566 N/A N/A 180 
Reconstruction Era NM Jan. 2017 Proclamation 9567 N/A N/A 180 

 

1 This unit is a site within National Capital Parks-East for which site-level budget data is not available. The total for National Capital Parks-East is 
presented here. 
2 These units are sites within the National Mall & Memorial Parks for which site-level budget data is not available. The total for the National Mall & 
Memorial Parks is presented here. 
3 In the FY 2018 President’s Request, funding information for Harriet Tubman Underground Railroad NM and Harriet Tubman NHP were shown on 
the same row. 
4 Formerly designated Sewall-Belmont NHS, an affiliated area of the National Park System. 
  



Partnerships & Philanthropy 
 
Bureau: National Park Service 
Member: General Interest 
 
Key Points 

● The NPS accomplishes much of its mission through partnerships with individuals; 
organizations; tribal, state, and local governments; and other federal agencies, and with 
philanthropic support. 

● By entering into public-private partnerships, the NPS receives valuable assistance in the 
form of educational programs, visitor services, recreation, search-and-rescue operations, 
habitat restoration, scientific and scholarly research, ecosystem management, cooperative 
management, and a host of other activities. 

● Philanthropic support is an important supplement—not a replacement—for federal 
appropriations. It comes in the form of donated funds, and as volunteerism, in-kind 
support, and the donation of talent to supplement the work of NPS employees. 

● Philanthropic support allows the NPS to react more quickly to resource protection or 
visitor needs than typical federal funding cycles may permit. 

● The recent NPS Centennial and the accompanying fundraising and “Find Your Park” 
marketing campaigns have increased interest in partnering with/donating to the NPS. 

● The release of “Director’s Order 21: Donations and Philanthropic Partnerships” on 
December 28, 2016, has made it easier for the NPS to work with a broader range of 
philanthropic partners. The NPS is also exploring new ways to expand its public private 
partnerships beyond philanthropy.  

 
Background  

● Over the last 100 years, private philanthropy has played a major role in creating and 
improving parks and programs. This support often comes from individuals, corporations, 
foundations, or non-profit Friends Groups who fundraise on behalf of the NPS. In 2016, 
the 212 Friends Groups provided over $300 million in support to the NPS. 

● High profile parks are often able to develop successful philanthropic or public-private 
partnerships to assist in the accomplishment of the NPS mission. The NPS is exploring 
new models for attracting outside support and gaining access to private sector insights 
and investment so more parks and programs may benefit.  

 
Current Status 

● The NPS is working with the DOI Solicitor’s Office and Ethics Office to provide 
guidance on the most common questions raised by NPS employees engaged in 
philanthropy and partnerships. 

● The reference manual that accompanies DO-21 will be developed throughout 2017. The 
manual will provide information to implement DO-21. 

● The NPS is developing new “collaborative clinics” and partnership training workshops to 
improve employee proficiency in working with partners and funders. 

 
Contact: Jeffrey Reinbold, Assistant Director, Partnerships & Civic Engagement, (202) 208-

2532, jeff_reinbold@nps.gov 
Last Updated: October 5, 2017 



 

Sexual Harassment Response 
 
Bureau:   National Park Service 
Member:  General Interest 
 
Key Points: 

● Since November 2016, the Office of Inspector General (OIG) issued several reports 
related to sexual harassment and retaliation in the National Park Service 

● The results from the winter Work Environment Survey indicate that 17.6% of 
women in the NPS experienced sexual harassment in the last year; this statistic 
mirrors findings from a 2016 MSPB study where 18% of females reported being 
harassed 

● The NPS will implement key actions to ensure a sustained and comprehensive 
response to prevent and respond to cases of sexual harassment. 

 
Background: 

● The following actions have occurred in the last 16 months 
o The NPS Equal Employment Opportunity now reports to the NPS Director. 
o All managers were required to take Prohibited Personnel Practices and Whistleblower 

training by June 15th. All employees were required to complete online sexual 
harassment awareness and NO FEAR Act training by the end of 2017.   

o Two Ombuds have gathered 1,700 comments from 650 employees. 
o A comprehensive Work Environment Survey was issued to all employees.  
o The NPS created the Women’s Employee Resource Group (WERG). This group 

provides peer support and offered bystander intervention training  
 

In the next 15 months: 
o The results from the Workplace Environment Survey will be widely shared. 
o A new anti-harassment Director’s Order will be implemented that will clarify 

responsibilities and detail a consistent process to ensure accountability. 
o All employees will receive training on how to report and respond to allegations of 

harassment in accordance with the new Director’s Order and reference manual. 
o All NPS managers will complete Civil Treatment for Leaders training. 
o 13 sessions of Bystander Intervention training will be offered to 429 participants 

and 120 NPS employees will be trained to instruct Bystander Intervention training. 
o 15 peer facilitators will conduct 150 listening sessions. Feedback from listening 

sessions will provide qualitative data to inform management decisions. 
o Additional Employee Relations/Labor Relations and Ethics staff will be hired to 

increase capacity and ensure appropriate responses to incidents of harassment. 
o NPS will develop a holistic data collection process and use this information to 

make data-driven decisions and track and share progress. 
o NPS will create and provide  materials to new and current employees about 

preventing and reporting harassment as part of a service-wide approach to 
consistent onboarding. 

 
Contact: Lena McDowall, Deputy Director, Management and Administration, (202) 208-5651, 

  lena_mcdowall@nps.gov 
Last Updated: October 3, 2017 



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Apgar, Megan
Subject: DOI Regulations Review Comment Disposition (DCN 066478)
Date: Thursday, September 7, 2017 3:45:06 PM
Attachments: Transmittal Memo - August 31  2017.doc

All FWS Comments Jun 21 - Aug25 2017withdisp.docx

Please see attached :-)

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



 

 

 United States Department of the Interior 
 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
 

   

 

 

In Response Reply to: 
FWS/ABHC/PPM/066478 
 
 
Memorandum 
 
To:  Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks  
 
Through:  Principal Deputy Director 
 
From:  Assistant Director, Budget, Planning, and Human Capital 
 
Subject: Department of the Interior Regulations Review Comment Summaries 
 
The attached submission from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) contains summaries 
and initial disposition information concerning each of the 29 Service-related comments received 
in response to the Department of the Interior’s (Department) June 21 Federal Register 
publication (82 FR 28429) seeking public comments on how the Department can improve 
implementation of regulatory reform initiatives and policies and identify regulations for repeal, 
replacement, or modification. 
 
If you need additional information or have any questions, please contact Ms. Marcia Cash, 
703-358–2013, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs.   
 
Attachment 
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Comment Summaries 
 Needing Recommended Dispositions 

 
Comments Received from June 21 – August 25 

 
INSTRUCTIONS:   
 

1. Add recommended dispositions for the comment summaries below for your bureau. 

2. Include the comment summaries for your bureau in the Comment Summary Report that is 
due to the Assistant Secretary on September1 .  

 
FWS 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0015   

o FWS employees using heavy-handed tactics to interfere with local projects citing 
possible federal violations with no proof. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0016   
o Failure of certain offices and individuals within FWS to respond to FOIA requests. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0017   

o Review rules allowing FWS employees to serve on the board of directors for not-for-
profit environmental agencies.  In one case, an employee is serving on the board of a land 
trust that purchased parcels of land that was then used to influence projects the FWS was 
a party to. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0018   
o Prohibit FWS employees from accepting compensatory mitigation payments and 

directing them to organizations on which they serve on the board of directors (cites 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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example of FWS employee brokering dollars from a FWS compensatory mitigation 
payment project with a developer then funneling those dollars to an organization in which 
he serves on the board). 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● American Falconry Conservancy 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0019  
o Request the elimination of FWS regulatory oversight regarding any and all activities with 

the personal use, in contrast to harvest, of birds of prey (raptors), because States have 
adopted regulatory provisions for the protection of wild raptors, so Federal involvement 
is redundant and costly.  Specific Federal provisions that should be eliminated include: 

▪ Allowing FWS to inspect to ensure birds are being treated humanely 
▪ Requirement to submit a Migratory Bird Acquisition and Disposition Report 

(Form 3-186A) to FWS for any wild take or transfer of raptors  
▪ Inclusion of hybrid falcons scope of requirements 
▪ Continued management of the formerly threatened peregrine falcons as 

threatened, rather than allowing a harvest of 5% 
▪ The prohibition on acquiring golden eagles in livestock depredation situations. 
▪ Interpretation of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of 

Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) in a manner more restrictive than other nations. 
▪ Inclusion of raptors in the Wild Bird Conservation Act 
▪ Raptor propagation, abatement, education regulations, all of which should be left 

to States to regulate. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0020 
o FWS’s protection of foreign species with no funding or expertise just duplicates foreign 

government’s CITES rules.  It is impossible to sell captive-bred listed species from one 
state to another without a massive permitting process; this inhibits legal breading of 
wildlife.  The ESA should apply only to native species. Animal rights groups petition for 
listing a species knowing FWS cannot meet the legal deadlines and then sue FWS to earn 
money for themselves. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 
 
 

 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0027 
RE:  Management of Alaska public lands and wildlife 

o Alaska wants to manage their own public lands and wildlife.  
o State of Alaska was blocked in their efforts to manage game and predator populations by 

FWS "biological diversity" program.  The State feels this is causing declines in animal 
populations, not protecting them.  The State wants to be allowed to manage their own 
wildlife.   

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
● Individual (Jordan, R) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0028 
RE:  FWS regulation of exotic pets 

o FWS has made owning a parrot “bureaucratic red tape and potential arrest.”   
o Noon-profits habitually sue the Service over exotic animals causing FWS to spend 

resources defending those lawsuits.   
o Permit to sell exotic species of parrot that was born in the U.S. can take two years and 

requires showing benefit to wild species in a third-world country. 
o The agenda now is to attack U.S. pet owners and their rights.  
o Get control of the Endangered Species Act and the Wild Bird Conservation Act now. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
 

 
 

 
● Individual (Ingram, James) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0029 
RE:  Regulation of falconry 

o 262 regulations can be eliminated from the Falconry Standards.  
o Every State that allows falconry has adopted more restrictive regulations, so the Federal 

regulations are redundant.   
o FWS does not have authority to determine the use and care of raptors in falconry; it is 

only responsible for evaluation of raptor populations for safe harvest of wild raptors and 
sale and commerce of raptors.  Birds born in captivity are private property.  

o No similar regulations apply to other species, such as someone who has captive bred a 
Mallard duck.   

o The regulations require States to conduct warrantless searches. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o The FWS study showed falconers have zero impact on raptor populations, the peregrine 
falcon population has exploded, yet FWS severely limits the number of birds that can be 
taken.  Remove the restrictions.  

o FWS has disallowed the practice of legally harvesting golden eagles, even though 
Congress allows for it in the Eagle Act.  This is unnecessary regulation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

● Individual (Rush, Barbara) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0036 
RE:  Regulation of oil and gas at Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Continue to regulate oil and gas leases and practices at Hagerman National Wildlife 
Refuge. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
● Individual (Mason, George) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0037 
RE:  “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) as it relates to 
Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Do not alter or repeal “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) 
as it relates to Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge. 

o The refuge provides habitat for many species and is a prime recreational mecca for the 
Northern Texas region. 

o For years, the refuge has enjoyed a partnership with the oil company that maintains the 
drilling and storage facilities there. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
● Individual (Hill, Carl) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0038 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Unless oil and gas companies are held to strong regulations, they will have little respect 
for anything but their wallets.  

o Attached picture of rusting pipeline.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 

• Wilderness Society, Western Environmental Law, Natl Parks Conservation, Center for American 
Progress, Natl Audubon, Natural Resources Defense Council 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0047 
RE:  The public has not been given a chance to comment on many actions; object to the 
demonstrably false premise that there is a need to “alleviate unnecessary regulatory 

(b) (5) DPP
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burdens place on the American people; DOI does not have the authority to establish 
energy development as the dominant use of public lands. 

o There is a section discussing court cases for "Land Management Agencies with 
Multiple-Use Mandates – BLM & USFS", "Land Management Agencies with 
Conservation/Preservation Mandates – NPS & FWS", and "The NEPA and 
NHPA Overlays – All Land Management Agencies".  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
   

 
● Individual (John, Mike) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0048 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Cooperate with local communities when establishing parks.   
o FWS establishes parks without adequate funding, expecting the locals to pick up the 

slack.  This makes it hard for farmers trying to make a living off the land.  
RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous  

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0049 
RE:  FWS employee 

o A group of landowners opposing major transmission/infrastructure project in Nebraska 
met and a FWS employee attended on taxpayer dollars 

o A Facebook post for the opposition group stated that FWS is key to stopping the 
infrastructure project and stated that the FWS employee would be present to answer 
questions   

o Control employees and keep them from taking sides. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Columbia Law School, Sabin Center for Climate Change Law   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0050 
RE:  NPS and FWS rule identified in SO 3349 

o Existing regulations addressing energy development on Federal land have important 
benefits, including those identified in SO 3349 

▪ The NPS Rule, and FWS Rule, establish important environmental safeguards and 
will not have significant economic impacts 

▪ See comment summary under BLM for comments on BLM rules. 
o DOI regulations are needed to address the program of global climate change 
o DOI must consider the environmental impacts of regulatory changes 
o Includes as attachments: 

▪ 30-page document "Veyrier - Job Creation in the Emerging Methane Leak 
Detection and Repair Industry - 2017" 

(b) (5) DPP
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▪ GAO Publication - National Wildlife Refuges – 2010 
▪ GAO Publication -  Federal Oil and Gas Leases – 2010 
▪ 83-page document "Stokes - The Emerging U.S. Methane Mitigation Industry - 

2014"   
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

   
 

● Anonymous   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0051 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o End “WOTUS” [Waters of the United States]  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Western Urban Water Coalition  
ID: DOI-2017-0003- 0052 
RE:  ESA, Mitigation, NEPA, etc. 

o Streamline and work collaboratively with western water supply agencies to ensure these 
agencies can meet water supply needs and water quality requirements. 

o Tax Exemption for Water Conservation Rebates 
▪ Water supply and management utilities and companies create the incentive for 

customers to conserve by providing rebates to lower the cost to the consumer for 
water-saving measures and equipment purchases, but IRS has determined they 
are taxable.  Encourage Treasury Department to exempt water conservation 
rebates provided to customers form the definition of income for federal tax 
purposes, based on the connection between energy and water conservation. 

o Comprehensive Reimbursement Agreements 
▪ Develop comprehensive and uniform guidance that encourages the use of 

reimbursement agreements through which applicants can pay for permit 
processing costs.  Such agreements must ensure the objectivity of the reviews 
and agency actions made pursuant to reimbursement programs.  

o Endangered Species Act Reform 
▪ Increase use of procedures and mechanisms that allow applicants to provide 

financial and in-kind assistance to cover the costs of ESA reviews. 
▪ Reopen the HCP Handbook, issued December 21, 2016, for public review and, 

pending review, reinstate the previous HCP Handbook. 
▪ Reopen regulations defining adverse modification of critical habitat and 

establishing the procedures for designating critical habitat and exclusions.  The 
rules are too stringent in their treatment of habitat in areas “unoccupied at the 
time of listing” and in determining what is “essential to the conservation of the 
species.”  The policy for exclusion from critical habitat does not provide 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



DRAFT – INTERNAL DELIBERATIONS – DO NOT DISTRIBUTE 

7 
 

sufficient flexibility for areas subject to conservation plans developed under other 
laws. 

▪ Develop policy guidance to define how exclusions from critical habitat will be 
made based on economic impacts of designation on regulatory entities, rather 
than following an ad-hoc process. 

▪ Develop regulations to define the meaning of ESA’s “best available science” test. 
▪ Develop guidance and revise regulations to give nonfederal designated 

representatives a greater consultative role in formal consultation 
o Mitigation Policies 

▪ Review each bureau’s mitigation policies to eliminate the requirement that 
mitigation provide a “net environmental benefit” not only for projects supporting 
energy independence, but also for water infrastructure and wildfire treatment 
projects. 

o National Environmental Policy Act Reform 
▪ Revise NEPA regulations and handbooks to require: (1) development of an 

interagency coordination plan whenever more than one agency is involved in 
permitting, so there is simultaneous preparation and review of NEPA; (2) a 30-
day deadline for agency review of submitted NEPA studies; (3) that 
administrative appeals of NEPA issues can be brought only by parties who 
participated in the NEPA administrative process and raised the issue; (4) use the 
regulation that provides EAs need only analyze the proposed action and may 
proceed without considering additional alternatives when there are no unresolved 
conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources; (5) expand CATEX’s 
to exempt larger acreages for wildfire prevention treatments and rehabilitation of 
burden areas. 

o Maximum Utilization of Existing Facilities 
▪ Examine and revise its standards and directives on project expansion, use of 

excess capacity, water sharing, use of storage and conveyance facilities for non-
project water, places of use, and fair value pricing. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
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● Individual (Neria, Meredith) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0053 
RE:  2016 rule on Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights 

o Do not want the updated rules from 2016 to be undone.   
o We need our public lands to be protected even as they are used by the oil and gas 

industry. 
o The oil and gas industry should be responsible for proper care and thorough clean0up of 

public lands, including refuge lands.   
o Consider the long-term effect of allowing the oil and gas industry, which has a poor track 

record of allowing pollution and not cleaning up thoroughly, 
o Do not allow the dismantling of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 

● Individual (John, Mike) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0054 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o “t” [apparent typo] 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
• Individual (Egner, Gail) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0100 
RE: Stop placing fish weirs on our creeks and streams in WA State. 

o The weir placed in Olequa Creek in the Cowlitz County area in Castle Rock WA is 
making the creek unnavigable.  What used to be an active spawning creek, has no fish 
left. 

o Eagles & hawks used to fish here regularly. Not any more. Herons and cranes were 
frequent visitors--not anymore. This weir is also hampering wildlife--deer, elk, 
beaver, otter, even ducks. 

• RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 

 
• Individual (Busch, Steve) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0101 
RE:  The ESA was intended to protect species from the threat of extinction. It was NOT 

(b) (5) DPP
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intended to be used as a vehicle to expand the range of non-endangered high impact 
predators based on ideology. 

o The 2014 policy to improve and clarify implementation of the Endangered 
Species Act by providing a formal interpretation of the phrase "significant portion 
of its range" that appears in the ESA definitions of "endangered species" and 
"threatened species." This policy is ambiguous and contradictory, and bases it's 
conclusions on the agenda driven pseudo-science known as "conservation 
biology". 

o The policy further misconstrues the original intent of the ESA by continuing to 
allow non-endangered vertebrates, such as wolves and grizzly bears, (both are 
listed by the IUCN as "Species of LEAST CONCERN") to be listed as 
"endangered" on the basis of regionalism, or where the species used to live in 
comparison to lines on a map, or political boundaries. 

o The "significant range" policy itself declares that the services will NOT consider 
"historical range" to be relevant in making recommendations re species 
protections, yet the services lists gray wolves as "endangered" in some 39 states 
and portions of states simply because gray wolves used to live there. 

o Gray wolves currently have the widest circum-polar range of any large terrestrial 
predator on earth. Their population numbers are extremely high and are 
continuing to increase. Yet, this policy ignores the overall health of the species, 
the sufficiency of current range, impacts on settled landscapes and agriculture, 
impacts on other wildlife, and impacts on human health and safety. 

o In 1991, USFWS Policy towards hybrids was clear and unambiguous. 
o By 2001 the USFWS "hybrid non-protection policy" was withdrawn in light of 

the growing amount of scientific data showing that many protected species, such 
as Spotted Owls and Gray Wolves, are subject to hybridization with "non-
endangered" varieties such as, in the case of Spotted Owls, Barred Owls; and in 
the case of wolves, coyotes and dogs. 

o As a result of this information, the services proposed an "intercross" policy 
intended to keep hybrids fully protected under the ESA. The services chose to 
ignore this problem altogether and instead focus on creating something called, 
"Distinct Population Segments". 

o The services must rethink how their policies line up, or don't line up, with the 
original intent of the ESA. As I see it, the USFWS in particular, has made a 
mockery of the law and science. 

o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   NOAA's National Marine Fisheries 
Service 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
o  
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• Individual (Zaborac, Shane) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0102 
RE:  Something needs to be done about the exploding seal and sea lion populations in 
Washington state and their negative impacts on the dwindling salmon and steelhead 
populations 

o The bay of Grays Harbor (mouth of the Chehalis river) has more seals than 
fish. 

o Fish hold up in the bay in late summer and wait for a rain to move up river 
and by the time the rain comes the seals have taken their toll. 

o Same complaints other places like the Columbia river and its tributaries. 
o Taking the population of seals down by more than 70% and that would not 

endanger them as a species but yet would have a major benefit for the 
fisheries. 

o The native Americans in my area use to hunt seals now they don't. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

 
• Edison Electric Institute (EEI) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0103 
RE:   Revise administrative burdens, simplify and streamline the overall process, 
eliminate duplicative environmental reviews and enhance the ability of EEI’s 
members to permit, site and operate generation, transmission and other 
infrastructure assets while maintaining environmental integrity 

o EEI supports cost-effective public policies and a streamlined approach to 
regulation. 

o EEI continues to support efforts—administratively and legislatively—to 
reform the permitting and siting process for critical energy infrastructure 
projects. 

o EEI and its members intend to participate in these initiatives as they are 
developed. 

o FWS Should Withdraw, Refine, and Re-propose Habitat Conservation 
Planning (HCP) Handbook 

o The FWS also should revise the 2016 HCP Handbook to reflect the 
appropriate mitigation standard. 

o There are several instances in the Handbook where the PM1s mitigation goal 
of "net benefit" or "no net loss" is embedded. 

o This is in conflict with the ESA. 
o Concerned that-either at the time guidance is adopted, or subsequent to its 

adoption what initially may have been considered by the federal land 
management agencies ( e.g. FWS) to be voluntary guidance in effect becomes 

(b) (5) DPP
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mandatory and results in de facto regulation, although it has not been through 
any public notice and comment process. 

o There should be a national point of contact to review instances in which 
guidance may have been inappropriately developed or applied. 

o Any proposal by these agencies to develop written guidance should always 
receive input from the offices of the Solicitor. 

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
• Lignite Energy Council (LEC) 

DOI-2017-0003-0104 
RE:  LEC offers the following information to help you understand the situation with federal 
coal in North Dakota, and how the program can be better structured to achieve the 
aforementioned goals. All of the coal produced in North Dakota is used within the state to 
produce electricity, synthetic natural gas, and associated byproducts. No coal mined within 
the state is sold on the open market or transported out-of-state. 

o Federal coal production in North Dakota is unique in many ways relative to surface 
coal production throughout the Western United States. 

o 1) “Impose costs that exceed benefits” 
o As described above, federal coal represents a relatively small proportion of a mine 

area in North Dakota. While pursuing these comingled parcels is the most efficient 
way to mine, coal producers do have the option in many cases to simply bypass a 
federal coal tract if a lease cannot be obtained in a timely manner. 

o Bypassing a tract essentially sterilizes that reserve – it would never be feasible to go 
back and mine. The rate of return to American taxpayers if their resource is left in the 
ground is and will always remain zero. 

o In another scenario where it might be difficult to isolate a federally-owned coal tract 
and an entire area needs to be mined around, the inability to secure a federal coal 
lease could represent a takings of comingled non-federal coal reserves. 

o 2) “Are outdated, unnecessary, or ineffective” 
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o The inability to lease federal coal tracts is not accounted for in North Dakota coal 
companies’ contractual obligation to supply fuel for power generation and 
gasification. 

o Since mining companies hold the surface rights over federal coal tracts, the area will 
likely be disturbed to support mining activities regardless of whether the federal coal 
is retrieved or not. 

o A policy decision to restrict development of our coal resources will have no bearing 
on the decision of other nations to strive for the same standard of living coal has 
brought to the U.S., and as a result will have no meaningful impact on global 
emissions. 

o 3) “Eliminate jobs, or inhibit job creation” 
o United States is blessed to have a sustainable coal reserve that can meet our energy 

needs centuries into the future. North Dakota alone has enough lignite coal to 
maintain current levels of production for the next 800 years. 

o Despite coal-fired power generation increasing 93 percent since 1970, regulated 
emissions have fallen by 92 percent. 

o Reclamation standards and practices have improved dramatically. Coal producers in 
North Dakota must reclaim mined lands to a standard of “as good or better,” and 
demonstrate that reclaimed lands meet that strict production level a full ten years after 
reclamation before being eligible for bond release. 

o The industry is dedicated to tackling the issue of carbon capture, utilization, and 
storage. 

o It must be the continued policy of the federal government to incentivize the use of 
coal to help meet our energy needs. 

o Department needs to analyze the leasing program to find ways to streamline leasing 
and uphold its statutory mandate to manage public resources for the greater good. 

o The subtitle of the Mineral Leasing Act explicitly states that it is “an act to promote 
the mining of coal…” and mandates that “no mining operating plan shall be approved 
which is not found to achieve the maximum economic recovery of the coal within the 
tract3”. 

o Encourage your department to review the federal mining plan approval process. 
Under current regulations (30 CFR Parts 740 and 746), there is a four-step process by 
which a coal producer obtains all approvals to mine federal coal4. 

o With respect to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), we would recommend that 
DOI clarify through a new biological opinion that FWS concurrence is not required 
for state-approved surface coal mining permits. 

o FWS should also provide clarification that criminal or civil liability does not exist for 
those connected with incidental impacts to migratory birds that occur in the normal 
course of business. 

o Coal producers in North Dakota are faced with a years-long and costly analysis 
process, with little guarantee of success or return on investment in pursuing federal 
coal leases. 
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o The lease-by-application process should run in parallel with resource recovery and 
protection plans, mine plan reviews, and other analyses to expedite the leasing 
process. 
o The federal leasing process must work in concert with state permitting agencies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   OSM 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

   
 

• Individual (Langdon, Steve) 
DOI-2017-0003-0105 
RE:  The USFW needs an overall for all the great things I have mentioned they have been 
stifled, taken over and corrupted by so called environmentalist and animal rights activists 
who care more about denying people's access and use of public lands and wildlife than about 
having a balanced effort that benefits all including people. 

o Environmentalists groups outside the USFW have also had entirely to much influence 
on USFW as they push for their anti human agenda 

o Decisions not based on science. But on the ever failing theory of "preservation and 
rewilding". 

o Expanding use of the Endangered Species Act has only compounded these issues. 
o A prime example of all this is the Nonessential wolf experiment in the west and in 

New Mexico. 
o The wolf. As still the example has created a wildlife disaster not seen since the 

buffalo slaughters and is a stain on the North American Wildlife Model. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 

 
• Ecological Restoration Business Association (ERBA) 

DOI-2017-0003-0106 
RE:  The ecological restoration industry faces the challenge of regulatory burdens. Our 
efforts, however, are often slowed by regulatory inconsistencies and delays. Species related 
compensatory mitigation activities are subject to Interior and FWS policies and guidance. 
ERBA believes there are opportunities for improvement, particularly within the FWS' ESA 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

o Remove references to "net gain," which cause confusion for the regulated public. DOI 
could use another standard and more precise terms. 

o ERBA recommends consideration of "proportional to the impact" or "no net loss" as 
the appropriate standard. 

o Restructure the "landscape-Level" approach mitigation goal. ERBA recognizes the 
term "landscape-level" may have connotations (such as larger and larger conservation 
areas) other than our understood goal of the most efficient size and location of 
mitigation sites. 

o We recommend the FWS either clarify "landscape-level" or potentially restructure the 
goal with alternative terminology. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Reduce administrative and procedural local discretion by implementing defined 
mitigation protocols. 

o Local discretion in implementing the administrative and procedural aspects of the 
permitting process and Policy results in a lack of consistency and equivalency. 

o Interior can reduce this cause of permitting inefficiencies by clearly stating the goals 
of consistency and equivalency in the Policy. 

o Interior could enforce these goals through more direction and routine oversight from 
Headquarters to field offices on the procedural processing of mitigation bank 
applications and impact permits. 

o ERBA recommends incorporating adherence to and timely implementation of the 
Policy into the evaluation process of Regional leadership and offices. 

o Update, clarify and streamline the Section 7 Handbook to modernize the Section 7 
consultation process. 

o Section 7 Handbook has no mention of conservation banking, which is one of the 
most efficient means of allowing vital projects to progress while providing significant 
species impact avoidance and minimization. 

o ERBA recommends including clear guidance on when compensatory mitigation may 
be required by the FWS for a permit applicant to quickly move through the ESA 
process. 

o ERBA also recommends setting fairly strict timelines in the permitting process for 
when FWS may require avoidance and minimization before moving to considering 
mitigation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

• Individual (Schumacher, Karen) 
DOI-2017-0003-0107 
RE:  I live in the Great Northern Landscape Conservation Cooperative (GNLCC) and they 
have continued to engage in activity that your order specifically ended. 

o Federal agencies are embedded with initiatives such as the High Divide, Yellowstone 
to Yukon, Crown of the Continent, Heart of the Rockies, and Greater Yellowstone 
Coalition. 
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o These initiatives actively pursue conservation easements, creation of corridors which 
they want to lead to linkage and connectivity, and are implementing these agendas 
through representatives of their NGOs at a local level. 

o These initiatives are also planning to use the State Wildlife Action Plans to integrate 
linkage, corridor, and connectivity language to further advance their agenda. 

o The GNLCC steering committee has leaders of these initiatives as members. This 
begs the question of whether the federal government is actually advancing these 
initiative agendas. Other countries and some corporations are also involved with the 
GNLCC, but there is no local representation. 

o The GNLCC completely excludes public involvement except for organizations that 
hold the same ideology as them. 

o The GNLCC is using the Idaho Department of Transportation (ITD) to incorporate 
their agenda to build wildlife overpasses in areas that have historic significance, 
wetlands, questionable soil suitability, and which are opposed by the local citizens. 

o All of the NGO individuals who have been working with the ITD do not live in the 
area yet have more influence on decisions because they are tied in with the initiative 
leaders who sit on the steering committee. 

o There has been no public involvement from the beginning of the proposed 
transportation project but the individuals who are involved with the steering 
committee members have been. There has also been a significant lack of involvement 
by elected representatives. 

o The funding mechanism is also concerning. The initiative individuals seem to have 
quite a bit of funding going to their agendas and there is a question about whether or 
not the grant money has been properly processed. 

o No federal law or regulatory authority for any of the activities the GNLCC engages 
in, yet they continue to advance their agenda via DOI agencies. Since your order 3349 
they have continued to work towards meeting their objectives. 

o The GNLCC openly admits they do not recognize jurisdictional boundaries or 
authority. This is a violation of our Constitution. 

o If there are no regulations for large landscape cooperatives then they must be 
investigated for ongoing activity and dismantled immediately. If there are regulations 
they must be eliminated. 

o It is imperative that decisions about land use are made by local elected representatives 
and the people within those jurisdictions. These cooperatives have completely 
removed that right. 

o The initiative members on the steering committee are involved with the IUCN and the 
NGOs are certified UN NGOs. It is clear that they are implementing UN objectives 
for connectivity by placing land into conservation status through various methods. 

o Once land is designated as a corridor it will be subject to potential overlays and land 
use regulation. They use the comprehensive plans to integrate land use planning 
objectives that will require land owners to practice conservation, require restrictive 
regulations such as how the land is used, how the house is built, density, housing only 
near municipal services, landscaping only by professionals, buffer zones, the list is 
extensive. 
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o These same initiative leaders on the steering committee are also heavily involved with 
land trusts which manage conservation easements in the area. Is this not a conflict of 
interest? 

o I know Rep. Labrador and Bishop have asked for an accounting of these LCCs, 
oversight of their activity, and investigation into funding improprieties. The 
investigation must go farther, especially if there is no regulatory authority for them.   

o DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Utility Water Act Group 

DOI-2017-0003-0114 
RE:  Given the overlap of NMFS and FWS jurisdiction on ESA issues of importance to 
UWAG, these comments address regulatory reform issues for DOI and NOAA together and 
will be filed under both dockets. 

o UWAG supports the Services’ regulatory reform efforts and, in particular, UWAG 
supports efforts that serve the key goals of: 

o Focusing cost and impact of ESA implementation on efforts demonstrated to deliver 
the greatest value for conservation and recovery of listed species; 

o Shifting emphasis from unilateral use of restrictions toward collaborative, voluntary 
actions to conserve and recover species; 

o Greater state involvement in ESA implementation and conservation;  
o Listing decisions and critical habitat designations supported by sound scientific 

methods and data 
o Establishment of streamlined and efficient methods for regulated parties to ensure 

ESA compliance. 
o UWAG provides the following specific recommendations as to how the Services can 

improve their regulatory processes, and identify regulations and policies that warrant 
repeal, replacement, or modification. 

o The Services Must Use a Proper Baseline and Effects Analysis in ESA Section 7 
Consultations. 

o The Services Should Clarify the Causation Standard for Effects Analyses. 
o The Services Must Ensure Listing Decisions and Critical Habitat Designations Rely 

on Best Available Science. 
o The Services Should Revise the HCP Handbook to Remove or Modify Requirements 

to Assess Climate Change Impacts in HCPs 
o The Services Should Issue a Revised Section 7 Consultation Handbook. 
o The Services Should Issue Guidance for Streamlined Section 10 Permitting. 
o The Services Should Repeal and/or Modify the Critical Habitat Rules. 
o FWS Should Withdraw or Modify Its 2016 Mitigation Policies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration (NOAA) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
o DISPOSITION:   
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From: Morgan, Don
To: seth mott@fws.gov
Subject: Don Morgan is out of the office. Re: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 1:25:04 PM

I am currently out of the office and will not be able to respond to your message until my
return. Please dial (703) 358-2171 for assistance.   Lew Gorman will be acting on 4/7 (X1911)
 Amy Brisendine will be acting on 4/10 (X2005) 

Thank you,

Don

-- 
___________________________
Don R. Morgan
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
Phone (703) 358-2444  
Fax      (703) 358-1800



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Maureen Foster; Virginia Johnson; Casey Hammond
Cc: Charisa Morris
Subject: Draft SO 3349 additional response
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 11:41:43 AM
Attachments: FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx

We have attached the response to SO 3349 dealing with burdensome regulations.  We believe
we have addressed all of the feedback and suggestions we received during the pre brief on
Tuesday afternoon.

Please let us know if you have additional comments.

Thanks.  

Steve



 1 

Memorandum 
 
To: Deputy Secretary 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
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Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g., 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
 
III.  Discussion 
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From: gregory sheehan@fws.gov on behalf of Sheehan, Greg
To: Thomas Irwin
Subject: Draft Speaking points
Date: Wednesday, November 1, 2017 8:00:37 AM
Attachments: Senator Murkowski.docx

draft

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Cynthia Martinez; Charles Blair; Seth Mott; Elsa Haubold; Gina Shultz
Cc: Stephen Guertin; Casey Hammond
Subject: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 1:57:20 PM
Attachments: ES FWS Documents Related to Mitigation, Climate Change, or GHGs.docx

Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB today.  ES had
received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response (attached), but we believe
Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the attached as a template,
and submit whatever you can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy yesterday and
just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit through the requested
channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 



Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait.  Just didn't
make sense to me to collect the same information twice (SO 3349)
and on a very different (seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me
know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets, Alexa"
<Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema <guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have discussed
the request with our National Park Service Acting Chief of Staff,
Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold off on responding until
we can coordinate our response to this request, as well as to the
Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to discuss
further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa
Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James
Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>



FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that do or may
impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with the Secretarial
Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not replace, the
process set out and required in the S.O. You will likely receive instruction
from your leadership in the near future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our leaderships’
planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>;
Brian Carlstrom <brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New
Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup <benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci



<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom <scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie <phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>;
Kendra Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March
30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate change or
GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance, instructions, or
handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance
for Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate Change in
NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation
policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include any
policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change or
GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary (couple of sentences)
for ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy or guidance. 
OEPC has entered information on those policies we are responsible
for, or which we have information on. You may wish to refer to those
entries for examples of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document available at the
link provided NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please contact Carol
Braegelmann carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

(b) (5) CIP



 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; Hawbecker,
Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup <Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom <scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>;
Dennis Daugherty <dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>;



Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our document, so
feel free to add to the link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info to the
Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM, Schindler,
James <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or started a list
of their mitigation policies, but we'd like a
comprehensive source of all this
information department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference document
listing what (if any) statute authorizes it;
where it is found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or implementation
guidance; and finally, what type of
mitigation (e.g. compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of over-inclusion
so feel free to add anything in you think we
may be missing. Each item just requires a
summary with a few sentences.  

(b) (5) CIP



 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen have
begun looking at this in the SOL office, and
Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this information
compiled within the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual or entity
to which it is addressed.  It may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, or
otherwise protected by applicable law.  If you



are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution,
copying or use of the e-mail or its contents is
strictly prohibited.  If you receive this e-mail
in error, please notify the sender immediately
and destroy all copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)



 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



 
Document Title Source Brief Summary Comments 

Cooperative Endangered 
Species Conservation 
Fund (Section 6) grants 
Notice of Funding 
Opportunity 

DRR-
BRSG 

 

This notice asks applicants to identify the project's conservation 
benefits to be derived by avoiding or offsetting climate change 
impacts.  Also, Regional Directors are given discretionary "bonus" 
points to award to proposals that are a high priority to the Region 
based on how a proposal may address conservation in the context of 
climate change when assigning these points to a proposal.  Regional 
Directors consider other items too such as project readiness and how 
a proposal may address conservation in the context of climate 
change when assigning these points to a proposal.   

 

Recovery Planning 
Guidance 

DRR-
BRSG 

This interim guidance provides a useful resource for agency field 
staff and their partners to assist them in planning for, and carrying 
out, the recovery of listed endangered and threatened species.  
Recovery planning and implementation are required under the 
Endangered Species Act to guide the process by which listed 
species and their ecosystems are restored and their future is 
safeguarded to the point that protections under the ESA are no 
longer needed. 

Climate change is 
referenced twice is this 
guidance; both related to 
re-assessing, not 
mitigating 

Internal Review Process 
for Authorizing 
Harassment under 
Section 101(a)(5)(D) of 
the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act 

DRR-
BRSG 

This document provides information to assist agency staff with the 
internal processing of authorizations for the take, by harassment, of 
small numbers of marine mammals incidental to specified activities.  
It addresses marine mammal species under the jurisdiction of the 
FWS (i.e., polar bears, Pacific walurses, sea otters, and manatees). 

This document doesn’t 
reference climate change 
or GHG.  In addition, 
although mitigation is a 
part of the IHA process, 
this document doesn’t 
provide guidance on 
prescribing those 
measures 

FWS Director’s Order 
No. 218 Policy 
Regarding Voluntary 
Prelisting Conservation 
Actions 

DRR-
BCCC 

This policy provides States with an additional tools and incentive to 
engage landowners, government agencies, and others in carrying out 
voluntary conservation actions for species not listed under the 
Endangered Species Act. This order establishes that landowners 
participating in a qualifying State administered species conservation 

 



program can obtain conservation credits for efforts that benefit 
declining species. These credits can later be redeemed to offset or 
mitigate actions that are detrimental to a species should it 
subsequently be listed under the ESA. The credits may also be 
traded or sold to a third party. 

2016 Habitat 
Conservation Planning 
Handbook Revision 

DRR-
BCCC 

The purpose of the HCP Handbook is to: (1) provide current 
guidance to NMFS and FWS staff to ensure consist application of 
ESA section 10(a)(1)(B) regulations, policy, and guidance across 
the nation; (2) create efficiencies to streamline the HCP and 
incidental take permitting process as requested by the regulated 
public; (3) inspire conservation results associated with HCPs that 
contribute to listed species recovery, resiliency, and response to the 
effects climate change; and (4) provide guidance to Service' staff to 
ensure the development of legally sufficient incidental take 
permitting decision documents. 

 

2014 12 18 NEPA 
Revised Draft 

DRR-
BERR 

This document is a fact sheet from the White House regarding 
considering climate change in NEPA review and conducting 
programmatic NEPA reviews. 

Used to develop NEPA 
documents as well 

DOI NRDAR 
Restoration Banking 
Guidance 

DRR-
BERR 

This guidance describes "the conditions for evaluating whether, 
where, and when restoration banking or advance restoration projects 
would be appropriate as components of a restoration plan."  It is a 
step down from the Nov 3, 2015 Presidential Memorandum titled 
"Mitigating impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
encouraging related private investment." 

A restoration, NOT 
mitigation document; 
however, people 
frequently confuse this 
as mitigation. 

National Wetlands 
Inventory Strategic Plan: 
A Strategic Response to 
Climate Change 2011 to 
2015 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This document was created in part as a response to The Secretary’s 
Climate Change Order No. 3289 and the Service’s Strategic Plan for 
Responding to Accelerating Climate Change requiring all programs 
to address climate change, especially sea-level rise.  The purpose of 
this document is to present a revised strategic plan that better 
supports "the Service’s commitment to partnership-driven, results-
oriented landscape conservation actions that address the 
unprecedented challenges posed by accelerating climate change." 

“Expired”? in 2015 

Status and Trends of DBTS- This decadal report is mandated by Section 401 of the Emergency Mentions sea level rise 



Wetlands in the Coastal 
Watershed of the 
Conterminous United 
States 2004 to 2009 

BGMTS Wetlands Resources Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-645).  The goal of 
the Wetlands Status and Trends effort is to provide current, 
scientifically valid information on the extent of wetlands and related 
aquatic resources, and to monitor trends in these resources over 
time. It is important to understand that although Wetlands Status 
and Trends reports often mention potential causes of wetland loss or 
change, including sea level rise and other wetland change drivers 
that may be related to climate change, we do not collect data that 
would allow us to draw a direct connection between these 
alterations and climate change. 

twice throughout report, 
mentions climate related 
changes once 

Status and Trends of 
Wetlands in the Coastal 
Watersheds of the 
Eastern United States 
1998 to 2004 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This decadal report is mandated by Section 401 of the Emergency 
Wetlands Resources Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-645).  The goal of 
the Wetlands Status and Trends effort is to provide current, 
scientifically valid information on the extent of wetlands and related 
aquatic resources, and to monitor trends in these resources over 
time. It is important to understand that although Wetlands Status 
and Trends reports often mention potential causes of wetland loss or 
change, including sea level rise and other wetland change drivers 
that may be related to climate change, we do not collect data that 
would allow us to draw a direct connection between these 
alterations and climate change. 

Mentions sea level rise 
once and climate change 
once 

Final Report to Congress: 
John H. Chafee Coastal 
Barrier Resource System 
Digital Mapping Pilot 
Project 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This report was produced in accordance with Section 3 of the 2006 
Coastal Barrier Resources Reauthorization Act (Pub. L. 109-226).  
The report contains: a summary of the benefits of Coastal Barrier 
Resources System (CBRS) map modernization and successes to 
date; a summary of the public review process for the pilot project 
maps; a summary of the comments received from government 
officials and the public regarding the draft pilot project maps and 
the Service’s responses to those comments; updates to significant 
CBRS mapping protocols; a summary of the pilot project results and 
recommended changes to each of the pilot project units (including 
acreage, shoreline, and structure changes); a set of guiding 
principles and criteria for assessing modifications to the CBRS; a 

Chapter 1 summarizes 
the effects of climate 
change on the coastal 
environment.  Chapter 6 
describes the guiding 
principles and criteria 
the Service applies when 
assessing potential 
modifications to the 
CBRS.  The guiding 
principles includes 
consideration of an area 



recommendation to Congress for adoption of the final recommended 
pilot project maps; and the next steps and costs to comprehensively 
modernize the remainder of the CBRS. 

being inherently 
vulnerable to coastal 
hazards such as 
flooding, storm surge, 
wind, erosion and sea 
level rise. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service Mitigation Policy 

DER-
BER 

(Note, see Appendix of Authorities at 81 FR 83483 for list of 
additional Authorities FWS may rely for mitigation).  This revision 
to the 1981 Mitigation Policy guides FWS recommendations on 
mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water developments on 
fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats. The primary intent of the 
Policy is to apply mitigation in a strategic manner that ensures an 
effective linkage with conservation strategies at appropriate 
landscape scales.  

November 21, 2016 

Endangered Species Act 
Compensatory Mitigation 
Policy 

DER-
BER 

This policy steps down and implements the Service’s revised 
Mitigation Policy and was established to improve consistency and 
effectiveness in the use of compensatory mitigation as 
recommended or required under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  
The primary intent of the policy is to provide Service personnel with 
direction and guidance in the planning and implementation of 
compensatory mitigation under the ESA. 

December 15, 2016 

Interim Guidance on 
Implementing the Final 
Endangered Species Act 
Compensatory Mitigation 
Policy 

DER-
BER 

The interim guidance provides Service personnel with detailed 
information on how to evaluate and implement compensatory 
mitigation.  The interim guidance implements the new ESA 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy and replaces previous Service 
guidance documents issued in 2003 and 2008. 

January 17, 2017 
 

Land-Based Wind 
Energy Guidelines 

DER-
BER 

These voluntary guidelines are designed to help wind energy project 
developers avoid and minimize impacts of land-based wind energy 
projects on wildlife and their habitats.  The guidelines outline a 
consistent and predictable approach to wind energy development 
while also providing flexibility to developers in recognition of the 
unique circumstances of each project.  The guidelines replace 
previous interim guidance issued in 2003. 

March 23, 2012 



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Mott, Seth
Cc: Hudson, Michael
Subject: For Review: Climate Change Briefing Paper
Date: Friday, January 12, 2018 11:53:27 AM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft 4-10-17.docx

PDD Memo - NCT and Climate Change Jan 12 2018.docx
FY18 USFWS NCT Workplan - FINAL.docx
NCTC - Overview of FWS Program Impacts.doc
SO 3360 - Rescinding Authorities Inconsistent with SO 3349.pdf
FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan.pdf

Hi Seth,

Attached please find for review the briefing paper for Dr. Tuggle's planned discussion with
PDD Sheehan.  Several members of the NCT and other Service staff offered feedback and had
excellent comments which we've incorporated.

In addition to the briefing paper, I have attached several files that Dr. Tuggle may want to use
or share with PDD Sheehan.  The NCTC file is still draft, but everything else is something
we've produced previously.

Please let us know if you have any questions or if we can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (FWS) 202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial Order 

3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance 
that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the heads of all agencies to 
identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that requires, among other things, each bureau and office 
to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to Executive Order 
13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy and staff 

responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental policy on climate 
change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 056 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate Adaptation 
Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance preparedness, 
adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-
climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  

 
 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP



4.  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, NOAA, 
USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate training and education 
goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work 
with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work.  

 
9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication completed 

in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to help employees 
integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies into planning activities. 
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation: This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with FWS support and input, presents a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural 
resource management and conservation.  

 
 

IV. Next Steps 
The Fish and Wildlife Service has identified some examples of how it has stepped down climate change 
policy into guidance or criteria into project approvals or rankings in various FWS programs. 

(b) (5) DPP



1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NAWCA 
Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat. Grant decisions are based on scoring that 
includes categories such as waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and 
long-term conservation.  One criterion used in Standard NAWCA Grant proposal ranking is “Long-
term Conservation and Climate Change” which may include up to 3 points for climate change 
considerations out of a total possible score of 100.  For Small Grants under NAWCA, “Climate 
Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 possible point out of a total of 15. In FY16, $66 
million was available for NAWCA grants.  
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/ProposalInstructions.pdf 

 
2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NMBCA 

Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and throughout their life 
cycles.  Project proposals must identify whether the project reduces the effects of a predicted or 
current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or habitat and are scored up to 3 points 
(out of 60 total points) in proposal ranking. In FY16, $3.91 million was available for NMBCA 
grants. https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/nmbcaApplicationInstructions.pdf 

 
3. Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal grant 
funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats. The 
application states that additional points toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for 
projects that significantly incorporate climate change considerations in project design. In 2016, 
grants to States under this program totaled $5.6 million.  
https://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG-NOFA2015.pdf 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an internal 

FWS program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering federally listed species 
on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides project funding for on-the-ground 
conservation efforts.  Climate change is about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration 
of CRI Projects.  In 2016, $6.8 million was available for funding projects under this program. 

     https://www.fws.gov/refuges/whm/cri 
 

5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration, 
with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program annually provides grants 
of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. territories to protect, restore and 
enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. The grants are funded through the Sport 
Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment 
and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal 
watershed management, conservation of threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other 
factors” includes a request for how the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how 
it will be affected by climate change impacts. In January 2017, $17 million in grants to States were 
awarded under this program. 
https://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants/pdfs/FY2018NCWG_NoticeAndInstructions.pdf 

 
 



6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): Projects 
conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and aquatic 
communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve the quality of life 
for the American people.  The application process requests information from project applicants to 
identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no scoring or ranking criteria is based 
on this information, and it is used for internal reporting purposes only. In 2016, $1.8 million was 
available for funding projects under this program. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological Services): 

CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for federally listed species 
and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered Species Act.  The projects reflect the 
collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of review and scoring, each proposal is assessed 
for project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change and may be assigned 
additional points for such work. In 2017, grant awards included $9.48 million for Habitat 
Conservation Planning Assistance, 19.64 million for Habitat Conservation Plan land acquisition, and 
$11.16 million for Recovery land acquisition. 
 https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/pdf/FY17_CESCF-NOFO_FINAL.pdf 

 
 
 



 

INFORMATION MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRINCIPAL DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
 

DATE:   January 12, 2018 
FROM:   Dr. Benjamin Tuggle, Assistant Director, Science Applications 
SUBJECT:  Climate Change and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  
 
BACKGROUND 
Environmental conditions are changing rapidly and include the effects of climate change, which 
are compounding existing impacts to fish and wildlife and adding new ones.   This poses 
significant challenges for accomplishing the Service mission. Without acknowledging and 
factoring them into our work, these changes are expected to increasingly result in impacts on 
ecosystems, the economic and cultural services they provide, and local, State, and Tribal 
communities. Service climate change-related efforts promote efficient and cost-effective 
management.  As part of this effort, the Service’s National Climate Team (NCT) works 
internally and with partners to anticipate and address these challenges to trust resources.   
 
DISCUSSION 
Why must the Service consider climate change impacts? 
● Climate change affects stakeholders who rely on healthy natural resources for recreation and 

livelihood: hunters and anglers, wildlife-related industries, State fish and game agencies, and 
Tribes. The more detrimental the changes linked to climate change, the more focus, response, 
staff resources, and funding that are required by States and other partners to address those 
changes. 

● The effects of climate change, particularly in combination with other existing stressors, are 
affecting every aspect of the Service mission and already are resulting in habitat loss, range 
shifts, population declines, changes in bird migration patterns, spread of invasive species, 
greater wildfire frequency and intensity, and a higher incidence of insect and disease 
outbreaks.  These effects will continue into the future and are likely to increase. 

● Service lands and facilities, and those of States and partners we support, are facing increasing 
climate-related challenges including more frequent or severe floods, fires, sea level rise, and 
drought. Understanding the risks to Federal, State, Tribal and private infrastructure helps the 
Service prevent loss of structures and habitat and avoid costly replacement in the future.   

● The Service has a long-standing commitment and legal responsibilities to manage resources 
based on a strong science foundation.  For example, the Refuge System Mission and Guiding 
Principles state “We subscribe to the highest standards of scientific integrity and reflect this 
commitment in the design, delivery and evaluation of all our work;” several sections of the 
Endangered Species Act require the use of the best scientific information available; and DOI 
and Service scientific integrity policies guide our work.  

 
What is the National Climate Team (NCT)? 
● The Service-wide, cross-programmatic NCT is comprised of professional staff  who provide 

relevant technical expertise and facilitate communications on climate change science, 
adaptation, outreach, policy, and guidance to the Service and its partners. 

● The NCT’s FY18 Workplan has five key priorities: Provide Technical Assistance and 
Internal Coordination, Review the 2010 Climate Change Strategic Plan, Improve 
Communications, Enhance Partnerships and External Coordination, and Facilitate Delivery 



 

of Training.   
 
What are examples of the Service’s climate change-related accomplishments?  
● The Service collaborated with the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA) to 

assist States in voluntarily incorporating climate science and adaptation into State Wildlife 
Action Plans.  

● Following Hurricane Sandy, the Service led more than 30 projects to restore coastal marshes, 
wetlands, and shoreline; create or open connections to rivers and streams for fish passage; 
and reduce the risk of future flooding and damage to local infrastructure. This work benefited 
National Wildlife Refuges and National Fish Hatcheries and surrounding communities. 

● The Service provides climate-related technical capacity such as decision support tools, 
modeling, vulnerability assessments, and other science products that manage and synthesize 
large amounts of data.  Examples include: an application matching 16 climate variables and 
nonnative species’ ranges to better predict the risk of invasive species introductions; a 
Weather Severity Index to help estimate influences of climate change on waterfowl 
populations, habitat, and hunter opportunity; and the FishVis Mapper for identifying 
vulnerabilities of riverine habitat and fishes to climate change in the Midwest.  

● The Service recognizes that some climate changes result in beneficial conditions.  For 
example, part of the basis for the Service downlisting the wood stork from endangered to 
threatened was modeling which projected habitat expansion due to changing climate.  

● The Service works with partners to improve understanding of species adaptive capacity to 
cope with changing climate; this will help improve status assessments and the effectiveness 
of conservation planning and management..  

● The Service developed tools to assess vulnerability of its infrastructure. For example, Fish 
and Aquatic Conservation developed a tool that is currently being applied to National Fish 
Hatcheries to evaluate how climate change may impact hatchery infrastructure and 
operations in the Pacific Northwest.  

● Where feasible, the Service implements projects to reduce energy use, such as retrofitting 
existing facilities, incorporating the latest energy efficient products into designs for new 
construction, and expanding renewable energy availability.  As a result, the Service has 
reduced its energy consumption per gross square foot by an impressive 24.6% from the FY 
2015 energy intensity baseline.  This reduction has resulted in a savings of nearly $2 million 
since FY 2015. 

● Developed at the direction of Congress and published in 2013, following public review, the 
Service helped lead the development of the National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants Climate 
Adaptation Strategy with the States and other partners. The Strategy advocates a coordinated 
response across management and jurisdictional boundaries in light of environmental changes 
being observed across the nation.  

● The Service’s National Conservation Training Center (NCTC) designed and offered climate-
related courses to address natural resource management needs of the Service and its partners.  

 
NEXT STEPS 
The Service will continue to pursue opportunities, within existing capacities and consistent with 
Departmental guidance such as Secretarial Order 3360 and our Director’s Office, to better 
conserve trust resources in the face of a changing climate, including continuing work to 
implement the NCT FY18 Workplan.   
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FY2018 USFWS National Climate Team Workplan 
Introduction 
The purpose of the National Climate Team (NCT) is to help lead and coordinate the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service’s (Service) response to climate change adaptation, resilience, and 
mitigation efforts at the national level, facilitate communications across regions and programs, 
and provide technical science and policy expertise within the Service. The NCT supports the 
Climate Adaptation Network, a Service-wide senior leadership team focused on facilitating the 
integration of climate change considerations into all applicable Service activities, consistent with 
DOI and Service climate change policies.  
 
In any given year, the NCT completes a variety of tasks as broadly described in the NCT Charter 
(May 2015). The NCT holds monthly meetings to coordinate its work. The NCT also shares 
information across Service regions and programs via an e-mail listserv used to share 
announcements, articles, tools, and other resources.  The NCT also supports the Climate Change 
Portal as a forum for exchanging information and provides assistance to regions and programs as 
requested (e.g., for grant or document review). This report highlights activities the NCT intends 
to pursue in FY 2018. 
 
Fish, wildlife, and plants provide jobs, food, clean water, storm protection, health benefits and 
many other important ecosystem services that support people, communities and economies 
across the nation. Action is needed to help safeguard these valuable natural resources for the 
American people and communities that depend on those resources in a changing climate. In light 
of the importance of Service efforts to effectively address climate change and its impacts in the 
context of other challenges, this FY2018 work plan for the National Climate Team (NCT) is 
guided by reviews that the Service has conducted to better understand how it can meet the 
challenges posed by climate change and better manage trust resources.   
 
This workplan is a living document that will be appended during the year with specific tasks to 
reflect new guidance or direction from the CAN or the Directorate, or new collaborative efforts 
initiated with the CAN or our partners.  Remaining tasks are general in nature and do not contain 
sufficient specificity to associate a specific timeframe and/or deliverable, but are reflective of 
activities with which the NCT will be involved.  The specific tasks identified through the course 
of FY2018 will depend on multiple factors including actions requested by the CAN, Directorate, 
or others as well as the available capacity and relevant expertise of individual NCT members. 
 
Workplan Tasks 
 
● Technical Assistance and Internal Coordination  

o NCT tasks: 
▪ Serve as a resource for Service staff needing climate change assistance. Those 

Regional and Headquarters NCT members who have appropriate expertise 
and time will continue to assist, upon request, with integration of climate 
change information into Service staff day-to-day work. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
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● Lead:  Respective Program/Regional NCT representative, where 
available 

● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing 

 
▪ Provide technical review and comment on relevant reports, policies, projects, 

papers, and other resources related to climate change. Prepare summaries as 
needed.  This will be done in coordination with the Science Applications 
Program, regional and program climate teams and/or leads, CAN, and 
working groups or other staff as appropriate. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  TBD for each review conducted 
● Deliverables:  Technical reviews; summaries when appropriate.  
● Status: Ongoing 

 
▪ Review and summarize existing and planned adaptive management and 

mitigation projects, including projects such as thin layer application, carbon 
sequestration, and estuary restoration. These summaries would be tailored, as 
appropriate, to the needs of different Programs and organizational levels in 
the Service from HQ leadership to Field staff. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  TBD for each review conducted 
● Deliverables:  Summaries  
● Status: Ongoing 

 
● FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan 

The FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan (Strategic Plan) was finalized in 2010.  The NCT 
will complete an informal review of the Strategic Plan and synthesize accomplishments and 
additional steps needed to meet the Plan’s goals and objectives.  

o NCT tasks: 
▪ Complete review of FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan 

● Timeframe:  Oct 2016 – Winter 2018 
● Lead:  Mike Hudson/Jason Goldberg 
● Deliverables:  Short document summarizing actions taken toward 

accomplishing goals and objectives of the Strategic Plan 
● Status: Ongoing – Draft accomplishment table and draft write-up 

developed. 
 

● Communications 
There is a continuing need to share general information and ensure consistent messaging 
internally and with the public about climate change, the Administration’s priorities, and how 
the Service is responding in order to sustain its mission of conserving fish, wildlife, and 
plants and their habitats.   

o NCT tasks: 
▪ Maintain established channels for FWS climate change information. 
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▪ Continued participation on joint CAN/NCT communications subteam 
established to develop, finalize and implement the Climate Change 
Communications Strategic Plan. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Laura MacLean 
● Deliverables:  Climate Change Communications Strategic Plan 
● Status: Ongoing 

▪ The NCT will assist the CAN in the development, review and comment on 
draft leadership messages that address climate change and its effects. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing on an as-needed basis through FY2018 
● Lead:  Laura MacLean 
● Deliverables:  Leadership messages 
● Status: TBD 

 
▪ Review effectiveness of the Portal.  Based on results of that evaluation, 

continue to identify, provide, and review content for a Service Community of 
Practice, including: success stories and examples of on the ground work and 
projects involving climate change; links to existing scientific tools and 
resources; and sharing policy and guidance. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Jason Goldberg 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing – Informal review of Portal is underway.  Results and 

further NCT discussion will determine status of Portal or other 
Communities of Practice.  

 
● Partnerships and External Coordination 
To enhance its own capacity and capability to address climate change adaptation, mitigation, and 
resilience for the benefit of trust resources, the Service needs to enhance partnerships with those 
who have the expertise to address bureau needs or help manage trust resources.  For example, we 
will pursue opportunities to collaborate on shared priorities with State fish and wildlife agencies. 
The goal of partnerships and external coordination is to ensure that the Service has access to the 
right information and the right resources to meet its mission efficiently and effectively, and is 
able to help others working on similar goals to accomplish the same. 

▪ Establish/maintain regular partnerships and communication with external 
partners: sharing information on current efforts and experiences; discussing 
and implementing opportunities to coordinate and collaborate; discussing and 
implementing opportunities to share expertise. Examples of such work include 
collaborating with NOAA, NPS, and USGS on a Surface Elevation Table 
(SET) database, evaluating sea level models, and coordinating with NOAA’s 
Sentinel Sites Program on technical and communication-related issues. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  All NCT 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing 
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● Training 

NCTC is focused on bringing targeted training to regions, developing the online course 
“Climate Fundamentals for USFWS Employees,” and integrating climate change modules 
into existing training.  NCTC will report on training needs and progress to DOI and others.   
The NCT will also continue to pursue successful approaches to provide training to partners 
that in turn helps achieve the FWS mission. 

o NCT tasks: 
▪ The NCT will continue to provide assistance to NCTC, including expertise for 

development of course content related to climate change, and serving as 
instructors. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Christy Coghlan 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing 

 
● NCT Function 
 In addition to the aforementioned tasks, the NCT will function as follows in FY2018: 

o An annual dedicated planning meeting to reviewing progress of the workplan, 
developing an accomplishments report showing outcomes, updating the workplan as 
needed, and selecting a Chair and Vice-Chair.  Meeting will be “in-person” if 
possible.  

▪ Timeframe:  Oct 2017 
▪ Lead:  Chair/Vice-chair 

o Continue to coordinate with CAN to identify areas where NCT support is needed. 
▪ Time frame:  Ongoing through FY2018 
▪ Lead:  Chair/Vice-chair 

o Representation from all Programs and Regions (consistent with NCT Charter) 
o Monthly meetings by phone with all NCT members. 
o Provide work plan and accomplishment reports annually. 
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Program Impacts 

1. Untitled Scene 

1.1 How Does Climate Change Affect the Work of the Service? 

 

1.2 Budget, Planning and Human Capital 
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1.3 Business Management and Operations 

 

1.4 Ecological Services 
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1.5 External Affairs 
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1.6 Fish and Aquatic Conservation 
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1.7 Information Resources and Technology Management 
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1.8 International Affairs 
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1.9 Law Enforcement 

 

1.10 Migratory Birds 

 

Notes: 
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1.11 NWRS 

 

Notes: 
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1.12 Science Applications 
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1.13 WSFR 
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We must act now,  
as if the future  
of fish and wildlife  
and people  
hangs in the balance  —  
 for indeed,  
all indications are  
that it does.
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of species extinctions. In turn, these 
changes will adversely affect local, 
State, Tribal, regional, national and 
international economies and cultures; 
and will diminish the goods, services,  
and social benefits that we Americans  
are accustomed to receiving, at little  
cost to ourselves, from ecosystems  
across our nation.

Given the disruption that a changing 
climate implies for our mission, our 
nation, and our world, we in the Service 
and the Department cannot afford to 
simply give lip service to this crisis and 
go on about business as usual. We are at 
a crossroads in our nation’s conservation 
history. We must rise up and respond  
to a 21st century conservation challenge 
with 21st century organizational, 
managerial, and scientific tools and 
approaches. To address and combat 
climate change and its impacts, we must 
position the Service more strategically 
for this battle. We must build shared 
scientific and technical capabilities with 
others and work more collaboratively 
than ever before with the conservation 
communityb, in particular, our State 
and Tribal partners, who share direct 
responsibility for managing our nation’s 
wildlife resources.

Executive Overview

a Our use of the term fish and wildlife throughout this plan includes fish, wildlife, and plants, and the habitats upon which all three depend.

b The conservation community includes governments, business and industry, non-governmental organizations, academia, private landowners,  
and citizens who are interested and active in conservation efforts.

T hE U.S.  F ISh anD WILDLIFE SERVICE (SERVICE)  IS  an aGEnCy bORn OF 

ECOLOGICaL  CRISIS  and raised on the nation’s will to respond. The Service’s 
genesis was the Federal response in 1871 to the collapse in the nation’s food 
fishes from overharvesting, and its mandate was to find ways to reverse that 
decline. By the early 1900s, a crisis over the decimation of migratory birds 
for their plumes prompted the development of a national system of lands and 
waters set aside as refuges for wildlife and the passage of the first Federal 
wildlife laws. By the mid-1960s, the loss and threat of loss of species of fish 
and wildlifea from human-induced pressures grew the Service’s mission to also 
include the conservation and recovery of threatened and endangered species.

Our Climate Change Principles

Priority-Setting. We will continually evaluate 
our priorities and approaches, make difficult 
choices, take calculated risks and adapt to 
climate change.

Partnership. We will commit to a new 
spirit of coordination, collaboration and 
interdependence with others.

best Science. We will reflect scientific 
excellence, professionalism, and integrity  
in all our work.

Landscape Conservation. We will 
emphasize the conservation of habitats 
within sustainable landscapes, applying our 
Strategic Habitat Conservation framework.

Technical Capacity. We will assemble and 
use state-of-the-art technical capacity to 
meet the climate change challenge.

Global approach. We will be a leader in 
national and international efforts to address 
climate change.

Over its 139-year history, the Service 
has faced every challenge to the 

future of the nation’s fish and wildlife 
heritage head-on. As an agency 
within the Department of the Interior 
(Department), we have attracted to our 
ranks those individuals whose personal 
commitment to conserving, protecting, 
and enhancing America’s fish and 
wildlife resources is matched by their 
professional resolve to do whatever it 
takes to accomplish that mission. The 
passion and creativity that drove Spencer 
Baird, Paul Kroegel, Guy Bradley, J.N. 
“Ding” Darling, Rachel Carson and 
countless others who have stood in the 
breach for wildlife lives on in the hearts 
and minds of today’s Fish and Wildlife 
Service employees.

At the dawn of the 21st century, we find 
our commitment and resolve and our 
passion and creativity being called upon 
once again as we face what portends 
to be the greatest challenge to fish and 
wildlife conservation in the history 
of the Service: The Earth’s climate is 
changing at an accelerating rate that has 
the potential to cause abrupt changes 
in ecosystems and increase the risk 

A diver monitors coral reef health at the 
FWS-managed Palmyra Atoll National 
Wildlife Refuge. Photo: J. Maragos / usfws
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Our Strategic Plan’s primary purposes 
are to (1) lay out our vision for 
accomplishing our mission to “work 
with others to conserve, protect, and 
enhance fish, wildlife, and plants 
and their habitats for the continuing 
benefit of the American people” in the 
face of accelerating climate change; 
and (2) provide direction for our own 
organization and its employees,  
defining our role within the context  
of the Department of the Interior and  
the larger conservation community. In 
this plan, we express our commitment  
to our vision through strategic goals  
and objectives that we believe must  
be accomplished to sustain fish and 
wildlife nationally and internationally.  
In an appended 5-year action Plan  
for Implementing the Climate Change 
Strategic Plan, we identify specific actions 
that will lead to the accomplishment of 
our goals and objectives.

As a Service and Department we must 
act decisively, recognizing that climate 
change threatens to exacerbate other 
existing pressures on the sustainability of 
our fish and wildlife resources. We must 
act boldly, without having all the answers, 
confident that we will learn and adapt as 
we go. And most importantly, we must act 
now, as if the future of fish and wildlife 
and people hangs in the balance — for 
indeed, all indications are that it does.

As a Service, we are committed to 
examining everything we do, every 
decision we make, and every dollar we 
spend through the lens of climate change, 
fully confident in our workforce to rise to 
this challenge and to lead from in front 
and from behind. We recognize their 
efforts that are already underway, and 
we look to our employees for their on-
the-ground knowledge and expertise in 
focusing our energies and recalibrating 
our activities.

Our Strategic Plan acknowledges that 
no single organization or agency can 
address an environmental challenge of 
such global proportions without allying 
itself with others in partnerships across 
the nation and around the world. This 
document commits us to a philosophy 
of interdependent, collaborative 
conservation, rooted in our Climate 
Change Principles (see sidebar, page 2).

Tide Returns to nisqually Estuary

River delta restoration projects are 
considered crucial to provide increased 
resiliency to large estuary systems and 
illustrate a tool for adaptation in the face of 
climate change and related impacts of sea 
level rise. After a century of diking off tidal 
flow, the Brown Farm Dike was removed 
to inundate 762 acres of Nisqually (WA) 
National Wildlife Refuge in October 2009. 
Along with 140 acres of tidal wetlands 
restored by the Nisqually Indian Tribe, the 
Nisqually Delta represents the largest tidal 
marsh restoration project in the Pacific 
Northwest to assist in recovery of Puget 
Sound salmon and wildlife populations. 
During the past decade, the refuge and close 
partners, including the Tribe and Ducks 
Unlimited, have restored more than 22 miles 
of the historic tidal slough systems and  
re-connected historic floodplains to the 
Puget Sound in Washington, increasing 
potential salt marsh habitat in the southern 
reach of Puget Sound by 50 percent. The 
project also restored 25 acres of riparian 
surge plain forest, an extremely depleted 
type of tidal forest important for juvenile 
salmon and songbirds.

Restoration of the Nisqually estuary is an 
adaptation approach that helps promote 
system resiliency to climate change effects 
such as:

n Increased winter storms, rainfall,  
and flooding

n Loss of forest cover due to increases  
in insect infestations and fire

n Rise in sea level resulting in loss  
of shoreline areas

n Loss of habitats and biodiversity

(Above) Nisqually estuary. Photo: usfws

Individual 
commitment to a 
group effort  —  that is 
what makes a team 
work, a company 
work, a society work,  
a civilization work.
VInCE LOmbaRDI , 1913 – 1970, American football 
coach and national symbol of single-minded 
determination to win

Executive Overview
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We recognize that as an organization, 
the Service has been entrusted by the 
American people with legal authorities 
for fish and wildlife conservation that 
are national and international in scope 
and that put us in a position of unique 
responsibility within the conservation 
community. These authorities and 
responsibilities include working across 
jurisdictional boundaries in shared 
responsibility with all 50 States to 
manage fish and wildlife populations; 
conserving endangered and threatened 
species, inter-jurisdictional fish, and 
migratory birds; managing an unequaled 
conservation land base, the 150-million-
acre National Wildlife Refuge System; 
and collaborating in carrying out 
conservation activities internationally 
through conventions, treaties, and 
agreements with foreign nations.

By virtue of this public trust, the 
Service accepts its obligation to take 
leadership in helping to catalyze the 
conservation community’s collective 
response to climate change. We will 
bring the community together to engage 
in dialogue; identify common interests 
and goals; and define innovative, 
collaborative, and effective strategies 
for addressing this shared crisis. We 
recognize that our own future success  
in conserving fish and wildlife will  
depend on how well we integrate our 
efforts with those of our partners, how 
quickly we can build needed technical  
and technological capacities and 
capabilities, and how strategic we  
are with our limited resources in 
addressing climate-induced changes.

Our Strategic Plan acknowledges 
the climate crisis as one of enormous 
consequence and challenge for fish and 
wildlife conservation. We put this plan 
forward as a manifestation of our resolve, 
as individuals and as an organization, 
to face this challenge with a sense of 
duty and integrity, and a spirit of public 
service and optimism.

The goals and objectives of our Strategic Plan are nested  
under three major strategies:

adaptation: Minimizing the impact of climate change on fish and wildlife through the 
application of cutting-edge science in managing species and habitats.

mitigation: Reducing levels of greenhouse gases in the Earth’s atmosphere.

Engagement: Joining forces with others to seek solutions to the challenges and threats to 
fish and wildlife conservation posed by climate change.

Executive Overview
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Federal and State biologists survey aquatic resources to document the effects of changing 
temperatures and water quality.



Our Vision  /  5  

While many species will continue to 
thrive, we also envision that some 

populations and species may decline or 
be lost, and some will only survive in the 
wild through our direct and continuous 
intervention. We will be especially 
challenged to conserve species and 
habitats that are particularly vulnerabled 

to climate-driven changes, but we will 
dedicate our absolute best efforts and 
expertise to the task, understanding 
fully that we must continue to meet our 
obligations for conserving trust species. 
We will need to make choices and set 
priorities and, working with our partners, 
apply ourselves where we can make the 
greatest difference.

We see climate change as an issue that 
will unite the conservation community 
like no other issue has since the early 
1960s, when Rachel Carson sounded an 
alarm about pesticides. We envision a 
new era of collaborative conservation 
in which members of the conservation 
community work interdependently, 
building knowledge, sharing expertise, 
and pooling resources as we craft explicit 
landscape-scale goals and pursue these 
goals together. We foresee unparalleled 
opportunities to engage with, and 
enlist the involvement of, private 
citizens, businesses and industry, non-
governmental organizations, and national 
and international governments at all 
levels to conserve fish and wildlife in the 
face of climate change.

OVER ThE 21 s t  CEnTURy,  ThE U.S.  F ISh anD WILDLIFE SERVICE anD ThE 

DEPaRTmEnT OF ThE InTERIOR EnVISIOn  a North American continent 
continuing to be altered by accelerating climate change, but managed to 
sustain diverse, distributed, and abundant populations of fish and wildlife 
through conservation of healthy habitats in a network of interconnected, 
ecologically functioningc landscapes. 

Our Vision

Rising Sea Levels on north Carolina Coast

North Carolina’s east coast is 
identified as particularly 
vulnerable to climate change 
because it is so long, low and 
flat. As rising sea levels have 
pushed saltwater into the area, 
peat soils are degrading and 
plants and trees have died. 
Researchers estimate that 1 
million acres along the coast 
could be lost within 100 years.

We know that the estuarine 
waters surrounding Alligator 

River National Wildlife Refuge are getting saltier. We’ve seen with our own eyes shoreline 
losses and plant community changes on thousands of acres of this 153,000-acre Refuge. 
Modeling data suggests that if nothing is done, we’ll lose up to 67 percent of swamp land and 
90 of dry land by 2100  —  that’s most of the Refuge.

We’re finding opportunities in the crisis. We’re working with The Nature Conservancy, 
Duke Energy, and other partners to create a management response that includes building 
resilience into the land and connecting Refuge lands to other lands. Duke Energy donated  
$1 million that will fund climate change research and activities to help wildlife adapt to the 
effects of rising sea levels on the Refuge. 

mIkE bRyanT , Project Leader, North Carolina Coastal Plain Refuges Complex, Manteo, NC

(Above) Saltwater intrusion is affecting plant life at Alligator River NWR.  
Photo: Debbie Crane / The Nature Conservancy

c  Ecologically-functioning landscapes are those in which key ecological processes (such as disturbance regimes) are maintained or restored to promote  
resilience to climate change.

d According to the IPCC, vulnerability is the degree to which a system is susceptible to, or unable to cope with, adverse effects of climate change, including climate variability 
and extremes. It is a function of the sensitivity of a particular system to climate changes, its exposure to those changes, and its capacity to adapt to those changes.
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CLImaTE ChanGE IS an ImmEnSE,  SERIOUS,  anD SObERInG ChaLLEnGE  — 
 one that will affect fish and wildlife profoundly. At the same time, climate 
change is galvanizing the conservation community in ways we have not seen 
since a half-century ago, when Silent Spring alerted the world to the hazards 
of overuse of pesticides and launched a worldwide environmental movement. 

e A carbon footprint is typically defined as “the total set of GHG (greenhouse gas) emissions caused directly and indirectly by an individual, organization,  
event or product” (UK Carbon Trust 2008).

f Being carbon neutral is typically defined as having a net zero carbon footprint, i.e., achieving net zero carbon emissions by balancing a measured amount of carbon  
released with an equivalent amount that is sequestered or offset.

g The Department’s climate change strategy is described in Secretarial Order 3289 <elips.doi.gov/app_so/act_getfiles.cfm?order_number=3289A1>.

Introduction

As concern for climate change 
and its impacts grows, so do the 

opportunities for the Service and 
members of the conservation community 
to pool our talents, imagination, 
creativity, and spirit of public service 
to reduce and manage those impacts 
in ways that sustain fish and wildlife. 
Working interdependently and 
collaboratively, the Service will mount 
a bold response to climate change, on 
the ground, where our actions have the 
most impact; and in other settings where 
policies, priorities, and budgets are 
shaped and tough choices and decisions 
are made.

Across the Service, our employees 
have initiated action to address 
climate change. Some employees are 
monitoring sea level rise and exploring 
ways of safeguarding our coastal 
National Wildlife Refuges and the trust 
resources they support. Others are 
working tirelessly with water managers 
to ensure fish and wildlife resources 
are considered meaningfully in water 
allocation decisions, particularly in the 
Southwest, where climate change is 
likely to exacerbate drought. Some are 
busy calculating the Service’s carbon 
footprinte and devising innovative ways 
to help the Service become carbon 
neutralf. Still other employees are 
reaching out to our workforce and our 
external partners to help them better 

understand the direction and magnitude 
of climate change and its effects on fish 
and wildlife.

It remains for the Service to do two 
things: First, we must focus the talents, 
creativity and energy of our employees 
on a common set of strategies, goals, 
objectives and actions for addressing 
climate change impacts. Second, we 
must provide employees with additional 
support in terms of knowledge, 
technology, and resources to enable 
them to realize their full potential in 
conserving fish and wildlife in the face  
of climate change.

This Strategic Plan establishes a basic 
framework within which the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service will work as part  
of a broader, Department-wide strategyg 
and with the larger conservation 
community (especially States and 
Tribes as entities with formal wildlife 
management responsibilities) to help 
ensure the sustainability of fish and 
wildlife in light of accelerating climate 
change. The plan looks broadly at 
how climate change is affecting these 
resources; what our role will be as a key 
member of the conservation community 
with national responsibilities for fish 
and wildlife conservation; and what 
we will contribute to the international 
community and its campaign to ensure 
the future of fish and wildlife globally.

Did you know…

n In the Arctic, record losses of sea ice 
over the past decade are affecting the 
distribution, behavior, and abundance 
of polar bears, animals that are almost 
completely dependent upon sea ice for 
survival.

n In the Southeast, rising sea levels are 
expected to flood as much as 30 percent of 
the habitat on the Service’s coastal Refuges.

n In the Southwest, climate change is 
already exacerbating deep droughts, 
increasing pressure on water uses at the 
Service’s National Fish Hatcheries and 
National Wildlife Refuges.

n In the Northwest, climate change is 
warming the landscape and enabling insect 
pests to expand their ranges and destroy 
ecologically and commercially valuable 
forests.

This plan is a starting point for action 
and discussion. It was drafted by a 
team of Service employees representing 
all regions and programs, and has 
been revised to reflect the thousands 
of comments from Service employees 
and members of the public. We look 
forward to updating it further as we 
work with and learn from others, as our 
experiences and knowledge grow, and 
as the conservation community unites 
more closely in a new era of collaborative 
conservation.
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2 – 3°C above preindustrial levels. 
Global average temperature increases 
of 0.74°C are already documented, and 
temperature increases in some areas are 
projected to exceed 3.0°C over the next 
decade. The IPCC further concludes 
that substantial changes in structure 
and functioning of terrestrial ecosystems 
are very likely to occur with a global 
warming of more than 2 – 3°C above pre-
industrial levels. These changes will have 
predominantly negative consequences 
for biodiversity and ecosystem goods and 
services (e.g., water and food).

The IPCC also reports that the resilience 
of many ecosystems around the world 
is likely to be exceeded this century 
by an unprecedented combination of 
climate change; disturbances associated 
with climate change, such as flooding, 
drought, wildfire, and insects; and 
other global change-drivers, including 
land-use changes, pollution, habitat 
fragmentation, urbanization, and growing 
human populations and economies. 
These projected changes have enormous 
implications for management of fish  
and wildlife and their habitats around  
the world.

Climate change has the potential to 
cause abrupt ecosystem changes and 
increased species extinctions. These 
changes will reduce the ability of natural 
systems to provide many societal 
goods and services — including the 
availability of clean water, our planet’s 
lifeblood — which in turn will impact 
local, regional, and national economies 
and cultures. Clearly, we cannot delay 
in addressing climate change effects on 
fish and wildlife. They demand urgent 
attention and aggressive action.

environment, evidence is growing that 
higher water temperatures resulting 
from climate change are negatively 
impacting cold- and cool-water fish 
populations across the country6. Along 
our coasts, rising sea levels have begun to 
affect fish and wildlife habitats, including 
those used by shorebirds and sea turtles 
that nest on our coastal National Wildlife 
Refuges7. In the oceans, subtropical 
and tropical corals in shallow waters 
have already suffered major bleaching 
events driven by increases in sea surface 
temperatures.2

The immensity and urgency of 
the climate change challenge are 
indeed sobering. The IPCC’s Fourth 
Assessment Report1 estimates that 
approximately 20 – 30 percent of the 
world’s plant and animal species assessed 
as of 2006 are likely to be at increasingly 
high risk of extinction as global mean 
temperatures exceed a warming of 

A growing body of evidence has linked 
accelerating climate changeh with 

observed changes in fish and wildlife, 
their populations, and their habitats 
in the United States2. Polar bear 
population declines have already been 
noted in Canada3, and extirpations of 
Bay checkerspot butterfly populations 
in the San Francisco Bay4 area are also 
documented. Across the continental 
United States, climate change is 
affecting the migration cycles and 
body condition of migratory songbirds, 
causing decoupling of the arrival dates 
of birds on their breeding grounds and 
the availability of the food they need for 
successful reproduction5. 

Climate change has very likely increased 
the size and number of wildfires, insect 
outbreaks, pathogens, disease outbreaks, 
and tree mortality in the interior 
West, the Southwest, and Alaska and 
will continue to do so.2 In the aquatic 

“WaRmInG OF ThE CLImaTE SySTEm IS UnEqUIVOCaL , as is now evident from 
observations of increases in global average air and ocean temperatures, 
widespread melting of snow and ice, and rising global average sea level. ... 
Most of the observed increase in global average temperatures since the  
mid-20th century is very likely due to the observed increase in anthropogenic 
greenhouse gas concentrations.” So concludes the Intergovernmental  
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) in its Fourth Assessment Report published 
in 20071. There is no longer any doubt that the Earth’s climate is changing  
at an accelerating rate and that the changes are largely the result of  
human-generated greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere caused 
by increasing human development and population growth. Climate change has 
manifested itself in rising sea levels, melting sea ice and glaciers, changing 
precipitation patterns, growing frequency and severity of storms, and 
increasing ocean acidification.

The Crisis

h Hereafter, when we refer to climate change, we mean accelerating climate change. While climate change has occurred throughout the history of our planet,  
current changes are occurring at a greatly accelerated rate, largely as a result of human activities.
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Upper klamath Lake net Inflow, 1961 to 2007
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To succeed in sustaining fish and 
wildlife, our plans and actions must 

recognize all management roles and 
authorities and realistically reflect the 
limitations and uncertainties in our 
understanding of climate change. They 
must target stewardship activities at 
all geographic scales, beginning with 
the design of conservation strategies at 
landscape scales. Our plans and actions 
must also encourage collaborative 
approaches that give common purpose 
to our employees and our conservation 
activities at local, State, regional, 
national, continental, international, and 
global levels.

Our experiences with climate change, 
such as the effect of sea ice changes on 
polar bears, have taught us that we will 
be increasingly challenged to recalibrate 
our conservation goals by integrating 
climate change. We need to plan for 
conservation on landscape scales and 
be prepared to act quickly, sometimes 
without the scientific certainty we  
would prefer.

Climate change is the transformational 
conservation challenge of our time, 
not only because of its direct effects, 
but also because of its influence on the 
other stressors that have been and 
will continue to be major conservation 
priorities.

Many other issues, such as the spread 
and control of invasive species; the 
mounting pressures on limited water 
supplies; the need for robust fire 
management to help conserve natural 
systems; the harm to species from 
exposure to environmental contaminants; 
continued changes in land use, 
specifically habitat loss; and the impacts 
of all of these factors on biodiversity, 
have been and will continue to pose 
tremendous challenges to sustaining 
healthy, vibrant ecosystems.

mISSIOn SUCCESS In FISh anD WILDLIFE COnSERVaTIOn OVER ThE COmInG 

DECaDES  WILL REqUIRE UnPRECEDEnTED COOPERaTIOn  and partnership 
among governments, private sector and non-government organizations, 
and individual citizens. Consequently, the greatest challenge we and other 
members of the conservation community face is the need to form new and 
interdependent relationships, sharing integrated capacities, building on 
common strengths, identifying and addressing weaknesses, and focusing our 
responses on shared goals and objectives. For the Service, this is especially 
true of our relationships with State fish and wildlife agencies, which have 
management authority on much of our nation’s lands and waters; and with 
Tribal fish and wildlife management authorities. 

The Challenge

Effect of Warmer Winters On Spring Snowpack and Summer Stream-flows

In the klamath Basin of southern Oregon, spring snowpack represents a reservoir of water 
that will sustain stream-flows throughout the summer. In recent years, warmer winters have 
resulted in more precipitation falling as rain instead of snow, reducing the spring snowpack. 
Rivers in the upper Basin have shown rather large declines in stream inflows in recent 
decades. This includes inflows to Upper klamath Lake that provide water for irrigation, 
National Wildlife Refuges, sucker habitat, and downstream river-flows for salmon.

This trend means that in the klamath Basin, as elsewhere, we can no longer assume that the 
future will look like the past. As warming trends continue, there will be less water available 
to meet competing demands. Like many water issues in the West, resolution of water issues 
in the klamath Basin will require landscape-scale solutions and the active involvement and 
cooperation of all stakeholders.

TIm mayER , Water Resources Branch Hydrologist, Engineering Division, Portland, OR
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Future Impacts are Uncertain

One of the major challenges of 
addressing climate change effects on fish 
and wildlife is identifying and addressing 
uncertaintyi in our understanding of 
future climate change and how that 
change will affect ecological systems. Our 
understanding of future climate change is 
based largely on projections from global 
climate models (also known as General 
Circulation Models) that are run using 
different greenhouse gas emissions 
scenarios developed by the IPCC. 
These projections contain a degree of 
uncertainty resulting from the inability of 
climate models to perfectly simulate the 
climate system, particularly at regional 
geographic scales and less than decadal 
time intervals; and uncertainty over 
which greenhouse gas emissions scenario 
will be realized in the future. As the 
IPCC has stated, the emissions scenarios 
are “based on assumptions concerning…
future socio-economic and technological 
developments that may or may not  
be realized, and are therefore  
subject to substantial uncertainty.”  
There also remains much uncertainty 
over how climate change will affect 
ecological systems at different  
scales, especially in its interactions  
with such non-climate stressors as  
land-use changes.

Climate change does not replace these 
other threats or render them less 
important; they must remain priorities in 
the years ahead. It is, however, essential 
that we understand how climate change 
will exacerbate these threats and pose 
new ones. For example, climate change 
will allow the range of some invasive 
species to expand, perhaps markedly. 
Climate change will also make some 
regions drier, further complicating what 
are already very challenging efforts to 
capture water and deliver it to natural 
systems. These changes in precipitation 
patterns will also affect fire regimes. Our 
employees and partners will need to take 
this into account in their management 
activities so as to protect both the natural 
world and the places where people live.

In addition, climate change will have 
many unforeseen impacts on land use and 
development. For example, rising seas 
will result in immense pressure to build 
sea walls and other structures to protect 
coastal development. These actions will 
impact the fish and wildlife that rely upon 
nearby beaches, salt marshes and other 
natural habitats. Furthermore, climate 
change may divert development pressure 
from coastal areas to relatively higher 
ground as people seek to escape places 
threatened by rising seas. Together, all 
of these stressors will have impacts on 
species that are imperiled today, and they 
could cause others to become imperiled 
for the first time.

Finally, unanticipated impacts of climate 
change have already occurred and are 
likely to occur in the future. These 
impacts are difficult to predict based on 
our current understanding of climate 
and ecological systems, adding further 
uncertainty to our ability to predict 
the future. We must account for this 
uncertainty as we design, implement 
and evaluate our plans in response to 
climate change and as we carry out our 
management, regulatory and monitoring 
programs. We must learn as we go, using 
new knowledge and results of focused 
research to reduce uncertainty. As we 
learn more about climate change, we will 
be better able to refine our planning, 
decisions, and management actions to 
reflect that greater understanding.

The Challenge

i Uncertainty is an expression of the degree to which a value (e.g., the future state of the climate system) is unknown. Uncertainty can result from lack of information or 
from disagreement about what is known or even knowable. It may have many types of sources, from quantifiable errors in the data to ambiguously defined concepts or 
terminology or uncertain projections of human behavior. Uncertainty can, therefore, be represented by quantitative measures or by qualitative statements.

The Challenge of Thinking 
Differently about Partnerships

In the Southeast, we have built new 
relationships with traditional and non-
traditional partners — The Conservation 
Fund, American Electric Power Company, 
and Entergy Inc.— to help achieve their 
objectives and ours. Nine years ago, we 
launched an innovative program in the 
Lower Mississippi Valley aimed at restoring 
native habitats to bolster populations of 
wildlife and migratory birds through a  
carbon sequestration initiative. Together 
we have added more than 40,000 acres 
of habitat to the National Wildlife Refuge 
System and reforested more than 80,000 
acres with more than 22 million trees, 
sequestering 30 million metric tons of  
carbon over the project’s 70-year lifetime.

PETE JEROmE , Refuges and Wildlife Area 
Supervisor, Southeast Region,  
Atlanta, GA

Climate change is the transformational 
conservation challenge of our time
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Making people more aware of how 
accelerating climate change is harming 
fish and wildlife and of how it reduces 
the flow of societal goods and affects 
ecosystem services is a challenge 
for the Service, our State and Tribal 
counterparts, and the conservation 
community at large. The same ecosystem 
functions that provide for sustainable 
fish and wildlife populations also provide 
communities with significant benefits, 
such as good water quality, flood and fire 
protection, and recreation. Meeting the 
challenge will require that the Service 
and its partners use every available 
communication tool to engage the public 
about the ecological, economic, social, and 
cultural costs exacted by climate change.

Scope and magnitude are Great

Another major challenge of accelerated 
climate change is its unprecedented 
scope and magnitude. In the history of 
wildlife conservation, the Service and 
the larger conservation community have 
never experienced a challenge that is 
so ubiquitous across the landscape. Our 
existing conservation infrastructure 
will be pressed to its limits — quite 
likely beyond its limits — to respond 
successfully. New and different capacities 
and capabilities will be required, and our 
dedicated employees will be challenged 
to acquire new skills quickly. We may 
find that elements of our current legal, 
regulatory, and policy frameworks within 
which we and our partners operate 
are no longer adequate to encourage 
and support the new approaches and 
innovative thinking needed to address 
climate change effectively. In our land 
management, the original purposes for 
which some of our National Wildlife 
Refuges have been established may 
change or become obsolete. We will need 
financial and technological resources 
commensurate with this great challenge; 
and we will need the political leadership 
and will to pursue necessary statutory 
and regulatory changes, apply predictive 
models, make risk-based decisions, 
and manage and operate adaptively in 
changing environments.

Determining Effects of Climate Change on Rio Grande Cutthroat Trout

Air temperature in the Southwest has 
increased markedly over the last 30 years, 
and greater increases are predicted. 
Because air temperature strongly influences 
water temperature, the temperature of 
streams that harbor our native Rio Grande 
cutthroat trout may have already increased, 
or likely will increase. Trout love cold water. 
Warmer water temperatures could  
affect their health, their ability to compete 
with non-native trout, the amount of  

suitable habitat available to them, and their food supply. The Service’s Southwest Region  
is funding research to examine historical water temperatures in comparison to current  
water temperatures in streams occupied by Rio Grande cutthroat trout. In conjunction  
with other studies that look at the temperature tolerance of Rio Grande cutthroat trout,  
this research will help us determine the level of risk that increased water temperatures  
pose to this species. 

maRILyn myERS , Lead Biologist for Rio Grande cutthroat trout, Ecological Services Field 
Office, Albuquerque, NM

(Above) Rio Grande cutthroat trout caught during population sampling on the Rio Santa 
Barbara in New Mexico. Photo: Yvette Paroz / New Mexico Department of Game and Fish

The Challenge

The same ecosystem 
functions that provide 
for sustainable 
fish and wildlife 
populations also 
provide communities 
with significant 
benefits, such as good 
water quality, flood 
and fire protection, 
and recreation.
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Leadership and management

We anticipate that within the next few 
years, the U.S. Congress and the Federal 
Government will make political decisions 
and policies relative to climate change 
that will have enormous significance 
for 21st century conservation of fish 
and wildlife and their habitats. To help 
shape these decisions and policies, the 
Service must already have in place at 
the national and regional levels a climate 
change leadership and management 
capability that can provide a credible 
and cohesive approach to the issue. 
Our National Climate Team and eight 
Regional Climate Teams, operating 
under the guidance of our Directorate 
and its National Science Applications 
Executive Team, will help us establish 
that capability and credibility. 

The National Climate Team will have 
representation from Service regions 
and programs; and the Regional 
Climate Teams will be made up of both 
Regional Office and field employees. 
Together, these teams will provide input 
to the development of national climate 
change policies and guidance; and 
provide leadership and direction in the 
management of the Service’s climate 
change activities, including budget and 
performance; policy development  

address the impacts that climate change 
is already having or will have on fish, 
wildlife and habitats.

The Directorate and the Washington 
Office must lead the way by recognizing 
the crisis nature of climate change and 
seeking the resources needed to address 
it; by making difficult choices about 
Service program priorities and  
budgets that will guide and define our 
activities; and by calling upon every 
employee to get appropriately involved 
in our adaptation, mitigation, and 
engagement strategies.

Regional leaders and employees must 
lead the way by stepping down national 
guidance and plans to the field, 
facilitating the feedback loop between 
national leadership and the field, 
ensuring that resources to accomplish 
work on the ground reach those who 
need them, and removing any barriers  
to success.

Project leaders and field employees must 
lead the way by ground-truthing  
our efforts, implementing our  
strategies, monitoring our results,  
and recommending new approaches  
as necessary.

all employees must lead the way by 
participating in the creation of new 
climate change partnerships, and by 
working with others to find new and 
innovative means for incorporating 
climate change considerations into our 
day-to-day activities.

Climate change leadership will function 
in much the same way as our Strategic 
Habitat Conservation approach —  
it will be more iterative than hierarchical, 
with Service leaders at each level making 
indispensable and ongoing contributions 
as they operate in constellation with  
one another.

and implementation; landscape 
conservation design, delivery, and 
evaluation; internal and external 
partnership development; Congressional 
assistance; engagement and 
communication; and science direction.

Accomplishing our mission in an era of 
accelerated climate change will require 
a fundamental rethinking of how we in 
the Service do business in the coming 
decades, including how we define leaders 
and leadership and how we manage and 
deliver our conservation activities.

The exercise of leadership will not be 
limited to the Directorate or the National 
and Regional Climate Teams; it must 
permeate all levels of the Service. The 
crisis of a changing climate is unlike any 
other we have faced in world history. 
Climate change is not the result of the 
actions of the few that are impacting 
the many; it is the direct result of the 
activities of each one of us as we live and 
work in the modern world. In a crisis of 
this magnitude and scope, we must each 
take leadership in our own sphere of 
influence to make the changes that will 
eliminate or reduce the causative factors 
of climate change. As Service employees, 
we each have the added responsibility  
of taking leadership within our  
professional spheres of influence to 

In OUR STRaTEGIC PLan,  WE COmmIT TO CREaTInG an InFORmED,  CREDIbLE  

CLImaTE ChanGE LEaDERShIP and management capability that will implement 
the plan in a collaborative and scientifically sound manner. We will take bold 
actions, expressed as Seven Bold Commitments, that we believe will help to 
shape the conservation community’s response to the impacts of this global 
environmental scourge on fish, wildlife and habitats. We will employ three 
progressive strategies — Adaptation, Mitigation, and Engagement  —  
in carrying out our strategic goals and objectives. Through this cohesive, 
integrated response, we will fulfill our commitment to the American people 
and take our appropriate role within the conservation community in 
addressing the challenges presented by accelerating climate change.

Our Committed Response
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Climate Change Entrepreneurs

As a Service, we will approach the 
management and delivery of our 
conservation activities with a new spirit 
of entrepreneurship, which we define as 
“the process of identifying, evaluating, 
and seizing an opportunity and bringing 
together the resources necessary 
for success.” As climate change 
entrepreneurs, we will learn and embrace 
new conservation approaches that lead 
to better results for fish and wildlife. 
We will face hard facts, and we will 
redirect our priorities and make difficult 
budget decisions as those facts dictate. 
We will hold ourselves accountable, 
formally monitoring and evaluating 
the effectiveness of our efforts as we 
implement our Strategic Plan and our 
5-Year Action Plan. We will seek outside, 
independent reviews of our climate 
change efforts after 3 years. We will 
recognize and reward Service employees, 
programs, or offices that demonstrate 
entrepreneurship by taking substantive 
actions on climate change adaptation, 
mitigation, or engagement.

Leading Through action

As a Service, we willingly accept the 
opportunity to be a leader on climate 
change within the fish and wildlife 
conservation community, recognizing 
that this leadership will be demonstrated 
through actions, not words. We will 
show leadership by working with 
States, Tribes, and others to effectively 
represent fish and wildlife conservation 
interests in discussions relating to 
national climate policy and legislation. 
We will also work with the conservation 
community to help create climate change 
legislation that incorporates wildlife 
adaptation strategies, as outlined in our 

Our Committed Response

Climate Change Implicated in the mystery of the Dying moose

No visit to northern Minnesota is 
complete without seeing a 
moose. So you can imagine our 
concern here at Agassiz National 
Wildlife Refuge when the moose 
population dropped dramatically 
in a few years’ time. The Refuge 
was once home to 250 to 400 
moose. Today, it is estimated that 
less than 40 remain on Agassiz. 
The decline in population on the 
Refuge was part of a regional 
decline in Northwest Minnesota.

This population fell from a peak of 4,000 animals in 1984 to a low of about 85 in 2007. A 
research study initiated in 1985 with the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 
and support from citizens, landowners, and volunteers concluded that climatic changes, 
combined with increased deer numbers and parasitic transmission rates, may have rendered 
Northwest Minnesota inhospitable to moose. Winter and summer temperatures in the past 
41 years have increased by about 12°F and 4°F, respectively. The study showed that moose 
declines often occurred the year after summers with higher mean temperatures. Moose have 
temperature thresholds that, when exceeded, require them to expend energy to keep cool. 
The data indicates that warmer temperatures may have contributed to heat stress, which in 
turn accentuated the animals’ already poor body condition from parasite-induced chronic 
malnutrition. The bottom line: Until the climatic factors that are making the moose range 
shrink are reversed, we will probably see fewer moose in Northwest Minnesota.

maGGIE anDERSOn , Manager, Agassiz National Wildlife Refuge, Middle River, MN  

(Above) Bull moose. Photo: Beth Silverhus

Strategic Plan, and that reflects our 
climate change principles for addressing 
this conservation challenge. We will play 
a key role in galvanizing governments, 
organizations, businesses and industry to 
collaborate in developing a National Fish 
and Wildlife Climate Adaptation Strategy 
and partnering in its implementation.
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new resources that we need, reprioritize 
and reallocate the resources we have, 
and leverage our collective resources 
by working in partnerships, internally 
and externally. Our greatest certainty 
of receiving additional resources is 
to demonstrate leadership on climate 
change by assembling our best talent 
and aligning our present resources and 
priorities in response to this challenge. 
Our nation is at a turning point in  
regard to climate change, and we have 
the opportunity and the responsibility  
to help tip the balance in favor of 
aggressive action.

Given the magnitude of the threat posed 
by climate change to life as we know it, 
we cannot afford to think small or be held 
back by our fears or concerns. All great 
achievements in human history have 
occurred within the context of daunting 
challenges and have been accomplished 
by people with vision who were willing 
to move forward without having all the 
answers and resources they would have 
desired. Our National Wildlife Refuge 
System, a 150-million-acre network of 
lands and waters spread from “sea to 
shining sea,” is a sterling example of 
what can happen when even one person 
with courage and vision is willing to stand 
in the breach for wildlife and call the 
nation’s attention to the threat at hand. 
This is our moment, as individuals and 
as a Service, to rise to the threat posed 
by climate change. If we succeed, we will 
have done our duty. If we fail, it will not 
be said of us that we were afraid to try.

Conservation Through Collaboration

As a conservation leader, the Service 
recognizes that the crisis of climate 
change also opens up great opportunities 
for those of us committed to the 
sustainability of our nation’s fish and 
wildlife resources. This crisis is an 
opportunity to expand and strengthen 
our partnerships in ways that will 
inevitably help us to more effectively 
address not just this threat to the 
future of fish and wildlife but all other 
threats, such as unsustainable land-use 
practices, degradation of water quality 
and quantity, and invasive species. It is 
an opportunity to for us to “take it to the 
next level” scientifically by building an 
unequalled network of shared scientific 
capacity, capability and knowledge that 
we can draw upon in every decision we 
make. It is an opportunity to engage 
the public as never before in facing the 
fact that our actions, individually and 
collectively, have implications for the 
future of fish, wildlife, people, and the 
planet. The crisis of climate change is, 
in the final analysis, an unparalleled 
opportunity to bring people together, 
nationally and internationally, to solve a 
world problem, not through conflict but 
through collaboration.

We acknowledge that this Strategic Plan 
and its accompanying 5-Year Action Plan 
call upon Service employees to engage 
in many new teams, partnerships, and 
assessments. We take as a given that 
it is the responsibility of leadership 
at each level in the Service to pursue 
and make available to employees the 
resources, time, training, and tools to 
accomplish our mission. It is worth 
noting that climate change is not a new 
mission; it is the lens through which we 
must accomplish the mission we already 
have. As we address climate change in 
carrying out that mission, we will seek 
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Seven bold Commitments

We will fulfill our leadership role as the 
principal national agency through which 
the Federal Government carries out its 
fish, wildlife, and habitat conservation 
mission for the American public by 
committing to seven bold undertakings 
that we believe are essential to our 
success in effectively responding to the 
threats posed by climate change. As a 
Service, we will:

1. Establish new, shared scientific and 
technical capacity within the conservation 
community in the form of Regional 
Climate Science Partnerships to acquire 
and translate climate change information 
into knowledge that together we can 
apply to better predict, understand and 
address the effects of climate change 
on fish, wildlife and their habitats at all 
spatial scales.

2. Establish Landscape Conservation 
Cooperatives that enable members of the 
conservation community to plan, design 
and deliver conservation in ways that 
integrate local, State, Tribal, regional, 
national and international efforts and 
resources, with our 150 million-acre 
National Wildlife Refuge System playing 
a role in ensuring habitat connectivity 
and conserving key landscapes and 
populations of fish and wildlife.

3. Develop new organizational and 
managerial processes and procedures 
that enable the Service to evaluate its 
actions, decisions, and expenditures 
through the lens of climate change and 
that unite us across our programs in 
a shared commitment to address the 
effects of climate change on fish and 
wildlife and their habitats.

Climate change is not 
a new mission; it is 
the lens through which 
we must accomplish 
the mission we 
already have.
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adaptation 

Adaptation is defined by the IPCC as  
“an adjustment in natural or human 
systems in response to actual or  
expected climatic stimuli or their  
effects, which moderates harm or 
exploits beneficial opportunities.”  
For the Service, adaptation is planned, 
science-based management actions, 
including regulatory and policy changes, 
that we take to help reduce the impacts 
of climate change on fish, wildlife, and 
their habitats. Adaptation forms the 
core of the Service’s response to climate 
change and is the centerpiece of our 
Strategic Plan.

Our principal approach to fish and 
wildlife adaptation will involve the 
strategic conservation of terrestrial, 
freshwater, and marine habitats within 
sustainable landscapes to achieve the 
fundamental goal of conserving target 
populations of species or suites of species 
and the ecological functions that sustain 
them. We have termed this strategic 
approach to achieving our landscape 
conservation objectives Strategic  
Habitat Conservation, or SHC.

SHC is an explicit, adaptive approach 
to conservation. It takes as a given 
that effective conservation always 
necessitates that we answer a few basic 
questions and that the same is true for 
SHC: First, what are our goals? What 
healthy populations of species do we 
seek to conserve, and what specifically 
are our targets? Second, how can 
we develop a conservation design to 
meet these goals? Third, how will we 
deliver this conservation approach? 
Fourth, what sorts of monitoring will 
be needed to determine whether we’ve 
been successful or whether we need to 
adapt our strategies? Fifth, what new 
scientific research do we need to meet 
our conservation objectives?

4. Use our informational, educational, 
training, and outreach capabilities to 
engage our employees, our conservation 
partners, business and industry, 
government and non-government 
organizations, the public, and other 
internal and external audiences in 
a dialogue about the consequences 
of climate change; and inspire their 
innovative actions to combat its effects  
on fish, wildlife, habitats, and people.

5. Become carbon neutral as an agency 
by Year 2020 and encourage other 
organizations to do the same.

6. Apply Strategic Habitat Conservation8 
as the Service’s framework for landscape 
conservation.

7. Inspire and lead the conservation 
community in creating and implementing 
a shared national vision for addressing 
climate change by:

Facilitating development of a •	 national 
Fish and Wildlife Climate adaptation 
Strategy that would be our shared 
blueprint to guide wildlife  
adaptation partnerships over the  
next 50 – 100 years;

Creating a •	 national biological Inventory 
and monitoring Partnership that 
facilitates a more strategic and cohesive 
use of the conservation community’s 
monitoring resources. The Partnership 
would generate empirical data needed 
to track climate change effects on the 
distribution and abundance of fish, 
wildlife and their habitats; model 
predicted population and habitat 
change; and help us determine if we  
are achieving our goals;

Organizing a •	 national Climate  
Change Forum where members of  
the conservation community can 
exchange ideas and knowledge, 
network, and build the relationships 
that will ensure our success in 
addressing climate change.

Three Progressive Strategies: 
adaptation, mitigation, 
Engagement

Our Strategic Plan’s goals, objectives, 
and actions are positioned under three 
major strategies that correspond  
with the Service’s mission. These 
strategies are:

adaptation: Minimizing the impact of 
climate change on fish and wildlife 
through the application of cutting-edge 
science in managing species and habitats.

mitigation: Reducing levels of greenhouse 
gases in the Earth’s atmosphere.

Engagement: Joining forces with others 
to seek solutions to the challenges and 
threats to fish and wildlife conservation 
posed by climate change.

Our Committed Response

Vision without action 
is merely a dream. 
Action without vision 
just passes the time. 
Vision with action can 
change the world.
JOEL baRkER , living American scholar and 
futurist who was the first to popularize the 
concept of paradigm shifts in the corporate world
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In adopting the SHC framework to 
address climate change impacts, the 
Service acknowledges that it needs a 
structured, objective-driven process for 
biological planning and conservation 
design; predictive models for managed 
ecosystems, especially models that 
acknowledge uncertainties and challenge 
our decisions; monitoring to improve  
our understanding and management;  
and effective ways of delivering 
conservation actions on the ground 
that will typically require extensive 
partnerships and collaboration.9

The Service recognizes four basic 
approaches, or strategies, to climate 
change adaptation for fish and wildlife 
resources (based on Millar et al. 2007): 
resistance, resilience, response and 
realignment.

Resistance
Traditional and current approaches 
to conservation have been directed 
primarily toward maintaining current 
or restoring historic conditions. In many 
cases, maintaining or restoring these 
conditions means working against the 
effects of climate change as they occur 
on the landscape. Resistance adaptation 
options seek to manage fish and wildlife 
resources “to resist the influence of 
climate change or to forestall undesired 
effects of change.”10 Resistance 
actions will be most effective when the 
magnitude of climate change is small; or, 
when the magnitude is greater, “to save 
native species and habitats for the short 
term — perhaps a few decades — until 
other adaptation options are found.”11 
Resisting climate changes may 
require intensive management action, 
and accelerating effort and greater 
investments over time. It also requires 
recognition that these efforts may fail  
as cumulative change in conditions may 
be so substantial that resistance is no 
longer possible.10

These ideas are not new; they are key 
components of any adaptive management 
or landscape-scale conservation strategy. 
Distilled, they are the five elements of 
Strategic Habitat Conservation:

Our Committed Response

Conserving and managing apache 
Trout in a Warmer, Drier Southwest

In a region already known for its 
warm temperatures and relatively low 
precipitation, aquatic species in the 
Southwest may be vulnerable due to 
climate change. What will this mean for 
the conservation and recovery of Apache 
trout? Climate models for the Southwest 
predict a continuing increase in drought 
and flood severity, warmer air and water 
temperatures, less precipitation, and more 
water loss through plant transpiration 
and ground evaporation, as well as an 
increase in events such as wildfire and 
extreme drought. Warming trends may 
alter seasonal river flows, making them 
higher during winter and lower during 
summer. Less snowfall and more rain during 
winter may result in earlier spring runoff 
(an important cue for the spring-spawning 
Apache trout). Post-wildfire flooding can 
eliminate populations and can make streams 
uninhabitable for years. We are working 
with our partners to identify strategies to 
address these new threats through habitat 
protection, restoration to increase habitat 
resiliency, and monitoring. Understanding 
how climate change may influence habitat 
for Apache trout will be critical for effective 
management and recovery of this species.

JEREmy VOELTz , Lead Biologist, Apache Trout 
Recovery Program, Pinetop, AZ

Apache trout taken from Arizona creek 
Photo: Jeremy Voeltz / usfws

Element 1: Biological Planning:  
Set targets/goals

Element 2: Conservation Design:  
Develop a plan to meet the targets/goals

Element 3: Conservation Delivery: 
Implement the plan

Element 4: Outcome-based Monitoring 
and Adaptive Management: Measure 
success and improve results

Element 5: Assumption-Based Research: 
Increase knowledge and understanding 
through iteration (repetitive looping)  
of all five elements in conjunction with 
one another.

Conservation Design  

Biological Planning

Conservation Delivery  
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We must be explicit and strategic 
about which adaptation approach we 
will take in a given situation because 
an inappropriate response or a series 
of inconsistent responses can result 
in large expenditures of time, energy, 
and resources with questionable or 
insufficient outcomes. In some situations, 
our response to climate change will be 
to implement resistance adaptation 
measures, as these measures will be 
sufficient to maintain desired conditions 
in the face of ongoing climate change. 
In other situations, we will first 
implement resistance and/or resilience 
adaptation measures to maintain 
current or historical conditions for as 
long as possible, and then transition 
to response adaptation measures as 
our capacity to predict and manage 
future conditions grows. In still other 
situations, our certainty regarding future 
landscape conditions will be adequate 
to allow us to proceed immediately with 
response adaptation. For some degraded 
ecosystems we will restore current 
or historical conditions to build and 
maintain resilience, while for others we 
will implement realignment measures 
to move the systems toward anticipated 
future conditions. Our decisions about 
which adaptation approaches to use 
will be based on where we stand as 
a conservation community in terms 
of climate change knowledge and 
understanding, management technologies 
and techniques, and policy constraints 
and opportunities. We will practice 
adaptive management where possible, 
and we will apply other techniques when 
circumstances dictate. Over time, we will 
increase the certainty of our collective 
understanding and actions in regard to 
climate change impacts.

composition, and changing disturbance 
regimes…to encourage gradual 
adaptation and transition to inevitable 
change, and thereby avoid rapid 
threshold or catastrophic conversion that 
may occur otherwise.”10

Realignment
Restoration is a frequently recommended 
management approach for ecosystems 
already significantly disturbed. When 
the goal of that restoration is to realign 
a system to expected future conditions 
rather than return it to historical 
conditions, realignment adaptation 
options are used.10 According to Choi 
(2007), a “future-oriented restoration 
should (1) establish the ecosystems that 
are able to sustain in the future, not the 
past, environment; (2) have multiple 
alternative goals and trajectories for 
unpredictable endpoints; (3) focus on 
rehabilitation of ecosystem functions 
rather than re-composition of species  
or cosmetics of landscape surface;  
and (4) acknowledge its identity as  
a ‘value-laden’ applied science within 
an economically and socially acceptable 
framework.”12

Adaptation approaches to climate change 
can be implemented in a reactive manner 
or an anticipatory manner. The IPCC 
defines reactive adaptation as “adaptation 
that takes place after impacts of climate 
change have been observed,” whereas 
anticipatory adaptation is “adaptation that 
takes place before impacts of climate 
change are observed (also referred to 
as proactive adaptation).” Historically, 
climate change adaptation by human 
societies has been reactive, as is all 
biological adaptation in an evolutionary 
sense. As our understanding of climate 
change and its effects on ecosystems 
increases and uncertainty decreases, we 
anticipate implementing increasingly 
more anticipatory adaptation approaches.

Resilience
Resilience is the ability of a natural 
system to return to a desired condition 
after disturbance, either naturally 
or with management assistance. 
Resilience adaptation options, then, 
are management actions that improve 
the capacity of ecosystems to return to 
desired conditions after disturbance. 
Fostering resilience is probably the 
most frequently suggested approach 
to adaptation found in climate change 
literature.10 Management practices 
that facilitate resilience are similar to 
those used to resist change (e.g., habitat 
restoration, habitat management with 
fire or through invasive removal), but 
are usually applied more broadly and 
are specifically aimed at coping with 
disturbance.10 Maintaining or improving 
habitat or ecosystem resilience may 
become more difficult and require more 
intensive management as changes 
in climate accumulate over time.10 
Resilience adaptation does not facilitate 
the transition to new conditions that are 
likely to result from climate change.11 
Thus, some authorities indicate that 
resilience options are best undertaken 
in projects that are short term or under 
ecosystem conditions that are relatively 
insensitive to climate change effects.10

Response
Another approach to climate change 
is to manage toward future, and often 
less certain, landscape conditions by 
predicting and working with the effects 
of climate change. Response adaptation 
options facilitate the transition of 
ecosystems from current, natural states 
to new conditions brought about by a 
changing climate. Response management 
actions “mimic, assist or enable ongoing 
natural adaptive processes, such 
as species dispersal and migration, 
population mortality and colonization, 
changes in community/ecosystem 

Our Committed Response
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basically the process by which CO2 from 
the atmosphere is taken up by plants 
through photosynthesis and stored as 
carbon in biomass (e.g., tree trunks and 
roots) or stored as organic carbon in 
soils. Sequestering carbon in vegetation, 
such as bottomland hardwood forests, 
can often restore or improve habitat and 
directly benefit fish and wildlife.

We will be aggressive in sequestering 
carbon and using best practices to 
manage our lands, meet our stewardship 
responsibilities, and manage our 
facilities, vehicles and vessels, travel, 

mitigation

Mitigation is defined by the IPCC 
as “human intervention to reduce 
the sources or enhance the sinksj of 
greenhouse gases.” Mitigation involves 
reducing our carbon footprint by using 
less energy, reducing our consumption, 
and appropriately altering our land-
management practices, such as wildlife 
food production. Our goal is to achieve 
carbon neutrality as an organization by 
the Year 2020.

Mitigation is also achieved through 
biological carbon sequestration, which is 

and purchases and acquisitions so that 
we become carbon neutral by 2020. 
Our success in pursuing and achieving 
carbon neutrality will help us to model 
appropriate organizational behaviors 
and to participate with the conservation 
community in catalyzing action to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions worldwide. 
In addition, we expect our mitigation 
successes to influence local, regional, 
national, and international land-use  
and energy policies and actions and  
to further reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions, thereby reducing the impacts 
of climate change on fish, wildlife, and 
their habitats.

Engagement 

Engagement is reaching out to Service 
employees; our local, national and 
international partners in the public and 
private sectors; our key constituencies 
and stakeholders; and everyday 
citizens to join forces with them in 
seeking solutions to the challenges and 
threats to fish and wildlife conservation 
posed by climate change. By building 
knowledge and sharing information 
in a comprehensive and integrated 
way, the Service and our partners 
and stakeholders will increase our 
understanding of global climate change 
impacts and use our combined expertise 
and creativity to help wildlife resources 
adapt in a climate-changed world. 
Through engagement, Service employees 
will be better equipped to address 
climate change in their day-to-day 
responsibilities; America’s citizens will be 
inspired to participate in a new era  
of collaborative environmental 
stewardship, working to reduce their 
carbon footprints and supporting wildlife 
adaptation efforts; and leaders at the 
local, regional, national, and international 
levels will be motivated to craft and 
support legislation and policy that 
address climate change and consider its 
impacts to fish and wildlife.

Climate Change and ShC’s Five Elements

Climate change is integrally tied to each of SHC’s five elements. For example, setting  
realistic and achievable biological targets requires careful consideration of the effects of 
climate change; otherwise, we could unwittingly set species goals that rely on locations  
that won’t be available as habitat in the future. The impacts from sea level rise provide a 
clear example: We anticipate that some of today’s valuable coastal habitat will be inundated 
in the years ahead and, thus, unable to support certain wildlife species. The task before  
us is to anticipate these changes and incorporate them into our goal-setting, as well as  
our conservation planning and delivery. We must ask ourselves such fundamental  
questions as, “Are we conserving the right places based on the changes we anticipate  
from climate change?”

Climate change also makes monitoring and adaptive management more important than 
ever. The predicted impacts from climate change are wide-ranging and their timing is highly 
uncertain. We need monitoring to understand the rate and magnitude of climate change;  
but more importantly, we need monitoring to understand the effectiveness of our strategies in 
the face of climate change and other threats. Only then will we be able to effectively modify  
our strategies over time.

Climate change also must be squarely factored into our research efforts. We must challenge 
ourselves to envision a future environmental baseline that takes into account the changes in 
the landscape caused by climate change and other ecosystem change-drivers, such as land  
use practices. Integrating climate change into our research priorities will help us to create 
conservation strategies that stand the test of time.

PaUL SOUza , Field Supervisor, South Florida Ecological Services Field Office, Vero Beach, FL

Our Committed Response

j Sinks are the removal or sequestration of greenhouse gases.
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With regard to mitigation, we will  
begin immediately and work aggressively 
to reduce our carbon footprint to 
achieve carbon neutrality. Over time, 
we anticipate that we will build a strong 
mitigation consciousness and track 
record in our organization; consequently, 
our mitigation efforts will plateau and 
will be maintained at that level for  
the long term.

With regard to engagement, we will 
increase our internal efforts immediately 
so that our employees can acquire the 
additional knowledge and skills they need 
to address climate change as a central 
focus of our programs and activities. 
At the same time, we will increase our 
external engagement to learn from 
others and help build public support 
nationally and internationally for the 
Service’s adaptation and mitigation 
activities. In addition, we will encourage 
members of the public to join us in 
reducing their carbon footprints.

adaptation, mitigation, Engagement:  
a balanced approach

We will use a progressive, balanced 
approach in undertaking adaptation, 
mitigation and engagement. Goals and 
objectives in this plan will be stepped 
down to specific actions that will form 
our near-term, 5-Year Action Plan for 
addressing climate change. We will 
progress in a manner that will reflect 
increasing certaintyk about what actions 
we should take and when we should  
take them.

We will increase our adaptation efforts 
significantly in the near term as we 
respond to increasing climate change 
impacts. Our initial emphasis will likely 
be on resistance and resilience types 
of adaptation, as we work to build 
resilience in ecosystems through our 
management efforts and, in some cases, 
to buy additional time to increase our 
certainty regarding future landscape 
conditions. Over the long term, however, 
we will work with partners to assemble 
the technical and institutional capability 
to increase our response and realignment 
types of adaptation, particularly  
as we become better able to anticipate 
the impacts of climate change. As our 
expertise and that of our conservation 
partners grows, and as we learn 
more about climate change, we will 
increasingly emphasize anticipatory 
adaptation.

Our Committed Response

k Certainty increases when the collective understanding of climate change trajectories in a given area, their impacts on fish and wildlife, and our ability to successfully  
manage those impacts increases and becomes more accepted, both within the Service and the general public.  Increasing certainty within the Service and among our 
publics and partners is a strategic goal of our research and monitoring programs and our educational endeavors.

...the Service and  
our  partners and  
stakeholders will  
increase our 
understanding of 
global climate change 
impacts and use our 
combined expertise 
and creativity to help 
wildlife resources 
adapt in a climate-
changed world.
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Global climate change may be disrupting 
migration patterns of species such as 
hummingbirds that depend on seasonal cues 
for their survival.



Strategic Goals & Objectives  /  19  

(6) considers adaptation strategies 
being developed for other sectors 
(such as agriculture, human health and 
transportation) so that the strategies 
complement one another and minimize 
conflicts; and 

(7) identifies key ecological processes  
and methods to conserve priority species 
and habitats.

For the implementation of landscape-
scale conservation, the strategy will 
place particular emphasis on ecological 
systems and function; strengthened 
observational systems; model-based 
projections; species-habitat linkages; 
risk assessment; and active and passive 
adaptive management. The strategy 
will include a national strategy for 
monitoring species and habitats that 
are most vulnerable to climate change. 
It will also outline appropriate scientific 
support (including inventory, monitoring, 
research, and modeling) to inform 
management decisions; the need for 
and importance of collaboration and 
interdependency; and the financial 
resources (including grants, appropriated 
funds, and private contributions) needed 
to implement decisions.

A National Fish and Wildlife Climate 
Adaptation Strategy will cover the 
length and breadth of the United 
States, from the Pacific Islands to the 
eastern seaboard and from Alaska to 
the Caribbean; and will extend beyond 
our borders to encompass habitats used 
by cross-border species (e.g., those 
shared with Canada and Mexico)l, as 
well as areas in the Western Hemisphere 
associated with many migratory  
species (e.g., Central and South 
American wintering areas of migratory 
songbirds)m.

and international governments and 
organizations to develop the strategy. 
The goal is to have a completed strategy 
by the end of 2012, with implementation 
to begin soon thereafter. A National 
Fish and Wildlife Climate Adaptation 
Strategy is likely to consist of an 
agreement that identifies and defines 
integrated approaches to maintaining 
key terrestrial, freshwater and marine 
ecosystems and functions needed to 
sustain fish and wildlife resources in 
the face of accelerating climate change. 
As the strategy is developed and 
implemented, we will work to ensure  
that it:

(1) embraces the philosophy that 
maintaining healthy fish and wildlife 
populations and ecosystem sustainability 
are interdependent goals; 

(2) adopts landscape-scale approaches 
that integrate science and management;

(3) recognizes appropriate roles for all 
four adaptation approaches (resistance, 
resilience, response, realignment);

(4) reflects the uncertainty associated 
with adaptation planning, but also 
acknowledges that, over time, we will 
be better able to be anticipatory and 
proactive in our approach to adaptation;

(5) addresses species and habitat 
priorities that are based on scientific 
assessments and risk-based predictions 
of vulnerability to changing climate;

GOaLS anD ObJECTIVES WILL TURn OUR STRaTEGIC VISIOn InTO aCTIOn  
and position the Service as a responsible leader and creative partner in 
facilitating wildlife adaptation, greenhouse gas mitigation, and engagement 
with others to address the effects of accelerating climate change on fish and 
wildlife and their habitats. Action items needed to achieve these goals and 
objectives are included in the appendix document, the 5-Year Action Plan.

Strategic Goals & Objectives

adaptation

GOaL 1
We will work with partners to 
develop and implement a National 
Fish and Wildlife Climate 
Adaptation Strategy.

ObJECTIVE 1.1: Inspire, Organize, and Carry 
Out a Collaborative Process that Brings 
Together Diverse Interests To Develop a 
National Fish and Wildlife Climate Adaptation 
Strategy; and Fully Integrate Resource 
Management Agencies and Organizations  
from Around the Country and Internationally 
into the Process.

Climate legislation proposed in recent 
sessions of Congress includes provisions 
for a national strategy for fish and 
wildlife adaptation to climate change. 
We view this strategy as the most 
consequential and crucial conservation 
endeavor of the 21st century. The 
Department of the Interior, with the 
Service as lead agency, and the Council 
on Environmental Quality are leading 
the effort to develop a National Fish and 
Wildlife Climate Adaptation Strategy. 
We are committed to an intensive, 
3-year collaboration with Federal, State, 
Tribal, and local governments, private 
landowners, conservation organizations, 

l Trans-boundary issues will be addressed through the Canada/Mexico/U.S. Trilateral Committee for Wildlife and Ecosystem Conservation and Management (the Trilateral 
Committee). The Trilateral Committee was established to facilitate and enhance coordination, cooperation, and the development of partnerships among the wildlife 
agencies of the three countries regarding programs and projects for the conservation and management of species and ecosystems of mutual interest in North America.

m Western hemisphere migratory species issues will largely be addressed through the Western Hemisphere Migratory Species Initiative, which seeks to contribute  
significantly to the conservation of the migratory species of the hemisphere by strengthening communication and cooperation among nations, international conventions, 
and civil society; and by expanding constituencies and political support.
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ObJECTIVE 2.2: Develop Landscape 
Conservation Cooperatives to Acquire 
Biological Planning and Conservation  
Design Expertise

To promote wildlife adaptation to 
accelerating climate change, we need the 
capability to develop, test, implement, 
and monitor conservation strategies 
that will be responsive to the dynamic 
landscape changes resulting from climate 
change. These strategies must be  
model-based and spatially explicit, 
allowing us to effectively apply our 
emerging climate knowledge to predict 
habitat and species changes and to  
design our conservation actions to  
target impacts. To accomplish this, 
we will develop biological planning, 
conservation design, and research  
and monitoring expertise across the 
Service and among diverse partners, 
as defined in our Strategic Habitat 
Conservation framework.

We will work interdependently with 
partners to develop this expertise 
within Landscape Conservation 
Cooperatives (LCCs). LCCs are formal 
partnerships between Federal and 
State agencies, Tribes, non-government 
organizations, universities and others 
to share conservation science capacity 
(including staff) to address landscape-
scale stressors, including habitat 
fragmentation, genetic isolation,  
spread of invasive species, and water 
scarcity, all of which are accelerated by 
climate change. LCCs are envisioned  
as the centerpiece of the Service’s  
and the Department’s (via Secretarial 
Order 3289) informed management 
response to climate change impacts on 
natural resources.

the government, conservation, and 
academic communities, a mechanism 
is needed that will allow them to 
effectively collaborate with one another 
on a regional basis, e.g., through virtual 
networks. The U.S. Geological Survey 
is well positioned to coordinate such 
Regional Climate Science Partnerships 
through its Climate Change and Wildlife 
Science Center and the Departmental 
Climate Science Centers that are being 
established pursuant to Secretarial 
Order 3289. We will help the U.S. 
Geological Survey and the Department 
with the development of these Regional 
Climate Science Partnerships to support 
a broad spectrum of natural resource 
management activities. 

Climate science and modeling  
expertise will:

(1) make global climate model outputs 
usable at multiple planning scales 
through downscaling approaches (either 
dynamical or statistical); 

(2) integrate global or downscaled 
climate model outputs with ecological 
and land-use change models to project 
future changes in the distribution and 
abundance of fish and wildlife resulting 
from climate and land-use changes; 

(3) identify and predict climate change 
thresholds for key species and habitats; 

(4) facilitate research to address key 
uncertainties in applying climate change 
science to fish and wildlife conservation; 
and 

(5) support regional or local climate 
monitoring programs. Currently, this 
expertise is not readily available to 
managers. Without it, they cannot 
develop successful adaptation strategies 
for fish and wildlife.

In short, a National Fish and Wildlife 
Adaptation Strategy will be our shared 
blueprint to guide wildlife adaptation 
partnerships over the next 50 – 100 years. 
The strategy will enable the national  
and international conservation 
communities to harness collective 
expertise, authorities, and abilities to 
define and prioritize a shared set of 
conservation goals and objectives, as 
well as to prescribe a plan of integrated, 
concerted action.

GOaL 2
We will develop long-term capacity 
for biological planning and 
conservation design and apply 
it to drive conservation at broad, 
landscape scales.

ObJECTIVE 2.1: Access Regional Climate 
Science and Modeling Expertise through 
Regional Climate Science Partnerships

Successful conservation strategies will 
require an understanding of climate 
change, the ability to predict how that 
change will affect fish and wildlife at 
multiple scales, and the skill to translate 
this understanding into useful tools for 
landscape-level conservation design. 
We need access to experts in climate 
science and modeling who have the 
capability of putting climate data and 
projections into forms that are useful 
for biological planning and conservation 
design. This expertise can be found 
within such organizations as the U.S. 
Geological Survey, the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, 
universities, and some non-governmental 
organizations. Because these experts 
tend to be widely dispersed across 

Strategic Goals & Objectives
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ObJECTIVE 2.3: Develop Expertise In and 
Conduct Adaptation Planning for key Species 
and Habitats

Adaptation planning will fall within the 
purview of LCCs, as well as individual 
Service programs. In addition to those 
generally used in SHC, new tools will be 
required for development of successful 
climate change adaptation plans. These 
tools will include species and habitat 
vulnerability assessments; planning 
and decision-support tools, such as 
scenario planning; the use of high-
resolution climate projections to drive 
important ecological and biophysical 
response models; risk assessments; 
and green infrastructure planning. To 
facilitate adaptation planning within 
and across LCCs, we will assemble 
available information and provide 

With the expertise available through 
LCCs, we and our partners will 
assemble climate, land-cover, land-use, 
hydrological and other relevant data 
in spatially explicit contexts to develop 
explicit, predictive and measurable 
biological objectives to guide landscape-
scale conservation design. We will use 
results from population-habitat and 
ecological models, statistical analyses, 
and geographic information systems  
to design conservation strategies that 
drive conservation delivery at landscape 
scales. We will develop scientifically  
valid, collaborative population and 
habitat monitoring programs that are 
linked to and support agency decision-
making processes. We will develop  
and facilitate research projects  
focused explicitly on the documented 
assumptions and uncertainties  
resulting from biological planning  
and conservation design activities.

The precise organizational structure 
for LCCs will vary based on the shared 
needs of cooperators. Rather than create 
a new conservation infrastructure from 
the ground up, LCCs will build upon the 
science and the management priorities 
of existing partnerships, such as fish 
habitat partnerships, migratory bird 
joint ventures and flyway councils, as 
well as species- and geographic-based 
partnerships. All LCCs will be guided  
by a steering committee composed  
of representatives of partner 
organizations, and all will be focused  
on defined geographic areas. The  
Service has developed an Interim 
Geographic Framework  that will form 
the basis for the nationwide network 
of LCCs. Ultimately, 21 LCCs will be 
established.

Strategic Goals & Objectives
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ObJECTIVE 2.5: Provide Requested Support to 
State and Tribal Managers to Address Climate 
Change Issues that Affect Fish and Wildlife 
Service Trust Resources

Many States are already working 
to address climate change in their 
State Wildlife Action Plans and other 
management plans, and Tribes are 
likely to undertake similar measures 
in their resource management 
plans. When requested, we will work 
collaboratively with States and Tribes to 
share information and to support their 
efforts to incorporate climate change 
considerations into their fish and wildlife 
management plans and programs.

ObJECTIVE 2.6: Evaluate Fish and Wildlife 
Service Laws, Regulations, and Policies  
to Identify Barriers To and Opportunities  
for Successful Implementation of  
Climate Change Actions

We will review the Service’s laws, 
regulations, and policies to determine 
what, if any, changes may be necessary 
to support effective adaptation and 
mitigation responses to climate change. 
We will focus particularly on determining 
the need to develop new policies (e.g., 
for managed relocationn) and necessary 
revisions of existing policies (e.g., what 
constitutes native, invasive, or exotic 
species). In addition, we will identify 
new (or revisions to) laws, regulations, 
policies, guidance, and other protocols 
necessary to provide incentives or 
eliminate barriers to our efforts to 
mitigate climate change by reducing our 
carbon footprint.

ObJECTIVE 2.4: Incorporate Climate Change in 
Service Activities and Decisions

We will consider actual and projected 
climate change impacts to fish 
and wildlife populations and their 
habitats in Service planning, decision-
making, consultation and evaluation, 
management, and restoration efforts. 
Planning efforts will include resource 
planning (e.g., recovery plans, habitat 
conservation plans, fish habitat 
plans, migratory bird plans, natural 
resource damage restoration plans, 
and Comprehensive Conservation 
Plans); operations planning (e.g., 
facility maintenance, construction, and 
equipment and fleet management); and 
administrative planning (e.g., workforce 
planning, and information technology 
management planning). Decision-making 
includes Endangered Species Act listing 
decisions and injurious wildlife listing 
decisions. Consultation and evaluation 
includes Endangered Species Act Section 
7 consultations and related documents, 
such as biological opinions, Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act evaluations, 
and environmental assessments. We will 
prepare guidance that can be used by our 
various programs in their assessment of 
climate change impacts.

We will review all Service grant 
programs and modify grant criteria, 
as necessary and legally allowable, to 
direct more funding to projects that 
specifically address climate change 
adaptation, mitigation, or engagement. 
Where modification of grant criteria is 
not legally allowable, such as Pittman-
Robertson and Dingell-Johnson grants 
made through the Wildlife and Sport 
Fish Restoration programs, we will work 
with partners to encourage grantees to 
consider climate change initiatives.

recommendations on best planning 
practices. This may involve providing a 
variety of acceptable options to use in 
different situations and the pros and cons 
of each; and it will include identifying any 
crucial gaps in data, capacity, or training 
that need to be addressed.

One fundamental step in adaptation 
planning is determining which species 
and habitats are most vulnerable to 
accelerating climate change (“climate-
vulnerable”). As previously defined, 
vulnerability is a function of the 
sensitivity of a particular system to 
climate changes, its exposure to those 
changes, and its capacity to adapt 
to those changes. We will work with 
partners and with regional and field 
staff to develop methodologies to assess 
species and habitat vulnerability and 
to test and apply these methodologies 
on the ground. Climate vulnerability 
assessments will be used in conjunction 
with analyses of non-climate stressors 
(such as water quantity and quality 
for aquatic species, spread of invasive 
species, impacts of fire regimes, exposure 
to contaminants, and changes in land 
use) to assess the overall vulnerability of 
species and habitats.

Strategic Goals & Objectives

n  managed relocation is the intentional translocation of a species with limited dispersal ability to a site or sites where it currently does not occur or has not been  
known to occur in recent history and where the probability of persistence in the face of climate change is predicted to be higher.
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boundaries; or other conservation 
entities, such as land facetsp 14. Through 
conservation designs developed by LCCs, 
we will work with partners to identify 
needed habitat protection and landscape-
scale habitat linkages and corridors. 
By joining the habitat protection and 
management capacities of the Service 
(e.g., National Wildlife Refuge System, 
Partners for Fish and Wildlife Program, 
Endangered Species Program, National 
Fish Habitat Plan, National Fish Passage 
Program, Neotropical Migratory Bird 
Conservation Act, and North American 
Wetlands Conservation Act) with those 
of our partners, we will help build 
this connectivity within and between 
landscapes.

We must also strive to maintain 
ecosystem integrity and resilience by 
developing new and innovative ways of 
protecting and restoring key ecological 
processes to sustain fish and wildlife. 
Processes such as pollination, seed 
dispersal, nutrient cycling, natural 
disturbance cycles, predator-prey 
relations, and others must be part of the 
natural landscapes we seek to maintain 
or restore. These processes are likely to 
function more optimally in landscapes 
composed of large habitat blocks 
connected by well-placed corridors. 
We will work with partners to identify 
how key ecological processes are likely 
to be affected by climate change, 
and to determine how management 
actions might help maintain or restore 
key ecological processes. We will also 
conduct research (see Objective 4.4) 
and create demonstration projects, 
particularly on Land Management 
Research and Demonstration areasq 
on National Wildlife Refuges, to 
evaluate management actions designed 
to maintain or restore key ecological 
processes.

species and designation or revision of 
critical habitat under the Endangered 
Species Act; help us to revise recovery 
efforts for already-listed species; and 
help us to revise various species-related 
conservation plans, such as the North 
American Waterbird Conservation 
Plan. LCCs will be largely responsible 
for identifying priority species through 
vulnerability assessments; but other 
programs, such as Endangered Species 
and Migratory Birds, will also be involved 
through their program activities. For 
example, the Migratory Birds Program 
was instrumental in producing The State 
of the Birds: 2010 Report on Climate 
Change, which has helped focus attention 
on climate-vulnerable bird species.

ObJECTIVE 3.2: Promote Habitat  
Connectivity and Integrity

Climate change is contributing to the 
loss, degradation, and fragmentation of 
current habitats and will likely create 
novel habitats as species redistribute 
themselves across the landscape. In 
addition, climate change is interacting 
with non-climate stressors — such 
as land-use change, wildfire, urban 
and suburban development, and 
agriculture — to fragment habitats 
at ever-increasing rates. Protecting 
and restoring contiguous blocks of 
unfragmented habitat; and using linkages 
and corridors to enhance connectivity 
between habitat blocks (in particular, 
protected areas such as National 
Wildlife Refuges) will likely facilitate the 
movement of fish and wildlife species 
responding to climate change. Novel 
conservation measures that address 
the dynamic nature of climate change 
effects on habitat may also be needed13, 
among them, long-term climate refugia; 
protected habitat areas with dynamic 

GOaL 3
We will plan and deliver landscape 
conservation actions that support 
climate change adaptations by 
fish and wildlife of ecological and 
societal significance.

Our long-term approach to climate 
change will be guided by a National 
Fish and Wildlife Climate Adaptation 
Strategy, a coordinated, multi-
organization plan for landscape 
conservation across the United States, 
portions of Mexico and Canada, and 
certain, more distant areas within 
Central and South America.

We anticipate that a strategy will be 
completed by the end of 2012. In the 
meantime, there are many on-the-ground 
efforts we can take with our partners to 
begin the process of facilitating fish and 
wildlife adaptation to climate change. As 
we implement these near-term efforts, 
we will evaluate success and failure 
and use this information to inform 
development and implementation of the 
national strategy.

ObJECTIVE 3.1: Take Conservation Action for 
Climate-Vulnerable Species

We will rely on results of our 
vulnerability assessments and on our 
field expertise in focusing our efforts 
to protect species that are particularly 
vulnerable to climate change, such 
as sea ice-dependent or sky islando 
animal species and a number of rare 
and/or endemic plant species. Timely 
identification of climate-vulnerable 
species and habitats is critical, as it 
will allow us to design and implement 
proactive conservation measures; help 
us to make decisions regarding listing 

Strategic Goals & Objectives

o  Sky islands are isolated ecosystems occurring at high elevations (such as on mountain tops) that show evolutionary tendencies similar to those occurring on  
islands such as the Galapagos Islands. 

p Land facets are recurring landscape units with uniform topographic and soil attributes.

q Land management Research and Demonstration areas are places on a small number of our National Wildlife Refuges where new habitat management techniques and 
approaches are developed, implemented and showcased.
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mid-Atlantic and Southeast) and the 
Gulf Coast, are particularly susceptible 
to sea level rise, as well as to increasing 
intensity and frequency of storms and 
storm surges. To begin planning for 
future management, we must understand 
the vulnerability of our coastal resources 
to sea level rise and storms. We will 
conduct sea level rise modeling (e.g., 
Sea Level Affecting Marshes Modelr) 
for all coastal refuges and expand 
modeling to additional coastal areas, 
as practicable, to determine the 
vulnerability of these areas. We will 
work with partners to develop new 
climate-change adaptation strategies for 
coastal management and restoration. 
We will implement these strategies as 
part of landscape conservation designs 
developed by LCCs. National Wildlife 
Refuge planners will use the results 
of vulnerability assessments to design 
adaptation strategies appropriate for 
their respective refuges.

Marine ecosystems, especially coral 
reefs, are among the most biologically 
diverse ecosystems in the world. Marine 
resources are threatened by upper-ocean 
warming, sea-ice retreat, sea level rise, 
ocean acidification, altered freshwater 
distributions, and perhaps even strong 
storms and altered storm tracks, all due 
to rising levels of atmospheric carbon 
dioxide and climate change. We must 
determine the vulnerability to climate 
change of our marine National Wildlife 
Refuges, National Monuments, other 
protected areas, and other priority 
marine resources as a result of climate 
change. We will work with partners to 
develop and implement new climate 
change adaptation strategies for marine 
management and restoration.

and allocations to meet human needs 
for water. As these human adaptations 
are crafted, we will work with partners, 
including water management agencies, 
to ensure water resources of adequate 
quantity and quality to support biological 
objectives for fish and wildlife are 
incorporated. This will be a critical 
issue for our National Wildlife Refuges 
and National Fish Hatcheries and our 
conservation efforts for threatened and 
endangered species, migratory birds, 
and fish and aquatic species. We will 
inventory and monitor water quantity 
and quality, especially relative to 
National Wildlife Refuges (as described 
in the Refuge System’s draft Strategic 
Plan for Inventories and Monitoring 
on National Wildlife Refuges: Adapting 
to Environmental Change). We will 
work to acquire, manage, and protect 
adequate supplies of clean water, and to 
ensure water management authorities 
provide adequate in-stream flows to 
address priority needs as determined 
by vulnerability assessments. We will 
work to improve water quality, e.g., by 
reducing environmental contaminant 
loads or reducing stream temperatures 
through riparian restoration.

ObJECTIVE 3.5: Conserve Coastal and  
Marine Resources

Coastal habitats, including estuaries, 
wetlands (freshwater, brackish, and 
saline), and beaches, are among the 
most important habitats for fish and 
wildlife, including a myriad of migratory 
bird species and many threatened or 
endangered species, such as marine 
turtles and manatees. As such, a large 
number of our National Wildlife Refuges 
are along coastlines. Coastal habitats, 
especially those in the East (particularly 

ObJECTIVE 3.3: Reduce Non-Climate Change 
Ecosystem Stressors

Successful adaptation strategies for fish 
and wildlife will require understanding 
and reducing the combined and 
cumulative effects of both climate-
related and non-climate stressors. 
Non-climate stressors include land-use 
changes (e.g., agricultural conversion, 
energy development, urbanization); 
invasive species; unnatural wildfire; 
contaminants; and wildlife crime. 
Reducing these non-climate stressors 
is a fundamental objective of many 
current Service programs and activities; 
however, in the face of climate change, 
it essential that we and our partners 
be strategic in targeting our efforts 
where they will do the most good in 
conserving what we identify as priority 
species and landscapes. We can no 
longer afford to simply work to reduce 
non-climate stressors on an ad hoc or 
opportunistic basis. Our work must be 
targeted to reduce specific stressors 
that our predictive tools indicate will 
be key limiting factors in an overall 
adaptation strategy for priority 
species or landscapes. Reducing these 
key non-climate stressors will be an 
important component of the conservation 
designs for priority landscapes that are 
developed by LCCs.

ObJECTIVE 3.4: Identify and Fill Priority 
Freshwater Needs

Water is the key to life, and climate 
change will alter the distribution, 
abundance, and quality of water by 
affecting precipitation, air and water 
temperatures, and snowmelt. Climate 
change will drive adaptations of our 
nation’s water supply infrastructure 

Strategic Goals & Objectives

r  The Sea Level affecting marshes model (SLamm) simulates the dominant processes involved in wetland conversions and shoreline modifications during long-term sea level 
rise.  Map distributions of wetlands are predicted under conditions of accelerated sea level rise, and results are summarized in tabular and graphical form.
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shared expertise within LCCs; and we 
will be an objective source of information 
on how to avoid, minimize, and off-set 
those effects. We will work with industry, 
agencies, and other stakeholders to 
facilitate siting, construction, operation 
and maintenance of renewable energy 
projects that explicitly evaluate and avoid 
or otherwise compensate for significant 
impacts to fish and wildlife.

ObJECTIVE 3.9: Foster International 
Collaboration for Landscape Conservation

To fully succeed in conserving the fish 
and wildlife resources for which we have 
responsibility in the face of accelerating 
climate change, we must look beyond our 
borders to the rest of North America, 
the western hemisphere and, indeed, the 
whole world. We believe that strategic 
landscape conservation — landscape 
conservation that factors in climate 
change as well as non-climate 
stressors — will be the key to conserving 
needed habitats beyond our borders, 
whether for migratory songbirds in 
Central America, jaguars along the U.S.-
Mexican border, tigers in Southeast Asia, 
or elephants in Africa. We will foster 
international landscape conservation 
on the North American continent 
by working through the Trilateral 
Committee, the Western Hemisphere 
Migratory Species Initiative, the  
Wildlife Without Borderss regional 
programs for Mexico and for Latin 
America and the Caribbean, and 
the Neotropical Migratory Bird 
Conservation Act grants program.  
In other regions of the world, we will 
work through our Wildlife Without 
Borders and Migratory Bird programs 
to promote landscape conservation to 
reduce climate change effects on priority 
species and landscapes.

ObJECTIVE 3.7: Reduce Susceptibility to 
Diseases, Pathogens, and Pests

Climate-induced stress will compromise 
species’ resistance to diseases and pests 
and will likely increase mortality. In 
addition, changing climate will allow 
pathogens and pests to spread to areas 
where they are currently limited by 
climate (e.g., by low temperatures in the 
winter). Working with our partners and 
using the existing disease surveillance 
and diagnostic infrastructure, we will 
improve surveillance and response 
capabilities; improve predictions of 
climate change impacts on the biology of 
wildlife and vector species; and identify 
and implement management measures to 
reduce wildlife vulnerabilities to climate 
change and susceptibility to disease, 
pathogens, and pests.

ObJECTIVE 3.8: Address Fish and Wildlife 
Needs in Renewable Energy Development

As wildlife management professionals, 
we believe that renewable sources of 
energy are a key element in mitigating 
emissions of greenhouse gases, which 
are the root cause of the climate crisis 
and its consequences for fish and wildlife. 
While the expansion of renewable 
energy development will contribute to 
the nation’s energy needs with lower 
net atmospheric release of greenhouse 
gases per unit of energy as compared 
to nonrenewable sources, we recognize 
that such development will result in 
impacts to fish and wildlife. We will 
facilitate balanced renewable energy 
development by providing timely and 
reliable information on impacts to fish 
and wildlife. We will consider renewable 
energy project proposals in the context 
of their expected cumulative impacts to 
fish and wildlife populations, applying the 

ObJECTIVE 3.6: Manage Genetic Resources

Conservation genetics helps the Service 
and its partners better measure and 
assess the taxonomic status and genetic 
relationships within and among species 
of fish, wildlife and plants. Genetic 
variation provides the raw material for 
species adaptation and evolutionary 
flexibility in response to environmental 
change. Maintaining genetic diversity 
is essential for maintaining healthy, 
resilient populations of fish, wildlife and 
plants that are more able to cope with 
the stressors of climate change. Often 
as genetic diversity declines, a species’ 
ability to adapt to change decreases and 
extinction risk increases. Furthermore, 
when habitat shifts occur, managers can 
use genetic information to help conserve 
the genetic diversity anda variability 
within a species.

We must increase our capacity to  
gather, interpret, and use genetic 
information for the conservation of 
climate-vulnerable species. We will 
strengthen and expand our genetic 
analysis and cryopreservation 
capabilities. We will continue to expand 
our partnerships with States, zoos, 
botanical gardens, and other partners to 
develop other effective ways to manage 
genetic resources of both captive and 
wild fish and wildlife populations and to 
build the policy framework and decision 
support needed to determine when and 
how to apply these genetic management 
measures in a transparent, responsible, 
and ethical manner.

Strategic Goals & Objectives

s  Wildlife Without borders is the overarching title of the Division of International Conservation’s species, regional and global conservation efforts.   
The Division of International Conservation is a component of the Service’s International Affairs Program.
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We will work with such partners as the 
U.S. Geological Survey, the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
and the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration to define and implement 
abiotic remote-sensing monitoring 
priorities. We will support existing 
physical science and remote-sensing 
monitoring programs that have proven 
track records and are relevant to climate 
change (e.g., Remote Automated Weather 
Stations and the Terrestrial Observation 
and Prediction System).

ObJECTIVE 4.3: Develop Research and 
Monitoring Capability for Use in Landscape 
Conservation

Monitoring and research are key 
components of the Service’s SHC 
framework. By measuring the effect of 
conservation efforts against explicitly 
predicted outcomes, managers can 
learn from both success and failure, 
thereby increasing the probability of 
success in future actions. By identifying 
uncertainties and assumptions in the 
models we use to develop biological 
objectives, we can prioritize and target 
key uncertainties and assumptions for 
research. We will develop appropriate 
research and monitoring capability, 
primarily within LCCs, to ensure that the 
adaptation efforts we undertake within 
the SHC framework are evaluated and 
that key uncertainties and assumptions 
are addressed through targeted 
research. We will provide relevant 
education and training opportunities to 
Service managers and ensure that this 
research and monitoring component is 
incorporated into all of our landscape 
conservation efforts.

We will work with such partners as the 
U.S. Geological Survey and the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration 
to define and implement remote-sensing 
monitoring programs for key biotic 
resources (e.g., vegetative cover, invasive 
species spread, wildfire frequency and 
aerial extent, plant phenology and 
primary productivity). We will support 
existing remote-sensing monitoring 
programs that have proven track  
records and are relevant to climate 
change (e.g., Terrestrial Observation  
and Prediction System).

We will incorporate new inventory and 
monitoring approaches as necessary and 
practical to achieve our goals.

ObJECTIVE 4.2: Promote Abiotic  
Monitoring Programs

Monitoring of abiotic resources and 
their change will be a key component 
of a comprehensive national monitoring 
program, particularly for larger 
landscapes. Within the National Wildlife 
Refuge System, we will: (1) work 
with partners to identify key abiotic 
resources that should be monitored, and 
assemble key existing abiotic data sets 
needed by Refuge System managers 
for comprehensive conservation 
planning; and (2) complete baseline 
hydrogeomorphic analyses at selected 
refuges (see the Refuge System’s 
draft Strategic Plan for Inventories 
and Monitoring on National Wildlife 
Refuges: Adapting to Environmental 
Change).

GOaL 4
We will develop monitoring and 
research partnerships that make 
available complete and objective 
information to plan, deliver, 
evaluate, and improve actions 
that facilitate fish and wildlife 
adaptation to accelerating  
climate change.

ObJECTIVE 4.1: Develop a National Biological 
Inventory and Monitoring Partnership

Biological inventory and monitoring are 
essential tools to understand the status 
and trends of fish and wildlife, as well as 
to help determine large-scale patterns 
of ecosystem health and response to 
climate change. To address this need, 
we will lead efforts to develop a national, 
integrated inventory and monitoring 
partnership to monitor continental 
changes in key populations and biological 
diversity. Our efforts will be driven by 
the inventory and monitoring priorities 
developed by LCCs and the National 
Wildlife Refuge System, as detailed in 
the Refuge System’s draft Strategic 
Plan for Inventories and Monitoring 
on National Wildlife Refuges: Adapting 
to Environmental Change, as well as 
priorities developed collaboratively 
among many agencies within a National 
Fish and Wildlife Adaptation Strategy. 
We will leverage our efforts with those 
of existing Federal monitoring programs 
with proven track records and relevance 
to climate change (e.g., the National 
Park Service’s Inventory and Monitoring 
Program, the Forest Service’s Forest 
Inventory and Analysis Program, and 
the U.S. Geological Survey’s National 
Phenology Network).

Strategic Goals & Objectives
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mitigation

GOaL 5
We will change our business 
practices to achieve carbon 
neutrality by the Year 2020.

ObJECTIVE 5.1: Assess and Reduce the Carbon 
Footprint of the Service’s Facilities, Vehicles, 
Workforce, and Operations

We are committed as an agency to 
achieving carbon neutrality by the Year 
2020. This will require that we reduce 
the energy use and carbon footprint 
of our buildings, facilities, vehicle 
fleet, workforce, and operations to the 
maximum extent possible. We have 
established a Carbon Neutral Team 
to carry out our ongoing efforts, to 
inventory, monitor, and evaluate our 
energy usage. By implementing best 
practices such as those identified in 
Service policy, expanding these efforts, 
and embarking upon new and innovative 
efforts across the Service, we anticipate 
success in reducing our carbon footprint 
by 5 –10 percent annually between 
now and 2020. Example strategies are 
managing our fleet through life-cycle 
planning, including provisions in facility 
agreements and leases that promote 
conservation of energy and water, and 
ensuring that energy-related deferred 
maintenance activities are identified 
in the Service Asset Maintenance 
Management System. We anticipate  
that the reductions achieved, combined 
with our carbon sequestration and, 
perhaps, offsets, will lead us to carbon 
neutrality by 2020.

ObJECTIVE 4.4: Further Develop  
Collaborative Research Partnerships

We will enhance existing and develop 
new collaborative partnerships to 
conduct research related to fish and 
wildlife adaptation to climate change. 
We will enhance our existing research 
partnerships at the Federal level, 
especially with the U.S. Geological 
Survey, the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, and the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration; with universities and 
university consortiums (e.g., Cooperative 
Ecosystem Studies Units); and with  
the private sector to design and 
implement a climate change research 
program in conjunction with LCCs  
and Climate Science Centers. We will  
develop new research partnerships as 
our needs dictate.

We have designated areas on National 
Wildlife Refuges as sites for long-term, 
integrated research and monitoring. 
These include Research Natural Areas 
(on 97 refuges) and Land Management 
and Research Demonstration Areas 
(on eight refuges). We will investigate 
expanding both these systems to 
achieve our climate change research and 
monitoring goals. The Refuge System’s 
draft Strategic Plan for Inventories 
and Monitoring on National Wildlife 
Refuges: Adapting to Environmental 
Change calls for Research Natural Areas 
to be distributed among refuges over 
two strata — areas that are predicted to 
remain the same (i.e., climate refugia) 
and those predicted to have extremely 
dynamic climatic niches with uncertain 
outcomes. Additional Land Management 
and Research Demonstration Areas could 
be established in refuges to demonstrate 
adaptive management approaches 
to climate change and/or to serve as 
research sites for climate studies. We will 
direct additional funding, as it becomes 
available, to the Land Management 
and Research Demonstration Areas for 
climate change research.

Strategic Goals & Objectives
Rare Cacti: Is hotter and  
Drier better?

As the most readily recognized component 
of arid ecosystems, we intuitively think that 
cacti are uniquely adapted to live in the 
desert and may be able to withstand hotter 
and drier conditions brought on by climate 
change. Based on monitoring information 
we have collected for several Federally 
listed and candidate cacti species in Arizona 
and New Mexico, this may be an incorrect 
assumption. Populations of these cacti have 
been monitored for at least 20 years, with 
each species’ population showing declines 
in overall numbers and reduced, or no, 
reproduction since the 1990s.

What will happen to these cacti species if 
drought conditions continue? Seed banks 
may be reduced, and seed germination and 
seedling survival will likely be reduced. 
Even for established plants, increases 
in rabbit and rodent predation of cacti 
that occur during drought may remove 
large, reproductive individual plants from 
populations.

Due to their limited geographic distribution, 
these cacti species may not be able to 
disperse into areas where they can persist. 
The management questions before us 
are, “How do we manage for these and 
similar species under changing climatic 
regimes?” and “Are these species 
candidates for population augmentation 
in their existing locations or for assisted 
colonization — moving them or placing seeds 
in other areas that may be favorable for their 
continued existence?”

mIma FaLk , plant ecologist, Phoenix 
Ecological Services Field Office, Tucson, AZ

(Above) Acuna cactus in bloom.  
Photo: usfws
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ObJECTIVE 6.2: Develop Standards, Guidelines, 
and Best Management Practices for Biological 
Carbon Sequestration

The Carbon Sequestration Working 
Group will identify scientific approaches, 
standards, guidelines, and best 
management practices for biological 
carbon sequestration activities to achieve 
optimal fish and wildlife habitat through 
strict requirements for use of native 
vegetation. This information will be 
shared domestically and internationally 
to encourage large-scale partnerships 
in science-driven, biological carbon 
sequestration that supports fish and 
wildlife adaptation to climate change.

ObJECTIVE 6.3: Integrate Biological Carbon 
Sequestration Activities into Landscape 
Conservation Approaches

We will work to ensure that biological 
carbon sequestration activities, whether 
initiated by the Service or others, 
are implemented within an adaptive, 
landscape-conservation context. 
Applying our SHC framework, including 
biological planning and conservation 
design, on-the-ground delivery, and 
research and monitoring to evaluate 
success, LCCs will help us work with 
partners to determine where, when, how 
much, and what types of habitat should 
be conserved, protected, and enhanced in 
a given area to achieve both species and 
carbon-sequestration objectives.

GOaL 6 
To conserve and restore fish and 
wildlife habitats at landscape scales 
while simultaneously sequestering 
atmospheric greenhouse gases, 
we will build our capacity to 
understand, apply, and share 
biological carbon sequestration 
science; and we will work with 
partners to implement carbon 
sequestration projects in strategic 
locations.

ObJECTIVE 6.1: Develop Biological Carbon 
Sequestration Expertise

Biological carbon sequestration has the 
potential to simultaneously accomplish 
both adaptation and mitigation 
objectives. For example, by reforesting 
a corridor between two protected areas 
with an appropriate mix of native trees, 
we not only sequester carbon, we create 
viable habitat as well. When the restored 
habitat contributes to attainment 
of explicit population objectives for 
climate-vulnerable species or species 
assemblages, then we are achieving both 
mitigation and adaptation objectives.

To accomplish this dual vision within 
priority landscapes, we will need to 
develop specific expertise in biological 
carbon sequestration through a Carbon 
Sequestration Working Group. We will 
then apply that expertise through the 
biological plans and conservation designs 
developed by LCCs. This expertise will 
be used to foster habitat restoration and 
carbon sequestration in key locations, 
such as National Wildlife Refuge System 
lands; and priority landscapes, such as 
the Lower Mississippi Valley.

ObJECTIVE 5.2: Assess and Reduce the 
Service’s Land Management Carbon Footprint

The Service’s land-management activities 
for wildlife have an associated carbon 
footprint. To achieve carbon neutrality, 
we must assess and reduce this footprint 
to the maximum extent possible while 
still achieving the Service’s mission. 
Because our understanding of the 
carbon footprint associated with our land 
management activities is incomplete, the 
first step will be to inventory, monitor, 
and evaluate our emissions of greenhouse 
gases through these activities. We will 
then be in a position to consider how 
to reduce emissions while we achieve 
the Service’s highest land-management 
priorities, a process that will involve 
evaluating green energy alternatives, 
considering trade-offs, and making 
difficult choices.

ObJECTIVE 5.3: Offset the Remaining  
Carbon Balance

After we minimize the carbon footprint 
of the Service’s facilities, vehicles, 
operations, and land-management 
activities, a residual carbon footprint may 
remain. We will offset our residual carbon 
footprint through carbon sequestration 
and other measures, such as buying 
offsets, to become carbon neutral by the 
Year 2020.

Strategic Goals & Objectives
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Engagement

GOaL 7
We will engage Service employees; 
our local, State, Tribal, national, 
and international partners in the 
public and private sectors; our key 
constituencies and stakeholders; 
and everyday citizens in a new era 
of collaborative conservation in 
which, together, we seek solutions to 
the impacts of climate change and 
other 21st century stressors of fish 
and wildlife.

ObJECTIVE 7.1: Provide Service Employees 
with Climate Change Information, Education, 
and Training

Climate change is ushering in a new 
era of conservation for the Service that 
involves novel ways of thinking and bold 
innovations in the way we do business. 
We will view all of our endeavors 
through the lens of climate change and 
be willing to question the status quo, 
re-examine priorities and make difficult 
choices regarding where we can make 
a difference and where we cannot. We 
will communicate our climate change 
Strategic Plan to employees Service-
wide. Every employee will be challenged 
to be engaged and to contribute to the 
plan’s development and implementation. 
Our highly dedicated employees and 
our field-based organizational structure 
are our core strengths in addressing the 
impacts of climate change on wildlife 
resources. Building awareness within 
our workforce about the challenges and 
threats from a changing climate and 
developing the expertise to address these 
impacts are priorities.

Section 712 of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 mandates the 
Department of the Interior to develop 
a methodology and assess the capacity 
of our nation’s ecosystems for ecological 
carbon sequestration and greenhouse gas 
flux mitigation. Secretarial Order 3289 
implements the DOI Carbon Storage 
Project, with the U.S. Geological Survey 
as lead agency. The U.S. Geological 
Survey has initiated the LandCarbon 
Project to develop a methodology that 
meets specific Energy Independence and 
Security Act requirements. The Service 
will collaborate with the U.S. Geological 
Survey in the implementation of the 
methodology on Service lands.

ObJECTIVE 6.6: Evaluate Geologic Carbon 
Sequestration

Geologic carbon sequestration is the 
isolation and/or removal of carbon 
dioxide from industrial processes and 
its long-term storage underground to 
reduce or prevent increasing levels of 
carbon dioxide in the atmosphere.15 The 
Department owns or has a material 
interest in more than 500 million acres 
of land in the United States, including 
National Wildlife Refuges. Beneath some 
of these lands exists the potential to 
sequester carbon dioxide in oil and gas 
reservoirs, deep saline reservoirs, and 
un-mineable coal seams. The Department 
may undertake an inventory of geologic 
carbon sequestration potential on its 
lands and may conduct research on  
the feasibility and environmental  
risks associated with geologic 
sequestration. We will participate in 
the Department’s geologic carbon 
sequestration efforts to help ensure  
that potential impacts to fish and  
wildlife are considered and minimized.

ObJECTIVE 6.4: Facilitate Biological Carbon 
Sequestration Internationally

One of our most important roles in 
carbon sequestration may well be to 
facilitate habitat conservation through 
biological carbon sequestration at the 
international level. By working with 
international partners and stakeholders 
to help reduce deforestation rates in 
key areas, such as tropical forests; and 
by providing technical assistance and 
funding for carbon sequestration through 
reforestation, we will help preserve areas 
critical to biodiversity conservation and 
support greenhouse gas mitigation. We 
will work through our Wildlife Without 
Borders and Multinational Species 
programs to provide funding and technical 
assistance for projects designed to 
increase carbon sequestration, restore 
habitat, and increase habitat connectivity 
internationally.

ObJECTIVE 6.5: Facilitate Biological Carbon 
Sequestration Research

There are still gaps in our understanding 
of biological carbon sequestration and its 
benefits for wildlife habitat, especially 
in regard to wetlands and grasslands. 
Our carbon sequestration experts and 
managers will work with others, such as 
the U.S. Geological Survey, to identify and 
fill information gaps regarding biological 
carbon sequestration.

Strategic Goals & Objectives
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ObJECTIVE 7.3: Forge Alliances and Create 
Forums on Climate Change to Exchange 
Information and knowledge and to Influence 
International Policy

Working principally through our 
International Affairs and Migratory 
Birds programs, we will engage other 
countries in sharing state-of-the-art 
knowledge on climate change adaptation, 
mitigation, and education strategies. We 
will seek to learn from their experiences 
and will share our experiences with them 
to achieve a common understanding and 
common ground for moving forward 
together on climate change policy 
and action. We will also seek ways to 
address climate change more effectively 
through the United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate Change; 
international conventions, such as  
the Convention on International  
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild 
Fauna and Flora, the Convention on 
Wetlands of International Importance 
(Ramsar Convention), and other 
international agreements.

By also engaging with our international 
partners and foreign governments in 
informing and educating their citizens 
about the causes and consequences of 
climate change, the Service will have an 
opportunity to further wildlife adaptation 
and climate change mitigation around the 
world. With our partners, we will help to 
create worldwide support for minimizing 
deforestation and for creating new 
habitat through carbon sequestration 
activities; and we will encourage local 
community participation in international 
carbon markets that reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions.

role, our External Affairs program 
and National Conservation Training 
Center will develop and implement, in 
conjunction with programs and regions, 
a comprehensive engagement strategy 
for external information, education, and 
communication about climate change. 
The plan will help to create a broad-scale 
awareness of the urgent nature of the 
effects of accelerating climate change 
on fish and wildlife and habitats; and 
will engage others in becoming part 
of the solution through such means as 
minimizing their carbon footprints.

The National Conservation Training 
Center will work with the Refuge System 
and the Fisheries program to develop 
climate change materials and provide 
informational, educational, and training 
opportunities to external audiences, 
using the National Wildlife Refuge 
System, National Fish Hatcheries, 
the Service website, and employee 
presentations as primary venues for this 
engagement with the public.

To become a better, more informed 
partner, we will actively seek knowledge 
from State, Federal, Tribal, and local 
government agencies; non-governmental 
organizations; business and industry 
already engaged in addressing climate 
change; and individual citizens. We will 
put the same energy into learning  
from others as we do teaching others 
what we know.

We will provide technical assistance 
to public and private landowners, 
conservation organizations, business and 
industry, and governments at all levels  
to help them understand impacts to  
fish, wildlife and habitats as a result  
of climate change; and to encourage them 
to undertake adaptation, mitigation,  
and engagement activities to address 
those impacts.

Our External Affairs program and 
National Conservation Training 
Center will develop and implement a 
comprehensive employee engagement 
strategy addressing internal needs for 
information, education, and training 
about climate change. The plan will 
be aimed at ensuring every Service 
employee understands basic climate 
change science, the urgency of the 
climate change challenge to our mission, 
and what actions each of us can take 
professionally and personally to engage 
in mitigation and adaptation activities.

The National Conservation Training 
Center will develop and implement 
a climate change curriculum to train 
Service employees in methods to address 
climate change in their day-to-day 
activities. The training will also prepare 
our employees to serve as a resource 
for our partners, stakeholders, and 
the public as these groups engage in 
climate change adaptation and mitigation 
activities. The National Conservation 
Training Center will incorporate climate 
change information from this curriculum 
into other course offerings  
as appropriate.

ObJECTIVE 7.2: Share Climate Change 
Information, Education, and Training 
Opportunities with External Audiences

To effectively address climate change 
nationally, every conservation partner 
must be both a learner and a teacher. 
As we in the Service learn, we will 
also step up to fulfill our teaching role 
with our national and international 
partners, our stakeholders, our 
key constituencies, and the public, 
anticipating that they will do the same 
for us. To accomplish our teaching 
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heroes upon whose shoulders we stand, 
and like them, we will rise up to confront 
the conservation challenge of our day 
with courage and resolve. We will move 
forward with enthusiasm and optimism 
borne of confidence in the soundness 
of the plans we have created, in the 
ingenuity of our workforce, and in the 
results we will achieve in collaboration 
with our partners. We will remain 
inspired by keeping the future of fish and 
wildlife at the forefront of our thinking. 
And we will look forward to that day 
when we can speak of climate change as 
yesterday’s crisis.

We must treat climate change as 
the national security issue that 

it is. Going forward, we must dedicate 
our energies, our resources, and our 
creativity to a long-term campaign to 
reduce emissions of greenhouse gases as 
a first line of attack in a battle against an 
enemy that threatens the sustainability 
of fish and wildlife populations, the 
viability of ecosystems, and the well-
being of every citizen. We must mobilize 
efforts to help fish and wildlife adapt 
to changes that have already occurred 
in their habitats as a result of climate 
change, and changes that we foresee in 
the future. We must confront climate 
change as a communal problem, engaging 
all segments of society as partners and 
potential partners. We must implement 
our Strategic Plan and 5-Year Action 
Plan, reaching inward to every part of 
our organization and outward to the 
larger conservation community to build 
the will, the relationships, the capabilities 
and the resources we need to succeed.

We will carry out our responsibilities 
with humility and gratitude — humility 
in recognizing how much we have yet 
to learn about climate change and 
its impacts on wildlife; and gratitude 
that if we act now, it is not too late to 
do something about it. We honor our 
employees for the important strides 
they have already made in addressing 
climate change on the ground before 
Service plans were formalized, and we 
will build on those efforts. We respect 
our conservation partners for the ways in 
which they are taking action to address 
climate change as organizations and as 
individuals, and we will join our efforts 
with theirs.

OUR PLan IS ambITIOUS — RIGhTFULLy anD nECESSaRILy SO.  When it comes 
to climate change, we cannot afford a failure of imagination. If we are to 
accomplish our vital mission of “working with others to conserve, protect, 
and enhance fish, wildlife, and plants and their habitats for the continuing 
benefit of the American people,” addressing the greatest threat to that 
mission — climate change — must be our highest priority.

Rising to the Challenge

As daunting as the issue of climate 
change may seem, we accept that every 
generation has faced environmental 
challenges, and this is ours to deal with. 
We will remember those conservation 

We stand now where two roads diverge.  
But unlike the roads in Robert Frost’s  
familiar poem, they are not equally fair.  
The road we have long been traveling  
is deceptively easy, a smooth superhighway  
on which we progress with great speed,  
but at its end lies disaster. The other fork  
of the road / the one less traveled by /  
offers our last, our only chance  
to reach a destination that assures  
the preservation of the earth.
RaChEL CaRSOn (1907–1964) , world-famous environmentalist, celebrated author,  
and one-time employee of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Jason
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Science Applications
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Cell: 240-687-8213
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APPENDIX 
Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (FWS) 202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and 
guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence 
and Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the 
United States for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the 
heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that requires, among other things, each bureau 
and office to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to 
Executive Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, 
Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy 

and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental 
policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 056 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate 
Adaptation Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance 
preparedness, adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its 
interaction with non-climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --
resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  

 
 

(b) (5) DPP
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7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, 
NOAA, USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate 
training and education goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior 
leaders, and opportunities to work with external partners and stakeholders on developing and 
delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This 
handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014. It offers guidance 
for designing and carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is 
designed to help conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change 
considerations into their work.  

 
9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication 

completed in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to 
help employees integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies 
into planning activities. 
 

(b) (5) DPP
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10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural 
Resource Conservation: This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with FWS support and 
input, presents a broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on 
applications in natural resource management and conservation.  

 
 

IV. Next Steps 
The Fish and Wildlife Service has identified some examples of how it has stepped down climate 
change policy into guidance or criteria into project approvals or rankings in various FWS 
programs. 
1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): 

NAWCA Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat. Grant decisions are based on 
scoring that includes categories such as waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including 
climate change and long-term conservation.  One criterion used in Standard NAWCA Grant 
proposal ranking is “Long-term Conservation and Climate Change” which may include up to 
3 points for climate change considerations out of a total possible score of 100.  For Small 
Grants under NAWCA, “Climate Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 
possible point out of a total of 15. In FY16, $66 million was available for NAWCA grants.  
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/ProposalInstructions.pdf 

 
2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): 

NMBCA Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and 
throughout their life cycles.  Project proposals must identify whether the project reduces the 
effects of a predicted or current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or 
habitat and are scored up to 3 points (out of 60 total points) in proposal ranking. In FY16, 
$3.91 million was available for NMBCA grants. 
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/nmbcaApplicationInstructions.pdf 

 
3. Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This 

program provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) 
Federal grant funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their 
habitats. The application states that additional points toward consideration of the proposal 
may be awarded for projects that significantly incorporate climate change considerations in 
project design. In 2016, grants to States under this program totaled $5.6 million.  
https://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG-NOFA2015.pdf 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an 

internal FWS program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering federally 
listed species on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides project 
funding for on-the-ground conservation efforts.  Climate change is about 12% of the score 
for round 2 ranking of consideration of CRI Projects.  In 2016, $6.8 million was available for 
funding projects under this program. 

     https://www.fws.gov/refuges/whm/cri 
 

5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish 
Restoration, with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program 
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annually provides grants of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. 
territories to protect, restore and enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. 
The grants are funded through the Sport Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is 
supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include 
questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal watershed management, conservation of 
threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other factors” includes a request for how 
the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how it will be affected by 
climate change impacts. In January 2017, $17 million in grants to States were awarded under 
this program. 
https://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants/pdfs/FY2018NCWG NoticeAndInstructions.pdf 

 
 

6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): 
Projects conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and 
aquatic communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve 
the quality of life for the American people.  The application process requests information 
from project applicants to identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no 
scoring or ranking criteria is based on this information, and it is used for internal reporting 
purposes only. In 2016, $1.8 million was available for funding projects under this program. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological 

Services): CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for 
federally listed species and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered 
Species Act.  The projects reflect the collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of 
review and scoring, each proposal is assessed for project readiness and conservation in the 
context of climate change and may be assigned additional points for such work. In 2017, 
grant awards included $9.48 million for Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance, 19.64 
million for Habitat Conservation Plan land acquisition, and $11.16 million for Recovery land 
acquisition. 
 https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/pdf/FY17 CESCF-NOFO FINAL.pdf 
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Hi, all---Docs just got cleared. Attached.

Is someone in DES going to create the OFR package?  Let me know if you need help and good
luck!!

-- 
Susan Wilkinson
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2506
NOTE:  Beginning April 23, 2018, until further notice, I am on detail to the DOI Office of the
Executive Secretariat.  You may reach me at my fws.gov email address, but my current phone number is:
202-208-5257.
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Billing Code 4333–15 

 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

 

[Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165]; [FXES11140900000-178;FF09E33000] 

 

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Endangered Species Act 

Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.  

 

ACTION: Policy; withdrawal. 

 

SUMMARY:  We, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), announce we are 

withdrawing the Endangered Species Act (ESA) Compensatory Mitigation Policy, 

published December 27, 2016 (81 FR 95316) (ESA-CMP).  In our notice of November 6, 

2017 (82 FR 51382) we requested additional public comments regarding the policy’s 

overall mitigation planning goal of net conservation gain.  We are now withdrawing this 

policy.  The Service does not have authority to require “net conservation gain” under the 

ESA, and the policy is inconsistent with current Executive branch policy.  Except as 
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otherwise specified, all policies or guidance documents that were superseded by ESA-

CMP are reinstated.    

   

DATES:   Effective on [INSERT DATE OF PUBLICATION IN THE FEDERAL 

REGISTER].  

 

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials received, as well as supporting documentation, 

are available on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov at Docket Number FWS–HQ–

ES–2015–0165.    

 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:  Craig Aubrey, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service, Division of Environmental Review, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, 

VA 22041–3803, telephone 703–358–2442. 

 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:   

The ESA-CMP (81 FR 95316, December 27, 2016) was developed to ensure 

consistency with existing directives in effect at the time of issuance, including former 

President Obama's Memorandum on Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources From 

Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment (November 3, 2015).  Under 

the memorandum, all Federal mitigation policies were directed to clearly set a net-benefit 

goal or, at minimum, a no-net-loss goal for natural resources, wherever doing so is 

allowed by existing statutory authority and is consistent with agency mission and 

established natural resource objectives.  The Presidential Memorandum was subsequently 
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rescinded by Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 

Growth” (March 28, 2017). 

The ESA-CMP also described its consistency with the Secretary of the Interior's 

Order 3330 on Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the 

Interior (October 31, 2013), which established a Department-wide mitigation strategy to 

ensure consistency and efficiency in the review and permitting of infrastructure-

development projects and in conserving natural and cultural resources.  The Secretary's 

Order was subsequently revoked by Secretary of the Interior's Order 3349 on American 

Energy Independence (March 29, 2017).  It directed Department of the Interior bureaus to 

reexamine mitigation policies and practices to better balance conservation strategies and 

policies with job creation for American families. 

In light of the revocation of the 2015 Presidential Memorandum and Secretary’s 

Order 3330, on November 6, 2017, the Service requested comment on the ESA-CMP, 

along with the Service-Wide Mitigation Policy (81 FR 83440, November 21, 2016), 

specifically “regarding whether to retain or remove net conservation gain as a mitigation 

planning goal within our mitigation policies.”  Mitigation Policies of the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service; Request for Comment (82 Federal Register 51382, 51383, November 6, 

2017).  The comment period for this request ended on January 5, 2018. 

Under Supreme Court precedent, the Takings Clause of the Fifth Amendment of 

the United States Constitution limits the ability of government to require monetary 

exactions as a condition of permitting private activities, particularly private activities on 

private property.  In Koontz v. St. Johns River Water Management District, 570 U.S. 595 

(2013), the Supreme Court held that a proposal to fund offsite mitigation proposed by the 
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State of Florida as a condition of granting a land-use permit must satisfy the test 

established in Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 825 (1987), and Dolan 

v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374 (1994).  Specifically, “a unit of government may not 

condition the approval of a land-use permit on the owner’s relinquishment of a portion of 

his property unless there is a ‘nexus’ and ‘rough proportionality’ between the 

government’s demand and the effects of the proposed land use.”  Id. at 599.  

Compensatory mitigation raises serious questions of whether there is a sufficient nexus 

between the potential harm and the proposed remedy to satisfy constitutional muster.   

Further, because by definition compensatory mitigation does not directly avoid or 

minimize the anticipated harm, its application is particularly ripe for abuse.  At times the 

nexus between a proposed undertaking and compensatory mitigation requirements is far 

from clear.  These concerns are particularly acute when coupled with a net conservation 

gain goal, which necessarily seeks to go beyond mitigating actual or anticipated harm to 

forcing participants to pay to address harms they, by definition, did not cause.   

In light of the change in national policy reflected in Executive Order 13783 and 

Secretary’s Order 3349, the comments received by the Service, and concerns regarding 

the legal and policy implications of a net conservation gain goal, the Service has 

concluded that it is no longer appropriate to retain a net conservation gain standard in the 

Service’s overall mitigation planning goal within the ESA-CMP.  Because the net 

conservation gain standard is so prevalent throughout the ESA-CMP, the Service is 

implementing this conclusion by withdrawing it.      
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Summary of Comments and Responses 

Executive Order 13783 – "Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 

Growth" (March 28, 2017) – rescinded the Presidential Memorandum on Mitigating 

Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 

Investment.  The Secretary of the Interior subsequently issued Secretarial Order 3349 on 

American Energy Independence (March 29, 2017), which directed Department of the 

Interior (DOI) bureaus to reexamine mitigation policies and practices to better balance 

conservation strategies and policies with job creation for American families.  Pursuant to 

Secretarial Order 3349, we published a notice on November 6, 2017 (82 FR 51382) 

requesting additional public comments specifically addressing the advisability of 

retaining or removing references to net conservation gain as a mitigation planning goal 

within our mitigation policies.  In addition, in carrying out Executive Order 13777, 

“Enforcing the Regulatory Reform Agenda,” DOI published a document with the title 

“Regulatory Reform” in the Federal Register of June 22, 2017 (82 FR 28429).  The 

document requested public comment on how DOI can improve implementation of 

regulatory reform initiatives and policies and identify regulations for repeal, replacement, 

or modification. This notice addresses comments that DOI has received in response to the 

regulatory reform docket that relates to the Service’s use of mitigation. 

During the combined comment periods, for the ESA-CMP we received 

approximately 335 public comment letters, including comments from Federal, State, and 

local government entities; industry; trade associations; conservation organizations; 

nongovernmental organizations; private citizens; and others. The range of comments 
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varied from those that provided general statements of support or opposition to the draft 

and final 2016 ESA-CMP, to those that provided extensive comments and information 

supporting or opposing the draft and final 2016 ESA-CMP.   

We considered all of the comments we received in the comment period beginning 

November 6, 2017 (82 FR 51382), and following the DOI’s “Regulatory Reform” 

Federal Register announcement (June 22, 2017, 82 FR 28429); we respond to the 

substantive comments below.   

 

A. Authority to Include Net Conservation Gain or No Net Loss under the ESA 

Comment (1):  One commenter stated there were constitutional limits on requiring 

mitigation, referencing the Koontz v. St. Johns River Water Management District case 

decided by the U.S. Supreme Court, 570 U.S. 595 (2013).  This commenter noted that 

any compensatory mitigation measures must have an essential nexus with the proposed 

impacts and be roughly proportional, or have a reasonable relationship between the 

permit conditions required and the impacts of the proposed development being addressed 

by those permit conditions. 

Response: The Service agrees that the Koontz case, as well as predecessor cases 

including, but not limited to, Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 825 

(1987), and Dolan v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374 (1994), raise serious constitutional 

concerns about the viability of some elements of compensatory-mitigation programs.  

These concerns are particularly acute for offsite compensatory-mitigation programs and 

programs that seek a net conservation gain.  Offsite compensatory-mitigation programs 

raise concerns regarding an appropriate nexus between the anticipated impact and the 
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mitigation requirement.  As mitigation moves further away from the direct impacts of a 

project, the risk that the connection between required compensation and the initial project 

becomes more attenuated increases.  Further, by seeking to err on the side of mitigating 

above and beyond the impacts of the specific project at issue, the net conservation gain 

standard raises inherent concerns about proportionality, as well as the appropriate nexus 

between project impacts and mitigation methods, particularly where mitigation is in 

essence being used to rectify past, unrelated harms. We, like all agencies, must 

implement our authorities consistent with any applicable case law as 

appropriate.  Consideration of the Constitutional standard set forth in Koontz is one 

reason, though not the only reason, that the Service is withdrawing its previous 

Mitigation Policy and ESA-CMP.  In light of the Koontz case and any other relevant 

court decisions, the Service, in using its previous guidance (e.g., 2003 guidance on the 

establishment, use, and operation of conservation banks (68 FR 24753, May 8, 2003) and 

2008 recovery crediting guidance (73 FR 44761, July 31, 2008)), will make sure that any 

statutorily authorized mitigation measures will have a clear connection (i.e., have an 

essential nexus) and be commensurate (i.e., have rough proportionality) to the impact of 

the project or action under consideration.    

Comment (2): Many commenters addressed the mitigation planning goal of 

improving (i.e., a net gain) or, at minimum, maintaining (i.e., no net loss) the current 

status of affected resources.  A number of commenters supported the goal while a number 

of commenters opposed the inclusion of a net conservation gain.  Of commenters 

opposed to net conservation gain, their specific reasons included:   
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a) the Service lacks the statutory authority to implement the net conservation gain 

goal for mitigation planning;   

b) the net conservation gain goal imposes a new standard for mitigation and that 

mitigation requirements should be commensurate with the level of impacts;   

c) concern about the costs associated with achieving net conservation gain; 

d) questions about the ability to achieve net conservation gain and how it would be 

measured;   

e) the ESA-CMP does not provide the methodology to assess or measure the net 

conservation gain; and   

f) net conservation gain is incompatible with the standards of ESA sections 7 and 

10.   

Also, several commenters asserted that a mitigation planning goal of no net loss is 

inconsistent with the ESA and exceeds our authorities under the ESA.  

Response:  The ESA requires neither “net conservation benefit” nor “no net loss,” 

and the Service has not previous required a “net benefit” nor “no net loss” while 

implementing the ESA.  Under the ESA, the standard for section 7 is that a “Federal 

agency shall, in consultation with and with the assistance of the Secretary, insure that any 

action … is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered species or 

threatened species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of habitat.” (§ 

7(a)(2)); under section 10 the requirement is “to the maximum extent practicable, 

minimize and mitigate the impacts of such taking” (§ 10(a)(2)(B)(ii)).  As one court has 

noted, “[t]he words ‘maximum extent practicable’ signify that the applicant may do 

something less than fully minimize and mitigate the impacts of the take where to do more 
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would not be practicable.  Moreover, the statutory language does not suggest that an 

applicant must ever do more than mitigate the effect of its take of species.”  National 

Wildlife Federation v. Norton, 306 F. Supp. 2d 920, 928 (E.D. Cal. 2004); see also Union 

Neighbors United, Inc. v. Jewell, 831 F.3d 564 (D.C. Cir. 2016) (holding that the 

obligation to minimize and mitigate to the maximum extent practicable was satisfied by a 

plan that the Service found to fully offset the impact of the proposed taking).  Since what 

is “practicable” may not fully offset proposed take, the “maximum extent practicable” 

standard is inconsistent with both a general net conservation gain and no-net-loss 

mitigation objective.  Nothing in the ESA requires that the Service apply a net 

conservation gain or no net loss standard.  

Those commenters supporting the goal generally asserted, among other points, 

that the Service has the authority to require compensatory mitigation, found the measures 

to be clear, and thought the policy encouraged consistent implementation.  While we 

appreciate these comments, for the reasons described above, we are not persuaded.    

As noted above, because the concepts of “net conservation gain” and “no net loss” 

were central to and embedded throughout the policies, modifying the policies would 

likely have caused significant confusion.  This fact, together with the more recently 

issued Executive and Secretarial Orders that questioned “net gain,” lead to our decision 

here to withdraw the ESA-CMP.  

 

B.  Landscape-scale Approach 

Comment (3):  Several commenters described their concerns with the implications 

of the ESA-CMP’s landscape-scale approach including: 
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a) There is no statutory authority for taking a landscape-scale approach; 

b) Including a landscape-scale approach would lead to the Service seeking 

mitigation for impacts beyond a project under review, including impacts that 

happened in the past or in unrelated locations; 

c) A general concern that a landscape-scale approach would mean Federal 

overreach, including disregard for the plans, processes, and resource interests of 

States, Tribes, and local governments.  

Response:  We agree with commenters that proponents’ and action agencies’ 

responsibilities include the provisions of relevant authorities and that those 

responsibilities do not extend to impacts unrelated to their action.  Requiring mitigation 

to impacts unrelated to a proponent’s action would likely conflict with the “essential 

nexus” required under Koontz for property development (see Comment 1 above).  

Accordingly, any effort to apply a landscape-scale approach to mitigation must ensure 

that there is an essential nexus between the proposed activity and the contemplated 

mitigation and that mitigation is not being imposed to correct for past impacts by other 

actors.  

 

C. Authority to Include Candidate or At-risk Species 

Comment (4): Several commenters stated that the Service has no statutory 

authority under the ESA to include candidate or at-risk species in compensatory-

mitigation mechanisms.  

Response: The commenter is correct that the Service cannot require the inclusion 

of compensatory mitigation for impacts to at-risk and candidate species.  Including 
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candidate or other at-risk species in mitigation would be voluntary on the part of the 

Federal agency or applicant, which may, if the species is listed, streamline future 

reinitiation of consultation or amendments to habitat conservation plans (HCPs).  Under 

section 10 of the ESA, although the applicant voluntarily develops its HCPs in 

consultation with the Service, the applicant ultimately decides which candidate or non-

listed at-risk species it desires to include in its HCP.  Many applicants voluntarily include 

at-risk species in their HCPs to receive “no surprises” assurances and preclude the need 

to amend the associated incidental take permit, should the species become listed in the 

future.  This is consistent with ESA goals of recovering listed species and, ideally, 

avoiding the need to list species because threats to them have been 

addressed.  Furthermore, applicants may include candidate or other at-risk species to 

address State or other local requirements (e.g., California’s Natural Community 

Conservation Planning Act).  But in all cases, considerations of non-ESA-listed species 

are voluntary on the part of the Federal agency or applicant. 

 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

We have analyzed the withdrawal of this policy in accordance with the criteria of 

the National Environmental Policy Act, as amended (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4332(c)), the 

Council on Environmental Quality’s Regulations for Implementing the Procedural 

Provisions of NEPA (40 CFR parts 1500–1508), and the Department of the Interior’s 

NEPA procedures (516 DM 2 and 8; 43 CFR part 46).  Issuance of policies, directives, 

regulations, and guidelines that are of an administrative, financial, legal, technical, or 

procedural nature, or whose environmental effects are too broad, speculative, or 
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conjectural to lend themselves to meaningful analysis and will later be subject to the 

NEPA process, either collectively or case-by-case may be categorically excluded under 

NEPA (43 CFR 46.210(i)).  We have determined that a categorical exclusion applies to 

withdrawing this policy.   

 

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 

This policy withdrawal does not contain any new collections of information that 

require approval by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) under the Paperwork 

Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).  OMB has reviewed and approved the 

information collection requirements for applications for incidental take permits, annual 

reports, and notifications of incidental take for native endangered and threatened species 

for safe harbor agreements, candidate conservation agreements with assurances, and 

habitat conservation plans under OMB Control Number 1018-0094, which expires on 

March 31, 2019.  We may not conduct or sponsor and a person is not required to respond 

to a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number. 

 

Government-to-Government Relationship with Tribes 

In accordance with the President’s memorandum of April 29, 1994, 

“Government-to-Government Relations with Native American Tribal Governments” (59 

FR 22951), Executive Order 13175 “Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal 

Governments,” and the Department of the Interior Manual at 512 DM 2, we have 

considered possible effects on federally recognized Indian tribes and have determined 

that there are no potential adverse effects of withdrawing this policy.  Our intent with 
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withdrawing these policies is to reduce confusion of mitigation programs, projects, and 

measures, including those taken on Tribal lands.  We will work with Tribes as applicants 

proposing mitigation as part of proposed actions and with Tribes as mitigation sponsors. 
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Authority 

The multiple authorities for this action include the: Endangered Species Act of 

1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, as 

amended, (16 U.S.C. 661–667(e)); and National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 

4371 et seq.). 

 

 

Dated:   ______________. 

 

  ______________________________________ 

Gregory J. Sheehan 

Principal Deputy Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
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Billing Code 4333–15 
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Fish and Wildlife Service 

 

[Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0126]; [FXHC11220900000–156–FF09E33000] 

 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Mitigation Policy 

 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.  

 

ACTION: Policy; withdrawal. 

 

SUMMARY:  We, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), announce we are 

withdrawing the Mitigation Policy published November 21, 2016 (81 FR 83440), which 

guides Service recommendations on mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water 

developments on fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats.  In our notice of November 6, 

2017 (82 FR 51382), we requested additional public comments regarding this policy’s 

overall mitigation planning goal of net conservation gain.  We are now withdrawing this 

policy as it is no longer appropriate to retain the “net conservation gain” standard 

throughout various Service-related activities and is inconsistent with current Executive 

branch policy.  Until further notice, all policies that were superseded by the 2016 
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Mitigation Policy are reinstated, including the Fish and Wildlife Service Mitigation 

Policy (46 FR 7644–7663) published in the Federal Register on January 23, 1981. 

 

DATES:   Effective on [INSERT DATE OF PUBLICATION IN THE FEDERAL 

REGISTER].  

 

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials received, as well as supporting documentation, 

are available on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov at Docket Number FWS–HQ–

ES–2015–0126.    

 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:  Craig Aubrey, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service, Division of Environmental Review, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, 

VA 22041–3803, telephone 703–358–2442. 

 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:   

The Mitigation Policy (81 FR 83440, November 21, 2016) was developed to 

ensure consistency with directives in effect at the time of issuance, including former 

President Obama's Memorandum on Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources From 

Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment (November 3, 2015).  Under 

the memorandum, all Federal mitigation policies were directed to clearly set a net-benefit 

goal or, at minimum, a no-net-loss goal for natural resources, wherever doing so is 

allowed by existing statutory authority and is consistent with agency mission and 

established natural resource objectives.  The Presidential Memorandum was subsequently 
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rescinded by Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 

Growth” (March 28, 2017). 

The Mitigation Policy also described its consistency with the Secretary of the 

Interior's Order 3330 on Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department 

of the Interior (October 31, 2013), which established a Department-wide mitigation 

strategy to ensure consistency and efficiency in the review and permitting of 

infrastructure-development projects and in conserving natural and cultural resources.  

The Secretary's Order was subsequently revoked by Secretary of the Interior's Order 3349 

on American Energy Independence (March 29, 2017).  It directed Department of the 

Interior bureaus to reexamine mitigation policies and practices to better balance 

conservation strategies and policies with job creation for American families. 

In light of the revocation of the 2015 Presidential Memorandum and Secretary’s 

Order 3330, on November 6, 2017, the Service requested comment on the Mitigation 

Policy, as well as the Endangered Species Act – Compensatory Mitigation Policy (81 FR 

95316, December 27, 2016), specifically “regarding whether to retain or remove net 

conservation gain as a mitigation planning goal within our mitigation policies.”  

Mitigation Policies of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; Request for Comment (82 FR 

51382, 51383, November 6, 2017).  The comment period for this request ended on 

January 5, 2018. 

Under Supreme Court precedent, the Takings Clause of the Fifth Amendment of 

the United States Constitution limits the ability of government to require monetary 

exactions as a condition of permitting private activities, particularly private activities on 

private property.  In Koontz v. St. Johns River Water Management District, 570 U.S. 595 
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(2013), the Supreme Court held that a proposal to fund offsite mitigation proposed by the 

State of Florida as a condition of granting a land-use permit must satisfy the test 

established in Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 825 (1987) and Dolan 

v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374 (1994).  Specifically, “a unit of government may not 

condition the approval of a land-use permit on the owner’s relinquishment of a portion of 

his property unless there is a ‘nexus’ and ‘rough proportionality’ between the 

government’s demand and the effects of the proposed land use.”  Id. at 599.   

Compensatory mitigation requirements in particular raise serious questions of 

whether there is a sufficient nexus between the potential harm and the proposed remedy 

to satisfy constitutional muster.  Further, because by definition compensatory mitigation 

does not directly avoid or minimize the anticipated harm, its application is particularly 

ripe for abuse.  These concerns are particularly acute when coupled with a net 

conservation gain standard, which necessarily goes beyond mitigating actual or 

anticipated harm to forcing participants to pay to address harms they, by definition, did 

not cause.   

In light of the change in national policy reflected in Executive Order 13783 and 

Secretary’s Order 3349, the comments received by the Service, and concerns regarding 

the legal and policy implications of compensatory mitigation, particularly compensatory 

mitigation with a net conservation gain policy, the Service has concluded that it is no 

longer appropriate to retain references to or mandate a net conservation gain standard in 

the Service’s overall mitigation planning goal within each document.  Because the net 

conservation gain standard is so prevalent throughout the Mitigation Policy, the Service 

is implementing this conclusion by withdrawing the Mitigation Policy.      
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Summary of Comments and Responses 

Executive Order 13783 – "Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 

Growth" (March 28, 2017) – rescinded the Presidential Memorandum on Mitigating 

Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 

Investment.  The Secretary of the Interior subsequently issued Secretarial Order 3349 on 

American Energy Independence (March 29, 2017), which directed Department of the 

Interior (DOI) bureaus to reexamine mitigation policies and practices to better balance 

conservation strategies and policies with job creation for American families.  Pursuant to 

Secretarial Order 3349, we published a notice on November 6, 2017 (82 FR 51382), 

requesting additional public comments specifically addressing the advisability of 

retaining or removing references to net conservation gain as a mitigation planning goal 

within our mitigation policies.  In addition, in carrying out Executive Order 13777, 

“Enforcing the Regulatory Reform Agenda,” DOI published a document with the title 

“Regulatory Reform” in the Federal Register of June 22, 2017 (82 FR 28429).  The 

document requested public comment on how DOI can improve implementation of 

regulatory reform initiatives and policies and identify regulations for repeal, replacement, 

or modification. This notice addresses comments that DOI has received in response to the 

regulatory reform docket that relates to the Service’s use of mitigation. 

During the combined comment periods, for the Service-wide Mitigation Policy 

we received approximately 427 comments from Federal, State, and local government 

entities, industry, trade associations, conservation organizations, nongovernmental 

organizations, private citizens, and others.  Two of those submissions transmitted the 
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discrete comments from an additional 1,756 citizens expressing support for the Service’s 

mitigation policy approach.  The range of comments otherwise varied from those that 

provided general statements of support or opposition to the draft or final Policy, to those 

that provided extensive comments and information supporting or opposing the draft or 

final Policy, or specific aspects thereof.  The majority of comments submitted included 

detailed suggestions for revisions addressing major concepts as well as editorial 

suggestions for specific wording or line edits.  

We considered all of the comments we received in the comment period beginning 

November 6, 2017 (82 FR 51382), and following the DOI’s “Regulatory Reform” 

Federal Register announcement (June 22, 2017, 82 FR 28429); we respond to the 

substantive comments below.   

 

A.  Policy addresses multiple authorities 

Comment (1):  One commenter stated there were constitutional limits on requiring 

mitigation, referencing the Koontz v. St. Johns River Water Management District case 

decided by the U.S. Supreme Court, 570 U.S. 595 (2013).  This commenter noted that 

any compensatory mitigation measures must have an essential nexus with the proposed 

impacts and be roughly proportional, or have a reasonable relationship between the 

permit conditions required and the impacts of the proposed development being addressed 

by those permit conditions. 

Response: The Service agrees that the Koontz case, as well as predecessor cases 

including, but not limited to, Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 825 

(1987), and Dolan v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374 (1994), raise serious constitutional 
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concerns about the viability of some elements of the Service’s mitigation programs.  

These concerns are particularly acute for offsite compensatory-mitigation programs and 

programs that seek a net conservation gain.  Offsite compensatory-mitigation programs 

raise concerns regarding an appropriate nexus between the anticipated impact and the 

mitigation requirement.  As mitigation moves further away from the direct impacts of a 

project, the risk that the connection between required compensation and the initial project 

becomes more attenuated increases.  Further, by seeking to err on the side of mitigating 

above and beyond the impacts of the specific project at issue, a net conservation gain 

standard raises inherent concerns about proportionality, as well as the appropriate nexus 

between project impacts and mitigation methods, particularly where mitigation is in 

essence being used to rectify past, unrelated harms.  We, like all agencies, must 

implement our authorities consistent with any applicable case law as 

appropriate.  Consideration of the Constitutional standard set forth in Koontz is one 

reason, though not the only reason, that the Service is withdrawing its previous 

Mitigation Policy.  In light of the Koontz case and any other relevant court decisions, the 

Service, in using its previous policies (e.g., 1981 Policy), will make sure that any 

statutorily authorized mitigation measures will have a clear connection (i.e., have an 

essential nexus) and be commensurate (i.e., have rough proportionality) to the impact of 

the project or action under consideration.    

Comment (2): Several commenters addressed aspects of the Service’s authority 

under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (Eagle Act).  One commenter supported 

the acknowledgement that compensatory mitigation for bald and golden eagles may 

include preservation of those species’ habitats and enhancing their prey base.  The 
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commenter noted that existing regulations establishing a permit program for the non-

purposeful take of bald and golden eagles recognize these options but that these options 

have not been used.  One commenter stated the Service was incorrect in stating in the 

proposed Policy: “the statute and implementing regulations allow the Service to require 

habitat preservation and/or enhancement as compensatory mitigation for eagle take.”  The 

commenter said that Congress has not exercised jurisdiction over the habitats of eagles, 

meaning the Service lacks authority to require mitigation for impacts to eagle habitats.  

One commenter suggested the Policy should articulate whether compensatory mitigation 

would be in addition to current requirements of a 1-for-1 take offset.  

Response:  We agree that the authority of the Eagle Act is limited, and the Service 

has outlined its authority in its regulations (50 CFR part 22).  Nothing in the Eagle Act 

directly addresses eagle habitat, or requires that the Service apply a net conservation gain 

standard.  Accordingly, the withdrawal of the 2016 Mitigation Policy and reinstatement 

of the 1981 Mitigation Policy will not change our authority under the Eagle Act.   

Comment (3): Several commenters addressed the Service’s authority under the 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).  One commenter said the Service was incorrect in 

describing implied authority to permit incidental take of migratory birds under the MBTA 

and noted that the Service has no authority to require compensatory mitigation for 

incidental take of migratory birds.  Several commenters said that mitigation for migratory 

birds exceeds MBTA authority and that the Policy should exclude potential incidental 

impacts to migratory birds under the MBTA until the Service establishes statutory or 

regulatory authority to require landowners to obtain incidental take authorization prior to 
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undertaking otherwise lawful activities.  They added that the MBTA does not directly 

address mitigation or habitat impacts. 

One commenter said the Service was incorrect in writing that the Fish and 

Wildlife Conservation Act implicitly provided for mitigation of impacts to migratory 

birds.  The commenter said that the language does not authorize the Service to engage in 

any management activities associated with migratory birds, particularly over private 

parties, only directing the Service to monitor and assess population trends and species 

status of migratory nongame birds. 

Response:  DOI’s Office of the Solicitor issued M-Opinion 37050, The Migratory 

Bird Treaty Act Does Not Prohibit Incidental Take (M-Opinion), on December 22, 2017, 

which concludes that the take of birds resulting from an activity is not prohibited by the 

MBTA when the underlying purpose of that activity is not to take birds.  In addition, the 

Service does not have specific statutory authority pursuant to the MBTA to require 

Federal action agencies and/or their permittees to provide compensatory mitigation for 

unavoidable impacts to (loss of) migratory bird habitat resulting from federally conducted 

or approved, authorized, or funded projects or activities.  Like the Eagle Act, the MBTA 

does not directly protect habitat.  When the Service authorizes otherwise prohibited 

intentional take, however, it can make that authorization subject to appropriate 

conditions, including non-compensatory mitigation, such as measures to avoid, minimize, 

reduce, or rectify anticipated harm.  In addition, Executive Order (E.O) 13186 directs 

Federal agencies “taking actions that have, or are likely to have, a measurable negative 

effect on migratory bird populations” to sign a Memorandum of Understanding with the 

Service “that shall promote the conservation of migratory bird populations.” 
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Comment (4):  One commenter specifically questioned the treatment of Natural 

Resource Damage Assessment actions conducted under the Comprehensive 

Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, Oil Pollution Act , and the 

Clean Water Act, stating that the Presidential Memorandum on Mitigating Impacts on 

Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment, dated 

November 3, 2015, requires that separate guidance be developed for when restoration 

banking or advance restoration would be appropriate. 

Response:  The Presidential Memorandum on Mitigation was rescinded by 

Executive Order 13783, Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth (March 

28, 2017).  Furthermore, when a release of hazardous substance or oil injures natural 

resources subject to the natural resource damage assessment and restoration trusteeship of 

States, Tribes, or the Federal Government, appropriate restoration is determined by the 

scope and scale of the injury and the nexus of the restoration action to that specific injury.   

 

B.  Net Conservation Gain / No Net Loss 

Comment (5): Many commenters addressed the Policy’s mitigation planning goal 

of improving (i.e., a net gain) or, at minimum, maintaining (i.e., no net loss) the current 

status of affected resources.  A number of commenters supported the goal while a number 

of commenters opposed the inclusion of a net conservation gain.  Of commenters 

opposed to net conservation gain, their specific reasons included:   

(a) The Service lacks the statutory authority to implement the net conservation gain 

goal for mitigation planning.   
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(b) The net conservation gain goal imposes a new standard for mitigation and that 

mitigation requirements should be commensurate with the level of impacts.   

(c) Concern about the costs associated with achieving net conservation gain. 

(d)  Questions about the ability to achieve net conservation gain and how it would be 

measured.   

(e) The Policy does not provide the methodology to assess or measure the net 

conservation gain.   

(f) Net conservation gain is incompatible with the standards of the ESA sections 7 

and 10.  One commenter asked that we clarify that the net conservation gain goal 

does not modify or expand proponents’ obligations under ESA sections 7 or 10 

permitting programs.  One commenter stated that the Policy’s goal would have 

limited relevance to section 10 decisions other than serving as an aspiration or 

goal for negotiating conservation measures.  One commenter asked that we 

specify how the Policy’s goal will be applied to processing incidental take permit 

applications under section 10(a)(2)(B)(ii), especially for projects predicted to 

directly kill listed species.  This commenter added that neither no net loss nor net 

gain is an appropriate goal under section 10 if the goal implies that impacts at the 

individual level will not be minimized to the maximum extent practicable.   

Response:  We agree with concerns expressed by commenters that the Service 

generally lacks the statutory authority to implement “net conservation gain” for 

mitigation planning.  No statute within the Service’s purview mandates that the Service 

directly apply a net conservation gain standard.  For example, under the Endangered 

Species Act (ESA), the standard for section 7 is that a “Federal agency shall, in 
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consultation with and with the assistance of the Secretary, insure that any action … is not 

likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered species or threatened 

species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of habitat” (§ 7(a)(2)); under 

section 10, the requirement is “to the maximum extent practicable, minimize and mitigate 

the impacts of such taking” (§ 10(a)(2)(B)(ii)).  As one court has noted, “[t]he words 

‘maximum extent practicable’ signify that the applicant may do something less than fully 

minimize and mitigate the impacts of the take where to do more would not be practicable.  

Moreover, the statutory language does not suggest that an applicant must ever do more 

than mitigate the effect of its take of species.”  National Wildlife Federation v. Norton, 

306 F. Supp. 2d 920, 928 (E.D. Cal. 2004); see also Union Neighbors United, Inc. v. 

Jewell, 831 F.3d 564 (D.C. Cir. 2016) (holding that the obligation to minimize and 

mitigate to the maximum extent practicable was satisfied by a plan that the Service found 

to fully offset the impact of the proposed taking).  Since what is “practicable” may not 

fully offset proposed take, the “maximum extent practicable” standard is inconsistent 

with both a general net conservation gain and a no-net-loss mitigation objective.  Nothing 

in the ESA requires that the Service apply a net conservation gain or no-net-loss standard.  

Those commenters supporting the goal generally asserted, among other points, 

that the Service has the authority to require compensatory mitigation, found the measures 

to be clear, and thought the policy encouraged consistent implementation.  While we 

appreciate these comments, for the reasons described above, we are not persuaded.    

As “net conservation gain” was central to and integrated throughout the policies, 

in addition to the more recently issued 2017 Executive and Secretarial Orders, modifying 

these policies would likely have caused even more confusion.  Thus, we are withdrawing 
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the 2016 Mitigation Policy, and restoring the policies and guidance that were superseded 

by the 2016 policies.   

   

C.  Landscape-scale Approach 

Comment (6):  Several commenters described their concerns with the implications 

of the Policy’s inclusion of a landscape-scale approach: 

(a) There is no statutory authority for taking a landscape-scale approach.   

(b) Including a landscape-scale approach would lead to the Service seeking 

mitigation for impacts beyond a project under review, including impacts that 

happened in the past or in unrelated locations.  They said that meeting the 

standards of an applicable authority within the narrow geographic scope of their 

project is the proponent’s only responsibility.   

(c) General concern that a landscape-scale approach would mean Federal overreach, 

including disregard for the plans, processes, and resource interests of States, 

tribes, and local governments. 

Response:  We agree with commenters that proponents’ and action agencies’ 

responsibilities include the provisions of relevant authorities and that those 

responsibilities do not extend to impacts unrelated to their action.  Requiring mitigation 

to impacts unrelated to a proponent’s action would likely conflict with the “essential 

nexus” required under Koontz for property development (see Comment 1 above).  

Accordingly, any effort to apply a landscape-scale approach to mitigation must ensure 

that there is an essential nexus between the proposed activity and the contemplated 
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mitigation and that mitigation is not being imposed to correct for past impacts by other 

actors.  

Section 5 of the Mitigation Policy, “Mitigation Framework,” calls for both 

consideration of a landscape-scale approach in addition to “net conservation gain.”  

Because net conservation gain is integral to the policies, even though considerations of 

landscape-scale approaches may be useful in some cases, withdrawing these policies will 

reduce confusion over the net conservation gain goal.  This notice does not affect the 

Service authorities that already allow the flexibility to consider landscape-scale approach.  

In some cases, taking the broader ecological context of both impacts and mitigation 

opportunities into account by applying a landscape-scale approach is an effective means 

of implementing the Service’s mission in a way that also benefits proponents.   

 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

We have analyzed the withdrawals of this policy in accordance with the criteria of 

the National Environmental Policy Act, as amended (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4332(c)), the 

Council on Environmental Quality’s Regulations for Implementing the Procedural 

Provisions of NEPA (40 CFR parts 1500–1508), and the Department of the Interior’s 

NEPA procedures (516 DM 2 and 8; 43 CFR part 46).  Issuance of policies, directives, 

regulations, and guidelines that are of an administrative, financial, legal, technical, or 

procedural nature, or whose environmental effects are too broad, speculative, or 

conjectural to lend themselves to meaningful analysis and will later be subject to the 

NEPA process, either collectively or case-by-case may be categorically excluded under 

NEPA (43 CFR 46.210(i)).  We have determined that a categorical exclusion applies to 
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withdrawing this policy.   

 

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 

This policy withdrawal does not contain any new collections of information that 

require approval by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) under the Paperwork 

Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).  OMB has reviewed and approved the 

information collection requirements for applications for incidental take permits, annual 

reports, and notifications of incidental take for native endangered and threatened species 

for safe harbor agreements, candidate conservation agreements with assurances, and 

habitat conservation plans under OMB Control Number 1018-0094, which expires on  

March 31, 2019.    We may not conduct or sponsor and a person is not required to 

respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control 

number. 

 

Government-to-Government Relationship with Tribes 

In accordance with the President’s memorandum of April 29, 1994, 

“Government-to-Government Relations with Native American Tribal Governments” (59 

FR 22951), Executive Order 13175 “Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal 

Governments,” and the Department of the Interior Manual at 512 DM 2, we have 

considered possible effects on federally recognized Indian tribes and have determined 

that there are no potential adverse effects of withdrawing this policy.  Our intent with 

withdrawing these policies is to reduce confusion of mitigation programs, projects, and 

Commented [A1]: In ADDRESSES, we indicate that an EA is 
available. 
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measures, including those taken on Tribal lands.  We will work with Tribes as applicants 

proposing mitigation as part of proposed actions and with Tribes as mitigation sponsors. 
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Authority 

The multiple authorities for this action include the Endangered Species Act of 

1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, as 

amended, (16 U.S.C. 661–667(e)); and National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 

4371 et seq.). 

 

 

Dated:   ___________________________. 

 

  _________________________________ 

  Gregory J. Sheehan 

Principal Deputy Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
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Zinke to review agency's climate goals

A day after standing with President Trump to announce a rollback of Obama-era climate policies, Interior Secretary
Ryan Zinke took the first steps in reopening federal coal leasing. Photo courtesy of @SecretaryZinke via Twitter.

Brittany Patterson, E&E News reporter
Published: Thursday, March 30, 2017

Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke has set in motion plans to review and likely rescind dozens of climate
change measures.

A secretarial order he issued yesterday on "American Energy Independence" outlines how Interior
will comply with President Trump's new executive order abolishing Obama-era executive actions to
curb greenhouse gas emissions.

Zinke's order likely targets Interior's Climate Change Adaptation Plan and dozens of other agency
planning documents and policies related to climate change.

On a call with reporters yesterday, Zinke demurred when asked about how the agency will now take
into consideration greenhouse gas emissions and climate impacts of big projects.

"That's exactly why we're reviewing the policies step by step," he said. "The social cost of not
having a job is important too, but we are reviewing what methodology to make sure it's based on
sound science."

The order begins the process by advising Interior's agencies that they have 14 days to provide a list
of "all department actions they have adopted, or are in the process of developing," that relate to the
actions rescinded by Trump's executive action.

"I would not begin to enumerate all of the impacts of this," said Aimee Delach, a senior policy
analyst with Defenders of Wildlife. "It's the whole gamut; it's land management, wildfire
management, it's facilities and roads, sustainability and putting up solar panels."
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For example, per the new White House edict, former President Obama's E.O. 13653, "Preparing
the United States for the Impacts of Climate Change," is invalidated. The order built on previous
efforts by the executive branch to get every federal agency to develop or expand climate change
adaptation plans as well as incorporate resilience and climate planning into agency policy.

Interior's 2014 Climate Change Adaptation Plan falls partly under the now-dead order. It spells out
specific climate-change-related goals for nine of its agencies. For example, the Fish and Wildlife
Service is tasked with increasing support for states and tribes to integrate climate adaptation into
conservation planning. One goal of the National Park Service is to create a plan for evaluating
climate risk for park facilities and cultural and historical resources.

Not all agency actions may be subject to scrutiny under the new Interior order. Many early-era
Obama executive actions on climate change were not quashed under Trump's executive order,
including a 2009 order that kicked off climate change action across federal agencies. This could
mean some climate change planning documents or polices many be outside this secretarial order's
scope, experts said.

When asked specifically if Interior's Climate Change Adaptation Plan would be subject to review, a
spokeswoman for the agency said, "We are reviewing a wide range of regulations and will have
more to report in the coming weeks."

On the flip side, Delach said it is also unclear if executive actions that folded themselves into
Obama's Climate Action Plan — also dismantled under Trump's energy order — could themselves
be subject to repeal, a kind of guilt by association.

"It remains to be seen what policies are identified and which recommendations will be made for
changes," said Alex Daue, assistant director for energy and climate with the Wilderness Society.
"Overall any efforts to roll back these kind of policies is really going to take us backwards in
responsible policy on public lands and protecting our national heritage."

Mitigation policy scrapped

Interior yesterday also officially canceled the agency's three-year moratorium on federal coal
leasing and disbanded a compressive review of the program started in 2016. In its place, Zinke
announced he would re-establish a federal advisory committee made up of states, tribes and other
advocacy groups to study whether Americans are getting a fair return on coal as well as oil and
natural gas (Greenwire, March 29).

Secretarial Order 3349 on "American Energy Independence" also revokes the department's 2014
policy document on offsetting development impacts on public lands, also known as mitigation (E&E
News PM, March 29).

Mitigation is the legal requirement federal agencies have to minimize any negative environmental
impacts of major development projects and compensate for impacts that remain.

On the front end, mitigation might mean asking an oil and gas operator to move a pipeline 10 feet in
order to protect the migration pattern for a species. On the back end, it could include setting
reclamation requirements for operators in order to leave the land in good shape once the drilling is
over.

The Interior order revokes S.O. 3330, which was signed by former Interior Secretary Sally Jewell in



October 2013. The order required the agency to compile a report titled, "A Strategy for Improving
the Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior." Interior argued there was a
"close nexus" between one Obama-era executive order nixed in Trump's order and S.O. 3330.

The goal of Jewell's S.O. 3330 was to improve mitigation polices departmentwide, use a landscape-
level approach and focus on mitigation that improves the resilience of public lands in the face of
climate change. The 25-page report, now up for re-examination, laid out best practices and made
the case for landscape-scale mitigation.

"This is kind of basic stuff designed to help the agency explain what it's doing when it's attempting
to mitigate adverse impacts," said Michael Saul, a senior attorney with the Center for Biological
Diversity. "Rescinding that is just going to create confusion."

Ashley Korenblat, CEO of Western Spirit Cycling in Moab, Utah, and managing director of the
nonprofit Public Land Solutions, said rolling back mitigation guidance will only hurt the rural
communities Zinke and Trump are trying to help.

"If oil and gas operators doesn't have to clean up, it makes it that much harder for the communities
to later invest in recreation, an increasingly important economic driver for rural communities," she
said.

Mitigation is found in a wide range of laws that extend to policy on public lands, including in the
Endangered Species Act, National Environmental Policy Act, and Federal Land Policy and
Management Act.

Daue, with the Wilderness Society, cautioned that means Interior will have to address it one way or
another.

"What's really disappointing is we see the administration considering rolling back these policies that
are just common-sense policies and capture lessons learned, and it doesn't in any way allow them
to step away from their legal responsibilities."
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From: Sumner, Bret
To: "Gregory Sheehan@fws.gov"; "Gregory Sheehan@ios.doi.gov"
Subject: FW: Request for Policy Guidance to Facilitate Conservation Plan
Date: Monday, November 6, 2017 1:14:29 PM
Attachments: AHC Letter to Interior and USFWS October 2017.pdf

Greg – My apologies as my original email bounced back.  Please see attached and
below.  I hope we might be able to discuss soon.  Thank you. –Bret
 
 
From: Sumner, Bret 
Sent: Monday, October 16, 2017 3:06 PM
To: Jason_Larrabee@ios.doi.gov; Greg_Sheehan@fws.gov
Cc: Casey Hammond (casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov); John Northington
Subject: Request for Policy Guidance to Facilitate Conservation Plan
 
Jason and Greg -   Please find attached for your consideration a letter on behalf of American
Habitat Center (AHC), BP, Chevron, Exxon, and the Farm Bureaus for Texas, Oklahoma,
Kansas, Colorado and New Mexico, and Plains Cotton Growers, Inc.  
 
We welcome the opportunity to discuss with you in the near future.   Please do not hesitate to
contact me if you have any questions or would like additional information. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
-Bret Sumner
Representative for AHC and Stakeholders
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 

216 Sixteenth Street, Suite 1100 
Denver, CO  80202-5115 

 
 

October 16, 2017 
 

Jason Larrabee, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary 
 for Fish, Wildlife and Parks 
Greg Sheehan, Acting Director 
 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Department of the Interior 
1849 C Street, NW 
Washington D.C. 20240 

Re: Request for Clarification on Applicable Policies and Guidelines for a Draft 
Conservation Plan for the Lesser Prairie-Chicken  

Dear Mr. Larrabee and Mr. Sheehan: 

We are submitting this letter on behalf of the American Habitat Center (AHC), as the 
Project Proponent, and BP America Production Company, Chevron U.S.A Inc., XTO Energy 
Inc., a subsidiary of Exxon Mobil Corporation, Plains Cotton Growers, Inc., and the Farm 
Bureaus for Texas,1 Oklahoma,2 Kansas,3 New Mexico,4 and Colorado5 (collectively, the 
Stakeholders). 

The purpose of this letter is to obtain guidance and clarification on certain policies to 
facilitate completion of a draft conservation plan for the lesser prairie-chicken (LEPC), a species 
currently being reviewed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (the Service) for potential listing 
under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  This draft conservation plan and its related 
components are collectively called the “Stakeholder Conservation Strategy” (SCS), and Region 2 
is the lead office for this proposed conservation plan. 

On behalf of the Stakeholders, we respectfully request approval for continued use of 
Service policies in effect at the time when development of the SCS began in 2012. 

Overview:  The LEPC inhabits approximately 20 million acres across portions of Texas, 
Oklahoma, Kansas, New Mexico, and Colorado.  This five-state range includes several of the 
nation’s most prolific oil and gas basins, and also contains extensive agriculture and ranching 
activities, encompassing millions of acres of privately-owned rural working lands. 

                                                             
1 Texas Farm Bureau has over 500,000 member families.   
2 Oklahoma Farm Bureau represents over 87,950 member families.  
3 Kansas Farm Bureau represents over 31,468 farm families and 74,548 associates.  
4 New Mexico Farm & Livestock Bureau has over 19,000 members.  
5 Colorado Farm Bureau’s membership comprises over 24,000 Coloradans. 
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Current Status:  The Service is currently in the process of developing a Species Status 
Assessment and determining whether to re-list the LEPC under the ESA.  According to the 
recently-released Unified Agenda of Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions, publication of the 
Service’s listing proposal is currently anticipated in November 2017. 

Draft Conservation Plan:  The Stakeholders have worked extensively with the Service 
since 2012 to develop an innovative and comprehensive conservation strategy, which includes a 
conservation plan as well as a market-based habitat exchange and a habitat quantification tool.  
Over the course of development of this conservation plan and tools, the Stakeholders have 
witnessed several changes to the regulatory status of the LEPC.6  Despite these fluctuations in 
status, the Stakeholders have remained dedicated to developing a strategy that incentivizes 
voluntary conservation by private landowners.  With approximately 95% of LEPC habitat 
occurring on private property, voluntary conservation is essential to benefitting the species. 

Moreover, the SCS allows for continued, uninterrupted economic development in a 
region important to the nation’s agricultural supplies and oil and gas resources, thereby 
furthering President Trump’s objective of reducing the regulatory burden on domestically 
produced energy resources. 

Secretarial Orders and Policies:  Pursuant to President Trump’s Executive Order on 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth and Secretary Zinke’s Secretarial Order 3349, 
numerous Service mitigation policies, orders, and regulations are currently under review for 
revision or rescission, including many issued in the last months and days of the prior 
Administration.  These policies include: 

1. Service Revised Mitigation Policy issued on November 21, 2016;  
2. Service ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy issued on December 27, 2016; 
3. Service revised regulations and policy for Candidate Conservation Agreements with 

Assurances (CCAA) issued on December 27, 2016; 
4. Service Habitat Conservation Planning Handbook finalized on December 27, 2016;    
5. Interim Guidance on Implementing the ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy, January 

17, 2017; and,  
6. Service Director’s Order No. 218 on the Policy Regarding Voluntary Prelisting 

Conservation Actions issued on January 18, 2017. 

                                                             
6 In April 2014, the Service listed the LEPC as a threatened species under the ESA.  In 
September 2015, a Texas federal court vacated the Service’s final rule listing the LEPC, finding 
that the agency ignored applicable listing rules.  In July 2016, the Service officially removed the 
LEPC from the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife.  In September 2016, 
WildEarth Guardians and the Center for Biological Diversity filed a petition with the Service to 
relist the LEPC as endangered under the ESA. 
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Significantly, many of these policies were issued after the Stakeholders began 
collaborating with the Service on the SCS conservation plan and related components in 2012.  
However, until formal revision or rescission, these policies have the potential to significantly 
delay progress of finalizing the proposed conservation plan. 

Requested Action:  To ensure compliance with governing Executive and Secretarial 
Orders and related policies, and to facilitate regulatory certainty for the draft conservation plan 
and related components, we respectfully request that Interior and the Service allow the 
Stakeholders to continue utilizing Service policies in existence at the start of the conservation 
plan’s development, including the Service’s Habitat Conservation Planning and Incidental Take 
Permit Processing Handbook dated November 4, 1996; the Service’s Mitigation Policy dated 
January 23, 1981; and the Service’s CCAA Policy dated May 3, 2004. 

Thank you for your time and consideration.  Please do not hesitate to contact me at (303) 
407-4436 if you have any questions or would like additional information.  

We look forward to your response and working to efficiently move the proposed 
Stakeholder Conservation Strategy forward. 

 

Very truly yours, 

 

Bret A. Sumner 
 
Representative for American Habitat Center 
and Stakeholders 

 

 

 

 

Courtesy copy: 

Casey Hammond, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Lands and Minerals 



From: Melius, Tom
To: Jim Kurth
Subject: Fwd: [Update] SO 3349 team check in
Date: Wednesday, April 12, 2017 8:10:52 AM

spreadsheet is at the bottom of this note....
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: <noah_matson@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, Apr 11, 2017 at 3:21 PM
Subject: [Update] SO 3349 team check in
To: stephen_guertin@fws.gov, casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov, tom_melius@fws.gov,
matthew_huggler@fws.gov, cynthia_martinez@fws.gov, "Gina_Shultz@fws.gov"
<gina_shultz@fws.gov>, noah_matson@fws.gov, mike_j_johnson@fws.gov,
gary_frazer@fws.gov, shaun_sanchez@fws.gov, charisa_morris@fws.gov,
jerome_ford@fws.gov, seth_mott@fws.gov, betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov

in preparation for tomorrow's SO3349 response meeting, see spreadsheet at

If I can figure out
how to print in 11x17 I will bring hard copies

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in.

Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and 
finalized by this point 4/12/17.

Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time

Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map)

Video call

Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer

• casey hammond@ios.doi.gov
• tom melius@fws.gov
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov
• charisa_morris@fws.gov
• matthew huggler@fws.gov
• seth mott@fws.gov
• noah_matson@fws.gov
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov
• jerome ford@fws.gov
• Gina Shultz@fws.gov

(b) (5) C P (b) (5) C P

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP



• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov
• gary frazer@fws.gov
• mike j johnson@fws.gov



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Jim Kurth
Subject: Fwd: Action - deliverables for SO 3349
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 9:31:34 AM

Jim

I will convene a team -- similar to what we did with SO 3347 on access -- to identify the
deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a
final product for the three assignments we have under this Secretarial Order.

This are pretty big assignments on very tight deadlines.

Steve

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:21 AM
Subject: Action - deliverables for SO 3349
To: Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia
Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Charles
Blair <charles_blair@fws.gov>, "Ford, Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J"
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, "Matson, Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew
Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>

We now have several major assignments tied to the just signed Secretarial Order
3349 on American energy independence.

We have already taken steps to implement SO 3346 to revoke Director's Order No
219 on use of nontoxic ammunition and fishing tackle.

We have just turned in our detailed response and recommendations on SO 3347 on
Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation (access and outdoor recreation). 
We had thirty days to complete this very detailed and ambitious deliverable which will
now be reviewed by DOI political leadership team, formulated into a Secretarial
Action Plan, and shared with the Wildlife Hunting Heritage Conservation Council and
Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership Council for their feedback and
recommendations for a final Secretarial Action Plan.  We will continue to support
these policy level conversations as they move forward.

SO 3348 overturns the 2016 moratorium on all new coal leases on federal land and
ends the programmatic environmental impacts statement that was set to be
completed no sooner than 2019.

Actions tied to SO 3349



The Secretary has just signed out SO 3349 on American energy independence and
this also launches several specific assignments for us on very short timeframes.
 Much as we did with SO 3347 we can convene a cross-program team to identify the
deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work
toward a final product.  We will send out a calendar invite to kick this process off
tomorrow morning so please start getting organized.  SO 3349 tiers off of the just-
released and broader Executive Order on energy.  

SO 3349 "energy independence" order revoked the previous Administration's
mitigation directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or
rescind" related policies on mitigation or climate change.  It looks like we have 14
days from yesterday.  Logical lead would be ES in coordination with MBM etc.  Due
date will be Wednesday April 12.  

SO 3349 directs the Bureau of Land Management to "expeditiously" rescind its
hydraulic fracturing regulations and gave BLM 21 days to review the methane flaring
rule to determine whether it's "fully consistent" with the EO.  No Service action.

SO 3349 gives the directors of the National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife
Service 21 days from yesterday to reconsider their oil and gas rules.  Logical lead
would be NWR.  Due date will be Wednesday April 19.

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days from yesterday to identify regulations
that potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear
resources." The deputy Interior secretary then has six days to produce a plan to
comply with the EO energy order.  To be discussed.  Due date will be Wednesday
April 19.

Thanks.

Steve



From: Seth Mott
To: Kurt Johnson; Jason Goldberg
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 3:54:37 PM

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Gnam, Rosemarie" <rosemarie_gnam@fws.gov>
Date: April 7, 2017 at 4:47:15 PM EDT
To: Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Richard Ruggiero <richard_ruggiero@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables

Hi Seth:

I checked with our Division Chiefs and for AIA response is negative,we don't
have stepped down guidance or requirements in other programmatic areas such as
"scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals or rankings in
various programs.  Thanks.
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ruggiero, Richard <richard_ruggiero@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: Rosemarie Gnam <Rosemarie_Gnam@fws.gov>
Cc: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>

Thanks, Seth. I am forwarding to Rose Gnam, who will be acting on Monday.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:10 PM
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: Richard Ruggiero <richard_ruggiero@fws.gov>

I see you are "acting" today

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:24 PM
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: Dolores Savignano <dolores_savignano@fws.gov>, John Schmerfeld
<john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, Mike Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,
Nancy Green <nancy_green@fws.gov>, Tom Busiahn <tom_busiahn@fws.gov>,



Jeff Rupert <Jeff_Rupert@fws.gov>, Christy Vigfusson
<Christy_Vigfusson@fws.gov>, John Klavitter <john_klavitter@fws.gov>, Julie
Henning <julie_henning@fws.gov>, Sarah Mott <sarah_p_mott@fws.gov>,
"Bell, Gloria" <Gloria_Bell@fws.gov>, "Babij, Eleanora"
<eleanora_babij@fws.gov>, Don Morgan <don_morgan@fws.gov>, Kurt
Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, "Shultz, Gina" <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
"VanRyzin, Paul J" <paul_vanryzin@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Tom Melius
<tom_melius@fws.gov>

Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted
portion.  This in response to a data call from the Department for policies,
guidance, or direction  related to climate change, for which we have already
submitted a draft response.  I have told the Director's Office we will circle back to
the Programs and ask specifically for any instances of using climate change, or
adaptation to climate change as a criterion or ranking factor in project selection.  
We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I must ask for your response
(positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>,
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>,
"Ford, Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J"
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, "Matson, Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy
Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler
<Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,
Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom Melius <Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in
other programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to
project approvals or rankings in various programs?

Thanks.



Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or
concerns, please let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing
with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben
Jessup to define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set
up a check in meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive,
ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind"
related policies on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment
with yesterday’s mitigation data call that was complimentary to, and
does not replace, the process set out and required in the S.O.  The
assignment we turned in yesterday will form the basis of our response
to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive,
ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind"
related policies on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott
Covington, in coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the
oil and gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth
in Section 1 of the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief
ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations
that potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas,



coal and nuclear resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Richard G. Ruggiero, Ph.D
Chief, Division of International Conservation



United States Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
Office: 703 358-2460

-- 
Rosemarie Gnam, Ph.D.
Chief
Division of Scientific Authority- International Affairs
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: IA
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

Phone: (703) 358-2497
Fax: (703) 358-2276

www.fws.gov/international

Sign up for our e-newsletter to learn how we're working around the globe to
protect species and their habitats!



From: Mott, Seth
To: Jason Goldberg; Kurt Johnson
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 3:24:16 PM
Attachments: NFHP template.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Henning, Julie <julie_henning@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:54 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: John Schmerfeld <john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, David Miko <david_miko@fws.gov>

Hi - There is no specific language in the NFHP application, as the requested
information is in a table format as FWS climate objective (see attachment).  The
applicant is to identify (where applicable) their project supports one of the climate
objectives in 'rising to the urgent challenge'.  We don't have any written instructions.
Again, this column doesn't affect the score. 

Julie Henning
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Chief, Branch of Aquatic Habitat & Species Conservation

Office: 703-358-1945
Cell:    571-389-3584 

Learn more about Fish and Aquatic Conservation

FWS.GOV      Facebook     Twitter       Flickr

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:25 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
thanks, can you send me the exact wording from the NFHP application?

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Henning, Julie <julie_henning@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth -  For FAC we identified one program that may fall into the data call. The
National Fish Habitat Partnership application process does request information
from project applicants to identify when proposed projects benefit climate. 
However, no scoring or ranking criteria is based on this information. 

Let me know if you have questions.

Julie



 

Julie Henning
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Chief, Branch of Aquatic Habitat & Species Conservation

Office: 703-358-1945
Cell:    571-389-3584 

Learn more about Fish and Aquatic Conservation

FWS.GOV      Facebook     Twitter       Flickr

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:24 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted portion. 
This in response to a data call from the Department for policies, guidance, or direction
 related to climate change, for which we have already submitted a draft response.  I have
told the Director's Office we will circle back to the Programs and ask specifically for
any instances of using climate change, or adaptation to climate change as a criterion or
ranking factor in project selection.   We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I
must ask for your response (positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia
Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>,
Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford, Jerome"
<jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, "Matson,
Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>,
Matthew Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom Melius
<Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.



In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other
programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals
or rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns,
please let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP
on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup
to define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s
mitigation data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the
process set out and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in
yesterday will form the basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final
due Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil
and gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in
Section 1 of the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP



by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and
nuclear resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803





From: Mott, Seth
To: Kurt Johnson; Jason Goldberg
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 1:48:57 PM

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Klavitter, John <john_klavitter@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:45 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Shannon Smith <shannon_smith@fws.gov>, scott covington
<scott_covington@fws.gov>, John Klavitter <John_Klavitter@fws.gov>

Hi Seth,

See answers below for CRI and Refuge System Large Invasive Species Allocation.

Best, John 

Climate change is about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of the Cooperative Recovery
Initiative Projects:

ROUND 2 REVIEW: In Round 2, a subset (about 50%) of the proposals will be selected for
further review by the NRT.  The criteria below are of equal weight.

 

Cross-Program Coordination/Partnerships

1.      To what extent are multiple Service programs involved in the proposed project?

2.      To what extent does the proposal demonstrate cross-programmatic coordination and/or
benefits?

Strategic Habitat Conservation/Landscape Conservation

3.      To what extent does the project demonstrate that it is working within the SHC
framework?

4.      To what extent does the project demonstrate that it aligns with and supports broader
landscape conservation goals?

Long-term Sustainability

5.      To what extent does the project demonstrate consideration of ongoing and projected
impacts of climate change on target species and habitats?

6.      To what extent does the project demonstrate the potential for long-term sustainability
of activities and potential for lasting success under a changing climate and other stressors?



Additional Benefits

7.      If the project has benefits in addition to those required in the Qualifying Criteria,
please describe them here.  Examples include, but are not limited to: Does the project
provide ancillary benefits for resources other than the target species: are multiple species
impacted?  Are other partners providing funding?  Others?

Contribution to Conservation                     

8.      To what extent will the project achieve the most significant conservation success for
the listed species and the refuge system? 

For the Refuge System Large Invasive Species Allocation, Climate Change makes up
about 7% of the total score.

1. Project Goals and Objectives: Long-term goal(s) of the project.  Objectives are the
specific steps to be taken to reach the stated goals.  Objectives must be “SMART”
(specific, measurable, achievable/attainable, relevant, and time-bound).  Project
objectives should be established in the context of on-going and projected climate change
and related stressors.

SCORING

3 – Good.

2 – Fair.

1 – Poor.

0 – Did not address or no information was provided.

1. Long-Term Sustainability: While projects may be completed in one to five years,
project objectives should also consider: 1) how they would respond to a re-invasion and
what response would be undertaken if the invasive species is detected post-eradication
and how the response to the detection would be funded; and 2) long-term resiliency to
climate change and other relevant habitat stressors.  Please describe what information,
decision-support tools, or other resources (e.g., vulnerability assessments, climate
projections, or SLAMM) were relied upon to ensure that project design and
implementation actions are sufficiently robust to withstand these stressors. When
relevant, please describe how the project may reduce the impacts of climate-related
changes that affect the target habitat and the refuge.  For example, consider whether or
how long the habitat conditions at the project area are likely to remain suitable for the
species under projected changes in climate.

SCORING



5 to 6 – Good.

3 to 4 – Fair.

1 to 2 – Poor.

0 – Did not address or no information was provided.  

John Klavitter, MS
US Fish & Wildlife Service
National Wildlife Refuge System, Headquarters
National Coordinator: Cooperative Recovery Initiative/Island Restoration/Invasives
5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, VA 22041
703-358-2063
john_klavitter@fws.gov
 ... ><((((*> ... ><((((*> ... ><((((*> ... ><((((*> ... ><((((*>

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:24 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted portion.  This
in response to a data call from the Department for policies, guidance, or direction  related to
climate change, for which we have already submitted a draft response.  I have told the
Director's Office we will circle back to the Programs and ask specifically for any instances
of using climate change, or adaptation to climate change as a criterion or ranking factor in
project selection.   We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I must ask for your
response (positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>,
Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez
Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford,
Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,
"Matson, Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt
<betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason
Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom
Melius <Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other



programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals or
rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns, please
let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup to
define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation
data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out
and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the
basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and
gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of
the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that



potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear
resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Mott, Seth
To: Kurt Johnson; Jason Goldberg
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 1:47:54 PM
Attachments: Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program FY 2017 NOFO.pdf

please start compiling answers as they come in...I'll take whatever list we have with me to the
briefing Monday morning

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: VanRyzin, Paul <paul_vanryzin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:43 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: "Vigfusson, Christy" <christy_vigfusson@fws.gov>

Seth,
For our Competitive State Wildlife Grants subprogram we allow for additional points for the
following (bottom of P. 20 of the attached doc):

PRIORITY: Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for projects that significantly
incorporate climate change considerations in project design, including projects whose goals
and objectives align with published climate change adaptation plans or that incorporate
recommendations of organizations specializing in climate science for conservation purposes.

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 12:24 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted portion.  This
in response to a data call from the Department for policies, guidance, or direction  related to
climate change, for which we have already submitted a draft response.  I have told the
Director's Office we will circle back to the Programs and ask specifically for any instances
of using climate change, or adaptation to climate change as a criterion or ranking factor in
project selection.   We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I must ask for your
response (positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>,
Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez
Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford,
Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,



"Matson, Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt
<betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason
Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom
Melius <Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other
programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals or
rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns, please
let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup to
define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation
data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out
and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the
basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.



Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and
gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of
the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear
resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Paul J. Van Ryzin
Biologist / Grants Management Specialist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
MS: WSFR
5275 Leesburg Pike



Falls Church, VA 22041-3803

703/358-1849 Office phone
703/358-1705 Office fax
202/695-4305 Cell phone
paul_vanryzin@fws.gov 

Schedule: M-F, 8:30-5:00 PM (Mountain Time)

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program (WSFR) 
 

Federal Agency Name: 
Department of the Interior 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) 
Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program (WSFR)  
 
Funding Opportunity Title: 
Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (C-SWG) 
 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) Number: 15.634 
  
Announcement Type: 
Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) for Federal Fiscal Year (FY) 2017 

  
Funding Opportunity Number: F17AS00006 
 
Paperwork Reduction Act Statement:  We are collecting this information in accordance with 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, Fiscal Year 2016 (Public Law No. 114-113).  Your response 
is required to obtain or retain a benefit.  We will use the information you provide to conduct a 
competitive review and select projects for funding.  We may not conduct or sponsor and you 
are not required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently 
valid OMB control number.  We estimate that it will take applicants under this program 
about 37 hours to complete an application.  We estimate it will take recipients under this 
program about 8 hours to complete required reporting and required recordkeeping.  All burden 
estimates include the time to review instructions, search existing data resources, gather data 
needed and complete and review the submission.  You may send comments on the burden 
estimate or any other aspect of this information collection to the Information Collection 
Clearance Officer, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, MS BPHC, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, 
VA  22041-3803. 
 
Submission Deadline and Other Information: Grant application packages must be submitted 
at Grants.gov no later than 11:59 PM PST on February 3, 2017.  The Service recommends that 
you submit your application early enough to address any unforeseen technical complications. 
We recommended that you verify that all documents have been received through Grants.gov 
with your Regional WSFR Office before the deadline. We recommend you also submit via email 
a single document (PDF format) containing the entire proposal to your Service Regional WSFR 
Office (see Section VIII, Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26) prior to the deadline in case there are 
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problems submitting your application package through Grants.gov.  The Service will not 
consider applications received after the deadline. 
 
Applicants requesting comments or assistance with their applications are encouraged to submit 
a draft to the Service Regional WSFR Office at least six weeks prior to the due date.  Although 
there is no guarantee that the Regional WSFR Office will provide comments, feedback may 
include recommendations to improve the application. 
 
Prospective sub-grantees should check with their eligible State agency for any eligibility 
requirements, application deadlines, or other requirements.  If you are not sure which State 
agency to contact, your Service Regional WSFR Office may be able to assist you.  
 
I. Description of Funding Opportunity 
 
The State Wildlife Grant (SWG) Program provides States, the District of Columbia, 
Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal grant funds to develop and implement 
programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats, including species that are not hunted or 
fished.  Eligible activities include planning and conservation implementation. Planning activities 
must contribute directly to the development or modification of a State’s Wildlife Action Plan 
(Plan) approved by the Director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service).  Implementation 
activities are activities that a State carries out to execute their Plan.  Priority for use of these 
funds must be placed on identified species of greatest conservation need (SGCN) and should 
take into consideration the relative level of funding available for the conservation of these 
species.  Ineligible activities include wildlife education and law enforcement activities, unless 
the law enforcement or education component is a minor or incidental activity that is considered 
critical to the success of a project.  
 
States have made tremendous strides in identifying priority species in need of conservation 
across the United States, and in designing and implementing strategic conservation actions that 
can conserve and recover them.  Although the development and implementation of the Plans 
represents a historic conservation achievement, Congress and the American people continue to 
demand conclusive evidence that the SWG Program has measurably impacted populations of 
targeted species.  
 
The C-SWG Program supports projects that are designed, implemented, and evaluated within 
an explicit adaptive management framework.  Adaptive management in the context of natural 
resources conservation involves the integration of project design, management, and monitoring 
to systematically test clearly-defined assumptions in order to adapt and learn.  Adaptive 
management is a form of structured decision-making that requires careful goal setting, 
identifying management objectives and causal hypotheses, taking action, measuring results, 
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and evaluating, documenting, interpreting, and sharing outcomes of management actions.  
Both the Department of the Interior and the Service endorse an adaptive management-based 
approach to conservation.  A variety of guides and other technical resources on the practice of 
adaptive management are available.  For more information, see: 
 

Strategic Habitat Conservation: Final Report of the National Ecological Assessment Team 
(U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and U.S. Geological Survey, 2006)  
Adaptive Management: The U.S. Department of the Interior Applications Guide 
(Williams and Brown, 2012) 
The Open Standards for the Practice of Conservation (The Conservation Measures 
Partnership, 2013) 
Measuring the Effectiveness of State Wildlife Grants (Association of Fish and Wildlife 
Agencies, 2011) 
 

With the submission of revised Wildlife Action Plans in 2015 and 2016, the Service is committed 
to helping States implement their Plans.  Although planning projects may still receive C-SWG 
Program funding, the Service explicitly favors proactive physical conservation strategies that 
can demonstrate measurable impacts on populations of imperiled species.  Such active 
conservation projects are typically more likely to be competitive, based on criteria described in 
this NOFO, than projects that do not have the potential to directly impact species or their 
habitats within the period of performance.   
 
In addition, proposals that address the following Service priorities will receive additional points 
in scoring (see Section VI.A, Pages 18-22 for information on scoring criteria): 

 
Landscape-Scale Conservation: The Service supports projects that address SGCN 
conservation at a large landscape scale.  To receive full points your proposed project 
must: 

● Demonstrate a collaborative approach to SGCN conservation through a formal 
decision-making body that involves a broad spectrum of stakeholders across the 
project area.  For example, the project planning and management team includes 
a Regional conservation association, a Landscape Conservation Cooperative or 
other multi-State planning entity, and: 

● Explicitly describe habitat-population modeling analyses or other tools that led 
to identification of biological objectives for SGCN across multiple land 
management jurisdictions, such as States, tribal or private lands, Federal lands, 
etc.  Distinct population objectives for each participating State or jurisdiction 
should be identified.  
 



   OMB Control No. 1018-0109 
Exp.: 11/30/2018 

    

Page 4 of 33 
 

Climate Change: The Service supports projects that significantly incorporate climate 
change considerations in project design.  We encourage applications that align proposed 
conservation actions with recommendations from the National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants 
Climate Adaptation Strategy (www.wildlifeadaptationstrategy.gov), or with other 
regional climate change planning efforts.  Proposals should demonstrate significant 
collaboration with or use of tools produced by entities specializing in climate science for 
conservation purposes.  Examples include projects that involve staff or products from 
the Climate Science Centers, Landscape Conservation Cooperatives, universities, and 
non-governmental organizations that specialize in climate science.  

 
Pollinator Conservation: The Service supports State efforts to conserve pollinators. 
Pollinators may be addressed at any of the major taxonomic ranks; however, the 
express purpose of this priority is for a State to actively address pollinator needs 
through direct management of habitat and/or species augmentation.  For guidance, 
see Pollinators and the State Wildlife Action Plans (The Heinz Center, 2013).  
 
Candidate Species: The Service prioritizes projects targeting SGCN that are also 
classified as Candidate species by the Service.  A current list of Candidate species is 
published by the Service at http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/table/candidate-
species.html.  Proposals must demonstrate how proposed direct management activities 
will help preclude the need for listing the species under the Endangered Species Act.    
 

Additional information about the State Wildlife Grant Program is available 
at http://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG.htm.   If you do not have 
access to the Internet and would like to receive information by mail, contact the Service point 
of contact identified below (see Section VIII, Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26). 
 
II. Award Information 
 

A. Competitive Grants: The C-SWG Program is funded through annual appropriations of 
Congress.  There is no assurance that it will be funded this year or in subsequent years.  
Congress may appropriate an estimated $5.5 million for the FY 2017 C-SWG Program.  
The Service requests applications in anticipation of potential funding.  WSFR annually 
awards approximately 12 to 18 grants through the C-SWG Program.   

 
The amount of individual grant awards for C-SWG projects varies.  For most applicants 
proposing a multi-State project, the maximum award is $500,000 and the minimum 
award is $50,000.  Only Alaska, Hawaii, and the other insular jurisdictions of the United 
States may propose projects benefiting a single State; the maximum award for these 
States when proposing a single-State project is $250,000 and the minimum award is 
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$25,000.  For a complete summary of minimum and maximum award limits, please see 
the Attachment (Q2). 

 
B. Funding Restrictions: The Service will only award funds under the C-SWG Program for 

projects proposing to: (a) implement eligible actions or strategies identified in Service-
approved Plans; or, (b) address eligible emerging issues (e.g., climate change effects on 
wildlife).  See Sections 10.13 and 10.14 of the Service’s SWG policy chapter for more 
information on requirements for documenting emerging issues 
(http://www.fws.gov/policy/517fw10.pdf).   
 
In administration of the C-SWG Program, the Service adopts policies described in the 
Service’s policy manual for the non-competitive apportioned State Wildlife Grant 
Program (for more information see http://www.fws.gov/policy/517fw10.pdf), except 
where such policies may conflict with information contained in this announcement.  

 
III. Eligibility Requirements 
 

A. Eligible Applicants: Eligibility is limited to State agencies with lead management 
responsibility for fish and wildlife resources in each of the 50 States, the District of 
Columbia, Commonwealths of Puerto Rico and the Northern Mariana Islands, and the 
territories of American Samoa, Guam, and the U.S. Virgin Islands, and to the four 
Associations of Fish and Wildlife Agencies applying on behalf of eligible State agencies. 
Eligible State agencies must have a Plan that has been revised within the last ten years  
and has been approved by the Director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, or is 
currently under review by a Regional Review Team (RRT).  States that have not 
submitted a revised Plan to an RRT by the closing date of this competition (February 3, 
2017) are ineligible for FY 2017 C-SWG Program funding as a lead State, a participant 
State, or as a sub-grantee to another State or Association. Associations with 501(c)(3) 
status must provide a copy of their non-profit status determination letter received from 
the Internal Revenue Service. 

 
B. Partnership Requirement: For each of the 48 contiguous United States and the District 

of Columbia, at least two States (or an Association applying on behalf of at least two 
States) must propose actions that are identified in their approved Plans, and at least one 
partnering State plus the lead State must be active participants in proposed 
conservation actions.  An active participant is defined as a significant contributor of 
resources dedicated to completion of project objectives, such as cash, equipment, or 
staff time.  Alaska, Hawaii, the Commonwealths of Puerto Rico and the Northern 
Mariana Islands, and the territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, and American 
Samoa are eligible to apply as single States.   



   OMB Control No. 1018-0109 
Exp.: 11/30/2018 

    

Page 6 of 33 
 

 
Applicants are also encouraged to engage with other partners beyond the minimum 
partnership requirement.  Other partners may include tribes, Federal agencies, other 
State agencies (in or out of State), local governments or other jurisdictions, non-
governmental organizations, academic institutions, private landowners, industry groups, 
and international partners.  
 

C. Adaptive Management: States and Associations applying for C-SWG Program funds are 
encouraged to design and manage projects and programs within an adaptive 
management framework.  The Service utilizes the Strategic Habitat Conservation 
framework to improve the agency’s ability to define desired biological outcomes and 
articulate the consequences of site-scale actions on landscape-scale functions; however, 
other similar frameworks may be used.  Key elements of an adaptive management 
framework in the context of the C-SWG Program include the following:      
 

1. A focus on one or more Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN) that 
enables or facilitates evaluation of outcomes of proposed conservation actions; 

2. Documentation of targeted species population baseline (at the project site scale 
or larger) against which to measure effects of proposed conservation actions; 

3. Explicit identification of assumptions or hypotheses such as habitat-population 
modeling or other science-based methods used to estimate expected species 
response to proposed conservation actions; 

4. Articulation of population-based biological objectives for SGCN at the largest 
possible spatial scale;  

5. Dedication of sufficient resources for monitoring of SGCN, so that theorized 
changes can be evaluated;  

6. Use of a standard, replicable monitoring protocol by all project partners across 
the targeted landscape; and 

7. Development of a data management plan that includes sharing of monitoring 
results and analysis so that effectiveness of future conservation actions can be 
improved.  

 
Project ranking criteria incorporate these elements (see Section VI.A, Pages 16-20).  
Adherence to an adaptive management framework is a factor in selecting projects for 
funding.  

D. DUNS Registration: Federal law mandates that all entities applying for Federal financial 
assistance must have a valid Dun & Bradstreet Data Universal Number System (DUNS) 
number and have a current registration in the System for Award Management (SAM). 
See Title 2 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 25 for more information.   
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Request a DUNS number online at http://fedgov.dnb.com/webform.  U.S.-based entities 
may also request a DUNS number by telephone by calling the Dun & Bradstreet 
Government Customer Response Center, Monday – Friday, 7 AM to 8 PM CST at the 
following numbers: 

U.S. and U.S Virgin Islands: 1-866-705-5711 
Alaska and Puerto Rico: 1-800-234-3867 (Select Option 2, then Option 1) 
For Hearing Impaired Customers Only call: 1-877-807-1679 (TTY Line)  

Once assigned a DUNS number, entities are responsible for maintaining up-to-date 
information with Dun & Bradstreet.   

 
E. Entity Registration in SAM: Register in SAM online at http://www.sam.gov/.  Once 

registered in SAM, entities must renew and revalidate their SAM registration at least 
every 12 months from the date previously registered.  Entities are strongly urged to 
revalidate their registration as often as needed to ensure that their information is up to 
date and in synch with changes that may have been made to DUNS and IRS information.  
Foreign entities who wish to be paid directly to a United States bank account must enter 
and maintain valid and current banking information in SAM. 

 
F. Excluded Entities: Applicants or their key project personnel identified in the SAM.gov 

Exclusions database as ineligible, prohibited/restricted or excluded from receiving 
Federal contracts, certain subcontracts, and certain Federal assistance and benefits will 
not be considered for Federal funding through the C-SWG Program.  

 
G. Cost Sharing or Matching: For the States, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico, the 

Federal share of C-SWG Program grants shall not exceed 75 percent of the total cost, i.e. 
total C-SWG Program funds plus non-Federal matching funds, excluding other Federal 
funds.  According to 48 U.S.C. 1469(a), the Regional Director must waive the first 
$200,000 of match requirement for each project from the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands and the territories of Guam, the U.S. Virgin Islands, and 
American Samoa.  The overall non-Federal cost share is a factor used in scoring 
applications.  Applicants are encouraged to provide more than the minimum (25%) 
required non-Federal cost share.   
 
NOTE: The State or Association applicant identified in your proposal as the designated 
lead for a multi-State project is accountable for the full amount of non-Federal cost 
share as detailed in the Form SF-424 for all States and other partners involved in the 
proposed project. 
 

H. Letters Authorizing Associations to Apply: Associations applying on behalf of one or 
more State agencies with lead management responsibility for fish and wildlife resources 
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must provide a statement from each such agency authorizing the Association to apply 
on its behalf.  This statement may be provided in a letter signed by the director of the 
eligible State fish and wildlife agency or included within a letter of commitment as 
described in Section IV.F, Page 12 below.  A State may authorize an Association to apply 
on its behalf in the current Fiscal Year, in all future Fiscal Years, or both.  If a State 
authorizes an Association to apply on its behalf in all future Fiscal Years, a copy of the 
letter must be attached to future applications affecting the State(s) on behalf of which it 
will apply.  

 
I. Period of Availability:  The maximum performance period for grants is three years from 

the effective date of grant award obligation.  If approved by the Service Regional 
Director or his/her designee, an extension may be approved through an amendment; 
however, the grant may be extended no more than an additional two years.   

 
IV. Application Requirements 
 
You can download the application package from Grants.gov 
here: https://apply07.grants.gov/apply/forms apps idx.html, searching by CFDA 15.634.  You 
can also download application forms through the WSFR toolkit under 
“Forms”: http://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Forms.  If you have trouble accessing the online 
forms, you can contact one of the Service WSFR Offices (see Section VIII., Agency Contacts, 
Pages 25-26). 
 
If you have trouble accessing the online forms, you can contact one of the Service WSFR 
Regional Offices (see Section VIII., Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26).  The page limit for the entire 
application package is 100 pages; failure to limit the application to 100 pages may cause delay, 
postponement, or rejection of the application.   
 
To be considered for funding under this opportunity, an application must contain: 
 

A. Standard Form (SF) 424: Submit a completed, signed and dated Application for Federal 
Assistance form (Standard Form 424) reflecting the funding request in its entirety.  Do 
not include other Federal sources of funding, requested or approved, in the total 
entered in the “Federal” funding box on the Application for Federal Assistance form; 
enter only the amount being requested under this Program.  Include any other Federal 
sources of funding in the “Other” box.  Please submit a scanned version of the SF-424 
that has been manually signed and dated by the individual designated in your State with 
signatory authority for submission of applications to WSFR.  Each Service Regional WSFR 
Office maintains a list of State-authorized signatories.  If you are unsure who is 
authorized to sign the SF-424 for your agency, please contact your Service Regional 
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WSFR Office (see Section VIII., Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26).  Proposals must be signed 
by the authorized signatory on file in the Service Regional WSFR Office.  Applications for 
Federal Assistance submitted by Associations must be signed by the individual with 
signatory authority for the organization.   
 

B. Project Summary: Submit a brief, 3-5 sentence summary of your proposed project.  The 
project summary is not included in the Project Statement page limit.  

 
C. Project Statement: Submit a Project Statement of no more than 15 pages.  Include a 

“roadmap” in table format specifying where each of the scoring criteria is addressed in 
the narrative.  Any narrative response information contained in this table will not be 
used to score your proposal, so please include in the table only the page(s) or section(s) 
where relevant criteria response information can be found in your proposal.  The 
roadmap to scoring criteria responses is included in the Project Statement page limit.  
You may also consider identifying the locations of responses to specific criteria within 
the Project Statement itself.  Your Project Statement must be formatted to fit 8.5” x 11” 
paper, with 1” margins at the top, bottom, and sides and page numbers at the bottom 
of the page (starting with the project statement).  Font should be Calibri or Times New 
Roman and must be no less than 12 point.  

 
Your project statement must include all of the following elements: 
 

NEED  -  The need for the proposed project within the purpose of the Program;  
1. Identify the SGCN that are the subject of the proposed 

conservation actions, and describe the need for conservation 
action(s) to address the species; 

2. Provide data and information to document the current status of 
the selected SGCN as a population baseline, at a spatial scale 
consistent with the targeted landscape or larger. 

3. Include specific reference to each State’s Plan that identifies 
priority actions for targeted SGCN. 

 
OBJECTIVES  -  Discrete, quantifiable, and verifiable objectives to be 
accomplished during a specific time period.  Objectives should be expressed in 
terms of an anticipated increase in the targeted SGCN population at the scale of 
the project site(s) at a minimum, but you may also include additional habitat-
based or other objectives at larger scales.  If your project does not involve direct 
management of habitats or species, demonstrate how your objectives will 
directly lead to or enable future actions that will benefit populations of targeted 
SGCN.  
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APPROACH  -  The approach or activities to be used in meeting the objectives, 
including specific procedures, methods, schedules or timelines, key personnel, 
and cooperators.  Provide a description of the proposed actions in sufficient 
detail so WSFR personnel are able to evaluate compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), 
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA).  Your approach 
should address the following elements: 

1. Include a description of consistent conservation protocols and 
procedures with reference to applicable literature as available. 

2. Provide a brief description of the applicant organization and all 
participating entities and/or individuals, and identify which of the 
proposed activities each agency, organization, group, or individual 
is responsible for conducting or managing.  Do not attach 
Resumes or CVs of participating individuals.  

3. Describe how you will use a standard, replicable monitoring 
regime across the targeted landscape.  

4. Describe your data management plan including how and when 
you will analyze and share monitoring results.  

5. Provide an overall project timeline with significant milestones. 
6. Describe any relationship between this project and other work 

funded by Federal grants that is planned, anticipated, or 
underway. 

 
EXPECTED RESULTS  -  Expected results or benefits from accomplishing the 
objectives.  Your narrative must include the following elements: 

1. Describe the assumptions or hypothesis linking proposed 
conservation actions to outcomes for targeted SGCN populations, 
and support the hypothesis with reference to scientific evidence. 

2. Describe any tools such as habitat-population models or other 
science-based methods you used to estimate SGCN population 
response to proposed conservation actions. 

 
LOCATION  -  Describe the location(s) of project activities and the expected 
area(s) of impact resulting from these activities.  Identify public and private lands 
where applicable.  Provide maps or other geographic aids.  Please include GPS 
Coordinates in degrees, minutes, and seconds, if available.  If specific locations of 
project activities are unknown at time of application, please provide the targeted 
county or counties where conservation actions are expected to take place. 
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D. Budget Information: Complete the Budget Information for Non-Construction Programs 
(SF 424A) form, Budget Information for Construction Programs (SF 424C) form, or 
submit the equivalent or greater level of information in another budget format.  You 
may use the SF 424A if your project does not include construction or land acquisition 
and the SF 424C if the project includes construction or land acquisition.  The budget 
forms are available on the Internet at https://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Forms.  When 
developing your budget, keep in mind that financial assistance awards and sub-awards 
are subject to the Federal cost, as applicable to the recipient organization type.  The full 
text of the Federal cost principles is available at 2 CFR 200.  

 
Multiple Federal Funding Sources: If the project budget includes multiple Federal 
funding sources, you must show the funds being requested from this Federal program 
separately from any other requested/secured Federal sources of funding on the budget 
form.  For example, enter the funds being requested from this Federal program in the 
first row of the Budget Summary section of the form and then enter funding related to 
other Federal programs in the subsequent row(s).  Be sure to enter each Federal 
program’s CFDA number in the corresponding fields on the form.   
 

E. Budget Justification: In a separate narrative titled “Budget Justification,” explain and 
justify all requested budget items/costs proposed in the submitted budget and 
demonstrate a clear connection between costs and the proposed project activities.  The 
justification for each budget category should be a brief general description of the costs 
that make up that category, yet provide enough detail to demonstrate that the 
applicant has a financial plan for implementation of the proposed objectives.  For 
example, under personnel costs include the total number of staff and the various job 
titles (classifications) anticipated to be charging to the project.  Describe any item that 
under the applicable Federal cost principles in 2 CFR 200.407 requires the Service’s 
approval and estimate its cost.  Also include: 

1. In-Kind Match – Include the source, the amount, and the valuation methodology 
used to arrive at the total;  

2. Program Income, if any – Include the source, amount, and the requested method 
of crediting the program income (i.e. deductive or additive);  

3. Useful life – Propose a useful life for each capital improvement with a value 
greater than $100,000, and reference the method used to determine it;  

4. The method for allocating costs in multipurpose projects and facilities; and 
5. When applicable, for any organization charging indirect costs, a copy of a current 

Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate Agreement.  
 

F. Letters of commitment: Lead States providing matching funds or other resources are 
not required to submit letters of commitment, unless match is being provided by one or 
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more partners.  Match sources and attributed values from partnering agencies or other 
partnering entities must be documented in a letter of commitment that is signed by the 
director of the eligible State agency or another individual with the authority to commit 
agency funds.  Letters must detail the amount of cost sharing funds and/or the value of 
staff time, donated services, equipment, or materials, and the valuation methodology 
used to arrive at the total.  Letters of commitment from a non-State partner (for 
example, a non-governmental organization or university) must be signed by the chief 
financial officer or other individual with authority to commit funds on behalf of the 
entity.   
 
For multi-State C-SWG projects, the letter(s) of commitment from the partnering 
State(s) or other partner(s) should also demonstrate that the activities to which they will 
contribute are included in their Plan.  Contributions must be described in detail and 
explicitly valued. Valuations of matching contributions given in letters of commitment 
should match figures given in the SF 424, budget and budget narrative.  Matching funds 
or other resources referenced in a letter of commitment that are not explicitly valued 
may negatively impact scoring of the proposal.  Since eligibility requires a partnership of 
two or more States (except for Alaska, Hawaii and the other U.S. insular jurisdictions), 
those States subject to this requirement must demonstrate that at least one other State 
is an active participant in proposed project actions.  You may obtain a copy of an 
example commitment letter meeting these requirements by contacting your Service 
Regional WSFR Office (see Section VIII, Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26 for contact 
information). 

 
G. Required Indirect Cost Statement: Applicants must include one of the following 

statements and attach to their application any required documentation identified in the 
applicable statement: 
“We are: 

1. A [U.S. State government entity or Association] receiving more than $35 
million in direct Federal funding with an indirect cost rate of [insert rate].  
We submit our indirect cost rate proposals to our cognizant agency.  A 
copy of our most recently approved rate agreement/certification is 
attached; or, 

2. A [U.S. State government entity or Association] receiving less than $35 
million in direct Federal funding with an indirect cost rate of [insert rate].  
We are required to prepare and retain for audit an indirect cost rate 
proposal and related documentation to support those costs; or, 

3. A [U.S. State government entity or Association] that has never submitted 
an indirect cost rate proposal to our cognizant agency.  Our indirect cost 
rate is [insert rate].  In the event an award is made, we will submit an 
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indirect cost rate proposal to our cognizant agency within 90 calendar 
days after the award is made; or, 

4. A [U.S. State government entity or Association] that has never submitted 
an indirect cost rate proposal to our cognizant agency.  Our indirect cost 
rate is [insert rate].  However, in the event an award is made, we will not 
be able to meet the requirement to submit an indirect cost rate proposal 
to our cognizant agency within 90 calendar days after award.  We request 
as a condition of award to charge a flat de minimus indirect cost rate of 
10% of modified total direct costs as defined in 2 CFR 200, section 200.68. 
We understand that the 10% de minimus rate will apply for the life of the 
award, including any future extensions for time, and that the rate cannot 
be changed even if we do establish an approved rate with our cognizant 
agency at any point during the award period; or, 

5. We are a [U.S. State government entity or Association] that will charge all 
costs directly.” 

Please note: 

● Recipients without an approved indirect cost rate are prohibited from charging 
indirect costs to a Federal award.  Accepting the 10% de minimus rate as a 
condition of award is an approved rate. 

● Failure to establish an approved rate during the award period renders all costs 
otherwise allocable as indirect costs under the award unallowable. 

● Only the indirect costs calculated against the Federal portion of the total direct 
costs may be charged to the Federal award.  Recipients may not charge to their 
Service award any indirect costs calculated against the portion of total direct 
costs charged to themselves or charged to any other project partner, Federal and 
non-Federal alike.   

● Recipients must have prior written approval from the Service to transfer 
unallowable indirect costs to amounts budgeted for direct costs or to satisfy 
cost-sharing or matching requirements under the award. 

● Recipients are prohibited from shifting unallowable indirect costs to another 
Federal award unless specifically authorized to do so by legislation. 

 
For more information on indirect cost rates, see the Service’s Indirect Costs and 
Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate Agreements guidance document on the Internet 
at http://www.fws.gov/grants/. 

 
Negotiating an Indirect Cost Rate with the Department of the Interior: The Federal 
awarding agency that provides the largest amount of direct funding to your organization 
is your cognizant agency, unless otherwise assigned by the White House Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB).  If the Department of the Interior is your cognizant 
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agency, your indirect cost rate will be negotiated by the Interior Business Center (IBC).  
For more information, contact the IBC at: 

Indirect Cost Services 
Acquisition Services Directorate, Interior Business Center 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
2180 Harvard Street, Suite 430 
Sacramento, CA 95815 
Phone: 916-566-7111 
Email: ics@nbc.gov 
Internet address: https://www.doi.gov/ibc/services/finance/indirect-cost-
services  

 
H. Single Audit Reporting Statements:  As required in 2 CFR 200, Subpart F, all U.S. states, 

local governments, federally-recognized Indian tribal governments, and non-profit 
organizations expending $750,000 USD or more in Federal award funds in a fiscal year 
must submit a Single Audit report for that year through the Federal Audit 
Clearinghouse’s Internet Data Entry System.  All applicants must provide a statement 
regarding whether your organization was or was not required to submit a Single Audit 
report for the organization’s most recently closed fiscal year and, if so, state if that 
report is available on the Federal Audit Clearinghouse Single Audit Database website 
(http://harvester.census.gov/sac/) and provide the EIN under which that report was 
submitted.  Title these statements “Single Audit Reporting Statements”.   
 

I. Assurances: Include the appropriate signed and dated Assurances form available online 
at https://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Forms.  Use the Assurances for Construction 
Programs (SF 424D) for construction and land acquisition projects. Use the Assurances 
for Non-Construction Programs (SF 424B) for all other projects.   Signing this form does 
not mean that all items on the form are applicable.  The form contains language that 
states that some of the assurances may not be applicable to your organization and/or 
your project or program. 
 

J.  Certification and Disclosure of Lobbying Activities: Under Title 31 of the United States 
Code, Section 1352, an applicant or recipient must not use any federally appropriated 
funds (both annually appropriated and continuing appropriations) or matching funds 
under a grant or cooperative agreement award to pay any person for lobbying in 
connection with the award.  Lobbying is defined as influencing or attempting to 
influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or 
employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress connection with the 
award.  Submission of an application also represents the applicant’s certification of the 
statements in 43 CFR Part 18, Appendix A-Certification Regarding Lobbying.  Applicants 
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that have made or agree to make any payment using non-appropriated funds for 
lobbying in connection with this project and have proposed a project budget exceeding 
$100,000 must complete and submit the SF LLL, Disclosure of Lobbying Activities form.  
See 43 CFR, Subpart 18.100 for more information on when additional submission of this 
form is required.   
 

K. Conflict of Interest Disclosures: Applicants must notify the Service in writing of any 
actual or potential conflicts of interest that are known at the time of application or that 
may arise during the life of this award, in the event an award is made.  Conflicts of 
interest include any relationship or matter which might place the recipient, the 
recipient’s employees, or the recipient’s sub-recipients in a position of conflict, real or 
apparent, between their responsibilities under the award and any other outside 
interests.  Conflicts of interest may also include, but are not limited to, direct or 
indirect financial interests, close personal relationships, positions of trust in outside 
organizations, consideration of future employment arrangements with a different 
organization, or decision-making affecting the award that would cause a reasonable 
person with knowledge of the relevant facts to question the impartiality of the 
applicant, the applicant’s employees, or the applicant’s future sub-recipients in the 
matter.  Upon receipt of such a notice, the Service Project Officer in consultation with 
their Ethics Counselor will determine if a conflict of interest exists and, if so, if there are 
any possible actions to be taken by the applicant to reduce or resolve the conflict.  
Failure to resolve conflicts of interest in a manner that satisfies the Service may result 
in the project not being selected for funding.      
 

L. Additional Requirements for Association Applicants: Associations applying for C-SWG 
Program funds must submit evidence of their Section 501(c)(3) or (4) status as 
determined by the Internal Revenue Service.  Associations must also provide a 
statement from each participating eligible State agency that authorizes the Association 
to apply for C-SWG Program funds on its behalf.  This statement must appear in either 
an authorizing letter signed by the agency director or within a letter of commitment as 
described in this section.  

 

Items to Include in Grant Application 

□ SF 424, Application for Federal Assistance: Submit a complete, signed and dated SF 424. 
□ Project Summary:  Submit a brief, 3-5 sentence summary of your proposed project. 
□ Project Statement: Submit a complete project statement that addresses all items 

described above.  
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□ Budget Information or SF 424 budget form: A complete SF 424-A, SF 424-C, or provide 
equivalent budget information.  

□ Budget Justification: Address all items described above, as applicable.  
□ Letters of Commitment: Letters must identify specific financial or other commitments, 

note the inclusion of proposed activities in the Plans, and be signed by an authorized 
entity with budgetary authority.  

□ Indirect Cost Statement and NICRA: Statement of negotiated indirect cost rate 
agreement status and, if applicable, a copy of the organization’s current Negotiated 
Indirect Cost Rate Agreement.  

□ Single Audit Reporting statement: Include a statement regarding applicability of and 
compliance with Single Audit Reporting requirements (2 CFR 200.501). 

□ SF 424 Assurances form: Signed and dated SF 424B or SF 424D Assurances form. 
□ SF LLL form: If applicable, completed SF-LLL Disclosure of Lobbying Activities form. 
□ Conflict of Interest Disclosure:   If applicable, provide a statement as described above. 

□ Associations: If applicable, submit a Section 501(c)(3) or (4) status determination letter 
received from the Internal Revenue Service. States are not required to submit this 
documentation. Submit a signed approval statement from all States on behalf of which 
you will apply. This statement may be included within a Letter of Commitment.  

 
Failure to provide complete information may cause delays, postponement, or rejection of 
the application.   

 
V.  Submission Instructions 
 

A. SUBMISSION DEADLINE: Grant application packages must be submitted at Grants.gov 
no later than 11:59 PM PST on February 3, 2017. 
 

B. Intergovernmental Review: Before submitting an application, U.S. State and local 
government applicants should visit the following website 
(http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/grants spoc/) to determine whether their 
application is subject to the State intergovernmental review process under Executive 
Order (E.O.) 12372 “Intergovernmental review of Federal Programs.”  E.O. 12372 was 
issued to foster intergovernmental partnership and strengthen federalism by relying on 
State and local processes for the coordination and review of proposed Federal financial 
assistance and direct Federal development.  The E.O. allows each State to designate an 
entity to perform this function.  The official list of designated entities is posted on the 
website.  Applicants may contact the State’s designated entity for more information on 
the process the State requires to be followed when applying for assistance.  States that 
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do not have a designated entity listed on the website have chosen not to participate in 
the review process.   
 

C. Electronic Submission Instructions:  Go to www.grants.gov. The application package can 
be found by entering Funding Opportunity Number F17AS00006 on the “Search Grants” 
tab.  Completed applications must be submitted electronically through Grants.gov.  We 
recommend you also email a single document (PDF) containing the entire proposal to 
your Service Regional WSFR Office (see Section VIII, Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26) 
before the application deadline.  However, this submission method is not a substitute 
for submission via Grants.gov.  The applicant is responsible to ensure that the 
application has been properly and completely submitted by the deadline.  The following 
are items that need to be done before a grant application package can be submitted 
electronically through Grants.gov: 

1. Applicants must register as an Authorized Organization 
Representative (AOR) and have a user ID and password. The applicant 
can register on the web 
at  http://www.grants.gov/applicants/get registered.jsp; 

2. Applicants must have Adobe Acrobat Reader to view files on the web. 
You can download Adobe Acrobat Reader 
at http://get.adobe.com/reader/. 

 
Standard forms such as SF 424, SF 424A, SF 424B, SF 424 C, and SF 424D are fillable 
forms on Grants.gov.  Applicants may omit the standard budget forms (SF 424 A and C), 
but must include a budget table as described in this announcement. The project 
statement and budget narrative must be attachments in one of the following formats: 
MS Word, Adobe PDF, or MS Excel. The required SF 424 Application for Federal 
Assistance and Assurances forms and any other required standard forms MUST be 
signed by your organization’s authorized official.   
 
All forms and attachments in the Application Checklist (see Page 16), as applicable, must 
be submitted with the grant application package. 
 
Important note on Grants.gov application attachment file names: Please do not assign 
application attachment file names longer than 20 characters, including spaces.  
Assigning file names longer than 20 characters will create issues in the automatic 
interface between Grants.gov and the Service’s financial assistance management 
system. 
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VI. Application Review 
 

A. Scoring Criteria: The following criteria express a preference for projects that exemplify 
an adaptive management approach including explicit articulation of hypotheses and a 
focus on evaluating effectiveness of proposed actions.  The criteria favor projects that 
identify target and secondary species, explain how the project will benefit those species, 
explain how project outcomes will be measured, explain why the project did (or didn’t) 
work, and finally, share that knowledge with other conservation professionals to 
advance the purpose of the C-SWG Program.   
 
Targeted species are those explicitly addressed within an adaptive management 
framework; project design should reflect items listed in Section III.C, Page 6.  Secondary 
species are those that are expected to also benefit from proposed actions, although 
monitoring and evaluation of effectiveness of conservation actions consistent with 
adaptive management of these species is not anticipated.   
 
Additional points may be awarded for projects that address Service priorities (see 
Section I, Pages 3-4).  Point scales are guidelines; values may be assigned within the 
ranges identified. The maximum score is 46 points.   

 
1. Is/are the target species or project site(s) documented as a high priority for the 

participating State(s)? 
Applicant identifies one or more targeted SGCN and geographical area, and cites the 
basis for its priority in one or more States.  Provide evidence to verify priority of the 
targeted species/lands including reference to Plans and/or third-party species 
rankings (such as IUCN or NatureServe). Scale: 0-5 points 

5 points:  Targeted SGCN is/are listed as a State threatened or endangered 
species in at least one participating State; or, targeted SGCN are identified as Tier 
1 or other priority designation, or conservation actions are located within an 
identified Conservation Opportunity Area or other priority lands, as described in 
a Wildlife Action Plan in at least one participating State; 
3 point:  Targeted SGCN and lands are identified, but they are not documented 
as a State’s highest priority; 
0 points: Targeted SGCN and/or specific targeted lands are not identified 
PRIORITY:  Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for projects that target 
Service-listed animal Candidate Species.  Proposals must demonstrate how 
proposed conservation actions are expected to help lead to removal or 
withdrawal of the Candidate species listing.  
See http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/table/candidate-species.html for a list of 
current Service Candidate species.  
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2. How will the project benefit the targeted species? 

Applicant predicts the expected SGCN response to proposed activities by clearly 
presenting identified threats and conservation actions that address the threats, 
and by referencing science-based methods.  Scale:  0-5 points 

5 points:  Project includes or refers to a hypothesis, conceptual model, or other 
accepted method that describes how proposed conservation actions are 
expected to benefit the targeted species and a numeric, population-based 
expected outcome. 
3 points:  Project includes a hypothesis, conceptual model or other accepted 
method and a numeric expected outcome but narrative is vague or unclear, or 
insufficient evidence is given to judge whether proposed conservation actions 
will achieve the expected outcome.    
1 point:   Project includes either a hypothesis, conceptual model or other 
accepted method or a numeric expected outcome. 
0 points: :   Project includes neither a hypothesis, conceptual model or other 
accepted method nor a numeric expected outcome. 
PRIORITY:  Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for projects that target and 
benefit pollinator species in the project area through direct management of 
habitat and/or species augmentation.  (For guidance, see Pollinators and the 
State Wildlife Action Plans (The Heinz Center, 2013)). 
PRIORITY:  Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for projects that target and 
benefit SGCN amphibian, reptile, non-pollinator invertebrate, or non-game fish 
species in the project area through direct management of habitat and/or species 
augmentation.   

 
3. Will the project benefit other animal SGCN? 

Applicant provides evidence that secondary species will benefit in the project area 
during the period of performance.  Provide references, citations or other evidence 
to support your hypotheses, and cite Plan(s) that identify specific threats to, 
conservation actions for, and monitoring of secondary species. Scale:  0-3 points 

3 points:  Applicant presents evidence to show secondary species are likely to 
benefit from project activities.  
2 points:  Applicant describes benefits to secondary species, but evidence 
describing how or why they will benefit from project activities is insufficient or 
inconclusive.   
1 point:  Applicant describes benefits to secondary species, but omits any 
evidence describing how or why they will benefit from project activities.   
0 points: Applicant does not describe secondary species or expected benefits. 
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4. Does the project contribute to a regional, collaborative landscape conservation 
strategy or plan (at a scale greater than a Wildlife Action Plan)?   
Applicant identifies one or more landscape conservation plan or strategy at a scale 
greater than an individual Wildlife Action Plan, shows how proposed actions align 
with the plan(s), and cites specific page references.  Scale: 0-4 points 

4 points:  Landscape conservation plan(s) and pages cited for both target and 
secondary species;  
3 points:  Landscape conservation plan(s) and pages cited only for target species; 
1 point:   Landscape conservation plan(s) are identified, but not specific page 
references; 
0 points:  No specific references provided to landscape plans or strategies.  
PRIORITY:  Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for applicants that: 1. 
Partner with a multi-stakeholder decision-making body that coordinates 
planning and project implementation; and 2. Incorporate biological objectives 
for multiple land management jurisdictions (States, tribal or private lands, 
Federal lands, etc.) in the project design, as cited in a regional, collaborative 
landscape conservation strategy or plan.  

5. Does the project design demonstrate adoption of the following best practices? 
Proposal briefly describes protocols to be used across the targeted landscape, a 
method that each participating State or partner will use to determine the local 
population response of targeted SGCN, identifies responsible individual(s), and 
presents a detailed monitoring plan.  Scale: 1 point for each (additive) 

1 point: Describes the existing baseline SGCN status within the project area or at 
a larger scale, with reference to supporting evidence; 
1 point: Clearly articulates population-based objective(s) at the site scale or 
larger scale; 
1 point: Describes cohesive procedures and protocols clearly; 
1 point: Describes clearly-defined performance indicators that are measurable 
and repeatable; 
1 point: Describes entity or entities responsible for each action in detail;  
1 point: Describes monitoring activities and a timeline for monitoring.  
PRIORITY:  Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for projects that 
significantly incorporate climate change considerations in project design, 
including projects whose goals and objectives align with published climate 
change adaptation plans or that incorporate recommendations of organizations 
specializing in climate science for conservation purposes. 

 
6. Does the proposal demonstrate how proposed actions will comply with relevant 

State and Federal statutes and other State and/or local compliance processes? 
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Application identifies required local, State, Federal, and/or tribal compliance and 
consultation requirements (if applicable) and how they will be addressed, including 
but not limited to NEPA, NHPA, ESA, Clean Water Act, Tribal, State and local 
permits, etc. Scale: 0-2 points 

2 points:  Necessary compliance elements identified and compliance strategy 
explained; 
1 points:  Some compliance information is provided but it is vague or 
incomplete; 
0 points:  Permitting and compliance is not addressed. 

 
7. Does the proposal document non-Federal match beyond the minimum 

requirement?  
Application documents non-Federal match in addition to the required 25% of total 
project costs. Scale: 1-4 points  

4 points: Non-Federal match is > 40 % of total project costs (>16 % for the 
territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands); or 
3 points: Non-Federal match is > 35 to 40 % of total project costs (>11 to 15 % 
for the territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands); 
2 points: Non-Federal match is > 30 to 35 % of total project costs (>6 to 10 % for 
the territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands) or 
1 point: Non-Federal match is 26 to 30 % of total project costs (>0 to 5 % for the 
territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands). 
 

8. Is the budget and budget justification complete, accurate, and sufficiently 
supported? 
Applicant presents a budget and supporting narrative that is consistent throughout 
the application and sufficiently documented. Scale: 0-4 

4 points: All budget figures and budget narrative are consistent throughout the 
document, are adequately detailed, appropriately organized and easily 
understandable, and are supported as required with necessary documentation. 
2 points: Budget figures and narrative are generally consistent, but are 
inadequately detailed, poorly organized, or insufficiently documented. 
0 points: Budget figures and narrative are inconsistent, inadequately detailed, 
poorly organized and are not documented. 
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9. How will applicant capture, store, and analyze data and share project 
performance results and analysis?   
Applicant presents a data management plan that includes analysis and sharing of 
results.  Note significant uses of data/analyses such as a Service listing decision, 
future habitat management decisions, etc. Scale: 0-3 points 

3 points:  Proposal includes information on how project data will be captured; 
where it will be stored; and how it will be analyzed and shared broadly to inform 
future decision-making. 
2 points:  Proposal includes information on how data will be captured, stored 
and analyzed. 
1 point:  Proposal includes information on how data will be captured and stored. 
0 points: Proposal does not include information on data capture or storage. 

 
B. Review and Selection Process: Project selection and award is a seven-step process:  

acceptance, pre-ranking review, ranking, selection, risk assessment, pre-award 
notification, and award notification.   

 
1. Application acceptance - The Service will accept applications via Grants.gov for 

review any time between October 19, 2016 and February 3, 2017.  States may 
revise and resubmit applications until the identified application deadline.  We 
encourage applicants to communicate with the Service Regional WSFR Office at 
least six weeks in advance of the deadline to ask for a preliminary review; 
however, we cannot guarantee pre-deadline application review due to limited 
staff availability.   

2. Pre-Ranking review – The Service will conduct a pre-ranking review of proposals 
to verify eligibility.  During February and March of 2017, we may identify errors 
or other deficiencies in your proposal.  During this period, a Service 
representative may contact the project officer you identify on your SF-424 to 
clarify information or address minor errors or omissions, if necessary.  

3. Application ranking – After the pre-ranking review, a panel of up to eight Service 
program specialists will complete the review and ranking of the applications 
using criteria in this announcement.  Ranking is tentatively scheduled for April 
2017.  After the application ranking, you may be asked to revise the project 
scope and/or budget. 

4. Application selection - The review panel recommends a ranked project list to the 
Assistant Director for WSFR, who recommends a final list of projects to the 
Service Director.  The Service Director makes final selections. 

5. Risk Assessment - Each fiscal year, for every entity receiving one or more awards 
in that fiscal year, the Service conducts a risk assessment based on eight risk 
categories.  The result of this risk assessment is used to establish a monitoring 
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plan for all awards to the entity in that fiscal year.  The Service’s risk assessment 
form is available on the Internet at http://www.fws.gov/forms/3-2462.pdf.   

6. Pre-Award Notification– If selected, the Service Regional WSFR Office will notify 
State applicants of the award and the process needed to receive a grant, 
including satisfactory completion of compliance requirements. Applicants are 
encouraged to submit all required documentation to the Service Regional WSFR 
Office within six months of receipt of any pre-award notification. 

7. Award Notification - When compliance requirements are met, the Regional 
Office will send a Notice of Award to the recipient agency detailing the terms 
and conditions of the award.  

 
We expect to announce awards by May 2017.   

 
VII. Award Administration 
 

A. Award Notices:  Applicants that receive pre-award notification and meet all identified 
compliance and other requirements will receive a Notice of Award.  Notices of Award 
are typically sent to recipients by e-mail.  If e-mail notification is unsuccessful, the 
documents will be sent by courier mail (e.g., FedEx, DHL or UPS).  Award recipients are 
not required to sign/return the Notice of Award document.  Acceptance of an award is 
defined as starting work, drawing down funds, or accepting the award via electronic 
means.  Awards are based on the application submitted to, and as approved by, the 
Service.  The Notice of Award will include instructions specific to each recipient on how 
to request payment.  If applicable, the instructions will detail any additional 
information/forms required and where to submit payment requests.  Consult with your 
Regional Office regarding the earliest start date for your project.  
 

B. Administrative and National Policy Requirements: 
 

a. Compliance with environmental laws such as the ESA, the NEPA, and the NHPA 
must be satisfied before the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service can approve a grant 
proposal. 

b. In accepting Federal funds, applicants must comply with 2 CFR 200 (Uniform 
Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for 
Federal Awards).  

c. All organizations must obtain a DUNS number, a unique identifying number, 
before applying for Federal funds.  Only private individual landowners are 
exempted. Organizations can receive a DUNS number at no cost by calling the 
DUNS number request line at 1-866-706-5711 or online 
at http://fedgov.dnb.com/webform.  
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d. States must have a current registration in the System for Award Management 
(SAM). Register in SAM online at http://www.sam.gov/.  Once registered in SAM, 
entities must renew and revalidate their SAM registration at least every 12 
months from the date previously registered.  Entities are strongly urged to 
revalidate their registration as often as needed to ensure that their information 
is up to date and corresponds with changes that may have been made to DUNS 
and IRS information.  Applicant entities identified in the SAM.gov Exclusions 
database as ineligible, prohibited/restricted or excluded from receiving Federal 
contracts, certain subcontracts, and certain Federal assistance and benefits will 
not be considered for Federal funding, as applicable to the funding being 
requested under this Federal program.  

e. States must complete and submit an Automated Standard Application for 
Payments (ASAP) system Participation Form if not already enrolled in ASAP If you 
have an existing account with another Federal agency, please indicate your ASAP 
ID on the form.  For further instructions visit the FA Wiki.  

f. Acceptance of a financial assistance award (i.e., grant or cooperative agreement) 
from the Service carries with it the responsibility to be aware of and comply with 
the terms and conditions applicable to the award.  Awards are subject to the 
terms and conditions incorporated into the Notice of Award either by direct 
citation or by reference to the following: Federal regulations; program legislation 
or regulation; Service policy, and special award terms and conditions.  The 
Federal regulations applicable to Service awards are available on the Internet 
at http://www.fws.gov/grants/.  If you do not have access to the Internet and 
require a full text copy of the award terms and conditions, contact the Service 
point of contact identified in the Agency Contacts section below (Section VIII, 
Pages 25-26). 
 

C. Transmittal of Sensitive Data: Recipients are responsible for ensuring any sensitive data 
being sent to the Service is protected during its transmission/delivery.  The Service 
strongly recommends that recipients use the most secure transmission/delivery method 
available.  The Service recommends the following digital transmission methods: secure 
digital faxing; encrypted emails; emailing a password protected zipped/compressed file 
attachment in one email followed by the password in a second email; or emailing a 
zipped/compressed file attachment.  The Service strongly encourages recipients sending 
sensitive data in paper copy to use a courier mail service.  Recipients may also contact 
their Service Project Officer and provide any sensitive data over the telephone. 

 
D. Recipient Reporting Requirements: Interim financial reports and performance reports 

may be required.  Interim reports will be required no more frequently than quarterly, 
and no less frequently than annually.  A final financial report and a final performance 
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report will be required and are due within 90 calendar days of the end date of the 
award.  Performance reports must contain: 1) a comparison of actual accomplishments 
with the goals and objectives of the award as detailed in the approved scope of work; 2) 
a description of reasons why established goals were not met, if appropriate; and 3) any 
other pertinent informati2 Cn relevant to the project results.   

 
Events may occur between the scheduled performance reporting dates that have 
significant impact upon the supported activity.  In such cases, recipients are required to 
notify the Service in writing as soon as the following types of conditions become known: 

● Problems, delays, or adverse conditions that will materially impair the ability to 
meet the objective of the Federal award.  This disclosure must include a 
statement of any corrective action(s) taken or contemplated, and any assistance 
needed to resolve the situation. 

● Favorable developments that enable meeting time schedules and objectives 
sooner or at less cost than anticipated or producing more or different beneficial 
results than originally planned. 

 
The Service will specify in the Notice of Award the reporting frequency applicable to the 
award. 

 
Financial and performance reporting requirements and retention and access 
requirements are specified in 2 CFR 200 (Subpart D) and in Service Manual Chapters 516 
FW 1 and 516 FW 2.  Electronic submission of performance information using the 
Wildlife TRACS system may be required, as detailed in the terms and conditions of the 
award.  

 
VIII. Agency Contacts 
 
The Service administers the C-SWG Program through WSFR.  Additional program information 
can be found by contacting your Regional Service WSFR Office (see contact information below) 
or go to http://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/ContactUs/ContactUs.htm. 
 
National-level program information can be obtained by contacting: 
 

Paul Van Ryzin 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program 
Mailstop: WSFR 
5275 Leesburg Pike 
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803 
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(703) 358-1849 
paul vanryzin@fws.gov  

 
For project- and Region-specific information, contact your Regional WSFR Office: 

Region 1 - American Samoa, Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, Hawaii, 
Idaho, Oregon, and Washington.   

Contact Person: Karla Drewsen, 503-231-2389, karla drewsen@fws.gov.  
Electronic Documents to: r1fa grants@fws.gov.  

 
Region 2 - Arizona, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas.  

Contact Person: Susan MacMullin, 505-248-7476, susan macmullin@fws.gov.   
Electronic Documents to: fw2fa@fws.gov.  

 
Region 3 - Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin.   

Contact Person: Jessica Piispanen, 612-713-5142, jessica piispanen@fws.gov. 
Electronic Documents to: R3fedaid@fws.gov.  

 
Region 4 - Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, Puerto Rico, South Carolina, Tennessee, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.  

Contact Person: LeAnne Bonner, 404-679-7357, leanne_bonner@fws.gov. 
 Electronic Documents to: r4federalassistance@fws.gov.  
 
Region 5 - Connecticut, Delaware, the District of Columbia,  Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West 
Virginia.   

Contact Person: Dee Blanton, 413-253-8513, dee blanton@fws.gov.       
 Electronic Documents to: fw5fareports@fws.gov.  
 
Region 6 - Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah, and 
Wyoming.  

Contact Person: Amanda Horvath, 303-236-4414, amanda horvath@fws.gov. 
 Electronic Documents to: FW6 FAGrants@fws.gov.  
 
Region 7 – Alaska. 

Contact Person:  Steve Klein, 907-786-3322, steve klein@fws.gov.     
Electronic Documents to: ak fa@fws.gov.  

 
Region 8 - California and Nevada.  

Contact Person: Bart Prose, 916-414-6558, bart prose@fws.gov. 
Electronic Documents to: R8FA Grants@FWS.gov.  
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Attachment: Fiscal Year 2017 Competitive State Wildlife Grant (SWG) Program 
 

Questions and Answers 
 
Q1.  Will grant applications from a single State be considered for funding? 
 

A. Only the State fish and wildlife agencies of Alaska, Hawaii, and the other insular U.S. 
jurisdictions may apply for C-SWG Program funds as a single State. Other States must 
identify at least one other State agency partner outside of their State, and the agency 
must be an active participant in proposed conservation actions.  Active participation is 
defined as a significant contribution of resources that are dedicated to completion of 
project objectives, such as cash, equipment, or staff time.  Wherever appropriate, we 
encourage partnering with additional State agencies, tribes, Federal agencies, academic 
institutions, organizations, businesses, or individuals (e.g., private landowners), etc.   

 
Q2. What are the minimum and maximum Federal awards through the C-SWG Program? 
 

A. Single State fish and wildlife agencies may apply for a minimum of $25,000 and a   
maximum of $250,000 in Federal C-SWG funds. Two or more State fish and wildlife 
agencies may apply for a minimum of $50,000 and a maximum of $500,000 in Federal C-
SWG funds. Associations applying on behalf of two or more State fish and wildlife 
agencies may apply for a minimum of $50,000 and a maximum of $500,000 in Federal C-
SWG funds.  

 
Q3.  What are the Federal cost-sharing requirements for this competitive program? 
 

A. The Federal share for C-SWG Program grants may not exceed 75 percent of the total 
project cost.  Matching funds may not include other Federal funds unless specifically 
authorized by law.  Matching requirements up to $200,000 are waived for the territories 
of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands (48 U.S.C. 1469a. (d)).   

 
Q4.  Will the C-SWG Grant Program continue in future years? 
 

A. The C-SWG Grant Program is appropriated annually by Congress; there is no assurance 
that it will be funded in Fiscal Year 2017 or in subsequent years.   
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Q5.  How long are funds available for obligation? 

A. C-SWG Program funds are available until expended. Applicants selected for funding are 
encouraged to submit all required documentation to the Service Regional WSFR Office 
within six months of initial pre-award notification of selection for an award.     

 
Q6.  Is there a maximum grant period? 
 

A. Yes.  The maximum period for grants is three years from the effective date of grant 
award obligation.  If approved by the Service Regional Director or his/her designee, an 
extension may be approved through an amendment; however, the grant may be 
extended no more than an additional two years.  

 
Q7.  How must a project statement document an emerging issue?  
 

A. We consider emerging issues relevant to SGCN or their habitats although they are not 
included in the State’s Wildlife Action Plan.   

 
A project statement must:  
(1) Describe the emerging issue fully by identifying the wildlife species or habitats that 
would benefit from the proposed action;  
(2) Explain why it is an emerging issue; and  
(3) Commit the State to monitoring the effectiveness of the completed action so the 
State can adaptively manage future activities.  

 
The application package must include a commitment letter that the director of the State 
fish and wildlife agency has signed stating that the next version of the Plan will include 
the issue if it remains a priority. 

 
Q8.  For multi-state projects, should one State be the project lead?   
 

A. Partnerships of multiple States may designate a lead State that administers funds to 
partnering States, non-State entities such as universities, and other non-governmental 
organizations through sub-awards.  The lead State must prepare and submit financial 
status and performance reports on behalf of all partners for the entire project. 

 
Alternatively, each State in a multi-State project may choose to directly receive grant 
funds from the Service.  In this case, after the Service Director approves an award, each 
participating State must submit an Application for Federal Assistance (SF-424) to the 
Service Regional WSFR Office to obligate its portion of awarded funds.  In addition, each 
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State must prepare and submit individual financial status and performance reports for 
its portion of the overall project.   

 
Associations must administer funds to partnering States, non-State entities, and other 
non-governmental organizations through sub-awards, and must submit financial status 
and performance reports on behalf of all partners for the entire project. 
 

Q9. For multi-state projects, does each State need to contribute the minimum required 25% 
match? 
 

A. For multi-State projects, the overall match must be at least 25%; however, each State 
may provide more or less than 25%.  For States that provide less than a 25% match, the 
designated lead State or Association must document at least 25% match on the SF 424 
(regardless of the source).  The non-Federal share may not include Federal funds or 
Federal in-kind match unless specifically allowed by law. 

 
Q10.  What activities are eligible for funding under this program?  
 

A. The C-SWG Program was created to meet the needs of SGCN and their habitats through 
activities that are identified in a State’s Plan, with a focus on conservation projects 
yielding measurable results for these species.  Activities eligible for funding are 
described in detail in Table 10-1 of the Service Manual Chapter 517 FW 10, State Wildlife 
Grants – Mandatory Subprogram which is located 
at http://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Toolkit+Homepage. While any activity described 
in the Service Manual is eligible, the ranking criteria described in Section VI. Application 
Review, Page 15, provide current priorities for funding under the C-SWG Program.  

 
Q11.  What are the compliance requirements for activities funded under this program?  
 

A. States must comply with all applicable Federal laws and regulations as a condition of 
acceptance of Federal funds.  In addition to the authorizing legislation, compliance 
requirements for the C-SWG Program include 43 CFR Part 12, 2 CFR 200, ESA, NEPA, 
NHPA, and other applicable State and Federal laws, regulations, and policies.  Applicants 
must provide assurance that they will comply with applicable provisions.  Appendix 2, 
522 FW 1 of the Service Manual provides an assurances checklist for non-construction 
grants (SF-424B) that States may use to develop a grant application (Service Manual 522 
FW 1.3B and C and 523 FW 1).  

 
The Service, in cooperation with grantees, must address Federal compliance issues 
relating to the ESA, NEPA, and NHPA prior to obligating awarded grant funds.  Service 
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Regional WSFR staff can assist grantees in explaining the procedures and documentation 
necessary for meeting Federal requirements prior to approval of the Application for 
Federal Assistance to obligate funds. 

 
Q12.  Are there additional formatting criteria?  
 

A. Formatting criteria for the Project Statement are included in the NOFO, Section IV.C, 
Page 9.  Formatting requirements for document submission at Grants.gov can be found 
at http://www.grants.gov/. 

 
Q13.  Where should an applicant submit C-SWG Grant Program applications?  
 

A. All applications must be submitted through Grants.gov, Funding Opportunity Number 
XXXXXXX.  We recommend you also submit via email a single document (PDF format) 
containing the entire proposal to your Service Regional WSFR Office (see Section VIII, 
Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26) prior to the deadline in case there are problems 
submitting your application package through Grants.gov. 

 
Q14.  Who announces the awards, and what additional documentation is required of selected 
applicants? 
 

A. The Service Director makes selections for awards based on scored ranking of the 
criteria.  The Service Regional WSFR Office will notify successful applicants of the 
selections and provide any additional information requirements. 

 
Q15.  What must be done during the grant period if a change in objectives or approach is 
needed? 
 

A. This is a competitive program.  Therefore, each grant application is judged to be 
complete with all costs needed to accomplish the proposed objectives.  The Service 
Regional WSFR Office has discretion to determine whether proposed changes can be 
accepted if the original objectives still will be met and the resulting benefits will be 
equivalent to those initially described.  Otherwise, no changes to costs, objectives, 
benefits, or approach will be allowed.   

 
If the State(s) cannot complete the grant as approved, the grant will be terminated; all 
remaining unexpended funds will revert to the Service; the State must submit a final 
report within 90 days of the termination date.  The Service may require that the State(s) 
repay all expended funds if the final financial status report and the final performance 
report indicate that no substantive accomplishments were made.   
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Q16.  Who has the authority to terminate a grant? 
 

A. Grants may be terminated by the Service Director or by mutual agreement between the 
State Director and the Service Regional WSFR Chief.  A termination decision by the 
Service Director is not subject to appeal.  

 
Q17. What is included within the 15 page limit for the Project Statement, and what is not? 
 

A. Included in project statement page limit:  Project Statement including any graphs or 
tables within the text, Location Description, Project Leader Information (do not include 
CVs or resumes), roadmap to scoring criteria responses, and any addenda that explain 
or provide additional information to supplement the narrative.  Not included in project 
statement page limit: Federal forms, Project Summary, Budget and Budget Justification, 
Maps, Photos, Drawings or Schematics, Citations to Literature, Letters of Commitment, 
and any statements pertaining to indirect costs, audits, or conflicts of interest.  

 
Please limit the total application package to 100 pages or less.  

 
Q18. What resources are available to help with project design and proposal development? 
 

A. States seeking to submit applications to the C-SWG Program may benefit from 
information contained in the document, “Measuring the Effectiveness of State Wildlife 
Grants,” available at: http://www.fishwildlife.org/files/Effectiveness-Measures-
Report 2011.pdf.  

 
Additional resources focusing on adaptive management are available in the following: 

● Strategic Habitat Conservation: Final Report of the National Ecological 
Assessment Team (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and U.S. Geological Survey, 
2006)  

● Adaptive Management: The U.S. Department of the Interior Applications Guide 
(Williams and Brown, 2012) 

● The Open Standards for the Practice of Conservation (The Conservation 
Measures Partnership, 2013) 

 
Q19. Are land values eligible as match? 
 

A. Although land value is allowable for use as match, we generally discourage this source 
of match in the C-SWG program.  In order for the value of land to qualify for match, you 
must show that the expenses associated with acquisition of a specific parcel, appraised 
and reviewed properly following Federal standards, are necessary for the achievement 
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of project objectives.  This justification should address why acquisition of the subject 
parcel was necessary, and could not be accomplished through another less expensive 
action such as an easement.  Value of lands acquired in previous years or lands that 
have not yet been acquired may be disqualified if they are not shown to be necessary 
for achieving project objectives.  

 
Q20. Ranking criteria provide extra points for certain classes such as amphibians. Are projects 
targeting birds, mammals, and fish projects still eligible?  
 

A. Yes, any project targeting a designated SGCN (or an animal species impacted by an 
emerging issue) may be considered for funding under this program.  

 
Q21. Can I still apply for a State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP) Enhancement grant through the 
C-SWG Program? 
 

A. No. The former SWAP Enhancement subprogram has been discontinued.  With the 
submission of revised Plans in October 2015, the Service is committed to helping States 
implement their Plans in 2016 and beyond.  

 
Q22. Is student tuition an eligible cost under the C-SWG Program? 
 

A. Yes. Tuition remission and other forms of compensation paid as, or in lieu of, wages to 
students performing necessary work are allowable provided that such compensation 
meets the five criteria described at 2 CFR 200.466.  You should note in your application 
whether any students will receive a stipend in addition to tuition remission, and justify 
why hiring a student is more cost-effective than other hiring arrangements such as 
hiring seasonal technical field staff.  

 
Q23. Are pre-award costs eligible under the C-SWG Program? 
 

A. Yes.  Pre-award costs are those incurred prior to the effective date of a Federal award 
and are necessary for efficient and timely performance of proposed activities.  Such 
costs may be eligible for reimbursement or use as match with written approval of a 
Regional WSFR Chief or designee.  Pre-award costs are limited to those that are directly 
pursuant to the negotiation and in anticipation of the pending Federal award, and they 
must be otherwise allowable if they were incurred after the date of the Federal award 
(2 CFR 200.458).  Generally, only those costs incurred between the date of project 
selection for funding and obligation of the award by the Region are eligible as pre-award 
costs.  Costs meeting this definition include, for example, required compliance activities 
that are performed after selection of the project for funding by the Service Director but 
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prior to receipt of an award letter from the Region.  Previous project costs do not meet 
the criteria for eligible pre-award costs because they are not directly pursuant to the 
negotiation and in anticipation of the pending Federal award.  



From: Mott, Seth
To: Dolores Savignano; John Schmerfeld; Mike Johnson; Nancy Green; Tom Busiahn; Jeff Rupert; Christy Vigfusson;

John Klavitter; Julie Henning; Sarah Mott; Bell, Gloria; Babij, Eleanora; Don Morgan; Kurt Johnson; Jason
Goldberg; Shultz, Gina; VanRyzin, Paul J

Cc: Stephen Guertin; Tom Melius
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 1:25:05 PM

Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted portion.  This in
response to a data call from the Department for policies, guidance, or direction  related to
climate change, for which we have already submitted a draft response.  I have told the
Director's Office we will circle back to the Programs and ask specifically for any instances of
using climate change, or adaptation to climate change as a criterion or ranking factor in project
selection.   We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I must ask for your response
(positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>,
Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez
Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford,
Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,
"Matson, Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt
<betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason
Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom Melius
<Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other
programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals or
rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns, please let
me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday



On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup to
define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering each
bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation
data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out
and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the
basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering each
bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies on climate
change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and gas
rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the
March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced energy
resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications



703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Mott, Seth
To: Tom Melius
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 12:48:55 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft.docx

Sorry, didn't notice you weren't on the list

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>,
Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez
Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford,
Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,
"Matson, Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt
<betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason
Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>

Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns, please let
me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup to
define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in meeting
for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10.  Final
due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering each
bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies on mitigation. 
We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation data call that was
complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out and required in the
S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the basis of our response to
the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering each
bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies on climate



change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and gas
rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the March
28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that potentially
burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced energy resources,
with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 7, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (FWS)  202-208-7165 
 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and 
guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence 
and Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the 
United States for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the 
heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau 
and office head to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing 
relating to Executive Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 
2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy 

and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental 
policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 56 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate 
Adaptation Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance 
preparedness, adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its 
interaction with non-climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --
resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  

 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP



 
4.  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, 
NOAA, USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate 
training and education goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior 
leaders, and opportunities to work with external partners and stakeholders on developing and 
delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This 
handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014 by a team of 
experts assembled by the National Wildlife Federation. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their 
work. The guide offers an approach to adaptation planning and implementation that breaks 
the process into discrete and manageable steps. The Guide is the basis for a FWS-sponsored 
training course offered upon request for Federal agencies, States, and Tribes at various 
locations around the country.   
 

9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication 
completed in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to 
help employees integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies 
into planning activities. 

(b) (5) DPP



 
10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural 

Resource Conservation: While uncertainty is not new to natural resource management, 
limitations in our ability to confidently predict the direction, rate, and nature of the effects of 
climate and other drivers of change on natural and human systems has reinforced the need for 
tools to cope with the associated uncertainties.  This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with 
FWS support and input, presents a broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and 
approaches, focused on applications in natural resource management and conservation. It 
recently has been combined with the Climate-Smart Conservation training course.  

 
 

PREPARED BY: Jason Goldberg DATE: April 7, 2017 



From: Jeff Rupert
To: Seth Mott
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 1:02:31 PM

General coastal grant link: https://www.fws.gov/coastal/coastalgrants/

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Filsinger, Matthew" <matthew_filsinger@fws.gov>
Date: April 7, 2017 at 9:37:50 PM EDT
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: "Rupert, Jeff" <jeff_rupert@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,  Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables

Seth,

Here is the hyperlink to the full announcement for context....page 18 contains the
referenced material.

https://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants/pdfs/FY2018NCWG_NoticeAndInstructions.pdf

I trust your judgement on how to apply this information to the exercise.

Thanks,
Matt Filsinger
Acting Chief BHR
National Team Lead PFW
703-358-2011

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 4:20 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Can we get a copy of said page 18?

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 4:10 PM, Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Matthew Filsinger <matthew_filsinger@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:49 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Rupert, Jeff" <jeff_rupert@fws.gov>
Cc: Shannon Smith <shannon_smith@fws.gov>, Aaron Mize
<aaron_mize@fws.gov>, John Klavitter <john_klavitter@fws.gov>, Dave
Walker <dave_walker@fws.gov>, Samantha Brooke
<samantha_brooke@fws.gov>, Katherine Spomer
<katherine_spomer@fws.gov>, Robert Miller <robert_miller@fws.gov>, Janet
Bruner <janet_bruner@fws.gov>



Jeff,

OMB Control Number 1018-0109
The Notice of Federal Opportunity for Federal Fiscal Year 2018. 
National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program
CFDA 15.614
Funding Opportunity Number F17AS00108
Page 18-Application Review/ Other Factors- Climate Change

This funding opportunity is posted by WSFR. Our Coastal/Marine program helps
administer.

Matt Filsinger
Acting Chief BHR
National Team Lead PFW
703-358-2011

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 7, 2017, at 3:33 PM, Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov> wrote:

please take a look at the highlighted section of the attached message and let me know if you
are aware of any process examples that would apply to System activities...  thanks

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:24 PM
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: Dolores Savignano <dolores_savignano@fws.gov>, John
Schmerfeld <john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, Mike Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, Nancy Green
<nancy_green@fws.gov>, Tom Busiahn <tom_busiahn@fws.gov>,
Jeff Rupert <Jeff_Rupert@fws.gov>, Christy Vigfusson
<Christy_Vigfusson@fws.gov>, John Klavitter
<john_klavitter@fws.gov>, Julie Henning
<julie_henning@fws.gov>, Sarah Mott <sarah_p_mott@fws.gov>,
"Bell, Gloria" <Gloria_Bell@fws.gov>, "Babij, Eleanora"
<eleanora_babij@fws.gov>, Don Morgan <don_morgan@fws.gov>,
Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, "Shultz, Gina"
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, "VanRyzin, Paul J"
<paul_vanryzin@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Tom Melius
<tom_melius@fws.gov>

Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the
highlighted portion.  This in response to a data call from the
Department for policies, guidance, or direction  related to climate



change, for which we have already submitted a draft response.  I
have told the Director's Office we will circle back to the Programs
and ask specifically for any instances of using climate change, or
adaptation to climate change as a criterion or ranking factor in
project selection.   We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning,
so I must ask for your response (positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>,
Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott Covington
<scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford, Jerome"
<jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J"
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, "Matson, Noah"
<noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt
<betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler
<Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Kurt Johnson
<Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom Melius <Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other
documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or
requirements in other programmatic areas such as "scores" or
"criteria" for climate related to project approvals or rankings in
various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
wrote:

Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has
questions or concerns, please let me know ASAP so we can
address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:



Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with
Casey and Ben Jessup to define the assignments, assign
lead responsibilities, and set up a check in meeting for
next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief
ASFWP by Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation
directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider,
modify, or rescind" related policies on mitigation.  We
largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s
mitigation data call that was complimentary to, and does
not replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. 
The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the basis
of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief
ASFWP by Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation
directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider,
modify, or rescind" related policies on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and
Scott Covington, in coordination with Ben Jessup SOL. 
Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday
4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to
reconsider the oil and gas rules as to whether it is
consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the
March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and
Noah.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify
regulations that potentially burden the "development or
utilization of domestically produced energy resources, with
particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear
resources."

 



-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803





From: Wilkinson, Susan
To: Charisa Morris
Subject: Fwd: ACTION REQUIRED COB 11/24/2017 - DOI Regulations Review Comment
Date: Monday, November 13, 2017 4:36:38 PM
Attachments: DOI-2017-0003-0214.pdf

DOI-2017-0003-0215.pdf

FYI
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Cash, Marcia <marcia_cash@fws.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 13, 2017 at 4:33 PM
Subject: ACTION REQUIRED COB 11/24/2017 - DOI Regulations Review Comment
To: Anissa Craghead <anissa_craghead@fws.gov>, Bridget Fahey <bridget_fahey@fws.gov>,
Craig Aubrey <Craig_Aubrey@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Jeff Newman <jeff_newman@fws.gov>, Katherine Garrity
<katherine_garrity@fws.gov>, Kayla Miller <kayla_miller@fws.gov>, Marcia Cash
<marcia_cash@fws.gov>, Martha BalisLarsen <martha_balislarsen@fws.gov>, Susan
Wilkinson <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>

There are only two comments received so far this month that need reviews.  There may be
additional comments that come in for the December 1st report.  If so, I will forward to you as soon as
possible.

I get the sense that the Task Force understands the deadline pressures - especially for comments that arrive late
in the month.  Provide what you can for me, and I will keep track of dispositions that need to be rolled forward to
the next reporting period.

The comment summaries and the disposition you provide will be reviewed by the Department’s
Regulatory Reform Task Force.  

Please review the comments attached to this message that pertain to your program/office and provide a
brief disposition of how you plan to address the comment to Marcia Cash in PPM by COB on Friday,
November 24th. This report will go to the Director's office at noon on Monday, November 27, 2017.  Any
responses I get after that time will be included on January's report.

Examples of possible disposition actions may include, but are not limited to, the following: 

 
§  the Service is reviewing and evaluating the comment and will determine the
appropriate action after further internal deliberation
§  we are considering  preparing a formal response
§  we are considering initiating a review of the pertinent regulations
§  we are considering working with other affected bureaus to determine an
appropriate action
§  no action needed – comment is too vague to warrant a response.



Let me know if you have any questions.  And thanks again for your cooperation.

Marcia Cash
           DOI Regulations Review - FWS Project Manager

eRulemaking / FDMS Administrator
eERDMS - eRecords - BPHC Representative

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs (PPM)

(Formerly Division of Policy and Directives Management - PDM)
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808

Telephone:  703-358-2013
Fax:  703-358-1997

-- 
Susan Wilkinson
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2506
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November 1, 2017 
 
Mr. Mark Lawyer 
Office of the Executive Secretariat 
Attn:  Reg. Reform, DOI-2017-0003-0009 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
1859 C Street NW 
Mail Stop 7328 
Washington, DC  20240 
 
Submitted via Federal eRulemaking Portal:  http://www.regulations.gov 
 
Re: NESARC Comments on Regulatory Reform and Reducing Regulatory Burdens 
 
Dear Mr. Lawyer: 
 

On June 22, 2017, the Department of the Interior (“DOI”) requested comments on 
improving implementation of regulatory reform initiatives and policies and identifying 
regulations for repeal, replacement, or modification.1  The National Endangered Species Act 
Reform Coalition (“NESARC”) respectfully provides the following comments and 
recommendations on improvements that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS”) should 
make to regulations under the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”).  
 

NESARC is the country’s oldest broad-based, national coalition dedicated solely to 
achieving improvements to the ESA and its implementation.  As detailed in the membership list 
attached to these comments,2 NESARC includes agricultural interests, cities and counties, 
commercial real estate developers, conservationists, electric utilities, energy producers, farmers, 
forest product companies, home builders, landowners, oil and gas companies, ranchers, realtors, 
water and irrigation districts, and other businesses and individuals throughout the United States.  
NESARC and its members are committed to promoting effective and balanced legislative and 
administrative improvements to the ESA that support the protection of fish, wildlife, and plant 
populations as well as responsible land, water, and resource management. 

 

                                                           
1 Regulatory Reform, 82 Fed. Reg. 28,429 (June 22, 2017). 
2 See Appendix A. 
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I. Recommendations for Regulatory Improvements to the ESA 
 

The ESA was originally enacted in 1973, and the statute has remained largely unchanged 
and unauthorized for nearly a quarter of a century.  The operative statutory provisions are 
implemented through regulations promulgated by the FWS and the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (“NMFS”) (collectively, the “Services”).  While there have been piecemeal revisions to 
these regulations over the years, implementation of the ESA would benefit significantly from a 
holistic review of the regulatory structure.  By conducting this type of review, FWS, in 
collaboration with NMFS, can best identify and incorporate efficiencies and improvements that 
have been learned during the past 40 years of ESA implementation.3   

 
The listing of a species as threatened or endangered and the designation of critical habitat 

have significant regulatory, economic, and other consequences.  Private landowners, state and 
local governments, commercial entities, and other parties are required to conduct Section 7 
consultation on any Federal action that may affect a listed species or its critical habitat or seek a 
permit under Section 10 to avoid liability for a prohibited take of the species.  While the goal of 
the ESA is to ultimately recover and delist these species, there has only been limited success to 
date.  There are regulatory improvements that can and should be made to each of these ESA 
components to alleviate unnecessary economic impacts on the regulated community, reduce 
administrative inefficiency, and modernize implementation of the Act. 

 
A. Improvements to the Section 7 Consultation Process 
 
Revisions to the ESA Section 7 consultation regulations are necessary to improve the 

efficiency and nature of the process while maintaining the core protections of the ESA.  The 
consultation process has proven to be unwieldly—too complex for simple permits and 
inadequate for application to complex regulatory actions, such as pesticide registrations under 
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act.  The Services should improve the 
process by streamlining the existing procedures, clarifying certain regulatory definitions, and 
ensuring that the implementation of biological opinions is more cost effective and reliable.  In 
addition, the Services should encourage greater collaboration with applicants so that reasonable, 
workable solutions can be identified and achieved, and that consultation can be concluded within 
the deadlines provided by statute.4  NESARC requests that FWS, in collaboration with NMFS, 
take the following actions: 

 
• Promulgate regulations recognizing that consultation is not required for agency actions 

with discountable, insignificant, or beneficial effects on a species or its critical habitat.  
This guidance is currently contained in the Services’ Consultation Handbook,5 but should 
be formally adopted as regulations to provide certainty and further inform the “not likely 
to adversely affect” determination. 

                                                           
3 On August 21, 2017, NESARC submitted similar comments to NMFS in Docket No. NOAA-NMFS-2017-0067. 
4 See, e.g., Water Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act, Pub. L. No. 114-322, § 4004, 130 Stat. 1628, 
1858 (2016). 
5 FWS and NMFS, Endangered Species Consultation Handbook, Procedures for Conducting Consultation and 
Conference Activities under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act at 3-12 (1998). 
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• Revise the definition of “environmental baseline” to focus on current environmental 

conditions.6  The environmental baseline is intended to provide a “snapshot” of a species’ 
health at the time of the consultation.  Preapproved and preexisting activities, projects 
and facilities, and the associated operational effects on species and habitat, must be 
included in the baseline for any consultation that may be required for ongoing operations 
or proposed new actions carried out, authorized, or funded by federal agencies. 
 

• Revise the definition of “effects of the action” to ensure that consideration of “direct 
effects” and “indirect effects” incorporates the principles of proximate causation and 
reasonable foreseeability.7  There must be a close causal and measurable connection 
between the proposed action and any effects—i.e., the action must “directly produce” the 
resulting effect on the species or critical habitat.  A direct or indirect effect should not be 
included if it will occur irrespective of the proposed action. 
 

• Revise the definition of “cumulative effects” to exclude “future Federal activities that are 
physically located within the action area of the particular Federal action under 
consultation.”8  This is consistent with the Service’s long-held policy which states that, 
because future Federal actions will be separately subject to Section 7 consultation, “their 
effects will be considered at that time and will not be included in the cumulative effects 
analysis.”9   
 

• Revise the definition of “biological assessment” to include other documents that contain 
an analysis of the potential effects of a proposed action on listed species and critical 
habitat.10  Such documents may include environmental assessments or environmental 
impact statements prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act or other 
similar documents that contain the information required to initiate consultation.   
 

• Reconsider the definition of “destruction or adverse modification” to prevent the over-
expansive and unduly burdensome application of this statutory concept.11  Contrary to the 
Services’ current interpretation, the regulatory phrase “appreciably diminishes” must be 
construed to mean a “considerable reduction” in the value of critical habitat.  In addition, 
any adverse modification must be based on impacts to actual physical or biological 
features, and not encompass alterations that “preclude or significantly delay 
development” of features that do not currently exist.  Finally, the focus on “conservation 

                                                           
6 50 C.F.R. § 402.02.   
7 Id.   
8 Id.   
9 Interagency Cooperation, 51 Fed. Reg. 19,932, 19,933 (1986). 
10 50 C.F.R. § 402.02.   
11 Id.  For additional information, see NESARC’s comments, dated October 9, 2014, submitted in Docket No. FWS-
R9-ES-2011-0072. 
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of a listed species” impermissibly converts the Section 7 consultation analysis into the 
imposition of a recovery standard.  
 

• Establish deadlines for the completion of informal consultation and the timely issuance of 
any required concurrence by FWS or NMFS that a proposed action will not likely 
adversely affect a listed species or any critical habitat.  ESA Section 7 provides statutory 
deadlines for the completion of formal consultation, and the Services should include 
corresponding deadlines for informal consultation to ensure that the entire consultation 
process proceeds in an expedient manner.   
 

• Expand the use of informal consultation, programmatic consultation, and other 
consultation strategies to improve efficiency.  For example, the Services should establish 
a “categorical approval” for various types of activities undertaken with certain species-
protective best management practices.  The Services should more fully utilize the 
expertise of action proponents and consulting agencies to inform the consultation process.  
For each category of proposed actions, the Services should also develop standard 
operating procedures for consultations that draw on relevant, reliable, and qualified data. 
 
B. Revisions to the Procedures for the Designation of Critical Habitat 

 
 The process for designating critical habitat needs to be further reformed to reduce the 
resulting economic and regulatory burdens placed on affected entities.  While the Services 
recently revised these regulations,12 additional changes are necessary to conform the regulations 
to Congressional intent and the explicit statutory criteria.13  Critical habitat designations in 
occupied areas can only include those areas where essential physical or biological features are 
currently found.  For unoccupied areas, the Services must first determine that the area is 
habitable, and then that the designation of occupied areas, alone, is insufficient for conservation 
of the species.  The Services cannot rely on speculative effects of climate change to designate 
areas that currently lack essential habitat features in an attempt to anticipate future changes in 
habitat or species distribution.  Finally, the scale of any critical habitat designation must be 
limited to “specific areas” and not include broad expanses of lands and waters that extend “as far 
as the eyes can see and the mind can conceive.”14  NESARC requests that FWS, in collaboration 
with NMFS, take the following actions: 
 

• Clarify that critical habitat can only be designated in areas, whether occupied or 
unoccupied, that already contain the elements necessary to provide habitat for the species.  

                                                           
12 Implementing Changes to the Regulations for Designating Critical Habitat, 81 Fed. Reg. 7,414 (February 11, 
2016). 
13 For additional information, see NESARC’s comments, dated October 9, 2014, submitted in Docket No.  FWS–
HQ–ES–2012–0096. 
14 124 Cong. Rec. 38,131 (1978).   
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Congress included a clear habitability requirement in the ESA, and this must be reflected 
in the regulations.15     
 

• For both occupied and unoccupied habitat, ensure that the scope of any designation is 
limited to “specific areas.”  The Services have impermissibly expanded their discretion to 
designate areas “at a scale determined by the Secretary to be appropriate.”16  Instead, the 
scale of any critical habitat designation must be consistently applied and be at a level of 
specificity that ensures that homes, businesses, and other areas that do not contain 
essential physical or biological features (for occupied areas) or essential habitat (for 
unoccupied areas) are not broadly swept into a critical habitat designation. 
 

• Revise the definition of “geographical area occupied by the species” to only include areas 
with sustained or regular use by the species.17  Occupation of an area requires a level of 
residency or control over an area, not mere transient or temporary presence, and cannot 
be conflated with a species’ range.  Range is a broader concept that encompasses areas 
that are both occupied and unoccupied by the species.18   
 

• Revise the definition of “physical or biological features” to reflect that an occupied area 
cannot be designated based upon “habitat characteristics that support ephemeral or 
dynamic habitat conditions.”19  The ESA is clear that occupied areas may be designated 
as critical habitat only where essential physical and biological features “are found.”20  
The requisite features must actually exist in the specific area at the time of designation, 
and the Services cannot include areas merely because there is a possibility for such 
features to develop at some future time. 
 

• Further revise the definition of “physical or biological features” to recognize that such 
features must have a greater biological significance than simply “support[ing] the life-
history needs of the species.”21  Congress explicitly required that the identified physical 
or biological features must be “essential to the conservation of the species.”22  “Essential” 
is a higher standard (i.e., absolutely necessary or indispensable) that does not include any 
or all habitat features that support a species.   
 

                                                           
15 16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(3)(A)(i) (“The Secretary . . . shall . . . designate any habitat of such species which is then 
considered to be critical habitat”). 
16 50 C.F.R. § 424.12(b)(1), (2).   
17 Id. § 424.02.   
18 16 U.S.C. § 1533(c)(1) (requiring the Services to “specify with respect to each such [listed] species over what 
portion of its range it is endangered or threatened, and specify any critical habitat within such range.”) (emphasis 
added). 
19 50 C.F.R. § 424.02.   
20 16 U.S.C. 1532(5)(A)(i).   
21 50 C.F.R. § 424.02.   
22 16 U.S.C. § 1532(5)(A)(i).   



National Endangered Species Act Reform Coalition 
Comments on Regulatory Reform 
November 1, 2017 
 

6 
 

• Account for the existence of state, county, local and voluntary management and 
protection measures when determining whether physical or biological features “may 
require special management considerations or protection.”23  Areas with existing habitat 
management and protective measures (included those provided by habitat conservation 
plans, candidate conservation agreements with assurances, safe harbor agreements, etc.) 
may render critical habitat redundant, and designation of those areas may provide no 
added benefits for the species.  The Services should consult with and take input from the 
managers of the voluntary conservation plans before designating critical habitat. 
 

• Revise the regulations to provide specific criteria for the designation of unoccupied 
habitat.24  Without such standards, the Services cannot consistently determine whether an 
unoccupied area is essential for conservation of the species.  The Services should also 
reinstate their previous requirement that a designation of unoccupied habitat will only 
occur “when a designation limited to its present range would be inadequate to ensure the 
conservation of the species.”25  This regulation is consistent with Congressional intent, 
and maintains the proper relationship between occupied and unoccupied habitat. 

 
C. Revisions to Economic Analysis of Critical Habitat Designations 
 
The Services must also revise how the economic and other impacts of a critical habitat 

designation will be determined and analyzed when considering whether to exclude an area from 
critical habitat.26  Most importantly, the use of an incremental impacts analysis (i.e., “with and 
without the designation”) is insufficient for fulfilling the economic impacts analysis required 
under ESA Section 4(b)(2).27  By attributing almost all of the regulatory burdens and economic 
costs arising under the ESA to the listing decision, the Services incorrectly identify only those 
marginal costs that are “solely” attributed to a later designation of critical habitat.  This approach 
ignores baseline economic conditions and fails to fully consider how a critical habitat 
designation will impact a particular area, such as the effect on future property values and lost 
conservation opportunities on private land.  In addition, rather than considering impacts at a scale 
that the Secretary determines to be appropriate, the Services should use a scale that ensures that 
the economic analysis can be relied on to determine, consistent with the ESA, that a “particular 
area” may be excluded.28  Finally, the Services should use quantitative assessment 
methodologies, to the maximum extent practicable, and only rely on qualitative assessments of 
economic impacts when there is insufficient quantitative data available to conduct an economic 
impacts analysis consistent with the requirements of the ESA and the Data Quality Act.   

 

                                                           
23 50 C.F.R. § 424.12(b)(1)(iv).   
24 Id. § 424.12(b)(2).   
25 Id. § 424.12(e) (2015).   
26 For additional information, see NESARC’s comments, dated October 23, 2012, submitted in Docket Nos.  FWS-
R9-ES-2011-0073 & NOAA-120606146-2146-01. 
27 50 C.F.R. § 424.19(b).   
28 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(2). 
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D. Clarify the Listing Process and Increase State and Local Government 
Involvement 

 
Species do not receive protection under the ESA until they are listed as either endangered 

or threatened.29  These decisions are frequently dictated by petitions to list species, which trigger 
mandatory and inflexible statutory deadlines for the Services to act.30  The Services have no 
ability to prioritize actions for imperiled species, lack the resources to act in a timely manner, 
and are often forced to make decisions without full and thorough consideration of scientific data.  
These petition deadlines are enforced through litigation and settlements, without public 
involvement, which further perpetuates the underlying problem.31 

 
To help alleviate these issues, the Services should identify opportunities for the greater 

involvement of, and collaboration with, state and local government agencies.32  State and local 
governments have unique authorities and expertise on the management, protection, and 
conservation of species and habitat within their jurisdiction.  However, other than requiring 
petitioners to provide notice to State agencies prior to submitting petitions,33 and notices to State 
agencies and counties of proposed regulations,34 the expertise of these entities has been largely 
marginalized in the implementation of listing and critical habitat decisions.  The Services should 
better use the expertise and abilities of State and local government agencies by providing a 
greater role in the listing and critical habitat designation process.35 

 
The Services should also promulgate regulations to define the operative terms within the 

statutory definitions of “endangered species” and “threatened species.”36  The phrases “in danger 
of extinction,” “foreseeable future,” and “significant portion of its range” (“SPR”) are vague and 
demand codification through the rulemaking process.  In addition, when a species is determined 
to be threatened or endangered within a SPR, the Services should limit the listing classification 
(and any designated critical habitat) to that identified portion of the species’ range, and not apply 
it range-wide.37  Further clarification of these terms is necessary to provide regulatory certainty 
to the ESA listing process. 
                                                           
29 Id. § 1533(a)(1). 
30 Id. § 1533(b)(3). 
31 For revisions that could be made to improve the petition process, see NESARC’s comments, dated September 18, 
2015 and May 23, 2016, submitted in Docket No.  FWS-HQ-ES-2015-0016. 
32 16 U.S.C. § 1535(a) (“In carrying out the program authorized by this chapter, the Secretary shall cooperate to the 
maximum extent practicable with the States.”). 
33 50 C.F.R. § 424.14(b). 
34 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(5)(A)(ii). 
35 For example, the Services should ensure that the best scientific and commercial data available is provided to state 
and local governments and is also publicly available on the internet.  See State, Tribal, and Local Species 
Transparency and Recovery Act, H.R. 1274, 115th Cong. § 2 (as amended and reported by H. Comm. on  Nat. Res., 
Oct. 4, 2017). 
36 Id. § 1532(6), (20). 
37 For additional information, see NESARC’s comments, dated March 8, 2012, submitted in Docket No. FWS-R9-
ES-2011-0031. 
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E. Improve Recovery Planning to Achieve the Goal of Delisting Species 
 

The primary purpose of the ESA is to identify threatened and endangered species and to 
undertake efforts to protect and, ultimately, recover such species.  Section 4(f) of the ESA directs 
FWS, with limited exceptions, to develop and implement recovery plans for listed species.38  
FWS is required, to the maximum extent practicable, to prioritize the recovery of those listed 
species most likely to benefit from such plans, and to also include “objective, measurable 
criteria” for delisting species.39  However, many species do not have recovery plans and, 
consequentially, no criteria for delisting.   

 
The Services’ regulations state that “[a] species may be delisted on the basis of recovery 

only if the best scientific and commercial data available indicate that it is no longer endangered 
or threatened.”40  This provision should be revised to better link the recovery planning process 
with the actual delisting of species.  Given that recovery plans are required to include “objective, 
measurable criteria,” the regulations should require the establishment of meaningful and 
enforceable delisting criteria, with measures that are practicable and affordable to implement, 
and require the delisting of a species when those criteria are achieved. 

 
F. Promote and Enhance the Use of Voluntary Conservation Measures 

 
Voluntary conservation efforts have been at the heart of most successful species recovery 

efforts.  NESARC strongly urges FWS to promote and encourage these conservation efforts by 
creating new avenues for States, local governments, private property owners and other non-
federal entities to proactively participate in species recovery efforts.  In addition, NESARC 
requests that FWS, in collaboration with NMFS, take the following actions: 
 

• Identify opportunities to streamline the development and approval of habitat conservation 
plans (“HCPs”) for incidental take permits.41  By reducing delays and minimizing the 
costs, the Services can further incentivize the use of HCPs as a conservation mechanism. 
 

• Eliminate the policy, currently followed in the Pacific Northwest regions, that prohibits a 
single Service from issuing a Section 10 permit if it would cover lands and practices that 
may affect a listed species under the jurisdiction of the other Service. 
 

• Issue guidance insisting on cooperation with the NMFS in processing proposed HCPs and 
other conservation agreements, and further instruct FWS staff to focus on the 
conservation benefits from working with landowners and other stakeholders.  

 

                                                           
38 16 U.S.C. § 1533(f)(1).   
39 Id. §§ 1533(f)(1)(A), 1533(f)(1)(B)(2).   
40 50 C.F.R. § 424.11(d)(2).   
41 For additional information, see NESARC’s comments on the Services’ draft HCP Handbook, dated August 29, 
2016, submitted in Docket Nos. FWS-HQ-ES-2016-0004 & NOAA-NMFS-2016-0004. 
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• Encourage agency staff to pursue conservation partnerships through voluntary projects 
with private landowners and others and increased the use of candidate conservation 
agreements with assurances and Section 4(d) rules for threatened species. 
 

• Revoke Section 9 of the HCP Handbook adopted in December 2016.42  This section 
establishes agency policy on applying the “maximum extent practical” mitigation 
standard for HCPs.  It requires detailed economic analysis of the applicant’s financial 
books and implies that if the applicant would still make a profit from its intended lawful 
activities, there is not sufficient mitigation.  The concept of practicality needs to be 
applied to both the applicant and the agency, and must account for limited agency 
resources and maintain incentives for the applicant to implement the HCP.  

 
II. Rescission of Mitigation and Compensatory Mitigation Policies 
 
 In a 2015 Presidential Memorandum entitled “Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources,” 
DOI and other agencies were directed to implement a “net benefit goal” for mitigating impacts to 
natural resources.  In response, FWS published two policies that established a net conservation 
gain or no net loss standard for mitigation and ESA compensatory mitigation, and adopted a 
preference for a landscape-scale approach to conservation.43  As NESARC explained previously, 
these policies impermissibly exceed FWS’s statutory authority under the ESA, include vague and 
overly broad conservation objectives, and unnecessarily burden the regulated community.44  
When applied to voluntary conservation efforts for at risk and listed species, they discourage 
participation and create substantial impediments to such projects. 
 
 On March 26, 2017, the President issued Executive Order 13783, entitled “Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” which revoked the 2015 Presidential 
Memorandum and generally directed the suspension, revision, or rescission of existing agency 
actions related to or arising from it.  Following the Executive Order, Secretary Zinke issued 
Secretarial Order 3349 which initiated a review of all such agency actions, and established 
deadlines for the completion of the review and identification of subsequent measures to address 
the covered policies.  In accordance with these directives, NESARC requests that FWS act 
expeditiously to rescind both the Mitigation Policy and the ESA Compensatory Mitigation 
Policy. 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
42 Joint U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service Habitat Conservation Planning 
Handbook, 81 Fed. Reg. 93,702 (Dec. 21, 2016). 
43 Mitigation Policy, 81 Fed. Reg. 83,440 (Nov. 21, 2016); ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy, 81 Fed. Reg. 
95,316 (Dec. 27, 2016). 
44 For additional information, see NESARC’s comments on the Mitigation Policy, dated June 13, 2016, submitted in 
Docket No. FWS-HQ-ES-2015-0126; and NESARC’s comments on the ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy, 
dated October 17, 2016, submitted in Docket No. FWS-HQ-ES-2015-0165. 
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III. Conclusion 
 

NESARC greatly appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments to DOI.  We 
respectfully request that you take these comments into full consideration when contemplating 
revisions to FWS’s ESA regulations and policies. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Tyson Kade  
NESARC Counsel 
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TO: The Honorable Ryan Zinke 

 Secretary, U.S. Department of the Interior 

 1859 C Street, NW 

 Washington, DC  20240 

 

RE: COMMENT & PETITION TO REPEAL 50 C.F.R. § 17.31 & § 17.40(e), (f), (j), (n), (r) 

Submitted through www.regulations.gov, Docket No. DOI-2017-0003-0009 

 

This Comment and Petition for Rulemaking is filed pursuant to the Department of Interior’s regulatory 

reform initiative undertaken in response to Executive Order 13777,1 the Endangered Species Act (ESA),2 

the Administrative Procedures Act,3 and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (FWS) implementing regulations.4 

Conservation Force submits this Comment and Petition for Rulemaking to repeal these unnecessary, 

ineffective, and obstructive regulations including: 17 C.F.R. § 17.31 (Prohibitions); 17 C.F.R. § 17.40(e) 

(Special rules—African elephant); 17 C.F.R. § 17.40(f) (Special rules—Leopard); 17 C.F.R. § 17.40(j) (Special 

rules—Argali); 17 C.F.R. § 17.40(n) (Special rules—Straight-horned markhor); and 17 C.F.R. § 17.40(r) 

(Special rules—Lion).  These self-imposed regulations burden the import of threatened-listed species as if 

they were endangered, and obstruct foreign nation conservation programs, with little regard for foreign 

cooperation or diplomacy. 

Conservation Force offers specific expertise in the burden imposed by these regulations because we 

deal with the delay and negative impact they inflict on a regular basis.  Conservation Force is a not-profit, 

501(c)(3) charitable organization whose mission includes the conservation of wildlife and wild places.  In 

this Comment and Petition, we draw on decades of experience in submitting, supporting with substantive 

information, and tracking permit applications, on behalf of U.S. citizens who wish to import sport-hunted 

trophies of endangered- and threatened-listed species.  We pioneered the enhancement permitting for 

endangered-listed Suleiman markhor, Canadian wood bison, and Namibian black rhino, and we maintain 

active permit campaigns for threatened-listed species like lion, elephant, and argali.  We assist individuals, 

range nations, and stakeholders in importing hunting trophies because the revenues and incentives from 

regulated hunting form the foundation of crucial range nation conservation systems.  We provide these 

services pro bono because of our commitment to support effective foreign nation conservation programs.  

We know, first-hand, the delays, low prioritizations, and negative impacts caused by these regulations and 

their burden on range nations from those that bear the cost of compliance.  This Comment and Petition 

                                                           
1 https://www.doi.gov/regulatory-reform/implement; Enforcing the Regulatory Reform Agenda, Executive Order No. 

13777, 82 Fed. Reg. 12285 (March 1, 2017). 
2 16 U.S.C. §§ 1531 et seq. (2017). 
3 5 U.S.C. § 553 (2017). 
4 48 C.F.R. § 14.2 (2017). 
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seeks to lift that burden for threatened-listed (non-endangered) foreign species, most particularly but not 

exclusively, for those already protected by a listing on Appendix II of CITES.5 

We offer our special expertise in “alleviating unnecessary burdens” on U.S. citizens from current FWS 

permitting requirements,6 and our recommendations will give force to Congress’ intent in the ESA to avoid 

unnecessary regulation of threatened-listed species and to favor range nation efforts that are effectively 

conserving foreign species.7 

These regulations should be repealed because they meet three of the regulatory reform initiative’s 

criteria: (1) are unnecessary and ineffective, (2) impose costs that exceed benefits, and (3) create a serious 

inconsistency with regulatory reform initiatives and policies. 

1. These regulations are unnecessary and ineffective. 

The regulations impose the same requirements on threatened species that apply to endangered-listed 

species, even though the level of risk facing each is different.8  Treating these categories the same makes 

no sense.  Because Congress created two categories, the FWS should treat endangered species differently 

from threatened species.9  Endangered species are “in danger of extinction.”  In contrast, threatened 

species do not yet face this imminent risk of extinction.10  Endangered species automatically receive special 

protections under the ESA.  However, for threatened species, the Secretary of Interior (or his designee) is 

directed, in his discretion, to “issue such regulations as he deems necessary and advisable to provide for 

the conservation of such species.”11  The wording of this directive indicates that the FWS should make an 

individualized determination for threatened species to ascertain what regulation, if any, is truly necessary 

to provide for the species’ conservation.  In taking the easy way out, the FWS has imposed an unnecessary 

and ineffective regulation, without discretion, as if the same. 

Further, treating endangered- and threatened-listed foreign species the same is detrimental to those 

foreign species because the ESA does not provide the same protections for foreign species that it does for 

domestic species.12  The FWS has no jurisdiction to designate critical habitat in a foreign country, prohibit 

                                                           
5 The Convention of International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora, http://www.cites.org. 
6 In addition to these services, Conservation Force funds on the ground conservation programs, such as management 

planning and anti-poaching in Zimbabwe, lion aging in Tanzania, monitoring and aging of leopard in Zambia, wetland 

surveys in Namibia, markhor research in Pakistan, and much more. 
7 Repealing these regulations will also advance Congress’ express intent in the African Elephant Conservation Act, 16 

U.S.C. §§ 4201 et seq. (2017). 
8 For example, under Section 17.31, Prohibitions, “… all of the provisions in § 17.21 shall apply to threatened wildlife, 

except §17.21(c)(5).”  Section 17.21 applies specifically to endangered-listed species. 
9 E.g., Ratzlaf v. United States, 510 U.S. 135, 140-41 (1994); Bailey v. United States, 516 U.S. 137, 146 (1995), super-

seded by statute on other grounds. 
10 16 U.S.C. § 1532(6) (“The term ‘endangered species’ means any species which is in danger of extinction throughout 

all or a significant portion of its range…”) & (20) (“The term ‘threatened species’ means any species which is likely to 

become an endangered species within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its range.”). 
11 E.g., 16 U.S.C. §§ 1533(d), 1538(a)(1). 
12 Draft Policy for Enhancement-of-Survival Permits for Foreign Species Listed Under the Endangered Species Act, 68 

Fed. Reg. 49512, 49513 (Aug. 18, 2003): 

Under the ESA's listing process, foreign and domestic species are treated equally, and the biological criteria 

used for determining the appropriate classification of threatened or endangered species are the same.  How-

ever, most of the key conservation provisions of the ESA do not apply to foreign species.  Habitat conservation 

planning mechanisms, recovery planning and implementation, most Section 7 consultations, and the Section 
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take of a species whose range is completely outside the U.S., require recovery or cooperative programs, 

or provide funding for foreign programs.13  Imposing the same prohibitions on foreign, threatened-listed 

species as endangered species obstructs and overburdens range nation conservation efforts, particularly 

regulated sport-hunting programs.  Even in countries where threatened species are doing the best, the 

FWS must make arbitrary “enhancement” findings. 

These fact-intensive, standard-less, findings require range nations to submit extensive information to 

the FWS.  The FWS does not just ask about the sustainability of sport hunting.  Rather, it asks for minute 

detail on issues that have nothing to do with enhancement.14  For example, although Zimbabwe maintains 

the second-largest elephant population in the world and depends on the revenues from regulated hunting 

to fund both the wildlife authority, and rural communities (CAMPFIRE), the FWS suspended U.S. imports 

of sport-hunted trophies in April 2014.  That suspension is still in place.  Zimbabwe has sent information to 

the FWS at least five times.  Zimbabwe has shown that its elephant population is stable, hunting offtakes 

are carefully monitored, and revenues from elephant hunting fund law enforcement and rural community 

development and increase tolerance of the large elephant population.  Application of Section 17.40(e) has 

reduced Zimbabwe’s funding for anti-poaching and cost Zimbabwe’s rural poor over $1.5 million in annual 

elephant hunting fees.  In demanding “enhancement,” but without defining any specific standard, these 

regulations are burdening countries and depriving them of the benefits of the conservation hunting.  And 

this finding is wholly unnecessary and ineffective in a country whose management speaks for itself.  This 

is additive costs and delays to a successful program for a CITES Appendix II species.15 

These regulations unreasonably impose a tax-like cost on countries with stable or increasing elephant, 

leopard, lion, argali, and other threatened-listed wildlife.  And worse, the nations which could benefit from 

regulated sport hunting the most are completely shut out by the FWS’ negative administration of the 

enhancement standard.  The result of these regulations is capricious: Range nations which would benefit 

from sport-hunting revenues and the presence of hunting operators the most are the least likely to have 

imports approved. 

Perhaps these regulations were intended to motivate range nations to adopt better practices.  If so, 

that intention is not communicated competently.  Worse, even when a range nation adopts a better 

                                                           
6 grant-in-aid program do not apply to ESA-listed foreign species.  Even the fundamental conservation tool 

of prohibition of take … is limited to actions taken within the United States, the territorial seas of the United 

States, or on the high seas … In some situations, listing under the ESA may provide few, if any, additional 

benefits and may complicate the implementation of conservation initiatives under other international 

authorities, such as the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 

(CITES). 
13 In fact, Congress has had to enact special legislation to provide funding for foreign species.  E.g., African Elephant 

Conservation Act, 16 U.S.C. §§ 4201-4245; Rhinoceros and Tiger Conservation Act, 16 U.S.C. §§ 5301-5306. 
14 For instance, the FWS asked Zimbabwe about rumored changes in land tenure in one private conservancy with an 

elephant population of approximately 1,500—private land not subject to the wildlife authority’s control, and a small 

part of the overall elephant population of 83,000+. 
15 It has been repeatedly recognized—even when the elephant was listed on Appendix I of CITES—that the elephant 

populations in the Southern Africa Development Community countries were not at risk of extinction and maintained 

stable or increasing elephant populations.  The elephant was listed on Appendix I of CITES (and then downlisted to 

Appendix II in Botswana, Namibia, South Africa, and Zimbabwe) over the objections of the SADC range nations, which 

offered evidence of their healthy populations and responsible management.  See CoP7, Proposal (1989); CoP7, Doc. 

7.43.4, Elephants and Ivory Trade in Southern Africa, available at https://www.cites.org/eng/cop/07/doc/index.php. 
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practice—such as when Zimbabwe updated its elephant management plan at the FWS’ behest—the FWS 

does not issue import permits.  Inaction is poor motivation indeed. 

Finally, the regulations are ineffective and unnecessary because the enhancement standard is already 

satisfied.  Enhancement means “benefits” for the species.  Range nations incorporate sport hunting into 

their conservation programs because it creates benefits.16  Every dollar raised for law enforcement, every 

snare picked up by a hunting operator, every villager employed as camp staff, and every kilogram of meat 

contributed to a remote village benefits the species by improving protection and tolerance.  The FWS does 

not need a redundant regulation to incentivize enhancement.  It already exists. 

2. The cost of implementing and administering these regulations exceeds the benefits. 

The regulations have no demonstrated benefit to the species, most especially to foreign game species.  

On the other hand, the FWS has repeatedly demonstrated an inability to effectively issue, and responsibly 

administer, these regulations, to the detriment of the species and range nation conservation efforts.  For 

example, the FWS proposed a threatened listing for the African lion in October 2014 with a special rule to 

extend the same prohibitions as for endangered species to the lion.17  Range nations publicly opposed the 

proposed listing and special rule.18  Among other comments, seven African nations expressed “serious 

concerns about the regulatory changes proposed in the 4(d) rule” because it would “only have a negative 

impact on hunting in the range states.  Additional regulations and permitting requirements will certainly 

discourage or inhibit U.S. hunters, the highest-paying clients participating in consumptive ecotourism … 

range states will experience a loss of revenue generated from U.S. hunters, which supports the capacity 

of governments and community districts to protect, study and manage lion populations.”19 

The final rule listing the lion as threatened and imposing the special rule was adopted over a year later 

and went into effect on January 22, 2016.20  Conservation Force immediately filed applications for permits 

to import sport-hunted lion trophies.  These applications languished “on hold” at the FWS until October 

19, 2017 (apparently due to wholly unrelated priorities related to commercial wood import permits).21  

During this almost two-year delay, the uncertainty greatly damaged the very best range nation efforts to 

conserve lion and reduce human-lion-livestock conflicts. 

                                                           
16 Range nations require the hunting benefit species through mandatory anti-poaching and community investment 

programs (imposed by regulation or lease agreement), and monitor the benefits through mandatory reporting.  E.g., 

Tanzania’s Wildlife Conservation (Tourist Hunting) Regulations (2015). 
17 77 Fed. Reg. 70727 (Nov. 27, 2012); 79 Fed. Reg. 64472 (Oct. 29, 2014). 
18 Burkina Faso, Tanzania, Zambia, Zimbabwe, and other range nations submitted comments opposing the proposed 

listing and proposed regulation.  See Docket No. FWS–R9–ES–2012–0025. 
19 The seven countries “strongly suggest[ed] that the Service withdraw its proposed 4(d) Rule and ensure that trade 

in hunted lions is not hindered.  If the Service is looking to improve management of lions in range states, the Service 

should improve bilateral cooperation with the range state governments … instead of imposing additional restrictions 

and administrative burdens that adversely affect them.”  See Docket No. FWS–R9–ES–2012–0025. 
20 80 Fed. Reg. 80000 (Dec. 23, 2015). 
21 Applications for permits to import sport-hunted elephant trophies from Tanzania, Zambia, and Zimbabwe have also 

been “on hold” for a year or more.  The FWS has admittedly prioritized permits to import CITES-listed rosewood above 

sport-hunted trophies, to the detriment of threatened-listed game. 
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As the range nations pointed out in opposing the lion’s listing and the special rule (and other proposed 

listings),22 regulated sport hunting generates benefits for listed species in the nations with the largest or 

second largest populations of African elephant, leopard, lion, black and white rhino, markhor, argali, etc. 

in the world.  Regulated sport hunting secures far more habitat than in national parks, funds most wildlife 

authority operating costs and anti-poaching, and incentivizes better tolerance among rural communities 

and private landholders through revenues, game meat distributions, employment, infrastructure projects, 

and more.  A few examples follow. 

• Habitat: Available habitat for threatened-listed species like elephant, lion, and leopard is greatly 

expanded by safari areas, communal lands gazetted for sustainable use, and private ranches and 

conservancies.  In every Southern or East African country that relies on the conservation value of 

sport hunting, hunting areas are 1.5 times (e.g., in Mozambique) to over five times (e.g., in South 

Africa and Tanzania) the size of national parks.  Habitat loss is the greatest threat to wildlife, and 

is mitigated by sport hunting.  However, the burden and delay inflicted by these regulations reduce 

the benefits from regulated sport hunting, most especially to habitat.23  For example, since 2014, 

                                                           
22 See, for example, comments from Burkina Faso, South Africa, Tanzania, Zambia, and Zimbabwe in Docket No. FWS-

R9-ES-2012-0025 (lion); comments from Mozambique, Tanzania, Zimbabwe in Docket No. FWS-HQ-ES-2016-0131 

(leopard). 
23 For example, Burkina Faso explained to the FWS: 

Burkina Faso does not agree that its lion should be listed as threatened and disagrees that imports into the 

USA should be conditioned on proof of enhancement and nationwide population status.  The lion habitat in 

the “W Complex” is secure and the protective system also secures the prey base for lion.  The safari hunting 

of that population is part of the system that secures the lion.  The proposed import permit regulations could 

threaten the lion … An embargo on lion trophies in Burkina Faso would have the direct result of devaluing 

the lion in this country, by removing from it the only positive value it currently has in the eyes of local actors 

in ~2/3 of its habitat areas, namely the Hunting Zones.  Worse still, … the only value that the lion would have 

left for these local actors would be its negative value as livestock predator and as a threat to people.  One 

must fear the worst for the future of the lion as it would have lost its only advocates across the largest part 

of its range. 
 

An embargo would drastically reduce the lion’s range.  For … the hunting areas would no longer be suitable 

lion habitat.  Nothing … and no-one … will … hold back the livestock farmers from eliminating their old enemy.  

Moreover, with no lion hunting, the safari companies will only consider the lion as a predator of hunted 

species … which will continue to be valued by the hunt but will continue to be victims of the lion.  Even the 

lions from the Arly and W National Parks would be endangered due to the lack of protection in the adjoining 

Hunting Zones, which will no longer serve as buffer zones for the national parks and ecological corridors … 

In West Africa, the largest current population of lions - elsewhere considered by many as the only long-term 

viable population in the sub-region - is in Burkina Faso, which is the only country in the entire sub-region to 

have maintained controlled lion hunting.  It is not a coincidence. Imposing an embargo on lion trophies would 

jeopardize this situation … 
 

Burkina Faso, p. 28; see also Republic of South Africa, p. 7 (“The revenue generated through hunting contributes 

to the maintenance of areas where the lion populations can continue to exist.  The economic benefit to the private 

sector of keeping and trading in wild lion may provide a strong incentive for conserving the species and habitat.”); 

Republic of Zambia, p. 20-21; Republic of Zimbabwe, p. 1 (“The proposed listing of the African Lion as threatened 

… will seriously jeopardize Zimbabwe’s lion conservation efforts.  The rule and listing will have huge negative social 

economic impact on local communities and the local hunting industry.  The loss of legal income from lion hunting 

is likely to fuel poaching which will negatively affect lion conservation in Zimbabwe”); United Republic of Tanzania, 

p. 27 (“If the 4(d) rule of the ESA is adopted, import of lion trophy into the United States of America would require 

prior grant of threatened species import permits.  This might discourage USA client to book lion hunting safari 
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over 70,000 km2 in concessions have been returned to Tanzania’s wildlife authorities.24  Operators 

simply do not have the capacity to maintain this habitat and to combat encroachment due to the 

suspension of elephant trophy imports and the de facto suspension of lion trophy imports and the 

related 14- or 21-day safaris.  The damage from the regulations is real, measurable, and avoidable.  

(It should be noted that the FWS did not send an “enhancement” questionnaire to Tanzania for 

more than three months after the requirement went into effect, and the FWS sent questionnaires 

to other range nations.)  

 

• Operating Revenue and Anti-Poaching: Range nation operating budgets and anti-poaching efforts 

are largely funded by hunting fees.  As Tanzania demonstrated to the FWS, hunting fees comprised 

over 83% of wildlife authority over five years, paid for anti-poaching, and also “provid[ed] direct 

contributions from safari operators to anti-poaching patrols and scouts ... all of which benefits the 

government by shifting these costs to the private sector.”25  In Tanzania, a sample of 27 operators 

invested over 6.7 million in anti-poaching, on top of the fees paid to the government, in the 2013-

2015 period.26  (These figures predate application of the “special rule” for lion, and have declined 

significantly because of the special rule.) 

 

• Community Incentives: Range nations implemented community wildlife management programs 

to incentivize those who live side-by-side with wildlife to treat dangerous game as an asset—and 

not as a nuisance or threat.  This is a sea change, since dangerous game like elephant, leopard, and 

lion destroy crops, livestock, and human lives.  For example, Namibia’s communal conservancies 

cover 163,000 km2, employ hundreds, and generate tens of millions of dollars each year.27  Under 

this system, elephant, leopard, lion, rhino, and other species are increasing.  Similarly, Zimbabwe’s 

CAMPFIRE program is effectively reducing human-wildlife conflict: from 2011–2015, leopard hunts 

in CAMPFIRE Areas generated ~$500,000 for rural communities, and there were no reported PAC 

(problem animal) offtakes in these areas.28 

                                                           
packages in Tanzania. The trophy hunting industry[‘s] sustainability would be threatened by the loss of its main 

attracting product (the lion) combined to the loss of its main market (the USA).  A lot of hunting companies … will 

return[] most (if not all) of their hunting areas to the Wildlife Division to avoid bankrupt … many protected areas 

devoted to tourist hunting will be converted to agropastoral land, leading to the unavoidable extinction of wildlife 

and natural habitats with collapse of ecosystem services (e.g. Lindsey et al., 2012)”), all available at Docket No. 

FWS-R9-ES-2012-0025. 
24 United Republic of Tanzania, p. 11-12, available at Docket No. FWS-HQ-ES-2016-0131). 
25 Compare United Republic of Tanzania (2015), p. 7-8, available at Docket No. FWS-RS-ES-2012-0025, with United 

Republic of Tanzania (2017), p. 10-11, available at FWS-HW-ES-2016-0131. 
26 Conservation Force, Tanzania Lion Enhancement Summary Report (2016) (this investment resulted in 7,170 patrol 

days, 1,409 poachers arrested, 6,233 snares and gin traps removed, 171 firearms and 1,557 rounds of ammunition 

collected, 704 vehicles confiscated, and 1,118 other weapons confiscated (~11 companies reporting)). 
27 Namibian Assn. of CBNRM Support Organizations, The State of Community Conservation in Namibia: A Review of 

Communal Conservancies, Community Forests, and Other CBNRM Initiatives (2015); R. Naidoo et al., Complementary 

Benefits of Tourism and Hunting to Communal Conservancies in Namibia, 30 Conservation Biology (Jan. 8, 2016). 
28 Republic of Zimbabwe (2016), p. 28, available at FWS-HQ-ES-2016-0131. 
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As range nations and others have pointed out, listing foreign game species as threatened with a “special 

rule” imposing the same prohibitions as for endangered species obstruct these benefits, with no offsetting 

gain for the species.29 

3. Maintaining these regulations would conflict with regulatory reform initiatives and policies and 

the express intention of Congress. 

These regulations violate Congress’ intent and create a serious inconsistency with stated regulatory reform 

initiatives and policies by imposing regulatory requirements where Congress explicitly emphasized the 

importance of range nation conservation efforts and exempted imports from regulation. 

When the ESA was enacted in 1973, Congressional intent was clear: listing should not occur if range nation 

conservation efforts, including sport hunting programs, were in place to protect and recover the species.30  

In requiring that the range nation conservation efforts be “taken into account” in listing determinations,”31 

Congress evidenced its intention to allow range nations—“the best protectors of their own wild fauna and 

flora”—to provide the first line of defense for their species and manage their species in a way that works.32  

In amending the ESA, Congress explicitly directed the FWS to “facilitate” imports of sport-hunted trophies, 

not to obstruct them.33  Yet, the adoption of overreaching regulations fails to take into account successful 

range nation conservation efforts for threatened-listed species and fails to “facilitate” imports.  For every 

import that is allowed, others are denied, to the detriment of range nation programs.  That special rules 

have been adopted unilaterally against the expressed views of range nations underscores the detrimental 

impact of these regulations. 

                                                           
29 E.g., Zimbabwe has spoken out against U.S. import restrictions on repeated occasions.  E.g., Zim attacks proposed 

ban on trophy hunting, http://source.co.zw/2016/07/zim-attacks-proposed-ban-on-trophy-hunting-says-millions-

in-potential-revenue-under-threat/; Zim rejects proposed CITES regulations, http://www.herald.co.zw/zim-rejects-

proposed-cites-regulations/; 26 more elephants killed with cyanide in Zimbabwe, http://www.cbsnews.com/news/ 

26-more-elephants-killed-with-cyanide-in-zimbabwe/ (“‘All this poaching is because of American policies, they are 

banning sport hunting.  An elephant would cost $120,000 in sport hunting but a tourist pays only $10 to view the 

same elephant,’ she said, adding money from sport hunting is crucial in conservation efforts.”). 
30 H. R. Rep. No. 93-412 (1973), p. 11 (“The section requires the Secretary to give full consideration to efforts being 

currently made by any foreign country to protect fish or wildlife species within that country, in making a determination 

as to whether or not those species are endangered or threatened.  There is provided ample authority and direction 

to the Secretary to consider the efforts of such countries in encouraging the maintenance of stocks of animals for 

purposes such as trophy hunting.”). 
31 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(1)(A) (“The Secretary shall make determinations … solely on the basis of the best scientific and 

commercial data available to him … after taking into account those efforts, if any, being made by any … foreign nation, 

or any political subdivision of a … foreign nation, to protect such species, whether by predator control, protection of 

habitat and food supply, or other conservation practices, within any area under its jurisdiction, or on the high seas.”) 
32 CITES, preamble, https://www.cites.org/eng/disc/text.php#texttop. 
33 97 S. Rep. No. 97-418 (1982), p. 16: 

There may be nations where a combination of a healthy population and effective management programs 

permit sport hunting of such species without adversely affecting its status.  The failure to recognize this may 

result in the foreign nations being denied much-needed revenues derived from license fees that are used to 

fund their wildlife conservation and management programs … If the Secretary determines that sport hunting 

in such a country will assist in the conservation of a listed species, he should issue appropriate regulations 

to facilitate the import of sport-hunted trophies of such specimens.  The above-mentioned criteria should 

be taken into account in future listings of game species as well. 
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Most importantly, these regulations increase the burden on threatened-listed species that are almost all 

listed on Appendix II of CITES.  Congress already provided how to handle imports of those species.  Section 

9(c)(2) of the ESA creates the presumption of legality for non-commercial imports of species that are not 

endangered listed, but are listed on CITES Appendix II.34  Congress believed that CITES provided more than 

sufficient protection for threatened-listed species.  Yet the FWS has repeatedly, and without explanation, 

changed the balance.  It has become the FWS’ practice to ignore Section 9(c)(2)’s exemption of non-

commercial trade of foreign threatened-listed species on Appendix II of CITES.  Instead, adoption of special 

regulations has become the normal and expected practice, despite the negative effects and mal-

administration Congress intended to prevent.  It is past time to roll the practice back. 

For example, before October 2016, the threatened-listed Canadian wood bison (Bison bison athabascae) 

could be imported into the U.S. without a permit pursuant to Section 9(c)(2).  However, at the seventeenth 

Conference of the Parties to CITES, the wood bison was removed from Appendix II, and is no longer listed 

on any Appendix.35  Under the regulations proposed for repeal, a permit is now required to import a non-

commercial, sport-hunted bison trophy for personal use.  Nothing has changed with respect to the bison’s 

status—except that imports are more difficult because of an unnecessary regulation that treats threatened 

species as if they were listed and at the same risk as endangered species.  This is but one example in how 

the failure to abide by Congress’ intent and the ESA’s terms conflicts with regulatory reform. 

In conclusion, individual hunters and range nations are facing years-long approval processes for the import 

of the trophies of threatened-listed species.  Proof of enhancement is often clear, but arbitrary application 

of the concept extends the delay.  Range nations without armies of administrative personnel cannot satisfy 

the paperwork.  In the nations with more limited resources, application of these regulations is the death 

toll of recovery efforts.  These regulations harm range nation conservation programs where sport hunting 

is needed the most.  In treating threatened species like endangered species, these regulations increase the 

chance that the species will become endangered, because management revenue, tolerance incentives, and 

protection capacity are all reduced. 

There can be no pretense that range nation programs are being encouraged, when they are discouraged.  

There can be no pretense that range nation conservation efforts are being “taken into account” when the 

range nations opposed the adoption of these regulations, yet the FWS adopted them anyway and with no 

discussion of the range nations’ objections.  No one is fooled, and the FWS has openly admitted that listing 

a foreign species may impede its recovery.36 

Repealing the challenged regulations will pave the way for more efficient imports, which will, in turn, 

encourage foreign nation conservation efforts, instead of making them less achievable.  It will advance the 

Congressional intent in Sections 4(b)(1), 8(b), and 9(c)(2) of the ESA.  It will reinforce incentives to protect 

                                                           
34 16 U.S.C. § 1538(c)(2) (“Any importation into the United States of fish or wildlife shall, if—(A) such fish or wildlife 

is not an endangered species … but is listed in Appendix II to the Convention, (B) the taking and exportation of such 

fish or wildlife is not contrary to the provisions of the Convention … (C) the applicable requirements of subsections 

(d), (e), and (f) of this section have been satisfied, and (D) such importation is not made in the course of a commercial 

activity, be presumed to be an importation not in violation of any provision of this chapter or any regulation issued 

pursuant to this chapter.”). 
35 Consideration of Proposals for Amendment of Appendices I and II, Proposal to Delete Bison bison athabascae from 

Appendix II, CoP 17 Prop. 1 (2016); CITES CoP 17, Committee I, Summary Record of the Sixth Session of Committee 

I, CoP17 Com. I Rec. 6 (Rev. 1) (Sept. 28, 2016 09h30—12h00). 
36 See 68 Fed. Reg. at 49513. 
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and recover foreign species.  Repealing these regulations will benefit wildlife, people, and the overarching 

goal of regulatory reform. 

Thank you for your consideration of this Comment and Petition. 

 Sincerely,  

  

 John J. Jackson, III, President 

 Conservation Force 
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for the June 2018 Leadership Team Face to Face meeting in Region 5.  If
you have any questions, please let me know.  

Also, everyone needs to bring cash to cover snacks ($20) and the group
dinner ($40).  Thanks.

-- 
Jeffery Donahoe
703-358-2401
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• Tom Harvey 
• Charlie Blair 
• Tom Worthington 
• David Viker 
• Brett Hunter 
• Scott Kahan 
• Sharon Marino 
• Will Meeks 
• Maureen Gallagher 
• Mitch Ellis 
• Socheata Lor 
• Polly Wheeler 
• Stacy Armitage 

Programs 
• Cynthia Martinez, Chief 
• Shaun Sanchez, Deputy 
• Noah Matson, NRCP 
• Rob Miller, FET 
• Linda Walker, VSC 
• Rich Johnston, RLE 
• Ketti Spomer, BPW 
• Steve Seibert, Realty 
• Mark Chase, NRPC 
• Chris Wilcox, Fire 

Guests 
• Doug Damberg, Refuge Supervisor’s Group 
• Aaron Mize 
• Eugene Marino 
• Eric Alvarez 

 

   

Agenda 
 
TUESDAY, JUNE 19 
 
Start Time Topic Discussion Lead(s) 

 
8:30 am 
30 min 

Meeting Kick-off – Welcome, logistics Cynthia Martinez 

9:00 am 
60 min 
 

Action item review and updates 
 

  

Cynthia Martinez 

10:00 am 
15 min 

Break 
 

 

10:15 am 
1 hr 30 min 

Budget and Performance – This discussion will cover the FY18 
appropriations, allocations and performance metrics, highlights of FY19 budget 
talks, and what is known about FY20 formulation.  
 
Desired outcome – A clear understanding of the budget and performance 
requirements that are outlined in appropriations language as well as priorities 
established by the Department and the Service, and how they inform budget 
execution.  

Ketti Spomer 

11:45 am Lunch 
 

 

1 pm 
60 min 

Refuge Supervisor Report Out Doug Damberg 



 

 
NWRS Leadership Team Meeting 

JUNE 19-21 2018 

 

  
 

Start Time Topic Discussion Lead(s) 
 

2 pm 
3 hr 
15 min break 
included 
 

(4) Coordinating Across Secretarial Orders and Next Steps – Multiple 
Secretarial Orders and tight deadlines result in a reactive and scattered 
approach to implementation. For maximum effectiveness and efficiency 
coordination is needed across SOs to further the vision of the NWRS.  
 
Desired outcome – Clear understanding of responsibilities at each level of the 
Service, and a consistent and efficient approach to implementing required actions.   

Shaun Sanchez/Linda 
Walker/Aaron 
Mize/Noah Matson 

5 pm End of Day  
 
 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 20 
 
Start Time Topic Discussion Lead 

 
 Field Trip – EB Forsythe NWR  
12 pm Lunch 

 
 

1 pm 
4 hr 

Strategic Investment Strategy – Deputies Breakout 
 
Desired outcome – Develop guiding principles for the Refuge System’s deferred 
maintenance strategic investment strategy. 

Rob Miller 

1 pm 
30 min 

Reconvene – Recap the previous day’s discussion and revisit select topics, if 
necessary 

Cynthia Martinez 

1:30 pm 
1 hr 

Realty for the Future – Presentation of draft report and recommendations for the 
future of the Realty program.  
 
Desired outcome – To provide pre-decisional discussion on approach to Realty for 
the Future.  

Eric Alvarez 

2:30 pm 
1hr 
 
 

(6) I and M Review Implementation - Discuss implementation of the I&M Review 
and a specific proposal from the I&M Coordinators regarding the 7-year plan that 
addresses in whole or in part, multiple recommendations from the review.  
 
Desired outcome – A common understanding of the plan to address the review 
and approval for the IMCT to proceed with the 7-year plan revision. 

Mark Chase 

3:30 pm 
15 min 

Break  

3:45 am 
1 hr 15 min 

Body Worn Cameras – In December, 2017, the Department of the Interior 
released policy on the use of Body Worn Cameras (BWC) by DOI law enforcement 
programs. In addition to technical requirements, the Department's policy requires 
standard guidance and policy at the bureau level. A Director's Order has been 
drafted in consultation with Regional Law Enforcement Chiefs, ITRM, DOI 
Solicitor's Office, and the Professional Responsibility Unit, that would immediately 
meet the requirements of the Department policy. 
 
Desired outcome – A clear understanding of DOI BWC policy requirements to 
facilitate comments/edits on the draft Directors Order. 
 

Rich Johnston 

5 pm End of Day  
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
NWRS Leadership Team Meeting 

JUNE 19-21 2018 

 

  
 

THURSDAY, JUNE 21 
 
Start Time Topic Discussion Lead 

 
8:30 am 
30 min 

Reconvene – Recap the previous day’s discussion and revisit select topics, if 
necessary. 
 

Cynthia Martinez 

9 am 
1 hr 30 min 
 

Fleet Modernization – Review recommendations of the Fleet Modernization 
Team. 
 
Desired outcome – To provide pre-decisional discussion on approach to Refuge 
fleet management and allocations.  

Rob Miller 

10:30 am 
15 min 

Break 
 

 

10:45 am 
60 min 

Priority Historic Assets – The Service just celebrated its 115th anniversary and 
its real property portfolio reflects its age, with hundreds of buildings and structures 
that are more than 50-years old. As stewards of these resources, FWS must work 
to develop priorities among our historic portfolio to better enable decisions such as 
re-use or restoration and deconstruction or removal. 
 
Desired outcome – Establishing a Priority Heritage Asset process to help FWS 
determine what buildings rise to a level where investing in them will derive a return on 
that investment. 

Eugene Marino 

11:45 am Lunch 
 

 

1 pm 
1 hr 

(10) NEPA - Present and discuss the outcomes of the team chartered to develop 
recommendations, guidance and supporting materials for implementing NEPA and 
discuss implementation of S.O. 3355 on Streamlining NEPA Reviews. 
 
Desired outcome – Understand evolving NEPA policy requirements and capacity 
needed to implement S.O. 3355 and other Departmental, Service-wide, and 
regional priorities.   

Noah Matson 

2 pm 
2 hr 

(11) Refuge Planning – Present and discuss the outcomes of the team chartered 
to develop recommendations for the future of refuge planning. Also discuss how to 
approach current comprehensive planning efforts and as well as how to approach 
minor revisions of CCPs in response to new and updated refuge hunt/fish plans 
and other needs.  
 
Desired outcome – To provide pre-decisional discussion on approach to refuge 
planning. 

Noah Matson 

4 pm 
1 hr 

Wrap Up and Close Out Cynthia Martinez 

 
 



BRIEFING STATEMENT  
PREPARED FOR: NWRS LEADERSHIP TEAM 
DATE: June 1, 2018 
 
TITLE:  Coordinating Across Secretarial Orders and Next Steps 
 
ISSUE: Multiple Secretarial Orders (Orders) and tight deadlines result in a reactive and 
scattered approach to implementation. For maximum effectiveness and efficiency 
coordination is needed across Orders to further the vision of the NWRS 
 
BACKGROUND: The Secretary has issued numerous Orders since taking office. These 
Orders differ from those issued in prior administrations in their prescriptive nature, level 
of specificity and timelines for responding. It is clear that the Secretary is managing the 
work of the bureaus through these Orders.  It is also clear that these Orders directly align 
with the Secretary’s top priorities.  The National Wildlife Refuge System plays a key role 
in the implementation of these Orders and has directed staff and resources to focus on 
them.  While HQ has supported a significant portion of the workload initially, as we 
move into implementation more and more work will need to occur at the Regional and 
Field level.  The challenge for the Refuge System is to recognize the urgency and need to 
meet these directives while still maintaining our long-term Vision in support of the 
NWRS Mission.   
 
STATUS/KEY POINTS:  

• Our discussion will cover several key areas:  
o Status update on new Secretarial Order 3366 – Recreation  
o Overview and Status Update on NWRS progress of all other Orders and 

Commitments  
o Status Update on Service Hunt/Fish Opportunity Tool (SHOT) assessment 
o Status Update on implications of 3355 – NEPA Streamlining  

• The focus of our discussion will be to better understand how these and future 
actions translate to the Regions and the Field.   

• Our response to these Orders will have policy and workload implications to the 
field. Such as: 

o Increased and expedited NEPA  
o New or revised regulations 
o Changes in RAPP data collection 
o Additional or new reporting requirements 
o Changes in types of activities or events on refuges 
o Increased emphasis on quantitative and qualitative metrics and trends 

• It is critical to communicate to our workforce especially at field stations the 
importance of prioritizing actions to address these Orders.  

• We want to make sure that the commitments we make to support the Secretarial 
Priorities are strategic and positively impact the long-term mission of the Refuge 
System.  

PREPARED BY: Linda Walker, Division Chief, Visitor Services and Communications, 
NWRS 



BRIEFING STATEMENT 

PREPARED FOR: NWRS LEADERSHIP TEAM 

DATE:  June 1, 2018 

TITLE:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Response to Secretarial Order 3366 (Increasing Recreational 
Opportunities on Lands and Waters Managed by the U.S. Department of the Interior) 

ISSUE:  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is collaborating with other Department of the Interior 
bureaus and has assembled a cross-programmatic Service team to respond to Secretarial Order (SO) 
3366. 
 
BACKGROUND:  The Service is approaching the SO 3366 response strategically, forming sub-teams of 
internal subject matter experts to build on the existing SO 3356 response, recommendations, and 
implementation plan. The SO 3366 response will be organized into the five major topic areas 
corresponding to specific directives in the SO. 
 
STATUS/KEY POINTS:   

A. SO 3366 Objectives 
• Analyze and align SO 3356 recommendations and implementation plan to serve as foundation 

for 3366 response; 
• Ensure recommendations represent input from multiple Service programs;  
• Arrange weekly briefings for Refuge and Service leadership, being responsive to possible course 

changes; 
• Hold weekly meetings with Department bureaus, collaborating on responses where possible; 

and 
• Submit the Service response by the July 17, 2018 deadline. 
 

B. SO 3366 Lead Team and Sub-Teams 
Linda Walker, NWRS Division Chief of Visitor Services and Communications, is the designated Service 
lead to implement the responsibilities of the Secretarial Order. Brad Gunn from WSFR and Dave Miko 
from FAC are also on the Lead Team (Team).  The Team has identified 25 Service employees to comprise 
sub-teams that will provide draft recommendations to the Lead Team (see list below). The five sub-
teams correspond to specific directives in the SO, which include the following topic areas: (1) expanding 
recreational opportunities; (2) streamlining/improving permitting process for guides and outfitters and 
the contracting process for concessioners; (3) providing greater general recreational access; (4) 
recommendations for more recreation-focused grants and cooperative agreements; and (5) providing 
more recreational opportunities for people with disabilities.  
 
C. Status 
The Team created a project timeline, with time allotted for review, comments, and revisions at several 
stages and progressive organizational levels as the report is produced. The Team has met weekly with 
the other bureau 3366 leads, and this interagency group also met with Rick May, Senior National Advisor 



to the Secretary for Recreation, on June 1. The sub-teams have been meeting by phone, and are in the 
process of completing their respective reporting documents, which are due to the Lead Team by June 
15. The Team will create the final Service response starting on June 17. Draft materials and updates will 
continue to be provided to Service leadership as we prepare the report in the 90-day time period. 

PREPARED BY:  Linda Walker, Chief, Division of Visitor Services and Communications, 703-358-2172, 
linda_d_walker@fws.gov 
 

SO 3366 SERVICE RESPONSE TEAM 

Lead Team  Role    Program/Region 

Linda Walker  FWS 3366 Designated Lead  NWRS/HQ 

Brad Gunn  Lead Team   WSFR/HQ 

Dave Miko  Lead Team   FAC/HQ 

Joshua Winchell  HQ Support   NWRS/HQ 

Mike Carlo  HQ Support   NWRS/HQ 

Recreation Sub-Team Program  Region  

Nathan Caldwell  NWRS  HQ 

Christopher Deets  MB  HQ 

Carey Edwards  FAC  R3 

Diane (Dee) Emmons NWRS  R6 

John Seals  FAC  HQ 

Denise Wagner  FAC  HQ 

Angelina Yost  NWRS  HQ 

Permitting Sub-Team 

Ty Benally  NWRS  R7 

Phil LePelch  NWRS  HQ 

Debbie Steen  NWR  R7 

Access Sub-Team 

Ken Fowler  NWRS  HQ 

Julie Henning  FAC  HQ 

Karen Rank  NWRS  HQ 



Grants Sub-Team 

Lori Bennett  WSFR  HQ 

Ramon Martin  WSFR  R2 

Christina Milloy  WSFR  HQ 

Stacy Sanchez  MB  HQ  

Patrick Schulze  NWRS  HQ 

Susan Wells  FAC  HQ  

Accessibility Sub-Team 

Bobbea Cadena  HR  HQ   

Derek (DC) Carr  NWRS  R8 

Deborah Moore  NWRS  HQ 

Juli Niemann  NWRS  R2 

Joe Starinchak  FAC  HQ  

 

 



 
 

Summary of Interior Secretary Orders (S.O.) relevant to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
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S.O. 3347: Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation (March 2 2017). 
● Summary: The purpose of this order is to enhance conservation stewardship, increase outdoor 

recreation, and improve the management of game species and their habitat. The order requested a 
report on actions taken to implement - and recommendations to further implement - the 2007 
Executive Order 13443: Facilitation of Hunting Heritage and Wildlife Conservation, as well as 
recommendations to further enhance recreational angling opportunities.  

● Response: The USFWS and NPS developed a joint response to the S.O. which was approved by 
the Secretary on August 22, 2017. Per S.O. 3347, this response was submitted for review to two 
Federal Advisory Councils (the Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation Council and the 
Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership Council) for further review and request for additional 
recommendations. The Secretary incorporated the FWS/NPS (and BLM) 3347 responses as well 
as recommendations from the councils into a subsequent Secretary Order, S.O. 3356 (see below). 

 
S.O. 3349: American Energy Independence (March 29, 2017) 

● Summary: Implements E.O. 13783 which establishes sweeping policy goals on energy, climate 
change, mitigation, and regulations. The S.O. implemented the required review of all agency 
policies related to climate change and mitigation and those that placed a burden on energy 
development. The S.O. specifically required the USFWS to conduct a policy review of the 
USFWS oil and gas rule (“Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 
79948, published Nov. 14, 2016) and report on whether it was fully consistent with a March 28th 
2017 Executive Order, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”.  

● Response: The Service reviewed the refuge oil and gas rule and concluded that its intent is 
consistent with the policy set forth in the Executive Order because it aimed to provide clarity to 
producers and ensure access to NWRS land was consistent across the system.  The Department 
has yet to issue an official statement on its intent to let the rule stand, or revoke or revise the rule. 
Similarly, the Department has not issued policy guidance related to climate change, mitigation, or 
policies that burden energy development. 
 

S.O. 3355: Streamlining National Environmental Policy Act Reviews and Implementation of Executive 
Order 13807 (August 31, 2017). 

● Summary: This Order is intended to: 1) immediately implement certain improvements to National 
Environmental Policy Act reviews conducted by the Department of the Interior; 2) begin 
assessment of additional such opportunities; and 3) begin implementation of Executive Order 
13807: "Establishing Discipline and Accountability in the Environmental Review and Permitting 
Process for Infrastructure Projects" (August 15,2017). 

● Response: The USFWS submitted its response to DOI on December 11, 2017 with a set of 
recommendations including: setting target page and timing limitations for the preparation of 
Environmental Assessments; actions to streamline the NEPA process; a description of 
impediments to efficient and effective reviews, actions that could be taken by the Council on 
Environmental Quality, and candidates for the "One Federal Decision" process. Implementation 
of the S.O. is continually evolving with new guidance from the Department, including procedures 
for approving EISs and tracking EISs in a Department database. Guidance on the development of 
Environmental Assessments is forthvoming. 

 



 
 

Summary of Interior Secretary Orders (S.O.) relevant to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
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S.O. 3356: Subject: Hunting, Fishing, Recreational Shooting, and Wildlife Conservation Opportunities 
and Coordination with States, Tribes, and Territories (September 15, 2017) 

● Summary: This order builds upon S.O. 3347, directing bureaus to develop an implementation plan 
for the recommendations it provided in response to S.O. 3347 (i.e. the “implementation plan”). In 
addition, over 20 new directives were outlined in SO 3356 that addresses permitting, grant 
opportunities, increasing access to Departmental lands, veteran and youth mentoring programs, 
greater collaboration with states, regulatory alignment, and improving waterfowl populations. 
S.O. 3362 (see below) further expands on certain aspects of this order. 

● Response: To date the USFWS has submitted formal responses to the department addressing ten 
directives with specific deadlines including an “implementation plan” (approved May 15, 2018). 
Accomplishments and activities that address other directives are reported to the Department on a 
weekly basis as they occur and an annual report is being developed to summarize work 
accomplished for S.O. 3356 and S.O. 3347.   

 
S.O. 3362: Improving Habitat Quality in Western Big-Game Winter Range and Migration Corridors 
(February 9, 2018) 

● Summary: The order directs the bureaus to work in close partnership with a number of western 
and mountain states to enhance and improve the quality of big-game winter range and migration 
corridor habitat on Federal lands under the management jurisdiction of this Department in a way 
that recognizes state authority to conserve and manage big-game species and respects private 
property rights. Additionally, the order seeks to expand opportunities for big-game hunting by 
improving priority habitats to assist states in their efforts to increase and maintain sustainable big 
game populations across western states. The order follows the intent and purpose of S.O. 3356. 

● Response: On April 27, 2018 the USFWS appointed Casey Stemler to a newly created position, 
Senior Advisor to the Director for Western States. Stemler will be responsible for the full range 
of program development and implementation as they relate to western states and implementation 
of S.O. 3362. 

 
S.O. 3366: Increasing Recreational Opportunities on Lands and Waters Managed by the U.S. Department 
of the Interior (April 18, 2018). 

● Summary: The order is intended to help ensure public lands and waters under the management 
and administration of the U.S. Department of the Interior (Department) are open and accessible 
for recreational pursuits by all Americans and visitors to the United States. The order requires 
bureaus to: create a plan that develops new, or increases and expands existing, recreational 
opportunities that are consistent and comply with all applicable laws and regulations; provide 
recommendations for improving and streamlining relevant permitting requirements for guides and 
outfitters and facilitated outdoor recreation providers; and improve contracting processes for 
recreation-specific concessioners. The order also directs the respective heads of bureaus to 
designate one full-time employee to oversee recreational opportunities, including implementation 
of the order. 

● Response: The USFWS is collaborating with other DOI bureaus and has assembled a cross-
programmatic team to respond to the order, building on the existing SO 3356 response effort. The 
S.O. response will be organized into the five major topic areas corresponding to specific 
directives in the S.O. (due July 18, 2018). 
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BRIEFING STATEMENT – RECOMMENDATION 

PREPARED FOR: Chief, National Wildlife Refuge System 

DATE: 29 May 2018 

TITLE: Implementation of the I&M Review Recommendations 

ISSUE: The final I&M review report details 8 Findings along with 15 Recommendations. The challenge 
moving forward is twofold: roll out the final report, and develop the new I&M 7-Year Plan while 
incorporating or addressing relevant recommendations. Six recommendations can be addressed in the 
next 7-Year Plan. How the other nine recommendations are implemented will require further NWRS 
Leadership Team conversations. 

BACKGROUND:  In 2015, the NWRS Leadership Team commissioned a review of the National Wildlife 
Refuge System’s (NWRS) Inventory and Monitoring (I&M) Program from FY2012-2016 to evaluate the 
new program’s progress.  The Team examined the collective progress of the System’s I&M efforts 
against the planning documents (Strategic Plan, Operational Blueprint, and 7-year Work Plan).  The 
Review Team looked at the processes, expenditures, funding decisions, and communications of I&M, 
also delving into the organization of the Natural Resource Program Center, as they deemed warranted. 
Their final report, including 15 recommendations was completed in August 2017. 

An NWRS Oversight Team (Polly Wheeler, Kim Trust, Tom Harvey, and Mark Chase) provided guidance 
and clarification as necessary regarding NWRS Leadership expectations. In light of the timing of its 
report, a goal of the review was also to inform development of the next I&M strategic plan (2020-2027). 
The NWRS Oversight Team proposed an implementation plan for the recommendations.    
 
STATUS/KEY POINTS: 

● Six recommendations were found to be within the purview of the next 7 year plan.  
● The I&M Coordinators will provide regular status updates to NWRS Leadership regarding the 

proposed approach for these six recommendations.  
● Nine recommendations require discussion by the NWRS Leadership in order to establish side-

boards for any team that may staff potential implementation actions. These recommendations 
are loosely organized into four categories: Budget, Communications, Organization, and Organic 
Documents.  

● Discussion will focus on how (or if) these recommendations should be approached. 
 

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the I&M Review recommendations draft implementation plan as outlined 
in the attached document.   

PREPARED BY: Mark Chase, Chief, NRPC   

Attachment: Inventory and Monitoring Plan Review: A plan for moving forward 
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Inventory and Monitoring Plan Review: A plan for moving forward 
 
In 2015 the NWRS Leadership Team commissioned a review of the National Wildlife Refuge 
System’s (NWRS) Inventory and Monitoring (I&M) Program. The purpose of this review was to 
evaluate the progress of the I&M program from FY2012-2016 to inform Refuge System 
leadership discussions. The team, led by Noah Matson, and including Georgia Basso, Karen 
Miranda and Lou Ballard, began their efforts in Spring 2016 and the final report was completed 
in August 2017.  
 
The Team was asked to evaluate the collective progress of the System’s I&M efforts against the 
planning documents (Strategic Plan, Operational Blueprint, and 7-year Work Plan).  As part of 
the review, the Team conducted 84 interviews of employees from field stations, regional offices, 
and headquarters.  In addition, the Team conducted extensive reviews of the planning documents 
and National, regional, and field expenditures of funding to inform their findings and 
recommendations.  The I&M Review Team was given wide latitude to look at processes, 
expenditures, funding decisions, and communications, and was encouraged to delve into any 
areas they deemed warranted and to provide recommendations to the degree they saw fit.  An 
NWRS Oversight Team (Polly Wheeler, Kim Trust, Tom Harvey, and Mark Chase) provided 
guidance and clarification as necessary regarding NWRS Leadership expectations.  The review 
was completed in August 2017. In light of that timing, an implicit goal of the review was also to 
inform development of the next I&M seven year plan (2020-2027).  
 
The final I&M review report details 8 Findings along with 15 Recommendations. The particular 
challenge at this point in time is twofold: roll out the final report in some way, and develop the 
new 7 year plan while incorporating or addressing relevant recommendations. In our initial 
review, six recommendations were found to be solidly within the purview of the I&M 
Coordinators, within the context of the new 7-year plan.  The proposed implementation plan for 
these six recommendations is as follows:  
 

Recommendations proposed to be addressed by the Inventory and Monitoring 
Coordination Team (IMCT) 

 
1A. Establish and prioritize natural resource management objectives as a precursor to 
inventory and monitoring planning; foster information-sharing to prioritize efficiently. 
Provide periodic status updates to NWRS Leadership: 

• July 2018 – I&M 7-Year Plan, draft approach 
• November 2018 – Status update 
• February 2019 – Present final draft of the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 for approval 

Proposed Implementation Date: October 1, 2019 
Proposed Implementation Team: Inventory and Monitoring Coordination Team 
Proposed Deliverable: Final draft and timeline detailed in the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 
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   1B. Evaluate inventory and monitoring plans and regional I&M planning processes 
to distill lessons learned and improve efficiencies. 

Provide periodic status updates to NWRS Leadership: 
• July 2018 – I&M 7-Year Plan, draft approach 
• November 2018 – Status update 
• February 2019 – Present final draft of the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 for approval 

Proposed Implementation Date: October 1, 2019 
Proposed Implementation Team: Inventory and Monitoring Coordination Team 
Proposed Deliverable: Final draft and timeline detailed in the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 

 

2A. Find ways to make protocol development less cumbersome. 

Provide periodic status updates to NWRS Leadership: 
• July 2018 – I&M 7-Year Plan, draft approach 
• November 2018 – Status update 
• February 2019 – Present final draft of the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 for approval 

Proposed Implementation Date: October 1, 2019 
Proposed Implementation Team: Inventory and Monitoring Coordination Team 
Proposed Deliverable: Final draft and timeline detailed in the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 

 
5B. In planning for the future, the Service should narrow the focus of the program.  

Provide periodic status updates to NWRS Leadership: 
• July 2018 – I&M 7-Year Plan, draft approach 
• November 2018 – Status update 
• February 2019 – Present final draft of the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 for approval 

Proposed Implementation Date: October 1, 2019 
Proposed Implementation Team: Inventory and Monitoring Coordination Team 
Proposed Deliverable: Final draft and timeline detailed in the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 

 

5C. Establish meaningful metrics for program success. 

Provide periodic status updates to NWRS Leadership: 
• July 2018 – I&M 7-Year Plan, draft approach  
• November 2018 – Status update 
• February 2019 – Present final draft of the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 for approval 
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Proposed Implementation Date: October 1, 2019 
Proposed Implementation Team: Inventory and Monitoring Coordination Team 
Proposed Deliverable: Final draft and timeline detailed in the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 

 
 
5D. Reconsider goal of developing measures of System-wide “health” or resource trends  

Provide periodic status updates to NWRS Leadership: 
• July 2018 – I&M 7-Year Plan, draft approach 
• November 2018 – Status update 
• February 2019 – Present final draft of the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 for approval 

Proposed Implementation Date: October 1, 2019 
Proposed Implementation Team: Inventory and Monitoring Coordination Team 
Proposed Deliverable: Final draft and timeline detailed in the I&M 7-Year Plan:2020-2027 

 

The remaining nine recommendations are loosely organized into four categories, with the top 
two categories likely of greatest interest to the NWRS Leadership Team. How, or if, the 
remaining nine recommendations are addressed should be discussed by the NWRS Leadership at 
the June 2018 meeting.    

BUDGET:  
6B. Develop more formal and transparent process for regional project funding decisions.  
 
6C. Require use of FBMS codes for Refuge I&M funding and train staff to use.  

 
COMMUNICATIONS: 

6A. NRPC and the Regions should better communicate budget decisions.  
7A. Improve consistency and completeness of communications.  
7B. Consider suggestions from the field for improving communications. 

 
ORGANIZATION:  

2B. Consider whether Refuge I&M needs to be distinct from other science support. 

8A. Integrate more fully with other Service monitoring and science-related programs. 
 
8B. Pursue additional national-level partnerships with federal agencies having inventory, 
monitoring and related capacities to leverage collective effort. 
 

 
ORGANIC DOCUMENTS: 

5A. Revise strategic planning documents.  

 



BRIEFING STATEMENT 

PREPARED FOR: NWRS LEADERSHIP TEAM 

DATE: May 28, 2018 

TITLE: Status of Director’s Order on Body Worn Camera (BWC)  

ISSUE: The Department of the Interior, Office of Law Enforcement and Security, requires all 
Bureau law enforcement programs to have National policy regulating the use of body worn 
cameras (BWC) and the management of BWC data.  

BACKGROUND:  

Headquarters has been actively working with Regional law enforcement leadership, Federal 
Wildlife Officers, Information Technology (IT), the Solicitor’s Office, and the Professional 
Responsibility Unit to develop National policy on BWC for the past two years.  

 
 

STATUS/KEY POINTS:  

•  
   

  
 

  
  

 
 

ACTIONS:  Informational 
 

 
PREPARED BY:  Richard A. Johnston, Chief – Division of Refuge Law Enforcement 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



 

DIRECTOR'S ORDER NO.: (Leave this blank. PDM will assign the number.) 
 
Subject: BODY-WORN CAMERA  
 
Sec. 1 What is the purpose of this Order? The purpose of this order is to ensure a 
consistent standard for when U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) Federal Wildlife 
Officers (FWO) can and cannot use Body-Worn Cameras (BWC) in the performance of 
their duties, and governs the use and storage of the data BWCs collect.  This 
memorandum does not apply to digital or electronic media recordings from dashboard 
cameras, digital cameras, and closed-circuit television. 
 
Sec. 2 What is the legal authority for this Order?  
 
 a.  
 

 b. National Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act of 1966, as amended by 
the National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act of 1997 (16 U.S.C. 
668dd-668ee). 

 
Sec. 3 What are the fundamental requirements of this Order?  
 

a. An FWO must wear a Service-issued body camera specifically assigned to 
him/her when performing law enforcement duties that involve or could 
potentially involve interactions with the public. 
 
(1) The BWC must be one that the Service has purchased that can capture 

both video and audio data, and that automatically records the date and 
time of the recording with a minimum 30- second pre-event recording 
mode. The Chief, Division of Refuge Law Enforcement (DRLE) 
determines which BWCs the Service may purchase 

(2) FWOs must not use non-Government-owned recording devices (e.g., 
personal digital cameras, smartphone cameras, etc.) for documenting 
law enforcement activities, including the documentation of evidence.    

(3) FWOs must place the BWC on the body so that the lens is visible. 

(4) If an FWO needs to use a BWC not assigned to him/her, the FWO 
must document that use. 

 
 

b. A training manager will establish the training requirements for using BWCs; 

c. FWOs must complete a DRLE-approved BWC training program before 
using a BWC during official duty. An approved training program must 
include at least one hour addressing: 

(b) (5) DPP
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(1) The operation of the BWC; 

(2) Procedures for managing BWC footage 

(3) The legal and ethical consequences for FWOs and the Service if an 
FWO makes unauthorized changes to the BWC or the data; individuals 
without a legal need to access the data view it; and an FWO releases 
data to the general public without authorization 

d.       LEO Supervisors, Federal Wildlife Zone Officers (FWZO) and IT personnel 
who are designated to manage BWC footage must complete the following 
initial and annual follow-up training: 

(1) Procedures for processing BWC footage for use as evidence; 

(2) The required storage times for BWC footage; and 

(3) How to safeguard BWC footage. 

e. An FWO must assess the BWC at the beginning of his/her shift to 
determine if the camera has sufficient battery charge and available memory 
to meet the needs of the anticipated shift. 

(1) If an FWO determines that his/her BWC is nonfunctional, lost, or stolen, 
he/she must inform his/her FWZO and immediate supervisor. FWOs 
may continue to perform their law enforcement duties without the BWC 
when it’s nonfunctional and a replacement is not available; and 

(2) The FWO must document the damage or malfunction with the BWC and 
provide the documentation to his/her supervisor and FWZO.   

f. If a BWC is lost or stolen, the FWO must report the loss or theft using the 
Serious Incident Notification Procedures policy (054 FW 1). 

g. FWOs must conform with Memorandum LE-9, “Consensual Monitoring,” 
dated 02/02/2007, when recording audio conversations in situations where 
they do not identify themselves as federal law enforcement officers, or 
when they are not readily identifiable as federal law enforcement officers 
(i.e., not in uniform). 

 

Sec. 4 When must an FWO activate a BWC?  

 

a.     An FWO must activate the BWC when any of the following occur: 
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(1) Interactions that indicate reasonable suspicion of a violation(s) of 
law(s)or regulation(s); 

(2) Motor vehicle stops, including vessels, all-terrain vehicles, utility 
vehicles, snow machines, etc.; 

(3) Interactions with the public where the FWO perceives there may be 
hostility toward the FWO or others; 

(4) During searches, seizures, and executions of warrants; 

(5) When the FWO believes there is the need for supporting documentation 
of law enforcement activity; 

(6) Prisoner transport if a vehicle camera is not available; 

(7) When interviewing victims and witnesses of accidents (e.g., automotive, 
boating, hunting-related, etc.); and 

(8) When the FWO determines there is the potential need for supporting 
documentation (e.g., transporting or transferring evidence or currency). 

b. When feasible, an FWO must inform law enforcement personnel, emergency 
service personnel, and Service employees when the BWC is actively 
recording; 

c. An FWO may only terminate the BWC’s recording when he/she determines 
the event is over or as this guidance otherwise authorizes; 

d. If an FWO does not believe a law enforcement event is over, he/she may 
temporarily deactivate or terminate the recording in the following 
circumstances:  

(1) The FWO may temporarily deactivate the BWC when speaking to 
confidential informants or undercover law enforcement, or when 
discussing law enforcement tactics or procedures; 

(2) The FWO may temporarily deactivate the BWC during periods of time 
when there is no interaction with the public and the FWO is waiting for 
the incident to progress (e.g., waiting for a tow truck or waiting for a boat 
to return to a ramp, etc); and 

(3) FWOs must document the reason(s) in the patrol log or incident report 
for the temporary or premature termination of the recording. 
 

i. To document the deactiviation/ termination, the FWO may 
speak into the microphone of the BWC the intent and 
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reason(s) for the temporary deactivation or the termination 
of the recording.   

ii. When the FWO reactivates the body camera, they may 
state they have restarted the recording. 

 
Sec. 5 When must a FWO NOT activate a BWC? 
 

a. An FWO must not activate the BWC in bathrooms and/or locker rooms 
unless he/she is doing so to pursue a law enforcement investigation, a 
warrant, an arrest, or exigent circumstances; 

b. In locations where there is a reasonable expectation of privacy (e.g., 
residence, place of worship), the FWO must ask permission before 
recording with the BWC unless he/she is doing so pursuant to a law 
enforcement investigation, a warrant, an arrest, or exigent circumstances; 

c. An FWO must not record non-official activity. For example, he/she must not 
record family members and/or Government employees, not involved in a 
law enforcement investigation, except for training purposes or to test the 
camera; 

d. An FWO must not covertly record the general public at large. Absent a 
nexus to an investigation, law enforcement activity, or a citizen request for 
assistance, an FWO is prohibited from recording first amendment 
demonstrations; or 

e. Recording while the BWC is not attended by a uniformed LEO is prohibited, 
except under circumstances where a citizen would not normally have a 
reasonable expectation of privacy, such as in the backseat of a patrol 
vehicle. 

f. If an FWO does not activate the BWC for reasons listed previously, he/she 
must explain the reason(s) in the patrol log or incident report. 

 
Sec. 6 When must a FWO delay activating a BWC? 
 

a. FWOs may delay the activation of their BWCs when they believe that 
activating them would: 

(1) Endanger the FWO, another law enforcement officer, a suspect, or the 
general public; or 

(2) Interfere with their response in a dynamic situation. 

b. When an FWO delays activating the BWC, he/she must explain the 
reason(s) for delayed activation in the patrol log or the incident report. 
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Sec. 7 What are the exceptions to wearing a BWC? FWOs do not have to wear their 
BWC when: 

a. Wearing Class A uniforms, performing a ceremony for the public, or 
performing duties that do not involve interacting with the public in a law 
enforcement manner; 

b. In court or in any other judicial meeting (e.g., grand jury, depositions, etc.); 

c. In training, conferences, travel status, and during law enforcement 
exercises;  

d. The FWO’s FWZO or Regional Chief, DRLE, authorizes him/her to perform 
his/her duties without wearing the BWC; or 

e. Assigned to a position (e.g., administrative duties) or a location (e.g., 
Regional office) where they are not tasked with direct law enforcement 
duties. 

 
Sec. 8 What are the standard operating procedures for storing BWC data? 
 

a. Prior to beginning their next shift, an FWO must download BWC footage to 
a storage repository in its entirety. For those stations with connectivity 
issues, refer to Sec. 9(c). In situations where a FWO is not able to 
download BWC footage due to remote circumstances (i.e. details, working 
in areas with no internet/ electricity access), he/she is to download the 
footage as soon as they are able to; 

b. All data, including video, audio, and digital images, must be stored in a 
Service-provided and internet-accessible repository (server) that is 
designed for the storage of sensitive law enforcement data; 

(1) FWOs must not alter or delete BWC data; 

(2) FWOs must not store BWC data on a desktop computer or a laptop that 
is not secured in evidence storage. 

c. If a Service-provided, central repository is not accessible due to 
connectivity limits at the refuge level, the FWO must store BWC data using 
practices that adhere to Service (445 FW 3 Evidence) and Departmental 
(446 DM 7 Evidence Handling and Storage) policies for the proper storage 
and handling of evidence. If the data is stored on an external hard drive, the 
basic requirements include the following: 
 
(1) The hard drive must be a Solid State External Hard Drive (SSD); 
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(2) The data must be encrypted with the Advanced Encryption Standard 
(AES) 256; 

(3) The SSD must be stored in a secure, climate controlled environment, 
and a shock resistance case. 

(4) Video stored in this manner must contain a unique identifier in the file 
name to correspond with the Law Enforcement Management 
Information System (LEMIS) incident number; and 

(5) If there’s an SSD failure, the Service must use a data recovery vendor 
that has been approved by the Information Resources and Technology 
Management (IRTM) program. For permanent retention items, upon 
discovery, the FWS Records Officer must be contacted within 48 hours 
and a records loss report must be prepared by the FWS Records Officer 
and reported to National Archives and Records Administration (NARA). 

d. If an event generates a LEMIS incident report, all video, audio, and digital 
images associated with that event must be stored as an attachment to the 
LEMIS incident report.  If a station has limited connectivity and uploading all 
video to LEMIS is not practical, the Regional LE Chief may approve the 
digital evidence to be stored as identified in Sec. 9 (a) and (b) only.  Video 
stored in this manner must contain a unique identifier in the file name to 
correspond with the LEMIS incident number. 

e. For recordings that do not generate a LEMIS report, the BWC data must be 
stored in the Service-provided and IRTM-approved non-incident central 
repository allocated for each FWO. If refuge level internet connectivity limits 
do not allow for access to the non-incident central repository, the FWO 
must use an SSD specifically designated to store non-incident data, and 
that SSD still must meet all the requirements for storage and handling 
described for data storage on SSDs for incidents identified in Sec. 9 (b).    
(6) The retention of BWC data obtained from routine surveillance (i.e. data 
not associated with an incident) will be destroyed following the time 
constraints described in Sec. 10 (c).  

f. No original video, audio, or photographic evidence may be permanently 
altered in any way prior to deletion. The Chief, DRLE may authorize 
temporary alterations to copies of original evidence; 

g. FWOs may activate the BWC for testing and training, but must follow 
standard operating procedures for retaining those captured videos. 
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Sec. 9 What are the standard operating procedures for retaining and destroying 
recordings? 

a. At the field level, only FWZOs are authorized to destroy BWC data. An 
FWZO may only destroy BWC data for his/her areas of responsibility when 
appropriate. 

(1) FWZOs may use IRTM-approved BWC system software with 
programmable deletion and retention protocols. Data deletion cannot 
occur if the Bureau records classification number is frozen. The 
program lead should check with the FWS Records Officer for approval 
prior to deletion. 

(2) When FWZOs use this software, they are responsible for ensuring that 
retention and deletion protocols in this guidance are followed. 

b. BWC data associated with a LEMIS report must comply with USFWS 
Disposition Manual, Enforcement ENFR-110 Law Enforcement 
Management Information System (LEMIS) (N1-022-05-01/63) which states 
the BWC data must be retained with the LEMIS report and will be deleted 
20 years after the case is closed; 

c. FWZOs must destroy BWC data not associated with criminal investigations, 
training, or testing after 30 days in accordance with the National Archives 
and Records Administration General Records Schedule disposition 
authority (DAA-0048-2015-0002-0001) addressing routine surveillance 
recordings, which follows: 
 
“These recordings are produced and maintained in the course of routine 
security measures for facilities and public lands administrated by DOI and 
are characterized by being necessary for day-to-day operations but not 
suitable for long-term preservation. These surveillance recordings are of a 
non-evidentiary value and will be automatically destroyed after 30 days. In 
the event that a recording is identified as relevant to a particular legal or 
investigative case file, the recording will be included as part of the case file 
and retained according to the approved records disposition schedule for 
that case file.” 

 
d. FWZOs must destroy BWC data obtained during training and testing within 

30 days, except when the Chief, DRLE approves its retention;  

e. FWZOs must treat unintended (accidental) recordings in the same manner 
as BWC data not associated with criminal investigations, training, or 
testing; 

f. BWC data documenting physical altercations or injuries must be retained 
with its associated LEMIS report and must follow the retention schedule we 
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describe in Sec. 10 (b) above. 

g. When the Service is challenged by the Court, we must treat the BWC data 
as part of the litigation case file and the data retention must comply with 
INFO-410 Litigation Case Files (NC1-22-78-1/59), Following is an excerpt: 

 
“[A]ll other substantive materials concerning any lawsuit in which the 
Service is a participant. The responsibility for maintenance of record 
material in this series rests with the Department of the Interior.  Retention: 
TEMPORARY. Destroy 5 years after all parties have exhausted all 
apparent legal recourse,”  

 
h. All originals and copies of video, audio, and image data that a BWC gathers 

are the sole property of the U.S. Government and are subject to all 
protections and guarantees of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), the 
Privacy Act, the Federal Records Act and all other applicable laws and 
regulations. 

 
Sec. 10 What are the standard operating procedures for accessing BWC data? 

a. Service employee access: 

(1) The Chief, DRLE has access to all BWC data stored in approved 
repositories and LEMIS. 

(2) The DRLE Regional Chiefs have access to all BWC data obtained in 
their Regions. 

(3) FWZOs have access to the BWC data for the FWOs for whom they are 
responsible.  

(4) The FWO may review BWC footage to aid them in preparing accurate 
reports or to refresh their memories before making a statement about a 
recorded incident. 

(5) The FWZO/ Uniformed LEO Supervisor may review BWC footage 
during the investigation of complaints and to identify BWC footage 
appropriate for training or instructional use. 

b. Other official access: 

(1) We can give the U.S. Attorney’s office, States’ Attorney’s office, the 
Service Professional Responsibility Unit (PRU), and other law 
enforcement agencies temporary and restricted access to case-specific 
BWC data stored in the repository, as needed. 

(2) We grant this access using an encrypted Universal Serial Bus (USB) 
drive.  The FWZO may approve this request on a case by case basis. 
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The USB drive will maintain a chain of custody outlined in the Service 
445 FW 3 Evidence and Departmental 446 DM 7 Evidence Handling 
and Storage policies. 

c. Public/media access: All public and media requests for video or audio 
recordings must follow the FOIA guidelines. Service FOIA officers direct 
FOIA requests related to BWC data to the Chief, DRLE, for review. The 
Chief, DRLE, gives his/her recommendation to the Chief, National Wildlife 
Refuge System (NWRS), for approval or disapproval. 

(1) The Chief, NWRS must consult with the Department of the Interior 
Director, Office of Law Enforcement and Security (OLES) before 
releasing any BWC data to the general public. 

(2) The Director, OLES must review all FOIA requests to release BWC data 
before the Chief, NWRS may release it. 

(3) BWC data must not be released based on a FOIA request until all 
investigations by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and all other law 
enforcement agencies associated with the data is complete, unless the 
Chief, NWRS approves it and only after he/she consults with the 
Director, OLES. 

(4) Data associated with a PRU investigation, based on a FOIA request, will 
not be released until the PRU investigation is complete. 

d. Auditing storage and access: FWZOs must conduct random semi-annual 
audits of stored BWC data within their zones to ensure the equipment is 
operational and that FWOs are complying with policy and procedures. 

(1) The audit must include at least five videos within the LEMIS system and 
five videos involving law enforcement activity that did not generate 
LEMIS reports.  

(2) If data is stored on an external SSD, the FWZO must acquire and 
transfer the stored data when the SSD is 90 percent full, or semi-
annual, whichever is shorter, when performing audits. 

 
Sec. 11 What are the standard operating procedures for altering BWC data? 

a. No one may permanently alter BWC data. Only the Chief, DRLE may 
approve the temporary alteration of copies of BWC data. Original data must 
not be edited or altered; 

b. The Chief, DRLE may approve temporary changes to BWC data stored in 
the repository or copied to electronic storage only in the following 
situations: 
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(1) To ensure constitutionally or statutorily protected privacy rights and 
interests; 

(2) To protect personally identifiable information; 
(3) To protect the identity of an undercover law enforcement officer, 

confidential informant, criminal witness, juvenile; or  

(4) When a video contains nude images or images that are graphic in 
nature to determine if the images should be pixilated before they are 
released. 

c. Temporary changes may only include pixilation and the muting of audio; 

(1) FWOs and FWZOs must not reduce the length of a video; and 

(2) FWOs and FWZOs must only use Service-approved software for 
pixilation, muting of audio, or compression. The Service Associate Chief 
Information Officer – IRTM determines which pixilation, muting, and 
compression software is authorized 

 
Sec. 12 What is the standard operating procedure for BWC data if an FWO is 
involved in a shooting?  An FWO must immediately secure the BWC as evidence 
after securing the crime scene. He/she should only surrender the BWC to the FWZO; 
the Regional Chief, DRLE; a designated representative of the PRU; or as otherwise 
directed by the Chief, DRLE. The FWO should not surrender the BWC to any other 
party, unless specifically directed by the Chief, DRLE. 
 
Sec. 13 When is this Order effective? This Order will be effective immediately. It 
remains in effect until we incorporate it into the Fish and Wildlife Service Manual, or 
until we amend, supersede, or revoke it, whichever comes first. If we do not amend, 
supersede, or revoke it, the provisions of this Order will terminate on (date). 
 
 
 
  
 Director 
 
Date: 
   
 
 



BRIEFING STATEMENT 

PREPARED FOR: NWRS LEADERSHIP TEAM 

DATE: June 21, 2018 

TITLE: NWRS Motor Vehicle Fleet Management Review 

ISSUE: Provide NWRS vehicle fleet management review team recommendations for decision. 

BACKGROUND: During the June 2016 NWRS Chiefs meeting, the NWRS light and medium duty vehicle 
fleet modernization plan was adopted (decision summary attached). The plan called for a review after 
one full year of implementation, but due to late appropriations the review was delayed to FY18. The 
team, shown in the table below, met in April 2018.  

Spencer  Burg               Assistant Refuge Supervisor                                   Region 1 
Daniel Garcia                  Regional NWR Budget Chief  Region 2 
Leslie Medina                 Senior Budget Analyst                                            Region 2 
Denise Gilsrud Regional NWRS Budget Chief  Region 3 
Joe Kloepper Logistics Management Specialist Region 3 
Kimberly McClurg Chief Budget & Facilities Region 4 
Brett Hunter Deputy Chief, NWRS Region 4 
Graham Taylor Refuge Supervisor Region 5 
Bill Starke Regional Heavy Equipment Coordinator Region 5 
Gina Martinez Regional NWR Budget Chief Region 6 
Wade Briggs  Regional Heavy Equipment Coordinator Region 6 
Kenton Moos Refuge Manager Region 7 
Thomas Siekanic Regional Heavy Equipment Coordinator Region 7 
Dave Henderson Heavy Equipment Manager Region 8 
Dara Rodriguez Program Analyst  Region 8 
David Robinson Deputy Chief BPW HQ 
Rob Miller Chief ITM Division HQ 
John Blitch Facilities and Equipment Branch HQ 

 

STATUS/KEY POINTS:   
Utilization: Recommend limiting the 3,000 miles per year for performance based allocations to 85% of 
the fleet by adjusting the incremental increases of performance to 2% per year.  

• This change accommodates the 12% exemption, while continuing support of incremental 
improvement.  

• Retain utilization target re-evaluation after 5 years (FY23).  

Performance based allocation: Recommend utilizing mileage reporting for both fuel and mile 
performance measures. 



• Fuel module in FBMS does not allow input of a zero consumption reading – defaults to not 
reported when zero is entered. 

• HQ will continue to work with DOI BIO to correct. Once corrected the data input portion of the 
performance allocation will return to measuring both fuel and mileage reporting. 

Personnel Count: Recommend averaging the personnel count over a three year period. 

• Provides for more consistency in the allocation to support short-term vacancies. 
• Since the base year started in FY16, FY18 will be limited to a two year average. 
• PTrac reporting for youth is no longer captured. The decision was made at HQ to limit youth 

data to the July EMIS report. Requiring PTrac reporting provides little impact to the allocation, 
so including would result in an unnecessary reporting burden on the field.    

 

Opportunistic Support: The team discussed the existing commitment to opportunistically make up the 
$2.7 million that was not funded by Congress. Recommend re-assembling the team in June of FY19 to 
review. Report out to the Chiefs during the fall of 2019.  

 

1264 Funding: Recommend removing the 1264 base funding set-aside. 
• The $1.5 million set-aside is impacting the ability to fill RLE positions.  
• Mixed decision across the team. R1 and R6 supported keeping the 1264 funding set-aside (R1 

recommended as is and R6 recommended reduction to $1M), while the remaining regions 
supported fulfilling this requirement opportunistically. 

UNICOR: Recommend data review comparing program effectiveness to GSA auctions to ensure NWRS is 
minimizing initial cost and maximizing return on sales. The NWRS Vehicles Fleet Coordinators will gather 
data for review and provide recommendations to the Fleet Modernization Team for June 2019 review. 
Recommendations to Chiefs in June 2019. 

Replacement Cycle: Retain current standard and conduct limited testing of shorter exchange cycles for 
review in 2019. 

• The 5 year / 70k mile trade target is providing good return through proceeds of sales.  

Region No PTRAC No PTRAC With FY17 
PTRAC

With FY17 
PTRAC

Difference

R1 164,683$        10.4% 164,974$          10.4%  $              291 
R2 200,337$        12.6% 202,356$          12.7%  $           2,019 
R3 246,113$        15.5% 246,897$          15.5%  $              783 
R4 294,397$        18.5% 291,747$          18.3%  $         (2,651)
R5 168,418$        10.6% 171,398$          10.8%  $           2,980 
R6 255,348$        16.1% 254,160$          16.0%  $         (1,188)
R7 131,725$        8.3% 131,081$          8.2%  $            (644)
R8 128,978$        8.1% 127,387$          8.0%  $         (1,591)

Total 1,590,000$     100.0% 1,590,000$       100.0% 0$                  

Base Allocations



• The standard will be retained, and Regions will conduct limited testing of shorter exchange 
cycles to see if we can further maximize return on investment while remaining within the intent 
of the vehicle management regulations and laws. Fleet Modernization Team to review June 
2019. Report out to the Chiefs during the fall of 2019. 

 
ACTIONS: Decisions for the above team recommendations. 

 
PREPARED BY: Rob Miller, Division Chief Facility, Equipment, and Transportation 

Attachment:  

NWRS Motor Vehicle Fleet Management Decision Summary – February 2, 2017 
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INFORMATION MEMORANDUM 

DATE: February 2, 2017 

FROM: Rob Miller, Division Chief Facility, Equipment, and  

SUBJECT: NWRS Motor Vehicle Fleet Management Decision Summary  

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE: Summarize the NWRS vehicle fleet management decisions. 

BACKGROUND: During the NWRS Chiefs June 2016 meeting NWRS light and medium duty vehicle 
fleet modernization plan was discussed. Following discussion, the decision points below were 
unanimously supported.  

DECISION POINTS:  

Data Quality and Fleet Size - Regions will evaluate and correct the FBMS data over the next year to 
ensure inventory accuracy. Additional actions will be taken by the Regions to right size the fleet, this 
includes all NWRS vehicles, as further reductions and vehicle transfers remain necessary.     

Utilization –The initial target for utilization is to ensure at least 75% of each Region’s fleet is operated 
3,000 miles or more per year. This target is below the government wide utilization standards, but 
establishes an initial goal for improvement. This measure will be for use in the first year (FY18) of the 
performance based allocation tool, and will be adjusted incrementally over the next five years to achieve 
100%. After five years, the utilization target will be re-evaluated.  

Performance based allocation – Percentage of personnel will account for the full allocation in FY17, 
and 60% of the allocation starting in FY18. The remaining 40% of the allocation, starting in FY18, is 
determined by percentage of regional vehicle fleet that is: 

a. reporting mileage monthly (initial target set at 95%),  
b. reporting fuel consumption monthly (initial target set at 95%), 
c. complying with the five years of age and 70,000 miles trade standard (initial target set at 25% of 

the fleet with 5% increase annually), and 
d. meeting the initial 3,000 miles per year utilization standard (initial target set at 75% of the fleet 

with a 5% increase annually).    
All funding will be distributed to the Regions per the performance allocation tables attached. 

Personnel Count - Personnel counts will be taken each year from an FPPS report through EMIS 
reflecting the peak of the field season in July. Youth data is derived from July EMIS and third quarter 
PTrac reporting to ensure the number captures peak youth employment.   

Exemptions –Performance allocations for Region 7 will be based on mileage (a) and fuel (b) reporting 
stated above. Five year/70k mile trade (c) and utilization (d) standards principles will be enforced by the 
Region for field stations located on the road system. Further analysis of the data will be completed for a 
future recommendation after five years. 

For the remainder of the Regions, truly remote field stations are a minor component of the fleet. However, 
some level of exceptions, based on sound justification is prudent, and will be limited to 12% of each 
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Region’s total fleet size. Exceptions are to be approved by the regional program Fleet Manager’s 
supervisor. 

Regional Funding - Dedicated fleet funding will be provided from the following sources: 
 

Annual Source (from) Amount 
1262 Small Equipment and Fleet Management $2,650,000 
1262 FY 2017 President’s Budget Request $2,700,000 
1121 Partners Program (Regions 3, 6, 8) $250,000 
1264 Refuge Law Enforcement $1,500,000 
FFXXX Fire Preparedness & Hazardous Fuels $1,500,000 

Total $8,600,000 
 

1262 and 1264 funds will be allocated to the Regions based on performance based allocation table.  Fire 
funds will be allocated in a manner that supports fire management workforce planning, suppression and 
fuels management activities. Regions 3 and 6 will dedicate $100,000 each, and Region 8 will dedicate 
$50,000 to the purchase of PFW vehicles opportunistically.  

Regions will work through their designated program MV Fleet Manager as the lead for vehicle fleet 
management.  

Regional RLE Chief will coordinate with the MV Fleet Manager to determine annual RLE vehicle needs. 
Regional RLE vehicles will be purchased using regional funds through a consolidated UNICOR order.   

The FY 2017 President’s budget request ($2.7 million) will not likely be appropriated. Regions are 
responsible for meeting their portion of this funding gap opportunistically from funds other than proceeds 
of sales. The NWRS budget allocation tables will include each Region’s responsibility, based on 
personnel count, until the funding gap is filled by new appropriations.  

Proceeds of sales will be returned to each Region’s NWRS vehicle account, and will be utilized in 
addition to the funding identified in the table above to ensure the success of the modernization plan. 

Field Funds - The use of resource management accounts (e.g. 126x) are appropriate for acquisition of 
vehicles, equipment and other operations and maintenance needs of the Refuge System. Other 
discretionary funding sources may be appropriate, but should only be used when not statutory restricted. 
Stations can continue use of discretionary funds to purchase vehicles, but these replacements must follow 
the guidelines of this document, focus on vehicles over 10 years of age, and should be completed on a 
two- or more for-one basis. 

Review – Decisions made and progress toward implementation will be reviewed by the MV Fleet team 
after the first year, and again after five years of implementation.  

 



BRIEFING STATEMENT 

PREPARED FOR: NWRS LEADERSHIP TEAM 

DATE: 30 May 2018 

TITLE: Priority Heritage Assets--De-Mystifying our Historic Buildings 

ISSUE:   Over ¼ of the FWS portfolio (2890 buildings) is now 50 years of age or older!  Buildings 50 years 
of age or older trigger review under the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA).  At least 75% of these 
buildings are at a point where their integrity is beginning to fail.  
 
BACKGROUND:    Under the NHPA, FWS, as stewards of this trust resource, is responsible to determine if 
heritage assets are historically significant and have the potential to be useful to the agency mission and 
in what capacity.  To date, our consideration of heritage assets has been lacking and not adequately 
addressed in DOI guidance for Real Property (Asset Priority Index and Attachment G) resulting in only a 
small number of such assets being part of our 5 year planning. 

STATUS/KEY POINTS: A new way to consider historic buildings is needed, one that is complementary to 
the Asset Priority Index process, but that establishes a priority standing for heritage assets within the 
Service.  This ranking process will clarify for field stations managers and Regional Staff: 

● historic buildings that are Priority Heritage Assets--those that warrant investment and that will 
return that investment  in the form of re-use for Service-related functions, education and/or 
interpretation and, 

● those historic buildings that, after proper due diligence, can be considered for deconstruction 
and/or materials re-use (harvesting materials from a deconstructed historic asset for use in a 
Priority Heritage Asset).  

 
ACTIONS:  Regional leadership is encouraged to direct their RHPOs to (1) identify Priority Heritage 
Assets from the Region’s asset list (a draft assessment tool is attached; a new SAMMI module for 
historic preservation will launch later this summer), and (2) discuss those assets with the pertinent 
station managers to foster a conversation that will, ultimately, de-mystify, or provide clarity, as to the 
potential historical significance of these assets, the value they can add to the overall mission of the field 
station, and how making such a determination will enable us to better meet our compliance and 
stewardship responsibilities under the law. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PREPARED BY: Eugene Marino, Federal Preservation Officer, USFWS HQ 
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BRIEFING STATEMENT 

PREPARED FOR: NWRS LEADERSHIP TEAM 

DATE: May 24, 2018 

TITLE: NEPA/Policy Capacity in the NWRS 

ISSUE: This memo outlines options for providing capacity the National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS) 
needs to provide consistent and effective guidance and support to the Regions and field to keep up with 
new and evolving changes in National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and other policies and the large 
increase in workload to meet Departmental priorities. Transforming our NEPA and policy capacity, 
support, guidance, and systems will have long-term benefits beyond responding to immediate policy 
priorities. 
 
BACKGROUND: We have lost most of our planning and policy capacity in the NWRS over the last several 
years.  This staff was historically responsible for helping NWRS staff navigate National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) process requirements, writing NEPA documents, assisting in Section 106 consultations 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, Section 7 Consultations under the Endangered Species Act, 
writing CCPs and Stepdown Plans, Compatibility Determinations, public outreach and navigating other 
planning and policy issues that arose. Since the Department signed Secretarial Order No. 3355: 
Streamlining National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Reviews and Implementation of Executive Order 
13807 (S.O. 3355), the Department has been engaged in a focused effort to transition the way that 
bureaus comply with NEPA. As part of this effort, the Department continues to direct bureaus to make 
major changes in the way we have traditionally complied with NEPA by instituting page limits and 
timelines, tracking NEPA documents, changing EIS project management and Department review and 
approval, and revising agency guidance and training.  

STATUS/KEY POINTS:   

In order to keep up with directives from the Department, the NWRS needs a team of support and 
guidance to help navigate these changes and meet mandated timelines and page limits. Additionally, the 
NWRS is planning on expanding hunting and fishing and other outdoor recreational opportunities on 
many of our refuges as a result of Secretarial Orders 3347, 3356 and 3366. These efforts will require 
compliance with NEPA, and possibly changes to CCPs and/or Step-down Plans, and Compatibility 
Determinations.  There is and will continue to be a need for NEPA, planning, and policy support to meet 
these directives and make these sweeping changes in the NWRS in the desired timeframes. 

ACTIONS 
Options will be presented with recommended staffing, staffing structure, contracting, and other capacity 
needed to meet the needs of the NWRS, legal mandates, and Departmental priorities.  We will continue 
to coordinate and maintain the internal NEPA website of resources and disseminate Departmental NEPA 
guidance as it is released. 
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PREPARED BY: Noah Matson, Chief, Division of Natural Resources and Conservation Planning (Acting) 



BRIEFING STATEMENT 

PREPARED FOR: NWRS LEADERSHIP TEAM 

DATE: May 31, 2018 

TITLE: CCP Revisions 

ISSUE: This memo outlines policy considerations for revising comprehensive conservation plans (CCPs), 
particularly as it relates to the development of hunting and fishing step-down management plans and 
the implementation of other Departmental priorities. 
 
BACKGROUND:  The Fish and Wildlife Service is poised to update or develop numerous new hunting and 
fishing step-down management plans in response to Secretarial Order 3356, “Hunting, Fishing, 
Recreational Shooting, and Wildlife Conservation Opportunities and Coordination with States, Tribes, 
and Territories.” Secretarial Order 3366, “Increasing Recreational Opportunities on Lands and Waters 
Managed by the U.S. Department of the Interior,” will create a similar need to update and/or develop 
new step-down management plans for other outdoor recreational opportunities on refuge lands. If the 
goals, objectives, strategies or actions proposed in a step-down management plans are not consistent 
with the underlying CCP for a refuge, the CCP will have to be amended or revised concurrently with the 
step-down management planning process. 

Current planning policy provides only limited guidance on how to revise CCPs: 

(8)  Review and Revise Plan 

(a)  Plan Review.  Review the CCP at least annually to decide if it requires any revisions.  Modify 
the plan and associated management activities whenever this review or other monitoring and 
evaluation determine that we need changes to achieve planning unit purpose(s), vision, and 
goals. 

(b)  Plan Revision.  Revise the CCP when significant new information becomes available, 
ecological conditions change, major refuge expansion occurs, or when we identify the need to 
do so during plan review.  This should occur every 15 years or sooner, if necessary.  All plan 
revisions should follow the procedures outlined in this chapter for preparing plans and will 
require NEPA compliance.  Document minor plan revisions that meet the criteria of a categorical 
exclusion in an Environmental Action Statement, in accordance with 550 FW 3.3C.  Contact the 
Regional NEPA Coordinator for an up-to-date list of categorical exclusions and for other NEPA 
assistance.  If the plan requires a major revision, then the CCP process starts anew at the 
preplanning step.  See 602 FW 3.4C(1). 

(c)  Ongoing Public Involvement.  Continue informing and involving the public through 
appropriate means. 

 



 

STATUS/KEY POINTS:   

A small team is currently working on recommendations for additional guidance to ensure CCP revisions 
associated with ongoing step-down management planning and other changes are developed 
consistently and efficiently. Progress will be reported with recommendations for next steps. 

Key policy issues currently being considered include: 

• The relationship between CCP revisions and National Environmental Policy Act compliance, 
including Administration and Departmental changes in NEPA policy. 

• How do we define minor versus major revisions? 
• What steps and procedures should be followed for revisions based on the scope and scale of the 

proposed revisions? Can we revise CCPs through the step-down management planning process? 
• What constitutes a comprehensive review/revision that “resets the clock” with respect to the 

Refuge Improvement Act’s requirement to revise the CCP every 15 years “as may be necessary.” 

ACTIONS 
The team, consisting of Noah Matson, Ross Alliston, and Ella Wagener from HQ, and Mark Pelz (R8), and 
Pam Wingrove (R4) will develop a proposal to address these policy questions and present to the Chiefs 
at the July or August VTC. 
 
 

 
PREPARED BY: Noah Matson, Chief, Division of Natural Resources and Conservation Planning (Acting) 
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The Planning Implementation 
Team (PIT) was chartered to 
address this recommendation 
from Conserving the Future: 
Wildlife Refuges and the Next 
Generation, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service’s 21st century 
strategic vision for the National 
Wildlife Refuge System.  Our 
charge was to investigate how 
Refuge System planning will 
address large-scale conservation 
challenges such as climate 
change, while maintaining the 
integrity of management and 
conservation delivery within our 
boundaries.  

This report is our proposal for 
“A Landscape-Scale Approach 
to Refuge System Planning.” 
It recommends that we focus 
the next generation of planning 
on Landscape Conservation 
Designs (LCDs), developed 
by the greater conservation 
community through partnership 
in Landscape Conservation 
Cooperatives (LCCs). LCDs 
are consistent with Strategic 
Habitat Conservation (SHC) 
and are a partnership-driven 
conservation strategy that 
identifies desired future 
conditions and management 
prescriptions at multiple scales 
across jurisdictions.  Key 
to our recommendation is 
incorporating LCDs into the 
preplanning phase of every 
Comprehensive Conservation 
Plan (CCP) and Land Protection 
Plan (LPP).  With limited 
exceptions, no CCP or LPP 
should be developed until after 
an LCD has been completed.  
We envision that LCDs would 
include multiple refuges within 

a defined geographic area that 
leads to a single, broader CCP 
with step-down management 
plans to address site-specific 
management.

Many refuges already employ 
a landscape-scale conservation 
approach, but we need to 
increase these efforts and 
incorporate the LCD approach 
across the entire Refuge System.  
The Refuge System can be a 
catalyst for change throughout 
the greater conservation 
planning community and become 
a primary partner in the LCC 
network’s design efforts.  We 
also need to incorporate and 
more clearly communicate 
biological, social, and economic 
science into Refuge System plans 
at all scales.  

In addition to recommending 
an approach for landscape-
scale planning, the report also 
addresses:  CCP revisions and 
amendments, plan schedules and 
tracking, standardized templates, 
and some policy changes 
required to fully implement 
these recommendations. While 
some of the strategies will result 
in streamlining and efficiencies, 
others require more technical 
expertise, training, and staff.

Our recommendations apply 
only to the Refuge System, but 
it is our hope that other Service 
programs join us in basing their 
program-specific management 
plans on LCDs. 

 

Introduction “Incorporate the 
lessons learned 
from our first 
round of CCPs and 
HMPs into the 
next generation 
of conservation 
plans, and ensure 
these new plans 
view refuges in a 
landscape context 
and describe 
actions to project 
conservation 
benefits 
beyond refuge 
boundaries.” 
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- from Recommendation 
One in Conserving the 
Future: Wildlife Refuges 
and the Next Generation.



6  A Landscape-Scale Approach to Refuge System Planning

Getting Started
Conserving the Future offers a series of 
recommendations that address important issues 
including Recommendation 1, for which the PIT 
is responsible.  Charged with developing the next 
generation of conservation plans in a broader, 
landscape context, the PIT began by developing 
a Work Plan consisting of tasks that addressed 
specific issues.  Over the past two years we:

•	 held	a	number	of	meetings,	and	enlisted	
the help of others in the Refuge System and 
across the Service, representatives from 
other federal agencies, the Association of Fish 
and Wildlife Agencies, and a number of non-
governmental conservation organizations;

•	 surveyed	refuge	staff	to	determine	how	
planning processes could be improved, adapted, 
or streamlined while further integrating 
refuges into the landscape matrix; and

•	 reviewed	completed	CCPs,	previous	studies	
of CCPs, past planning recommendations, and 
other agencies’ and organizations’ conservation 
planning models.  

This work resulted in a large collection of 
reports, survey data, reference tools, and 
analyses that form a Report Compendium of 
planning resources.  It is from this variety of 
contributors, data, and analyses that we draw 
our recommendations.
 

Opportunities, Challenges, 
and Action
The Refuge System is the world’s largest 
collection of lands and waters specifically 
designated and managed for fish and wildlife. 
Overall, it provides habitat for more than 700 
species of birds, 220 species of mammals, 250 
reptile and amphibian species, 200 species of fish, 
and more than 280 threatened or endangered 
plants and animals. Conservation planning is 
essential for ensuring that the Refuge System 
knows where it’s going and meets its commitment 
to conserving fish, wildlife, plants, and their 

habitats for future generations of Americans.
Today, planning is done primarily through 
CCPs, which drive on-the-ground management 
on refuges across the country. CCPs identify 
goals and objectives for refuge management 
and identify strategies to achieve these goals 
and objectives. The Service is nearing the 
completion of a CCP for every unit of the Refuge 
System. Some units have started to revise their 
original CCP, and many have also begun work on 
documents such as the Habitat Management Plan 
(HMP) that “step down” the guidance of CCPs to 
a greater level of specificity.

Up to now, many CCPs have identified 
landscape-scale conservation goals and are 
translating these into management actions 
that can be implemented on a refuge.  To be 
effective in confronting the challenges posed 
by climate change, invasive species, and habitat 
fragmentation the next generation of plans must 
continue this effort and broaden our focus beyond 
refuge boundaries. We must tie refuge planning 
and management actions to the larger landscape.  
These plans must also incorporate the best 
available science, encourage collaboration with 
partners, be readable, and inspire action.  The 
challenge is to define clear priorities for wildlife 
conservation within landscapes and to implement 
larger-scale conservation with multiple and 
perhaps, unconventional partners.

See a list of compendium content provided at the back of this report or the complete 
Report Compendium of planning resources on SharePoint.

There are over 560 National Wildlife Refuges; 
photo: USFWS
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Major Recommendations

•	 Promote	LCDs	throughout	the	Service,	LCCs,	and	the	greater	conservation			
 planning community. 

•	 Develop	LCDs	as	part	of	the	preplanning	phase	of	every	refuge-specific		 	
 CCP and LPP.

•	 Postpone	developing	new	CCPs	and	LPPs	and	revising	existing	CCPs	and	LPPs		
 until after first completing corresponding LCDs. Continue completing step-down  
 plans needed to implement existing CCPs in the interim.

•	 Include	in	a	single	CCP,	when	possible,	all	refuges	within	the	geographic		 	
 area covered by the LCD. 

•	 Consolidate	to	the	maximum	extent	feasible,	step-down	management	plans		 	
 for all refuges within the geographic area covered by an LCD.

•	 Base	refuge-specific	plans	on	LCDs	to	help	ensure	that	every	plan	relies		 	
 on sound biological, social, and economic science.

•	 Strive	to	develop	CCPs	in	a	broad	scope	with	more	details	provided	in		 	
 step-down management plans.

•	 Prioritize	the	completion	of	HMPs	and	visitor	services	plans.		

•	 Modify	the	Refuge	Annual	Performance	Plan	(RAPP)	database	to		 	 	
 geospatially track every refuge’s progress in implementing CCPs and   
 contributing towards LCDs.

•	 Incorporate	CCP	implementation	into	the	Annual	Performance	Plans	of	refuge		
 managers, project leaders, and refuge supervisors.  

•	 Clearly	communicate	in	Refuge	System	plans	how	the	best	available	science		 	
 was used to develop specific and measurable goals, objectives, and strategies.

•	 Develop	standardized	templates	for	new	CCPs,	LPPs,	and	step-down			 	
 management plans.

•	 Revise	policies	and	training	to	fully	implement	these	recommendations.

•	 Evaluate	the	Refuge	System’s	planning	organization,	capacity	to	conduct		 	
 landscape-level planning, and budget—if and when we move forward with   
 the recommendations contained in this final report.
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Exhibit A: The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service’s Strategic 
Habitat Conservation Framework

“Landscape 
Conservation 
Design is an 
important part 
of achieving 
SHC’s purpose.”

Landscape 
Conservation 
Design: 
In Support of SHC 
In 2006, Service leadership 
endorsed Strategic Habitat 
Conservation as the adaptive 
management approach it would 
use to achieve its mission in 
the 21st century. In response 
to the unprecedented scale 
and complexity of challenges 
facing our natural resources, 
there was a need to develop 
and implement a landscape 
approach to conservation that 
was more strategic, science-
driven, collaborative, adaptive, 
and understandable. 

SHC is a response to changes 
affecting not only the Service 
but the conservation community 
at large. It allows the Service 
to deal with issues of scale and 
accountability and effectively 
work with our partners to 
address priorities and challenges 
such as climate change. The 
purpose of SHC is to coordinate 
and link actions that various 
Service programs and partners 
perform at individual sites so 
that their combined effect may 
be capable of achieving these 
outcomes at the larger landscape, 
regional, or continental scales. 
Landscape Conservation Design 
is an important part of achieving 
SHC’s purpose. 

SHC (exhibit A) is built on five 
main	elements:		(1)	Biological	
planning – working with 
partners to identify conservation 
features (e.g., surrogate 
species), measurable targets for 
those features (i.e., population 
objectives), and the limiting 
factors affecting them; (2) 
Conservation design – creating 
tools that help to identify and 

direct conservation actions 
effectively and efficiently towards 
a desired future condition; (3) 
Conservation delivery – working 
collaboratively with partners to 
carry out conservation strategies 
on-the-ground; (4) Outcome-
based monitoring – evaluating 
the effectiveness of conservation 
actions in achieving desired future 
conditions and to adapt future 

planning and delivery; and (5) 
Assumption driven research 
– testing assumptions made 
during biological planning and 
conservation design to refine 
future plans and actions.

In the spirit of SHC, and with the 
intent of fulfilling its conservation 
design element, LCD stands as 
a partnership-driven method to 
assess current and anticipated 
future conditions (biological 
and socioeconomic), offers a 
spatially-explicit depiction of a 
desired future condition, and 
helps provide management 
prescriptions for achieving those 
conditions.  LCD is both a process 
and a product.



In creating an LCD, each partner identifies 
the conservation features within their purview 
(such as the Service’ surrogate species and the 
Refuge System’s strategic growth priorities).  
This is, in effect, the biological planning portion 
of SHC.  Collectively, these features are used to 
define the geographic extent of the LCD, develop 
conservation targets (such as population objectives) 
within that landscape, identify limiting factors 
(i.e., threats and stressors such as climate change), 
conduct gap and population analyses, and model 
future resource relationships.  The partners then 
identify management, restoration, and protection 
strategies that can be implemented to address 
the identified resource concerns, attain desired 
future conditions, sustain ecosystem function, and 
achieve the missions, mandates, and goals of each 
partner organization.  Upon completion of the 
LCD, partners implement the strategies applicable 
to their organization.  Normally, this would require 
each individual partner to conduct more detailed, 
site-specific planning (such as Refuge CCPs 
and LPPs) prior to implementation.  Over time, 

partners monitor and evaluate the effectiveness 
of their individual and collective implementation 
and reconvene to assess and revise the LCD on a 
periodic basis.  

Attributes of an LCD are listed in table 1 followed 
by some of the key features described in more 
detail.

LCDs are developed 
and delivered with our partners.  
The greater conservation community’s 
engagement in LCDs is essential, because 
the Service’s ability to fulfill its conservation 
mission relies on its partners in delivering 
the on-the-ground design.  An LCD is an 
assessment of the landscape’s current and 
potential future condition, a description 
of a desired future condition, and a suite 
of preliminary, coarse-scale management 
strategies that are developed by the greater 
conservation community. Coarse-scale 
landscape goals and objectives and a suite 

Landscape Conservation Design: In Support of SHC   9   

Table 1: Attributes of an LCD
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of broad strategies can inform or guide 
development of each agency’s or organization’s 
site-specific management plans. 

LCDs are based on sound science.   An 
LCD relies on the collaboration of the greater 
conservation community in bringing together 
the diversity of frameworks, processes, data, 
tools, technical capabilities, and other resources 
that each partner agency and organization 
possess—and which are needed—to accurately 
assess and address the current and future 
condition of the landscape.  This collaborative 
approach distributes the burden of developing 
and implementing the design across the 
greater conservation community and improves 
coordination between partners. Following 
the SHC framework, an LCD is based on the 
greater conservation community’s ability to 
identify conservation features of particular 
interest. The Service’s surrogate species 
approach to planning is one example.  An LCD 
identifies coarse-scale targets for those features, 
such as population objectives, and it articulates 
key assumptions.  Limiting factors (i.e., threats 
and stressors) and future research needs are 
identified as well.  An LCD also conducts other 
key science-based activities that are of particular 
interest, such as: climate modeling, vulnerability 
assessments, land use including infrastructure 
analyses, and socioeconomic impact analyses.

LCDs are technologically advanced.  
An LCD utilizes the latest in geospatial 
technologies to aid decision makers in 
understanding both present-day and future 
trends and conditions. Technologies, including 
Geographic Information Systems (GIS), remote 
sensing, and spatial modeling are used to 
assess and evaluate both current conditions and 
expected changes to physical and socioeconomic 
parameters such as climate, land use, 
population and demographics, transportation, 
and energy infrastructure.  Data development, 
modeling, and the creation of decision support 
tools are expected to be collaborative outputs 
of an LCD.  An LCD may include gap analyses, 
population viability analyses, and other models 
that depict future resource relationships.

LCDs are iterative.  
An LCD is not a static product.  It must be 
periodically modified by all partners based on 
the results of their collective implementation, 
monitoring, and evaluation.  This is adaptive 
management at a landscape scale.

The LCCs’ Role 
in LCD Development
The Service is committed to taking a 
collaborative, science-driven, landscape-scale 
conservation approach to achieve its mission.  
This commitment is exemplified by the 
Service’s endorsement of the SHC framework 
in 2006 and Landscape Conservation 
Cooperatives in 2009.  Ken Salazar, Secretary 
of the Interior signed Secretarial Order No. 
3289 on September 14, 2009, which officially 
established the LCCs. 

Twenty-two LCCs collectively form a 
national network. The network’s vision is to 
preserve “landscapes capable of sustaining 
natural and cultural resources for current 
and future generations.”  The network’s 
role for achieving that vision is, in part, to 
provide a forum for national and international 
conservation planning and to facilitate and 
integrate efforts across and among the 
individual LCCs. 

In November 2011 sixty leaders from the 
conservation community representing 
non-profit organizations, state and federal 
agencies, and others met to discuss the 
potential for substantially and strategically 
improving the Nation’s system of wildlife 
habitats as described in the Wildlife Habitat 
Policy Research Program’s (WHPRP) 2010 
research report. The report recommended 
that LCCs be a forum to “identify and map 
conservation priorities at multiple scales 
to guide investments in habitat protection, 
management, and restoration.”  In July 2012 
the Service released “DRAFT Guidance on 
Selecting Species for Design of Landscape-
scale Conservation,” which states that LCCs 
were “established to support biological 
planning and conservation design at 
landscape scales” and suggests that LCC 
partnership efforts “should continue and be 
expanded . . . to integrate priorities and select 
common targets to be used for designing the 
conservation of sustainable landscapes.” 

Many of the 22 LCCs have identified LCD as 
a priority in their strategic, operational, and/
or science needs plans. Some have initiated 
development of LCD components (e.g., 
decision support tool development) and others 



have sponsored LCD development.  These 
initial LCDs (listed in table 2) will serve as 
national pilot projects that can be used to 
identify and duplicate effective processes. 

The PIT supports the LCC network’s vision 
and purpose and supports the WHPRP LCC-
related recommendation described above.  
We assert that the Refuge System should be 
an advocate for the LCC network’s interest 
in designing functional landscapes, be a 
catalyst for change throughout the greater 
conservation planning community through 
leading by example, and become a primary 
partner in the LCC network’s design efforts. 

The Refuge System’s Role 
in LCD Development
Although the network of LCC partnerships 
is still relatively new, it has made exceptional 

progress in building a national and regional 
organizational framework, internal capacity, 
partnerships, and support.  LCC partnerships 
have successfully identified their collective 
science needs and have begun to develop 
products to address those needs including 
those related to LCD.  To ensure that LCC-
sponsored LCDs are relevant to Refuge 
System interests, the Refuge System should 
immediately engage in those efforts at the 
national level and with each LCC. 

The PIT recognizes that Refuge System 
planners and other staff possess significant 
professional skills and attributes that could 
contribute to the LCCs’ development of 
LCDs.  They include partnership building, 
facilitation, project and contract management, 
obtaining resource-specific information and 
expertise, data collection and management, 
GIS modeling and analysis, writing and 
editing, and document design.  The Refuge 
System could become a catalyst for LCD 

The LCC’s Role in  LCD Development   11   

Table 2: LCC-Sponsored LCDs and/or Products that Support LCD Development
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“... working in 
partnership 
with the greater 
conservation 
community 
will result in a 
higher quality 
plan, a holistic 
view of the 
landscape, and a 
greater capacity 
for conservation 
delivery.”
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Exhibit B: 
Two Phases of Planning

Modified from Knight, et al. 2006

development by directing some 
of this expertise to the LCCs.

Working within the LCCs’ 
collaborative framework may 
require more time than if the Refuge 
System were to take a “go-it-alone” 
approach	to	LCD	development.		But	
working in partnership with the 
greater conservation community 
will result in a higher quality plan, 
a holistic view of the landscape, and 
a greater capacity for conservation 
delivery.  Furthermore, the product 
resulting from a collaborative 
approach will provide the Refuge 
System, other Service programs, 
and the greater conservation 
community with information that 
will help us to collectively better 
understand our individual role 
in delivering conservation as the 
landscape around us changes with 
time.  While refuge staff must be 
engaged and provide input in LCD 
development, the bulk of the design 
work will be conducted through the 
partnerships formed around LCDs 
and fostered through the LCCs. 
In the long-term, this collaborative 
approach will save each partner 
time and resources.  For example, 
rather than a refuge developing a 
climate vulnerability assessment 
on their own, an LCD will provide 
the necessary climate science and 
predictive decision support tools to 
assess the vulnerabilities of multiple 
refuges.  In this way, LCDs will 
bring new economies of scale in 
developing refuge-specific plans. 

Refuge System planning is 
conducted in two phases: an 
assessment and design phase 
followed by development of an 
implementation strategy (exhibit 
B).		Refuge	System	policy	identifies	
these two phases as “preplanning” 
and “planning.”  We recommend 
that LCDs be developed as part 
of the preplanning phase of every 
refuge-specific CCP and LPP.  (The 
PIT recognizes that additional 
preplanning, beyond the LCD, 
will normally be required for each 
refuge-specific plan in order to 
address site-specific issues.)  We 
further recommend postponing 
the development of refuge-specific 
CCPs and LPPs until the completion 
of the corresponding LCD.  The 

Photo: USFWS



completion of step-down management plans needed 
to implement existing CCPs should continue in the 
interim.

LCD will provide an opportunity for the Refuge 
System to streamline our land protection planning 
process.  Our current process consists of two phases: 
preliminary planning and detailed planning.  These 
two phases are equivalent to the preplanning and 
planning phases described above.  Preliminary 
planning results in the development of a Preliminary 
Project Proposal (PPP), which, with the Director’s 
approval, is followed by a detailed planning process 
that results in the development of an LPP.

The PIT recommends that land protection strategies 
developed after completion of LCDs replace PPPs, 
because an LCD will include a more comprehensive 
assessment of a potential new refuge (or refuge 
expansion) than is currently provided by a PPP. 
Director approval of the land protection strategies in 
an LCD will be required to enter detailed planning.  
In addition, an LCD will allow the Refuge System 
to reassess the value of any previously-approved 
LPPs that occur within that geographic area.  We 
recommend that this assessment be conducted as part 
of each LCD that contains areas proposed for new or 
expanded refuges.

Recommendations   13   

•	 Do not develop or revise, with limited exceptions, any refuge-specific CCP or LPP until after the 
corresponding LCD has been developed in cooperation with our conservation partners in an LCC.  

•	 Postpone developing new CCPs and LPPs and revising existing CCPs and LPPs until after first 
completing corresponding LCDs. Continuing completing step-down management plans needed to 
implement existing CCPs in the interim.

•	 Develop LCDs as part of the preplanning phase of every refuge-specific CCP and LPP.

•	 Design refuge-specific CCPs, LPPs, and step-down management plans to both address refuge-specific 
issues and implement the landscape-level goals and objectives identified in the corresponding LCD. 

•	 Use information and strategies from LCDs in place of currently required PPPs to inform and prioritize 
LPP development. 

•	 Reassess, upon completion of an LCD, the value and contribution of previously-approved LPPs within 
that geographic area.

•	 Incorporate feedback, by LCDs, from refuges and other conservation partners to enhance and inform 
landscape design through adaptive management.

•	 Promote LCDs within the Service by:

	 •	 assigning	a	Headquarters	LCD	Coordinator	and	regional	office	LCD	Coordinators;

	 •	 developing	institutional	structures,	processes,	and	protocols	that	facilitate	effective		 	 	
  communications between Service programs, LCCs, and other conservation partners;

	 •	 directing	national	and	regional	level	capacity	towards	the	coordination	of		 	 	 	
  Service-wide interests in LCD; and

	 •	 advocating	for	and	supporting	the	development	of	a	Service-wide	LCD	policy.

•	 Promote LCDs throughout the greater conservation planning community by:

	 •	 communicating	the	concept,	use,	and	values	of	LCDs;

	 •	 advocating	for	design	integration	amongst	LCC	partners;

	 •	 being	an	early	adopter	of	integration	by	directing	capacity	to	each	of	the	22		 	 	 	
  LCCs in support of LCD development; and

	 •	 promoting	the	formation	of	an	interagency	organization	team	that	will	develop	minimum		 	
  standards, best management practices, and other guidance materials in an effort to ensure a   
  structured, systematic approach to LCD development.

•	 Advocate the development of LCDs through appropriate LCC-related organizational structures (e.g., 
the LCC National Council, LCC U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Steering Committee Representatives, 
Regional Science Applications Assistant Regional Directors, etc.).

Recommendations
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Grouping and 
Coordinating CCPs 
and Step-Down 
Management 
Plans
The Refuge System has been 
grouping CCPs for many years
writing a single CCP that covers 
two or more individual refuges.  
Often, the refuges grouped under 
one CCP are within an established 
administrative complex or a 
distinct physiographic area.  The 
PIT recommends that this practice 
be enhanced under the proposed 
LCD paradigm:

Once an LCD is developed, the 
refuges within that geographic 
area should immediately begin 
developing (or revising) their 
CCPs.  When feasible, all 
refuges within the geographic 
area covered by a single LCD 
should be covered under a 
single CCP.  Doing so would be 
the most efficient way to step 
down goals and objectives from 
the LCD and propose refuge-
specific management actions 
that deliver landscape-level 
benefits.

A number of factors may suggest 
that some refuges or groups 
of refuges within an LCD 
geographic area should have 
their own CCPs.  Our ability to 
group refuges under a single 
CCP will depend on the refuges’ 
similarities and differences 
in terms of habitats, species, 
purposes, uses, proximity, and 
management concerns.  These 
and other factors will determine 
the degree to which refuges can 
be grouped under one CCP.  This 
decision will be made on a case-
by-case basis.

Even if few or none of the 

refuges within an LCD can 
be grouped under one CCP, 
we recommend that the 
development of all CCPs within 
an LCD should be conducted 
simultaneously in a coordinated 
manner.  Refuge staff, partners, 
and the public would benefit 
from the dialogue that comes 
from conducting planning in a 
concerted manner.  Shared goals, 
objectives, and strategies (and 
shared writing responsibilities 
for areas of overlap) could be 
identified.  Travel costs could be 
reduced.  Any resources saved 
by grouping or coordinating 
CCPs could be invested in future 
efforts to develop the step-down 
management plans needed to 
fully implement these CCPs. 

Grouping step-down 
management plans for refuges 
may have similar benefits to 
grouping CCPs (exhibit C).  Joint 
step-down planning for the same 
group of refuges covered by one 
CCP makes sense, because they 
are likely to share priorities such 
as species, habitats, and visitor 
service goals. 

While individual refuges 
may need to add site-specific 
priorities, objectives, and 
strategies to their step-down 
management plans, they may 
be able to share much of their 
information with other refuges. 
For example, there could be 
multiple refuges within the same 
wetland complex that share 
similar species or conservation 
challenges and thus may have 
similar habitat management plan 
objectives.  Planning for groups 
of refuges would not preclude 
production of separate plans to 
accommodate specific refuge 
needs.  

The wetland management 
districts of Minnesota, 
for example, have already 

“The Refuge 
System has 
been grouping 
CCPs for many 
years—writing 
a single CCP 
that covers 
two or more 
individual 
refuges.”
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demonstrated that grouped planning efforts can 
lead to quality, individual step-down management 
plans. Consolidating step-down planning by 
coordinating efforts of multiple units would lead to 
more consistency among plans.  The efficiency of 
such an approach may lead to faster development 
of step-down management plans without 
compromising their quality.

The PIT recommends that step-down 
management plans for all refuges within 
the geographic area covered by an LCD be 
consolidated to the maximum extent feasible.

Recommendations
•	 Include in a single CCP, when possible, all 

refuges within the geographic area covered by 
the LCD. 

•	 Consolidate to the maximum extent feasible, 
step-down management plans for all refuges 
within the geographic area covered by an LCD.

•	 Conduct simultaneously, in a coordinated 
manner, development of all CCPs and (later) 
step-down management plans within an LCD. 

Exhibit C: Grouping Plans under the LCD

Grouping and Developing CCPs and Step-Down Management Plans   15   

1.

3.

2.

4.
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Establishing a 
Schedule for 
LCDs, CCPs, 
and LPPs
In general, our work on a CCP 
or LPP cannot begin until the 
corresponding LCD has been 
completed.  There are three 
exceptions to this rule:

1. Unfinished First Round 
CCPs – Each region’s first 
priority is to complete 
CCPs for any station where 
the statutory deadline for 
completing the initial CCP 
has already passed (October 
9, 2012 or 15 years after 
the refuge was established; 
see Service Manual chapter 
602 FW 3, “Comprehensive 
Conservation Planning”).

2. CCPs and LPPs Already 
Started – Each region’s 
second priority is to 
complete CCPs and LPPs 
that have already been 
started.  These include 
plans for which (1) pre-
planning is already 
completed or underway 
and (2) it is unlikely that 
the unit(s) will be covered 
under an LCD within the 
next three years.  If an 
LCD is expected to begin 
within three years, the 
region should consider 
postponing development 
of the CCP or LPP until 
after the LCD has been 
completed, especially if they 
are in an early stage of the 
planning process.  

3. CCPs and LPPs for Areas 
Outside of LCDs – In the 
unusual case of a Refuge 
System unit that is not 
likely to ever be covered 
by an LCD (for example, 

an urban refuge) and is not 
a first or second priority 
for plan completion (as 
described above), the 
region should schedule 
the CCP or LPP for that 
unit in consideration of the 
following criteria:   
 

	 •	 The	age	or	utility	of		 	
  the existing CCP;

	 •	 The	presence	of		 	
  threats to refuge   
  resources;

	 •	 The	presence	of		 	
  opportunities for   
  engagement with   
  the public and/or   
  partners; and

	 •	 The	existence		 	 	
  or anticipation of 
  a landscape-scale   
  planning effort   
  (other than an 
  LCD) that could   
  inform our CCP or 
  LPP development.  

All Other Plans

Completing the remaining 
CCPs and LPPs in a region 
should be scheduled based 
on that region’s schedule for 
completing LCDs.  CCPs and 
LPPs for all Refuge System 
units covered under a single 
LCD should be completed 
simultaneously, preferably 
within three years of the 
completion of that LCD.

Develop Regional and 
National Schedules for 
Completing Landscape 
Conservation Designs

Since regional CCP and LPP 
schedules will be almost 
entirely dependent on LCD 
schedules, it is important that 
each region take a leadership 

“...it is 
important 
that each 
region take a 
leadership role 
in developing 
the LCD 
schedules 
with the LCCs 
within their 
jurisdiction.”
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role in developing the LCD schedules with 
the LCCs within their jurisdiction. Regions 
must engage in scheduling discussions with 
our conservation partners at the LCC level, 
securing their commitments as early as 
possible.  Since we will be working with our 
LCC partners to develop these schedules, we 
will need to reach consensus on the priority for 
each LCD.  To the extent possible, however, we 
should try to prioritize LCDs that:

•	 contain a large number of Refuge System 
units;

•	 contain areas that may be suitable for new 
refuges or refuge expansions;

•	 contain habitat important to Service-
identified surrogate species; and

•	 contain Refuge System units with CCPs 
that require revision due to their age or 
changed conditions.

Regional planning schedules for LCDs, CCPs, 
and LPPs will be compiled into a national 
planning schedule.  This schedule will be 
maintained in a format that allows flexibility 

for adapting to changing circumstances while 
providing a central source of information to 
share with partners and managers.  This is 
the same approach that is currently used to 
maintain a CCP schedule via the national CCP 
database. 

Recommendations
•	 Do not develop a CCP or LPP until the corre-

sponding LCD has been completed, except for: 
(1) unfinished “first round” CCPs, (2) CCPs 
and LPPs that are already started, and (3) CCPs 
and LPPs for units in geographic areas that are 
unlikely to ever be covered by an LCD.

•	 Each region will develop CCP and LPP sched-
ules based on the LCD schedules within their 
jurisdiction (see LLC and Refuge System   
overlay map).

•	 Compile regional planning schedules for LCDs, 
CCPs, and LPPs into a national planning 
schedule.  

Establishing a Schedule for LCDs, CCPs, and LPPs   17   

Blazing Star; photo: USFWS
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Placing Greater 
Priority on 
Step-Down 
Management 
Plans 
Step-down management plans are 
program-specific plans that are 
“stepped-down” from the goals, 
objectives, and strategies contained 
in a CCP.  They contain sufficient 
detail to guide refuge-specific 
programs, operations, and annual 
work plans.  The PIT suggests that, 
since the development of new CCPs 
will be delayed pending completion 
of the LCDs, an opportunity exists 
for the Refuge System to focus on 
completing step-down management 
plans for existing CCPs.

Responses to the PIT’s 2012 survey 
of Refuge System employees 
(see the Report Compendium of 
planning resources) revealed that 
most refuge personnel believe that 
step-down management plans are 
the best vehicle for implementing 
and monitoring CCP objectives.  
Greater emphasis on step-down 
management plans was favored by 
a majority (51 percent) of Refuge 
System employees who participated 
in the survey.  Most respondents 
also expressed the concern that, at 
present, we do not have sufficient 
funds and staffing to meet planning 
needs. This lack of funding and 
planning capacity may help to 
explain the low completion rate of 
step-down management plans.  For 
example, a recent internal review 
found that only about 15 percent 
of refuges have completed HMPs, 
while 4 percent have completed 
visitor services plans.  

Step-down planning offers 
the opportunity to make clear 
connections between on-the-
ground management actions and 
broader conservation objectives. 

While each region varies in its 
approach to CCP and step-down 
planning, most agree that detailed 
and specific strategies are critical 
for implementing CCP goals and 
objectives.  It doesn’t matter 
whether these detailed strategies 
are contained in a CCP or a step-
down management plan, as long as 
they are developed, documented, 
and implemented.  

Several issues emerged from the 
PIT’s evaluation of Refuge System 
step-down management planning, 
including the following:  

•	 Refuge staffs are 
overwhelmed by the need to 
write numerous step-down 
management plans, with no 
identified priorities.

•	 Little training and guidance 
exists for writing step-down 
management plans.  

•	 Each Service region has 
varied in its approach to 
the level of detail in CCPs, 
which affects both the level 
of detail needed in a step-
down management plan 
and the level of National 
Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) documentation 
required.

•	 New program information is 
rapidly emerging (primarily 
from the Refuge System 
vision teams) that will need 
to be stepped-down to 
individual refuges.

Service Manual chapter 602 FW4, 
Exhibit 1, “List of Potential Step-
Down Management Plans,” lists 
approximately 40 potential step-
down management plans that a 
refuge might need to develop.  This 
list is not exhaustive.  A refuge may 
need to develop another type of 
step-down management plan if it 
proposes to undertake an activity 
not listed in Exhibit 1.  All of the 
step-down management plans listed 

“Step-down 
planning offers 
the opportunity 
to make clear 
connections 
between on-
the-ground 
management 
actions and 
broader 
conservation 
objectives. ”
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in Exhibit 1 are not required on every refuge, but 10 
of them are commonly stepped-down from a refuge 
CCP. They are:

 1. Habitat Management Plan 
 2. Visitor Services Plan
 3. Inventory and Monitoring Plan 
 4. Fire Management Plan
 5. Cultural Resource Management Plan  
 6. Integrated Pest Management Plan
 7. Nuisance Animal Plan
 8. Furbearer or Trapping Plan 
 9. Wilderness Stewardship Plan 
 10. Land Protection Plan

Step-down management plans should have these 
elements:

•	 Begin	by	first	developing	a	completion	
schedule. 

•	 Track step-down management plan progress 
and completion on a national basis. 

•	 Allow a flexible approach to conducting step-
down planning so that each region may use 
different formats, documentation, and NEPA 
compliance, depending on the level of detail in 
the original CCP. 

•	 Have an evaluation process to determine 
which CCPs have sufficient level of detail to 
satisfy step-down planning and which ones do 
not.

•	 Be	based	upon	new	guidance,	training,	
and templates that provide efficiencies 
and consistency in implementing step-
down planning processes across all regions.  
Webinars, handbooks, job aids, checklists, 
and training in planning from the National 
Conservation Training Center are examples of 
tools that can help guide staff for preparing of 
quality plans.

The schedule and steps for completing inventory 
and monitoring step-down management plans 
are described in the “Inventory and Monitoring 
7-Year Plan for the NWRS” (April 2013).  
Inventory and Monitoring Plans (IMPs) are 
critical to the success of LCDs and are necessary 
to ensure that refuges have the scientific 
validation for making management decisions.  
IMPs will assist refuges in applying the adaptive 
management process at refuge and landscape 
scales.  Refuges must have clear, prioritized 
resource management objectives before IMPs 
can be useful, which is why the PIT recommends 

that completing HMPs be a high priority for the 
Refuge System.

NEPA compliance is a key consideration when 
planners and field staff begin the step-down 
planning process. Some CCPs have incorporated 
enough project-specific detail to allow assessment 
of effects under NEPA.  CCPs that are more 
general will need to be followed by additional 
project/site specific step-down management plans 
that include NEPA analysis.

Several approaches to achieving NEPA compliance 
may be considered that can streamline NEPA 

writing and be tailored to individual situations.  
For some refuge actions, a programmatic 
assessment that evaluates management actions 
(like prescribed fire or invasive species control) 
could cover the general effects of those actions on 
refuges. This type of NEPA analysis could be done 
with an individual refuge CCP or at a regional or 
national level as a precursor to step-down planning 
on multiple refuges. A project-specific assessment at 
the refuge level may still be needed, but the NEPA 
process and documentation (an Environmental Action 
Statement) would be much more condensed and 
simpler subsequent to a programmatic assessment.  
Refuges with similar needs may be able to combine 
their step-down management plans and associated 
NEPA documents. Nuisance animal control is an 
example where multiple refuges may have very 
similar actions and effects that could be completed 
under one step-down management plan and/or 
covered under one NEPA process.

Prescribed fire; photo: USFWS
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Wilderness Planning 

The Refuge System contains 20 percent of 
America’s National Wilderness Preservation 
System (NWPS) with 20 million acres of 
designated wilderness on 63 refuges. The 
Refuge System also protects 1.9 million acres 
of	proposed	wilderness	on	21	refuges.	By	law	
and policy, we are responsible for preserving 
the wilderness character of these designated 
and proposed wilderness areas.  We do this, in 
part, by effective wilderness planning and by 
establishing goals and objectives in CCPs and 
in step-down WSPs. 

Landscape-scale planning through LCDs will 
contain a variety of land designations including 
some with designated wilderness areas.  
Studying wilderness areas at this scale can help 
us understand the contributions of wilderness 
to wildlife conservation. Studying wilderness 
as part of the LCD process could also reveal 

issues and events that threaten wilderness 
character or reduce their conservation values. 
Wilderness areas may provide opportunities to 
identify surrogate species best suited for areas 
where management potential is modified by 
wilderness designation. 

Recommendations
•	 Strive to develop CCPs in a broad scope with more details provided in step-down manage-

ment plans.
•	 Prioritize the completion of HMPs and visitor services plans.  These two plans play a key 

role in Refuge System management by integrating vision team recommendations at the field 
station level, providing coverage for on-the-ground actions, and informing annual work 
plans.

•	 Charter a team to prepare new guidance for visitor services plans that integrate new policy 
and guidance on constructed facility assets, transportation planning, and vision team rec-
ommendations.

•	 Prioritize, consolidate, and/or eliminate required step-down management plans.  Revise 
policy to reflect this.

•	 Develop training, templates, and tools to streamline the production of step-down manage-
ment plans.

•	 Develop regional prioritized lists of step-down management plans with lead assignments, 
target completion dates, and a system to track plan status. 

•	 Develop a step-down planning structure for each region: 
•	 ➢ Assign Headquarters and regional office step-down management plan coordinators.
•	 ➢ Assign multiple plans covering the same topic to a single lead coordinator. For example, 

a field-based visitor services manager could assume the lead for all visitor services plans in a 
geographic area. 

•	 ➢ Specialized plans such as Wilderness Stewardship Plans (WSPs) and Cultural Resource 
Management Plans could be the focus of step-down action teams. 

Bison; photo: USFWS



Recommendations
•	 Prepare and update WSPs for all 63 designated wilderness areas in the Refuge System that will 

guide the preservation, management, and use of the refuge’s wilderness to ensure that wilder-
ness is unimpaired for future use and enjoyment as wilderness. The WSP will identify desired 
future conditions, establish indicators, standards, conditions, and thresholds beyond which 
management actions will be taken to reduce human impacts to wilderness resources.

•	 Charter a Refuge System Wilderness Council, as part of the 50th anniversary of the NWPS in 
2014, to evaluate the 21 proposed wilderness areas and wilderness study areas, and prepare a 
national strategy to advance priority wilderness proposals to Congress for designation.

•	 Charter a National Wilderness Planning Team to develop training, templates, and other tools; 
to assist the Wilderness Council; and to assist regions in preparing WSPs. Training and tools 
should include guidance on how to address climate change issues in wilderness.

•	 Complete wilderness reviews on all units of the Refuge System to identify areas with wilderness 
character and potential.  Once wilderness study areas are identified, enter these areas into the 
Cadastral National Dataset.

•	 Identify at least one LCD during the LCD pilot planning phase that includes designated wilder-
ness; and evaluate wilderness issues, values, and conservation potential at the landscape scale.  

Photo: USFWS
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CCP Reporting, Tracking, 
and Implementation 
Throughout the Refuge System, CCP 
implementation is tracked at the field station level 
with varying degrees of oversight from regional 
offices.  Responses to the PIT’s 2012 survey of 
Refuge System employees indicated that CCP 
progress is being tracked by stations in a variety 
of ways including informal review, annual work 
planning, spreadsheets, tables, and inventory and 
monitoring plans (see the Report Compendium 
of planning resources).  Although CCPs have 
been completed for the majority of refuge units, 
no standardized tracking system to gauge CCP 
implementation exists.  In fact, the 2012 planning 
survey of Refuge System employees found that 
one of the greatest barriers to implementing 
CCPs is the lack of an accurate reporting 
mechanism to track progress of CCP 
objectives (65 percent of respondents agreed). 
The survey also identified another major 
barrier to implementation station funding is not 
coordinated with the needs identified in CCPs (77 
percent of respondents agreed). 

In order to provide greater consistency in 
tracking CCPs across the Refuge System, 
the PIT recommends that the Refuge Annual 
Performance Plan (RAPP) be modified by adding 

a geospatial component to enable field stations 
to report on the extent to which their CCPs are 
being implemented and the contributions they 
are making to LCD goals.  If RAPP could be 
fully integrated spatially the refuge would be 
able to track their own management efforts and 
monitor the actions of other partners within the 
LCD geographic area.  Providing a geospatial 
component to RAPP would not only facilitate 
the tracking and reporting of achievements, 
but it would also provide valuable GIS datasets 
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Improving the 
Scientific Quality of 
Refuge System Plans 
Sound science should underpin every goal, 
objective, and strategy in every Refuge System 
plan.		Biological,	social,	and	economic	science	
must be incorporated into Refuge System plans 
at all geographical scales.  Refuge System 
plans should clearly communicate how the best 
available science was used to develop specific, 
measurable objectives that can be implemented 
to achieve our stated goals. 

Several scholarly reviews have indicated that 
the Refuge System could incorporate more 
scientifically-rigorous goals, objectives, and 
strategies into our CCPs.  The PIT’s 2012 
survey of Refuge System employees asked to 
what degree certain sections of CCPs include 
adequate scientific information. Refuge 
background descriptions, habitat management 
objectives, visitor services objectives, and 

wildlife management objectives were rated 
as having adequate scientific information 
(see the Report Compendium of planning 
resources). Only a little more than a third of 
the respondents felt landscape/multi-scale 
objectives adequately included scientific 
information. 

Water quality testing; photo: USFWS

and reports that could be used by both the 
Refuge System and our conservation partners.  
Successful examples of spatially integrating 
management efforts includes the Habitat 
Information Tracking System (HabITS) database 
that is used by the Partners for Fish and Wildlife 
Program, the  Refuge Habitat Management 
Database that has recently been used on a 
number of refuges in Region 1, and the Refuge 
System Lands Geographic Information System 
(RSLGIS).  Ideally, a single tracking database 
should be used throughout the Refuge System.  
See the Report Compendium of planning 
resources for an example of a spreadsheet that 
could be used to tie CCP objectives to RAPP 
measures.

In addition, the PIT recommends that tracking 
CCP implementation should be incorporated 
into the Annual Performance Plans of refuge 
managers, project leaders, and refuge 
supervisors.  See the Report Compendium of 
planning resources for an example of what could 
be incorporated into Annual Performance Plans 
by either creating a new critical element or 
incorporating the provided information into an 
existing element.  The critical element should 
focus on what objectives/projects from the 
CCP can be achieved that year based on known 
staffing and funding.  

Recommendations
•	 Develop a single database that can track every refuge’s progress in implementing CCPs and 

contributing toward LCDs. This database should:
•	 monitor the actions of other partners within the LCD geographic area;
•	 have a geospatial component and should be integrated with RAPP, HabITS, RSLGIS, 

and/or the Refuge Habitat Management Database; and
•	 incorporate CCP implementation into the Annual Performance Plans of refuge manag-

ers, project leaders, and refuge supervisors. 
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The PIT asserts that cooperatively developing 
LCDs during preplanning will greatly improve 
the scientific quality of Refuge System plans.  
Planning with partners at a landscape scale and 
then stepping down goals and objectives to the 
refuge scale is a more complex process than 
traditional,	site-specific	planning.	But	pooling	
our technical resources with those of our 
conservation partners to develop robust LCDs 
will provide a firm scientific foundation for all 
Refuge System plans.

The PIT assembled a Science sub-team to analyze 
the science-related challenges of Refuge System 
planning and to recommend ways to meet these 
challenges.  This sub-team’s extensive findings 
are included in the Report Compendium of 
planning resources.  The following is a brief 
summary of their findings.

Scientific Uncertainty and Planning

Uncertainty drives science forward, and 
keeps	scientists	looking	for	answers.	But	for	
natural resource managers, uncertainty can 
be problematic, particularly as it relates to 
controversial issues such as climate change.  We 
like to have definite answers, but acquisition of 
perfect knowledge is generally impossible in 
science.  So while uncertainty leads scientists 
to action, it can sometimes lead managers and 
policymakers to indecision. They may delay 
action in the hope of eliminating uncertainty, 
and/or they may use the perception of excessive 
uncertainty as an excuse not to make an 
unpopular or costly decision. Perhaps the most 
important notion to communicate to managers, 
stakeholders, and the public is that uncertainty 
does not equate to flawed science. 

Planners and decision makers face many barriers 
to appropriately deal with scientific uncertainty.  
These barriers include: lack of funds, staff time, 
and/or data; lack of evidence (or awareness) that 
the current level of understanding is insufficient; 
lack of training in risk-management and/or 
statistics; and, occasionally, a reluctance to 
acknowledge the true level of uncertainty.  In 
addition, simply defining and understanding the 
many types and sources of uncertainty can prove 
challenging.  

Overcoming these barriers will require innovative 
responses that are tailored to the specific problem 
at hand.  In some cases, we may require more 

information from scientific research.  In other 
cases, data may be available but synthesis and 
interpretation are lacking.  In recognition of 
these challenges, the PIT Science sub-team 
created a number of recommendations for 
better addressing uncertainty, including the 
use of structured decision making and adaptive 
management.  These are more fully described in 
the Report Compendium of planning resources.

Best Available Science
Over the years, there has been discussion about 
what is meant by “best available science” and 
what level of scientific rigor is appropriate for 
Service plans.  The level of scientific rigor needed 
varies based on one’s needs but can generally be 
described on a continuum from published, peer-
reviewed literature to the cataloguing of local 
opinion or professional judgment.  Here’s an 
example of the range of information that should 
be sought and used:

•	 Scientific literature – Peer-reviewed, 
published works such as those in scientific 
journals and books. 

•	 Gray literature – Often not peer-reviewed 
but may contain valuable information.  
Examples include technical reports, 
conference proceedings, government 
reports, and dissertations.

•	 Secondary data sources – Data sources that 
contribute to the issue or question at hand 
that were collected by an entity other than 
the	one	using	the	data,	such	as	U.S.	Bureau	
of Labor and Statistics, biological surveys, 
field notes, or other records.

•	 Onsite refuge data.

•	 Institutional knowledge/history.

•	 Expert opinion.

•	 Sound professional judgment.

•	 Traditional/local knowledge. 

The PIT suggests that the standard for best 
available science will be met if our planning 
includes a thorough assessment of the available 
science, solicitation of public knowledge, careful 
documentation of our assumptions, and targeted 
monitoring to test our assumptions and enable 
midcourse corrections.
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Recommendations
•	 Clearly communicate in Refuge System plans how the best available science was used to 

develop specific and measurable goals, objectives, and strategies.
•	 Base refuge-specific plans on LCDs to help ensure that every plan relies on sound biological, 

social, and economic science.
•	 Frame planning processes, documents, and staff functions around the elements of the SHC 

cycle of planning, design, implementation, monitoring, and research.
•	 Provide adequate time for planning team members to incorporate science by:

•	 reducing the work responsibilities (monitoring, active management, etc.) of key refuge 
staff during the planning process;

•	 creating a regional “floating” science position to work specifically with stations develop-
ing plans;

•	 offering staff, nationwide, the opportunity to help develop plans or to temporarily as-
sume the responsibilities of refuge staff who are occupied with planning;

•	 providing funding for temporary hires during the planning process, so that they may 
assist with planning or take on some responsibilities of staff that are occupied with plan-
ning; and

•	 training a small team of Service staff, and entrusting them with a regionwide or nation-
wide task or responsibility in specific situations or for topics that require specialized 
expertise.  

•	 Clearly state in Refuge System plans where scientific information came from, how it was 
interpreted, and what assumptions were made.  If available science offers more than one 
viewpoint or supports more than one conclusion it is important to include that information.  

•	 Increase critical review of the science in draft plans, using both Service and outside review-
ers.

•	 Develop and provide specific training topics for specific audiences:
•	 How to read, understand, and synthesize available science to formulate science-based 

objectives.
•	 Structured decisionmaking or similar decision tool training.
•	 How to deal with scientific uncertainty.
•	 Planning in the face of climate change.
•	 Landscape-level planning for population and habitat objectives.
•	 Monitoring and adaptive management.
•	 Fundamentals of human dimensions.

•	 Encourage the use of standardized, Service-sanctioned metrics and indices by promoting 
quality existing methods or developing new methods wherever necessary (for example, 
methods such as the Floristic Quality Assessment or various indices of biological or ecologi-
cal integrity).

•	 Enhance communication within the Refuge System and across all programs of the Service. 
Develop communication options to increase discussion and sharing of resources among 
planners and throughout the Service including a national planning portal with literature, 
resources, tools, links to secondary data, and other resources.



“The PIT 
suggests that 
standardized 
templates 
would provide 
a consistent 
look and feel for 
Refuge System 
plans and 
facilitate plan 
development.”
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Standard Templates 
for Planning 
Documents
The PIT recommends that the 
Service develop standardized 
templates for CCPs, LPPs, and 
step-down management plans.  
Many people have commented 
that that Refuge System plans 
lack a consistent “look and 
feel.”  There are numerous 
inconsistencies among CCPs, 
both between and within regions 
(e.g., appearance, layout, topics 
addressed, placement of the EA, 
etc.).  

Exhibits 4 (“Refuge 
Comprehensive Conservation 
Plan Recommended Outline”) 
and 5 (“EA or EIS Incorporating 
Elements of a CCP Recommended 
Outline”) of Service Manual 
chapter 602 FW 3 contain two 
recommended outlines for CCPs, 
one for a stand-alone CCP and 
one for a CCP combined with 
an Environmental Assessment 
or Environmental Impact 
Statement.  These outlines 
have been widely used, but they 
are rather sparse, given the 
potential complexity of our plans.  
Over time, each Service region 

has tended to develop its own 
templates through the sharing of 
documents among planners. 

The PIT formed a Documents 
sub-team to develop a national 
CCP template utilizing the best 
practices from all regions to 
improve overall readability and 
consistency.  This template is 
a work in progress.  The PIT 
recommends that its authors 
should continue their work and 
that they, or other teams, should 
also develop templates for LPPs 
and step-down management 
plans.  The PIT suggests that 
standardized templates would 
provide a consistent look and 
feel for Refuge System plans and 
facilitate plan development.

The national CCP template is 
intended for new CCPs and 
complete revisions to existing 
CCPs.  CCPs that have already 
been completed will not require 
revision simply to match the 
national template.  Additional 
guidance should be developed 
on how to incorporate LCD 
information into refuge-specific 
plans and how to incorporate 
major revisions, minor revisions, 
and amendments into existing 
CCPs.  

Recommendations
•	 Continue with the development of standardized templates 

for CCPs.
•	 Develop standardized templates for LPPs and step-down 

management plans.
•	 Develop guidance on how to incorporate LCD information 

into refuge-specific plans and how to incorporate major 
revisions, minor revisions, and amendments into existing 
CCPs.  
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A Process for 
Reviewing and 
Amending CCPs
The National Wildlife Refuge 
System Administration Act 
of 1966, as amended by the 
National Wildlife Refuge System 
Improvement Act of 1997 (16 
U.S.C. 668dd–668ee) states that 
the Secretary of the Interior shall 
“not less frequently than 15 years 
after the date of issuance of a 
conservation plan [CCP] . . . and 
every 15 years thereafter, revise 
the conservation plan as may be 
necessary.”  The Refuge System 
Administration Act further states 
that the Service “shall revise the 
plan at any time if the Secretary 
determines that conditions that 
affect the refuge or planning unit 
have changed significantly.”

Service policy in Service 
Manual chapter 602 FW 3, 
“Comprehensive Conservation 
Planning Process,” states that 
we will “revise the CCP every 15 
years . . . or earlier if monitoring 
and evaluation determine that we 
need changes to achieve planning 
unit purpose(s), vision, goals, 
or objectives.”  Service Manual 
chapter 602 FW 3 also states 
that a CCP should be reviewed 
“at least annually to decide if 
it requires any revisions” and 
should be modified “whenever 
this review or other monitoring 
and evaluation determine that 
we need changes to achieve 
planning unit purpose(s), vision, 
and goals.”  Service Manual 
chapter 602 FW 3 further states 
that we should “document minor 
plan revisions that meet the 
criteria of a categorical exclusion 
in an Environmental Action 
Statement,” and that “If the plan 
requires a major revision, then 
the CCP process starts anew at 
the preplanning step.”

The Regional Refuge Planning 
Chiefs have long recognized that 
additional guidance for revising 
CCPs is needed in order to 
address the variety of large and 
small changes that a CCP may 
require. The planning chiefs 
assembled a team of Refuge 
System personnel in December of 
2012 to provide recommendations 
for revisions to Service Manual 
chapter 602 FW 3 that would 
provide such guidance.  This 
team recommended that:

•	 The revised policy 
should include definitions 
and procedures to 
address a variety of 
CCP revisions including 
“complete” revisions, 
“major” revisions, 
“minor” revisions, and 
“amendments.”  Each 
category of revision 
would require a different 
level of NEPA analysis.  
The planning chiefs’ 
team suggested that 
CCPs are meant to be 
adaptive documents 
that should be able to 
evolve to meet changing 
conditions through a fairly 
streamlined amendment 
and revision process.

•	 Each field station could 
complete a questionnaire 
(similar to one developed 
by Service Region 6) 
to determine if their 
CCP needs revision.  
Data gleaned from the 
completed questionnaires 
would assist regional 
offices in prioritizing 
CCPs for revision, 
thereby facilitating the 
scheduling of LCDs.  The 
questionnaire and this 
team’s finding are included 
in the Report Compendium 
of planning resources.

“In addition 
to Service 
policy, the PIT 
recognizes that 
training may
need to be 
developed 
or revised to 
facilitate the 
new approach to
landscape-
level planning 
proposed
in this report.”
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The PIT recommends that the CCP revision 
guidance in Service Manual chapter 602 FW 3 
be expanded, and that the revised policy should 
allow for the flexibility needed to address the 
various changes that a CCP may require in the 
context of landscape-level preplanning via LCDs.

A new Service Manual chapter, “Refuge Reviews” 
(601 FW 8) is currently under development.  
The current draft of this chapter describes 
four types of refuge reviews: comprehensive, 
periodic, independent, and program-specific.  
The comprehensive and periodic reviews will 
cover planning as well as staffing, employee 
development, budget, administration, and 
wildlife and habitat management.  The planning 
component of these reviews will assess the 
refuge’s progress and challenges in implementing 
the goals, objectives, and strategies contained in 
their refuge-specific plans and will evaluate the 
refuge’s success in delivering landscape-level 
conservation through partnerships.

The periodic refuge review will be conducted for 
every field station (or group of stations) every five 
years. The periodic review will be led by a refuge 
chief, refuge supervisor, or assistant refuge 
supervisor. Depending on the size and complexity 
of the refuge/refuge complex, each review should 
take from one to four days and will generate a 
refuge review report in a standard format.  The 
comprehensive refuge review will be conducted 
every 15 years.  Preferably, the review will start 
immediately before the corresponding LCD so 
that the information generated in the review 
report can contribute to both the LCD and the 
subsequent (new or revised) CCP.  Development 
of the comprehensive refuge review will be led by 
a refuge supervisor or assistant refuge supervisor 
with participation from the CCP planning team 
leader and one or more representatives from 
the regional office, Headquarters, other Service 
programs, other agencies, universities, or 
conservation or other organizations.  

The PIT recommends that further development 
of Service Manual chapter 601 FW 8 should be 
closely coordinated with the revision of chapter 
602 FW 3 and related Service Manual chapters 
that address planning.  Specifically, the annual 
CCP review mentioned in chapter 602 FW 3 
should be more fully described as a very limited 
review that consists of tracking the refuge’s 
success in CCP implementation.  This could 
include an update and evaluation of the CCP 

tracking database and the completion of a brief 
CCP questionnaire, as described above.  A more 
robust planning review could then be conducted 
at five-year intervals via the periodic refuge 
review.  LCD and subsequent CCP development 
would be preceded by a comprehensive refuge 
review.  The specifics of how this will be 
accomplished should be described in Service 
Manual chapter 601 FW 8.

Recommendations
•	 Update Service Manual chapter 602 

FW 3, “Comprehensive Conservation 
Planning Process,” and related Service 
Manual chapters that address planning 
to better address the CCP amendment 
and revision process.

•	 Coordinate the development of the new 
Service Manual chapter 601 FW 8, 
“Refuge Reviews” with the revision of 
Chapter 602 FW 3 and related chapters. 
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Policy and Training
The PIT assembled a Policy 
sub-team to determine if new or 
revised policies would be required 
to implement the new approach to 
landscape-level planning proposed 
in this final report.  The Policy sub-
team found that a number of policies 
would require revision.  Their full 
report is included in the Report 
Compendium of planning resources.  
Their findings are summarized, 
below, in this sub-team report.

The PIT recommends that Service 
Manual chapter 052 FW 1, 
“Ecosystem Approach to Fish and 
Wildlife Conservation” be rewritten 
to serve as the new “Landscape 
Conservation Design” chapter.  
Because	this	chapter	is	applicable	
Service-wide policy and is not only 
Refuge System policy, it is essential 
that representatives from other 
Service programs be involved in its 
revision.  This joint revision process 
will provide a valuable opportunity 
throughout the Service to consider 
how the LCD process can be 
integrated into their programs. 

Service Manual chapter 601 FW 3, 
“Biological Integrity, Diversity, and 
Environmental Health,” suggests 

the use of “historical conditions” 
as a frame of reference for habitat 
management and restoration.  While 
this may still be a valid benchmark 
in many situations, it could be 
improved through the recognition 
of climate change processes and 
the concept of non-equilibrium 
ecosystems.  The PIT recommends 
that a team of Service scientists 
review this policy and suggest 
needed changes.

The PIT further recommends 
that all Service Manual chapters 
that address planning should 
be revised simultaneously, by a 
single team.  These chapters are: 
602 FW 1 (“Refuge Planning 
Overview”), 602 FW 3 and Exhibits 
(“Comprehensive Conservation 
Planning Process”), 602 FW 
4 (“Step-Down Management 
Planning”), 620 FW 1 (“Habitat 
Management Plans”), draft 602 FW 
5 (“Strategic Growth”), and draft 
601 FW 8 (“Refuge Reviews”).

In addition to Service policy, the 
PIT recognizes that training may 
need to be developed or revised 
to facilitate the new approach to 
landscape-level planning proposed 
in this report.  The Service should 
consider developing a new LCD 
course that would be available to 
both Service personnel and our 
conservation partners.  In addition, 
a course or courses that focus on 
stepping down LCDs to refuge-
specific plans are essential.  As 
mentioned in previous sections of 
this report, additional training may 
also be needed to address step-down 
management plans, wilderness 
planning, risk management, 
statistics, developing science-based 
objectives, structured decision 
making, dealing with scientific 
uncertainty, planning in the face 
of climate change, monitoring and 
adaptive management, and human 
dimensions.

Review and training; 
photo: USFWS

Recommendations
•	 Revise policies and 

training to fully imple-
ment recommenda-
tions in this final 
report.

•	 Revise the Service Man-
ual chapters that ad-
dress planning (listed 
above) simultaneously, 
by a single team, as 
soon as possible.

•	 Develop CCP and LPP 
courses that incorpo-
rate the recommenda-
tions from this report 
and address how to 
develop refuge-specif-
ic management plans 
that implement goals 
and objectives from 
LCDs.
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Staffing, Funding, 
and Organization
Implementing the 
recommendations contained 
in this report requires careful 
examination of the Refuge 
System’s planning organization 
and capacity to conduct 
landscape-level planning.  The 
PIT believes that many of the 
recommendations in this report, 
if implemented, will provide 
opportunities for streamlining 
our planning processes and 
achieving cost efficiencies.  
Other recommendations might 
increase our planning costs.  This 
report does not directly address 
the Refuge System’s planning 
organization, capacity to conduct 
landscape-level planning, or 
budget.  These issues will need 
to be addressed if and when 
we move forward with each 
recommendation.

Responses to the PIT’s 2012 
survey of Refuge System 
employees revealed some 
insights that may prove useful in 
future evaluations of the Refuge 
System’s capacity to conduct 
landscape-level planning in the 
manner prescribed in this report 
(see the Report Compendium 
of planning resources).  Nearly 
two-thirds of respondents replied 
their station has the current staff 
(or access to Service staff) with 
the knowledge, skills, and abilities 
needed to plan and deliver 
landscape-scale conservation.  
Respondents identified these 

knowledge, skills, and abilities 
as: emotional intelligence, or 
the ability to identify, assess, 
manage, and control the 
emotions of one’s self, of others, 
and of groups; landscape-level 
background and experience, 
including conservation biology 
experience, ecological knowledge, 
and institutional knowledge; and 
technical skills such as modeling, 
GIS, and planning. The survey 
results did not, however, indicate 
whether there are enough 
personnel with these skills to 
actually undertake the volume 
of work needed to accomplish 
landscape-level planning, Refuge 
System-wide.
 

“The PIT 
believes that 
many of the 
recommendations 
in this report, 
if implemented, 
will provide 
opportunities 
for streamlining 
our planning 
processes and 
achieving cost 
efficiencies.”

Recommendations
•	 Evaluate the Refuge 

System’s planning or-
ganization, capacity to 
conduct landscape-level 
planning, and budget—
if and when we move 
forward with the recom-
mendations contained 
in this final report.
CCPs.  
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Conclusion
The Planning Implementation 
Team’s “Final Report: A 
Landscape-Scale Approach 
to Refuge System Planning” 
recommends that we focus the 
next generation of planning 
on Landscape Conservation 
Design, developed by the greater 
conservation community through 
partnership in Landscape 
Conservation Cooperatives. Our 
report gives an overview of the 
planning effort and its value and 
investigates how National Wildlife 
Refuge System planning will 
address large-scale conservation 
challenges such as climate change, 
while maintaining the integrity 
of management and conservation 
delivery within our boundaries.

After fifteen years of successful 
planning under the National 
Wildlife Refuge System 
Improvement Act of 1997, we 
are nearing completion of a 
Comprehensive Conservation 
Plan for every unit of the Refuge 
System. Refuge planning has 
improved how we manage our 
refuges and strengthened how we 
function as one Refuge System. 
While CCP planning thus far 
has served us well, we must take 
action to complete high priority 
step-down management plans 
and adapt strategies so that the 
Refuge System contributes to 
conserving functional landscapes 
beyond refuge boundaries.  The 
PIT identifies and addresses the 
need to shift our planning to a 
landscape-scale approach. The 
recommendations in this report 
describe a coordinated approach 
to help the Refuge System 
more fully implement Strategic 
Habitat Conservation. The 
foundation of this approach is the 
LCD.  Each LCD describes the 
partners’ individual and collective 
goals for that landscape along 
with shared commitments for 

implementation and monitoring.  
Our recommendations ensure 
that future planning is done with 
innovation, efficiency, the best 
available science, and with strong 
collaborative partnerships. They 
allow for flexibility in our planning 
and leave us poised to meet 
new threats and challenges that 
cross political and organizational 
boundaries.

Refuge-specific management 
plans include CCPs, Land 
Protection Plans, and a variety 
of step-down management 
plans.  Under the new approach 
to Refuge System planning 
described in this report, all of 
these plans would address refuge-
specific issues and implement 
the landscape-level goals and 
objectives identified in the 
corresponding LCD.  Developing 
new CCPs and LPPs (and 
revising existing ones) would be 
postponed until the corresponding 
LCDs are completed.  In the 
interim, the Refuge System would 
focus on completing step-down 
management plans to implement 
existing CCPs.  LCDs would 
be developed as part of the 
preplanning phase of every new 
refuge-specific CCP and LPP. To 
the extent feasible, all refuges 
within the geographic area 
covered by a single LCD would 
be covered under a single CCP.  
When multiple CCPs are needed 
within an LCD, they would be 
developed simultaneously, in a 
coordinated manner.

Under this approach to Refuge 
System planning, CCPs would 
be broad in scope with greater 
detail provided in step-down 
management plans.  Step-down 
management plans for all refuges 
within the geographic area 
covered by an LCD would also 
be developed simultaneously 
and consolidated.  The step-
down management plans that 
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“Refuge planning 
has improved 
how we manage 
our refuges and 
strengthened 
how we function 
as one Refuge 
System.”



Report Compendium 
of Planning Resources 
The complete Report Compendium of planning resources is located on 
SharePoint and contains the following articles and resources.

•	 Examples	of	Resources	Available	for	Use	in	Landscape		 	
 Conservation Design

•	 PIT	Policy	Sub-team	Report

•	 Review	of	Existing	Regional	Templates	and	Other		 	
 Planning Agencies

•	 Landscape	Level	Planning	and	the	NWRS

•	 PIT	Science	Subteam	Report

•	 Step-down	Management	Plans

•	 PIT	Survey	Report

•	 IU	Paper:	SMART	Planning	for	Climate	Change

•	 IU	Paper:	Private	Landowner	Engagement

•	 IU	Paper:	Offroad	Vehicles

•	 IU	Paper:	Off-Refuge	Energy	Development

•	 IU	Paper:	Fragmentation	Reduction

•	 IU	Paper:	Conservation	Planning	for	the	National		 	
 Wildlife Refuges

•	 IU	Paper:	Climate	Change	in	Refuges

•	 CCP	Revision	Recommendations

•		 LCC	and	Refuge	System	overlay	map

•		 PIT	members	and	contributors	to	PIT	report

 

The mission of the U.S. 
Fish & Wildlife Service 
is working with others 
to conserve, protect, and 
enhance fish and wildlife 
and their habitats for the 
continuing benefit of the 
American people.

The mission of the 
National Wildlife Refuge 
System is to administer 
a national network 
of lands and waters 
for the conservation, 
management and, where 
appropriate, restoration 
of the fish, wildlife and 
plant resources and 
their habitats within 
the United States for the 
benefit of present and 
future generations of 
Americans.

would be completed first are 
habitat management plans 
and visitor services plans.  
Standardized templates would 
be used for CCPs, LPPs, and 
step-down management plans. 
A geospatial database would 
be used to track every refuge’s 
progress in implementing plans 
and contributing toward LCD 
goals.  Service policy would be 
revised, and new training would 
be developed to ensure that our 
staff and the greater conservation 
community are fully prepared to 

implement the new approach to 
Refuge System planning.

Our recommendations apply 
only to the Refuge System, but 
it is our hope that other Service 
programs join us in basing their 
program-specific management 
plans on landscape-level goals 
and objectives and employ a 
landscape-scale conservation 
approach with our partners.
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National Wildlife Refuge 
System Planning: 
Conserving the Future
Recommendation #1

Charter

Purpose
 

Develop guidance and processes for improving the second generation 
of Refuge Comprehensive Conservation Plans (CCP), and Habitat 

Management Plans (HMP).  

 The Team is responsible for researching lessons learned from the 
first round of CCP development, and ensuring the next round of plans 
consider refuges in a landscape context and describe actions to project 
conservation benefits beyond refuge boundaries. This Team addresses 

Conserving the Future Recommendation #1.

Sarena Selbo Co-Chair Headquarters Office
Will Meeks Co-Chair Region 6
Mike Marxen Branch Chief, VSC Region 1, Visitor Services
Monica Kimbrough Nat. Res. Planner R2 RO 
Cathy Henry Refuge Manager Port Louisa NWR
Ken Litzenberger Refuge Manager SE LA Complex
Kathryn Owens Dpty Project Leader Back Bay NWR
Mike Dixon Land Prot. Planner R6 RO Planning
Winnie Chan Refuge Planner San Francisco Bay NWR
Ross Alliston Refuge Planning Spec Headquarters, Refuges
Noah Kahn Performance Manager Headquarters, Refuges
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Attachment 1 
 
Guidance on landscape conservation design (LCD): The roles and responsibilities of the 
National Wildlife Refuge System (Refuge System) for the development and use of LCDs 
 
This guidance applies to all national, regional, and field personnel having responsibilities 
associated with land protection and comprehensive conservation planning. Each of these refuge 
planning processes support the conservation vision, goals, objectives, and strategies described in 
an LCD. In turn, new land protection plans (LPPs) and revisions to existing comprehensive 
conservation plans (CCPs) depend upon the development of LCDs.   
 
A.  Guidance on LCD 
 
Introduction 
In a rapidly changing world, many sectors are seeking to manage adaptively to change. In the 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, we are guided by the adaptive management framework of 
Strategic Habitat Conservation (SHC). Two of the major components of this framework include 
biological planning (i.e., setting conservation targets) and conservation design (i.e., defining 
actions on the landscape to meet those targets). Landscape conservation design is an approach to 
help address the planning and design aspects of SHC at multiple scales. 
 
Landscape conservation design is a stakeholder-driven process that provides strategic products to 
managers. The process incorporates the interests of multiple jurisdictions and sectors1 with the 
best-available information, including science and traditional knowledge, to assess the conditions 
of the landscape. This assessment looks at geographical and temporal patterns on the landscape, 
vulnerabilities and risks to species and resources, and opportunities to address them. Information 
from the assessment comes from a variety of disciplines. The LCD products are spatially-explicit 
and correspond to a set of strategies with multiple objectives. These strategies strive to protect 
vulnerable species and enhance ecosystem services. They are also designed to facilitate 
adaptation to climate change and other forces of change on the landscape. At the same time, they 
promote community resiliency to changes in land use, extreme weather events, and many other 
challenges.  
 
The Service is developing “resilient landscape2 designs” through Landscape Conservation 
Cooperatives (LCCs) and other partnerships (DOI, 2014)3. The Refuge System supports LCD as 
an “adaptation pathway4” for landscape conservation. Participatory design processes conducted 

                                                            
1By “jurisdiction” we mean the geographic area over which authority extends for example federal, state, local 
jurisdictions; and by “sector” we mean a part or subdivision, especially of a society or an economy, for example the 
manufacturing sector.  “Adaptation requires coordination across multiple sectors…and levels of government and 
should build on the existing efforts and knowledge of a wide range of stakeholders” (Department of the Interior. 
(2014). Climate Change Adaptation Plan).  
2 An area encompassing an interacting mosaic of ecosystems and human systems characterized by a set of common 
management concerns (DOI. (2015). Landscape-scale Mitigation Policy [600 DM 6]) 
3 Department of the Interior. (2014). Climate Change Adaptation Plan. 
4 A participatory, innovative, flexible, and iterative social learning process for managing change in social-ecological 
systems by building capacity that reduces vulnerabilities and risk (IPCC, 2014).   
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at multiple scales can inform conservation delivery across jurisdictions and sectors, producing 
greater conservation benefits than what is achieved when stakeholders work independently. 
 
Refuge System plans articulate our contributions to achieving a shared vision for the landscapes 
in which refuges are located. The Refuge System obtains public input on portions of the LCD 
that are applicable to our mission, mandates, and legal authorities through its land protection and 
comprehensive conservation planning processes which includes National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) and other environmental compliance requirements. 
 
Cornerstones to Success 
Landscape conservation design is grounded in four cornerstones that are inherent to success: 
people, purpose, process, and products5. The Refuge System advocates for and participates in 
LCD when these cornerstones are evident. Alternatively, it can adopt a previously developed 
LCD that followed these cornerstones or that can be revised to conform to these cornerstones: 

 
1. People 

Landscape conservation design is people-driven because its processes are identified and 
developed by stakeholders, including the Refuge System. Stakeholders cross multiple 
jurisdictions and sectors; they are the decision-makers and on-the-ground implementers 
of conservation and resource-use activities within the landscape. They need to be the ones 
driving the LCD process if landscape conservation is to be successful.  
 
Landscape conservation involves societal choice that requires stakeholder representation 
and engagement throughout the adaptive management cycle. Design is a discipline that 
addresses complex problems, and in doing so, improves the quality of people’s lives 
(Brown, 2009)6. Landscape conservation design studies the complexity of change on the 
landscape, its components, and the services it provides people. It is guided by the 
expertise of a convening body, like the LCCs or some other landscape-scale partnership 
that facilitates cooperation, collaboration, and coordination across multiple stakeholders. 
The Refuge System engages as an equal partner in an LCD process. 

 
2. Purpose 

Landscape conservation is a stakeholder-driven adaptation strategy7 to promote 
ecological sustainability during a time of change and uncertainty. Effective landscape 
conservation is facilitated by LCD processes that integrate stakeholders and their interests 
into a landscape spatial design and strategic plan: a call for collaborative and coordinated 
action. The purpose of LCD is to collect, produce, and use interdisciplinary knowledge to 
identify priorities and coordinated adaptation strategies that protect biodiversity and 

                                                            
5 The four cornerstones are derived from the LCD Performance Metric [FWSMN 4.8.7] in the DOI Strategic Plan 
(2014). 
6 Brown, T. (2009). Change by design: How design thinking transforms organizations and inspires innovation. New 
York, NY: HarperCollins. 264p. 
7 A plan of action or policy designed to facilitate adjustment to actual or expected climate and its effects on socio-
ecological systems. In human systems, adaptation strategies seek to moderate or avoid harm or exploit beneficial 
opportunities. In some natural systems, human intervention may facilitate adjustment to expected climate and its 
effects (IPCC, Climate Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability).  
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ecosystem services and increase the resilience and sustainability of socio-ecological 
systems that support priority resources for future generations despite uncertainty and 
change (DOI, 2014).   
 
The purpose behind Refuge System participation in LCD is to promote a nationwide 
approach to landscape conservation through regionally-developed, stakeholder-driven 
design processes. Refuge System personnel engage in LCD to ensure its processes are 
guided by interests of the Service and the Refuge System. Those interests are considered 
within the context of other stakeholder interests; and LCD products are useful in guiding 
development of refuge CCPs and LPPs.       
 

3. Process 
Design is the underpinning of successful landscape conservation. Landscape conservation 
design is undertaken in large landscapes typically delineated by a watershed, ecoregion, 
or larger spatial geography. The process considers climate change and other 
anthropogenic forces and their impacts on the landscape as a whole, individual 
components of the landscape (including our Service trust resources), and ecosystem 
services. The landscape provides a context for diverse stakeholders to identify interests, 
assess current and plausible future conditions, delineate priority areas, and identify 
coordinated adaptation strategies to achieve shared vision for the landscape.  
 
Landscape conservation design is a deliberative and iterative process that integrates 
societal values; the interests of multiple jurisdictions and sectors; and the best-available 
information, including science and traditional knowledge. It informs the identification of 
landscape configurations (i.e., spatial designs) and coordinated adaptation strategies that 
ensure current and plausible future landscapes are able to support priority resources 
despite uncertainty and change (DOI, 2014). It is grounded in interdisciplinary scientific 
disciplines including conservation biology, landscape ecology, and sustainability science.  
 
The Refuge System advocates for and participates in LCD processes that empower our 
partners and us to: 

 identify desired landscape characteristics using quantifiable biological, cultural, 
social, and physical resource objectives; 

 identify a shared vision of future landscape conditions that meet conservation 
goals; 

 identify conservation targets and measureable objectives for those targets; 
 evaluate the drivers that influence current and future landscape patterns; 
 assess current and plausible future landscape conditions; 
 analyze the ability of a landscape to support conservation targets at desirable 

levels under a variety of spatial and temporal scenarios; and 
 provide strategies for landscape-scale management, restoration, protection, 

mitigation, and monitoring to support conservation targets at desirable levels. 
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4. Products 
Two main products are cooperatively produced in an LCD process:  
 

 a portfolio of spatial designs (i.e. blueprints) and  
 coordinated adaptation strategies (i.e., strategic plans).  

 
In support of these products, a variety of additional products may be produced, including 
models, applications, tools, datasets, databases, methodologies, protocols, etc. Some of 
these consist of inventories, classifications, assessments, and other forms of analyses. The 
data used for these products may be qualitative and/or quantitative. Also, the Refuge 
System does not own sole title to the final products, or sole responsibility for 
implementing them.   
 
An LCD consists of an assessment of the current conditions on the landscape described in 
terms of vulnerabilities, risks, and opportunities associated with the interests of landscape 
stakeholders. It also includes an assessment of plausible future conditions developed 
through participatory stakeholder processes. Given the assumptions made and 
uncertainties, it identifies a portfolio of priority areas and coordinated adaptation 
strategies to achieve the vision, goals, and objectives of a multifunctional landscape 
under various scenarios.  
 
Landscape conservation design does not require compliance with NEPA because it 
provides scientific information used for the purposes of strategic planning and does not 
propose a federal action, the trigger for NEPA. The National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants 
Climate Adaptation Strategy (NFWPCAP, 2012)8 is an example of a federal agency’s 
cooperatively-developed strategic plan that did not require NEPA. The Refuge System’s 
subsequent consideration of strategies identified in the LCD must comply with NEPA 
and all other applicable laws and policies, when it undertakes planning processes for 
CCPs, LPPs, and step-down management plans.  

 
 

                                                            
8 National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Partnership. (2012). National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants 
Climate Adaptation Strategy. Washington, DC: Government Printing Office. 



 

4 
 

B. Table 1-1.  Roles and responsibilities of the Refuge System in LCD development and utilization 

A. Director – U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

1) Approves Land Protection Strategies (LPSs) and Land Protection Plans (LPPs) that are informed by LCDs. 

B. Regional Director – U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service 

1) Approves Comprehensive Conservation Plans (CCPs) that are informed by LCDs. 

C. Chief – National Wildlife Refuge 
System (NWRS) 

1) Provides NWRS guidance that ensures a structured, systematic approach to LCD from a NWRS perspective; 
2) Supports regional NWRS efforts to direct capacity to support collaborative LCD projects of interest to the NWRS through policy 

development and/or budget formulation.  

D. Regional Refuge Chiefs / Deputy 
Regional Refuge Chiefs 

1) Identifies priority landscapes of interest to the NWRS to guide NWRS participation in LCD; 
2) Directs NWRS capacity to support collaborative LCD projects of interest to the NWRS regardless of 1265 funding levels; 
3) Ensures that NWRS conservation priorities / targets are considered in development of LCDs; 
4) Reviews CCPs and LPPs that are informed by LCDs.  

E. LCC Steering Committee 
Representative (if he/she is an 
NWRS employee) 

1) Advocates for the initiation and development of new LCD projects at LCC Steering Committee meetings; 
2) Coordinates with Regional Refuge Chief / Deputy Regional Refuge Chief and Refuge Supervisors to ensure NWRS capacity is 

directed to LCDs as appropriate; 
3) Assists Regional leadership in identifying priority landscapes of interest to the NWRS, and uses this information to guide development 

of LCD proposals for LCC Steering Committee considerations. 

F. Chief – Division of Natural 
Resources and Conservation 
Planning,  and   

G. Chief – Branch of Conservation 
Planning and Policy 

1) Develops NWRS guidance that ensures a structured, systematic approach to LCD from a NWRS perspective; 
2) Reviews CCPs and LPPs that are informed by LCDs, providing guidance as necessary to assist / facilitate final project approval. 

H. Refuge Supervisor 1) Identifies priority landscapes of interest to the NWRS to guide NWRS participation in LCD; 
2) Directs NWRS capacity to support collaborative LCD projects of interest to the NWRS; 
3) Ensures that NWRS conservation priorities are considered in the development of the LCDs through participation and advocacy; 
4) Reviews CCPs, LPSs, and LPPs that are informed by LCDs. 

I. Project Leader / Refuge Manager 1) Directs NWRS capacity to support collaborative LCD projects of interest to the NWRS; 
2) Ensures that NWRS conservation priorities are considered in development of the LCDs through NWRS participation and advocacy; 
3) Ensures NWRS conservation priorities identified in LCDs are considered in development of CCPs, LPSs, and LPPs. 

J. Regional Natural Resources Chief 
/ Regional Biologists 

1) Identifies priority landscapes of interest to the NWRS to guide NWRS participation in LCD; 
2) Directs NWRS capacity to support collaborative LCD project of interest to the NWRS; 
3) Ensures that NWRS conservation priorities are considered in development of the LCD through participation and advocacy; 
4) Ensures NWRS conservation priorities identified in LCDs are considered in development of CCPs, LPSs, and LPPs. 

K. Regional/Field Planners 1) As directed by Regional leadership, provides assistance to support collaborative LCD projects of interest to the NWRS;  
2) Ensures NWRS conservation priorities are considered in development of LCDs. 
3) Ensures NWRS conservation priorities identified in LCDs are considered in development of CCPs, LPSs, and LPPs. 

L. Field Staff 1) As directed by NWRS leadership, provides assistance to support collaborative LCD projects of interest to the NWRS. 
2) Ensures NWRS conservation priorities identified in LCDs are considered in development of CCPs, LPSs, and LPPs. 
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C.  Relationship between LCD and Refuge System planning. 

In keeping with the June 2013 memorandum from the Refuge System Chief to the Regional 
Refuge Chiefs, “with limited exceptions, no CCP or LPP should be developed until after an LCD 
has been completed.” CCPs (revisions and new) and LPPs will depend upon LCD development, 
unless: 

1. CCPs (and required compliance documents) are necessary to comply with the 
requirements of the National Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act, as amended 
(i.e., meet the Refuge System’s 2012 deadline);  

2. Step-down management plans (and required compliance documents) are determined to   
be necessary to address an immediate management concern. 

The Refuge System engages in stakeholder-driven LCD processes and product development in 
order to ensure LCDs support our work to conserve FWS trust resources. Our engagement 
ensures that LCDs generate products that guide development of CCPs and LPPs. The Refuge 
System advocates for, and supports development of, stakeholder-driven LCDs to ensure they 
prioritize conservation objectives within and beyond refuge boundaries. As they follow on from 
LCDs, CCPs and LPPs should: 

1. support and contribute to fulfilling the LCD vision, goals, objectives and adaptation 
strategies; 

2. be grounded in best-available science (provided, in part, by the LCD); 

3. be responsive to the challenges posed by drivers of landscape change (e.g., climate 
change, fragmentation, etc.) that are assessed in the LCD; 

4. provide management, restoration, protection, and monitoring prescriptions that align with 
the LCD vision, goals, objectives, and adaptation strategies; 

5. be transparent about any uncertainties and assumptions made during LCD development, 
and the influence they might have on development and analysis of management actions 
proposed in CCPs and LPPs; 

6. strategically deliver Refuge System resources and management actions that are 
coordinated with those of other stakeholders in the landscape. 
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PMIS Measure ID: 
Generated from PMIS 2224 (now No. 4.8.7) 

Measure Display Code: 
Generated from PMIS  

Mission Area: 
Building a Landscape Level Understanding of our 
Resources 

Goal: 
Providing Shared Landscape-Level Management and 
Planning Tools 

Strategy: 
Ensuring the use of landscape-level capabilities and 
mitigation actions 

Short Measure Name: 
The name of the measure that 
appears in ABC/M. 

Number of Landscape Conservation Designs 

Full Measure Name: 
List the name of measure in terms 
that can be easily understood by the 
public (spell out all acronyms). 

The number of Landscape Conservation Designs 
available to inform management decisions. 

Beginning Year: 
What year did the measure first 
come into use? 

2014 

End Year: 
What year will the measure run 
through? 

2018 

Measure Scope:  
Describe the measure in a manner 
that the general public who is not 
familiar with your program could 
understand. Spell out all acronyms. 
Clearly describe in quantifiable 
terms what exactly will be measured 
by defining the parameter of the 
measure. Baseline/target data 
should be included. If baseline is 
not established, indicate the 
anticipated baseline availability.  

A Landscape Conservation Design (LCD) consists of 
three main components: (1) an assessment of current 
conditions of a landscape, including biological, physical, 
and socio-economic metrics; (2) a spatially explicit 
assessment of the desired future condition of the 
landscape using quantifiable biological, physical, and 
socio-economic objectives; and (3) a high-level plan with 
recommendations on how to move the landscape from 
the current to the future condition. In collaboration with 
interested stakeholders (non-DOI entities), DOI bureaus 
develop LCDs for landscapes under the jurisdiction of, or 
of interest to, DOI for implementation by both DOI and 
non-DOI entities. An LCD can include the following: (1) 
conservation targets (such as wildlife population or 
ecological process objectives or habitat conditions) within 
that landscape, (2) factors (i.e., threats and stressors 
such as climate change) limiting the ability to achieve 
LCD recommendations, (3) gap and population analyses 
for the landscape, (4) modeling of future resource 
relationships for the landscape, and (5) coordinated 
management, mitigation, and monitoring strategies 
designed to achieve stated resource objectives. 

Measurement Process:  
Describe the method step-by-step 
and the formula that will be used to 
measure the data. Include how data 
gathered for the measure.  

This measure counts the landscape conservation designs 
that are used to support multi-scale (including site-
specific) management strategies and decisions tied to 
landscape-level objectives identified in landscape 
conservation designs. Each bureau will identify and 
design landscapes in response to their respective 
mission responsibilities. Landscape conservation designs 
will be established over time for each identified 
landscape. Each bureau will count the number of 
landscapes with a Landscape Conservation Design in 
place by the end of each reporting period. A reporting 
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period is a fiscal year.  
Data Source(s):  
Describe the source of the 
data/information, to include 
identification of external sources if 
relevant. This might be a 
description of a survey of 
customers conducted each quarter, 
or a review of a certain percent of 
cases by senior examiners for 
quality.  

FWS - Performance Tracking and Reporting System 
(PTrac)  
NPS - Annual Service-wide natural resource-related 
performance data call  

Data Type:  
Is this measure a ratio or cardinal 
number, etc.  

Cardinal 

Data Aggregation: Is this measure 
cumulative or annual?  Cumulative 

Display Precision:  
How many decimal points will the 
display have?  

0 

Reporting Frequency: How often 
will the measure be reported (e.g. 
annually, quarterly, or monthly)? 

Annually 

Exceeding Target Defined By:  
Is an actual lower or higher than the 
target better? Most measures 
should be written where higher than 
a target is better.  

Value Higher than Target 

Data Point A (Numerator when applicable)  
 

Short Name:  
Short description that appears in 
PMIS  

Number of landscape conservation designs completed 
and available to inform DOI management decisions  

Definition:  
Define the data point using clear 
language and no acronyms  

Number of landscape conservation designs completed 
for landscapes under the jurisdiction of, or of interest, to 
the Department  

Key Terms:  
Define any unusual or complex 
terms used in the template  

Definition: 

landscape conservation designs  

Landscape Conservation Designs (LCDs) describe 
shared, cross-jurisdictional visions for meeting 
conservation objectives. LCDs evaluate drivers that have 
created the current patterns on the landscape and that 
affect potential future landscape patterns. LCDs use a 
partnership-driven, science-based planning process that 
(1) assesses the current and projected landscape 
condition; (2) identifies desired landscape characteristics 
through the integration of quantifiable biological, cultural, 
social, and physical resource objectives; (3) analyzes the 
landscape's ability to achieve desired resource objectives 
under a variety of scenarios and/or limiting factors; and 
(4) provides landscape-scale management, mitigation, 
and monitoring strategies to achieve resource objectives. 
This information will inform a description of a desired 
future condition for identified landscape features, 
processes, or resources and a suite of management 
strategies developed with partners to achieve the desired 
future condition. Understanding historic and current 
environmental drivers will inform and guide management 
plans to achieve conservation goals for targeted features 
or resources or for a specific area under a bureau's 
jurisdiction. LCDs inform the development of each 
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partner’s site-specific management plans (and NEPA 
documents) and actions within the landscape of the LCD 
to deliver conservation activities, attain desired resource 
objectives, sustain ecosystem function/processes, and 
achieve the missions, mandates, and goals of partner 
agencies/organization.  

landscape condition  
The landscape's ability to achieve desired objectives for 
features or resources under a variety of temporal 
scenarios and/or limiting factors. 

landscape condition criteria  

Landscape condition consists of the biological, physical, 
cultural, and socio-economic characteristics for the 
defined geographical area of the identified landscape. 
LCDs employ models to describe potential future 
conditions under various scenarios.  

site-specific management plans  

Plans consistent with the policies, guidelines, and 
mission objectives of a bureau of DOI for the 
management of lands, waters, wildlife, cultural resources, 
visitor services, and other aspects of a specific unit of 
national public lands under the jurisdiction of that bureau.  

management decisions 

Decisions regarding the execution of program 
responsibilities, including, but not limited to, 
establishment of priorities, allocation of resources, 
assignment of roles and responsibilities, workload 
management, and such other decisions as are necessary 
to perform the functions of the program. Management 
decisions will include environmental use decisions 
commonly carried out by DOI land and resource 
management bureaus and others, often weighing the 
relative values of development and conservation.  

conservation delivery activities  

Specific actions undertaken to manage, restore, and/or 
protect landscape resources consist with the future 
condition described in the Landscape Conservation 
Design. ` 

Bureaus Reporting:  
Identify which bureaus report to this 
measure 

1 2 3 4 
FWS NPS   

Finalized Date:  
Date the template was first 
completed 

5/7/2014 

Last Updated Date:  
Overwrite the date with the most 
current date of change 
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Characteristics	of	LCC	Landscape	Conservation	Designs	Version	1.0	(2016‐2018)		
August	26,	2016		
	
Introduction:	Landscape	conservation	design	(Design	or	LCD)	is	of	broad	importance	for	achieving	the	goals	of	the	
Landscape	Conservation	Cooperative	(LCC)	Network.	This	document	identifies	the	key	Characteristics	of	LCC	
landscape	conservation	designs.	These	Characteristics	were	developed	by	the	LCC	Design	Team*,	revised	based	on	
feedback	from	all	LCC	Coordinators	and	Science	Coordinators,	and	adopted	at	the	2016	LCC	meeting	in	St.	Louis.	
These	Characteristics	reflect	current	information	from	the	scientific	literature	and	conservation	practitioners	about	
attributes	important	for	relevant	and	useful	landscape	conservation	designs.	As	such,	the	LCC	Network	supports	
landscape	conservation	designs	that	demonstrate	these	Characteristics.		
	
	
	
Characteristics	of	LCC	Landscape	Conservation	Designs		
	
	
Characteristic	1:	Collaborative	/	Multi‐sector	/	Partner‐Driven		
	

Description:	The	partnership	is	cross‐jurisdictional	and	multi‐sector	and	operates	using	collaborative,	
partner‐driven	processes.		

	
Characteristic	2:	Shared	Goals		
	

Description:	Partners	collectively	develop	a	shared	vision,	shared	goals,	and	fundamental	objectives	for	
long‐term,	landscape‐scale	conservation	in	the	subject	geography.		

	
Characteristic	3:	Holistic	/	System	Level		
	

Description:	The	Design	reflects	a	holistic	or	systems‐level	look	at	the	landscape	over	a	specified	time	
frame.		

	
Characteristic	4:	Conservation	Features		
	

Description:	The	partnership	identifies	conservation	features	(such	as	elements	of	biodiversity,	ecosystem	
processes,	human	well‐being	targets,	etc.)	as	the	most	valued	and/or	urgent	elements	around	which	the	
Design	is	constructed.	Identifying	conservation	features	allows	partners	to	link	goals	to	specific	factors	
driving	change	and	to	propose	strategies	to	monitor	these	features	as	measures	of	progress	towards	goals.		
	

Characteristic	5:	Desired	Future	Conditions		
	

Description:	The	Design	includes	a	spatial	and/or	narrative	expression	of	the	desired	future	trajectories	or	
conditions	of	the	landscape.		
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Characteristic	6:	Assessment	/	Situation	Analysis		
	

Description:	The	Design	includes	an	assessment	of	current	and	projected	future	conditions	of	the	
landscape,	of	the	factors	driving	change	(e.g.,	climate	change,	land	use,	etc.),	and	of	the	economic,	social,	
and/or	ecological	trends	and	opportunities	affecting	shared	goals	and	desired	future	conditions	within	the	
landscape.		

	
Characteristic	7:	Strategies		
	

Description:	The	partnership	collaboratively	provides	recommendations	on	strategies	to	achieve	the	vision,	
goals,	and	objectives	of	the	Design.		

	
Characteristic	8:	Iterative	/	Adaptive		
Description:	The	Design	products	and	processes	are	developed	and	managed	iteratively,	incorporate	uncertainty,	
are	adaptive	to	events	and	responsive	to	change,	and	are	periodically	evaluated	and	refined 



 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

National Wildlife Refuge System – Chiefs Meeting 

June 2018 
 

Logistics 
Meeting Location: 
Edwin B. Forsythe National Wildlife Refuge 
800 Great Creek Road 
Oceanville, New Jersey 08231 
 

Dates and Agenda: 
Travel dates:  June 18 and June 22 
Meeting dates:  June 19 – June 21 
 
Agenda details forthcoming 
 
Field tours:  

Monday 6/18, OPTIONAL - afternoon tour (2:00 – 4:00pm) of Cape May NWR (1.5 hours from 
airport/50 minutes from hotel). 
Wednesday 6/20, morning tour EB Forsythe NWR  
Friday 6/22, OPTIONAL - brief morning tour (10:00 am) of John Heinz at Tinicum NWR for those 
departing from Philly in the afternoon (recommend early afternoon flight) 

 

Airports: 
Suggested: Philadelphia International Airport (1hour 15 minute drive to hotel) 
Alternative: Newark Liberty International Airport; further but may have options to suit needs 
Atlantic City International Airport is closest but Spirit Airlines is only major carrier to fly to/from this airport 
 

Accommodations: 
Stockton Seaview Hotel and Golf Club 
401 South New York Road 
Galloway, NJ 08205 
732-741-3897 
 
Block of 40 rooms set aside for the period of June 18 through June 22 with an additional 20 rooms for 
those guests choosing to arrive on Sunday, June 17.  Rooms are at per diem rate of $99/day. Check-in: 
4:00pm. Check-out: 11:00am. 
 
Rooms must be reserved by May 11, 2018.  The resort prefers reservations through the following link: 
https://book.passkey.com/e/49644646.  However, reservations can also be made by phone by calling the 
toll free reservations # (855) 894-8698, and request that they want to make a reservation with the U.S. 
Fish & Wildlife Service room block.    
 
Please contact Rich Albers at 609-652-1665 x7103 if you have any questions. 

 

V2 – updated 12/Apr/18 



From: Charisa Morris
To: Katherine Garrity
Subject: Fwd: Data Call for Fall 2018 Regulatory Plan and Unified Agenda of Federal Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions
Date: Thursday, June 21, 2018 2:30:07 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

Fall 2018 Unified Agenda Data Call.pdf
Fall 2018 RID Instructions.docx
ATT00002.htm
Fall 2018 RID FORM.docx
ATT00003.htm
Guidelines and Procedures for Posting on ROCIS Final.pdf
ATT00004.htm
Reg Contacts as of June 2018.csv
ATT00005.htm
Request for Clearance of ESA RINs 06-07-17.docx
ATT00006.htm
Request for Clearance of Regulatory Action 06-02-17.docx
ATT00007.htm
Priority rule spreadsheet as of June 2018.xlsx
ATT00008.htm
Fall 17 DOI Regulatory Plan Draft - Final Clean with OMB edits to RISC.docx
ATT00009.htm
DOI Data Call Fall 2018 Reg Plan and Agenda 6212018.pdf
ATT00010.htm

Hey Kathy! Should I share this, as well?

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Rodgers, Kerry" <kerry_rodgers@ios.doi.gov>
Date: June 21, 2018 at 12:04:36 PM EDT
To: "Cameron, Scott" <scott_cameron@ios.doi.gov>, Timothy Petty
<timothy_petty@ios.doi.gov>,  Joseph Balash <joseph_balash@ios.doi.gov>,
Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>,  John Tahsuda
<john.tahsuda@bia.gov>, Brenda Burman <bburman@usbr.gov>,  James Reilly
<jfreilly@usgs.gov>, Brian Steed <bsteed@blm.gov>,  Scott Angelle
<scott.angelle@bsee.gov>, Walter Cruickshank
<walter.cruickshank@boem.gov>,  Glenda Owens <gowens@osmre.gov>, Greg
Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>,  "Paul (Dan) Smith"
<paul_smith@nps.gov>, Darryl LaCounte <darryl.lacounte@bia.gov>
Cc: Richard Myers <richard_myers@ios.doi.gov>, Maureen Foster
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>,  Cara Macdonald
<cara_macdonald@ios.doi.gov>, Elizabeth Appel <elizabeth.appel@bia.gov>, 
kerry_rae <kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Christine Powell <chris_powell@nps.gov>, 
"Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Debrah McBride
<debrah.mcbride@bia.gov>,  Jeff Brune <jbrune@blm.gov>, Emily Lindow
<emily.lindow@boem.gov>, James Hess <jhess@usbr.gov>,  Judy Nowakowski
<jnowakowski@usgs.gov>, Julie Fleming <julie.fleming@bsee.gov>,  Harry
Payne <hpayne@osmre.gov>, Juliette Lillie <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>,  Susan
Wilkinson <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>
Subject: Data Call for Fall 2018 Regulatory Plan and Unified Agenda of
Federal Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions



Good morning,

Please see the attached data call for the Fall 2018 Regulatory Plan and Unified
Agenda of Federal Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions.  Bureau and Office
submissions are due to the Office of the Executive Secretariat and Regulatory
Affairs by COB on Monday, July 9, 2018.  

Thank you for your attention to this request.

Kerry

Kerry E. Rodgers
Management Analyst, Policy and Regulatory Affairs
Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Office of the Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Phone: (202) 513-0705
E-mail: kerry_rodgers@ios.doi.gov 















 For Use With Fall 2018 RID Form 
  
 REGULATORY INFORMATION SERVICE CENTER 
 INSTRUCTIONS FOR REPORTING REGULATORY ACTIONS IN THE UNIFIED AGENDA 
 
WHAT INFORMATION SHOULD AGENCIES INCLUDE 
IN THE UNIFIED AGENDA? 
 
Agency regulatory agendas should descr be all regulations under 
development or review during the 12 months following publication. This 
includes, at a minimum, any plans to publish or otherwise implement an 
Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, a Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking, or a Final Rule.  Agencies may include any plans to 
conduct a review pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 610(c) or section 5 of Executive 
Order (E.O.) 12866. 
 
An agency need not include in its regulatory agenda those rulemaking 
actions that are excluded by section 3(d) of E.O. 12866 or by the 
Administrator of the Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office 
of Management and Budget.  In particular, agencies need not include 
routine regulations and those that relate to internal agency 
management. 
 
If an agenda entry describes an amendment or a review of an existing 
regulation, the information provided about the effects of the regulatory 
action should apply to the current activity and not to the underlying 
regulation. 
 
REGULATION IDENTIFIER NUMBER (RIN) 
 
For each of its regulations under development, an agency should obtain 
a Regulation Identifier Number (RIN).  This number will be used to track 
regulations in the Unified Agenda.  The same RIN is used at every stage 
of the rulemaking proceeding.  You will also need a RIN when you 
submit a regulation to OMB for review.  Do not request RINs for activities 
that are not related to specific rulemaking proceedings such as advisory 
committee meetings. 
 
TITLE OF REGULATION 
 
Use a brief description that will inform readers of the subject of the 
regulation.  Avoid titles like "Revision of Section 286," which do not 
communicate the subject matter.  Also, avoid mentioning in the title 
specific stages in the rulemaking process.  For example, a title l ke 
"Hazard Communication" is preferable to "Proposed Rule on Hazard 
Communication," because you can use the same title throughout the 
entire rulemaking proceeding. 
 
REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ACT SECTION 610 REVIEW.   If the regulatory 
action is a planned or current review of an existing regulation under 
section 610(c) of the Regulatory Flexibility Act, specify Section 610 
Review, Completion of a Section 610 Review, or Rulemaking Resulting 
From a Section 610 Review. 
 
REGULATORY PLAN 
 
If you are entering data for a fall edition, indicate whether each action is 
a Regulatory Plan entry.  For a spring edition, new entries have the 
answer "No" and repeating entries have the same answer as in the 
previous fall’s edition.  
 
PRIORITY 
 
For each entry, select one of the five categories to indicate its priority.  
The priority of each Regulatory Plan entry must be either Economically 
Significant or Other Significant.  Also, actions designated as "major" 
should have a priority of Economically Significant or Other Significant. 
 
ECONOMICALLY SIGNIFICANT 

A rulemaking action that will have an annual effect on the economy 
of $100 million or more or will adversely affect in a material way the 
economy; a sector of the economy; productivity; competition; jobs; 
the environment; public health or safety; or State, local, or tr bal 
governments or communities.  All Economically Significant 
rulemaking actions should appear in an agency's regulatory plan. 
 

OTHER SIGNIFICANT 
A rulemaking action that is not Economically Significant that the 
agency anticipates will be reviewed under E.O. 12866.  Also, a 
rulemaking that is not Economically Significant and will not be 
reviewed under E.O. 12866, but is considered important by the 
agency and a priority of the agency head.  These rules may be 
included in the agency's regulatory plan. 

 
SUBSTANTIVE, NONSIGNIFICANT 

A rulemaking action that has substantive impact but the magnitude 
of the impact is less than significant.  These rulemaking actions are 
not Economically Significant, will not be reviewed under E.O. 
12866, and are not, at present, an agency priority. 
 

ROUTINE AND FREQUENT 
A rulemaking action that is a specific case of a multiple recurring 
application of a regulatory program in the Code of Federal 
Regulations and that does not alter the body of the regulation. 
 

INFORMATIONAL/ADMINISTRATIVE/OTHER 
A rulemaking action that is primarily informational or pertains to 
agency matters not central to accomplishing the agency's 
regulatory mandate but that the agency places in the Agenda to 
inform the public of the activity. 

 
UNFUNDED MANDATES.   Indicate whether this rule is covered under 
section 202 of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act (Pub. L. 104-4) 
because it includes a Federal mandate that may result in the expenditure 
by State, local, and tr bal governments, in the aggregate, or by the 
private sector of $100 million or more in any one year.  If you answer 
"Yes" to this question, you must indicate which category or categories 
may be affected. 
 
MAJOR.   Indicate whether this rule is considered "major" and therefore 
subject to the 60-day deferral requirement under 5 U.S.C. 801, enacted 
by Public Law 104-121, because it has resulted or is l kely to result in an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 million or more, or meets other 
criteria specified in that Act. 
 
EO 13771 DESIGNATION.  Indicate “Deregulatory”, “Regulatory”, 
“Fully or Partially Exempt”, “Not subject to, not significant”, “Other”, 
“Independent agency” as described in the Updated Attachment 3 dated 
August 31, 2017. 
 
LEGAL AUTHORITY 
 
Provide the citation(s) of the legal authority for the regulatory action.  For 
statutes, cite the United States Code (U.S.C.) whenever possible.  If a 
law is not yet codified, cite the Public Law number and section, not the 
Statutes at Large.  You may enter the popular name of a law after its 
U.S.C. or Pub. L. citation (for example: 29 U.S.C. 206(d), Equal Pay Act 
of 1963).  Enter citations using the following formats. 
 
To cite:     Write the following: 
42 U.S.C. 1302 and 1395  42 U.S.C. 1302 and 1395 
20 U.S.C. 1411-20                 20 U.S.C. 1411 to 1420 
15 U.S.C. 78(c)-(hh)  15 U.S.C. 78(c) to 78(hh) 
12 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.  12 U.S.C. 1701 et seq. 
Public Law 91-190, section 203 Pub. L. 91-190, sec. 203 
Executive Order 12866  E.O. 12866 
 
 
If the legal authority is "not yet determined," check the appropriate box. 
If you choose to list only some of the applicable citations, you may check 
the box that indicates there are more citations.  In this case, the printed 
Agenda will contain an ellipsis (...) at the end of the list of citations. 
 
CFR CITATION 
 
Provide the citation(s) of the CFR section(s) that will be affected by the 
regulatory action.  Do not cite to the chapter or subchapter and do not 
include the words "part" or "section" in your citation.  Do not combine 
citations to more than one part or section unless they are numbered 
consecutively.  If you wish to indicate "New" or "Revision," do so in 
parentheses after the citation. 
 
To cite:  Write the following: 
42 CFR parts 121 and 123  42 CFR 121 
      42 CFR 123 
13 CFR section 120.2(d)(4)  13 CFR 120.2(d)(4) 
42 CFR parts 121-135   42 CFR 121 to 135 
Revision to 42 CFR 121   42 CFR 121 (Revision) 
 
If the CFR citation is "not yet determined" or if there will be no CFR 
citation, check the appropriate box. If you choose to list only some of the 
applicable citations, you may check the box that indicates there are more 
citations.  In this case, the printed Agenda will contain an ellipsis (...) at 
the end of the list of citations. 
 
LEGAL DEADLINE 
 
Indicate if your entry has any legal deadlines and, if so, whether they 
pertain to an NPRM, Final Action, or some "Other" action.  Also indicate 
whether deadlines are statutory or judicial and give the date of each. For 
"Other" deadlines and those without specified dates, you must describe 
the nature of the deadline. You may include other information about legal 
deadlines under "Overall Description." 
 
ABSTRACT 
 
Briefly summarize the regulatory action.  Provide enough information to 
distinguish it from other similar regulatory actions. 
 
  



 
REGULATORY PLAN DESCRIPTIONS  
 
If you are submitting data for a Regulatory Plan entry in a fall edition, 
you will have access to the following additional fields: Statement of 
Need, Summary of the Legal Basis, Alternatives, Anticipated Costs and 
Benefits, and Risks.  See the attachments to the OMB guidance 
memorandum for a discussion of the content of each of these topics.  
You must enter text for at least the Statement of Need and the 
Anticipated Costs and Benefits. 
 
 
 
TIMETABLE 
 
 
Give the history and future schedule for agency actions.   
 
 
NEXT ACTION.   For a spring agenda, the next action for an entry is the 
first step the agency will take in April or later.  For a fall agenda, the next 
action for an entry is the first step in October or later.  The timetable of 
every entry, other than a completed action, must include either a next 
action with a date or the designation "Next Action Undetermined."  
 
 
DATES.   For past steps in developing the regulation, give the actual date 
of publication in the Federal Register and the citation (FR volume and 
page number).  You do not need to repeat an FR citation for "comment 
period end" or "final action effective" unless the citation is different from 
the associated rulemaking action's citation.  For future steps, give the 
anticipated month and year (for example, 06/00/2009). If you know what 
the next action will be but have no estimated future date for that action, 
record "00/00/0000" in the date column.  Record all dates using 8 digits 
separated by slashes.  If you enter a year, then you must indicate a 
month as well.  Do not enter a date like 00/00/2009. 
 
 
STAGE.   Entries in an agency's agenda are arranged according to the 
stage of the rulemaking proceeding: Prerule, Proposed Rule, Final Rule, 
Long-Term, or Completed Action.  The stage is determined from the next 
action. 
 
If the next action is undetermined, 00/00/0000, or will occur more than 
12 months after publication of the Agenda, the entry will appear in the 
Long-Term Actions section of the Agenda. 
 
If the agency has completed its current work on the regulation, you 
should indicate this in the Timetable by checking the completion box on 
the line that shows what the agency did to complete its work (for 
example, Final Action or Withdrawn).  Enter the date of that action and 
the Federal Register citation, if any.  Note that completion means the 
agency has terminated the rulemaking proceeding, not merely that it has 
published a rulemaking document.  Completed entries will not appear in 
subsequent Agendas. 
 
 
REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS AND 
EFFECTS ON SMALL ENTITIES 
 
Indicate if an analysis is required by the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
because this rulemaking is likely to have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small entities as defined by the Act (5 U.S.C. 
601(6)).  "Undetermined" is a permissible response if the action is at the 
prerule or proposed rule stage.  By the final rule stage, the agency 
should have made a determination.  If you check "Yes," also identify the 
specific entities that may be affected.  If the agency is reporting that it 
has completed an entry by taking some regulatory action (i.e., not 
withdrawing it), then you must indicate a determination. 
 
 
OPTIONAL QUESTION.   If your answer to the Regulatory Flexibility 
Analysis question is "No" or "Undetermined," you may choose to indicate 
whether some impact on small entities is l kely.  To do this, answer "Yes" 
or "No" under "Small Entities Affected." If you answer "Yes," also identify 
the specific entities that may be affected. 
 
 
EFFECTS ON LEVELS OF GOVERNMENT 
 
Indicate if this action is expected to affect levels of government.  If you 
check "Yes," also identify the specific levels of government that may be 
affected.  "Undetermined" is permiss ble if the action is at an early stage 
of the rulemaking process.  If the agency is reporting that it has 
completed the entry by taking some regulatory action (i.e., not 
withdrawing it), then you must indicate a determination.   
 

 
FEDERALISM IMPLICATIONS 
 
Indicate if this action has “federalism implications” as defined in 
Executive Order 13132.  This term refers to actions “that have 
substantial direct effects on the States, on the relationship between the  
national government and the States, or on the distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various levels of government.” 
"Undetermined" is permissible if the action is at the prequel or proposed 
rule stage.  By the final rule stage, the agency should have made a 
determination.  If the agency is reporting that it has completed an entry 
by taking some regulatory action (i.e., not withdrawing it), then you must 
indicate a determination.  (Independent regulatory agencies are not 
required to answer this question.) 
 
ENERGY EFFECTS (Optional) 
 
Indicate whether the agency has prepared or plans to prepare a 
Statement of Energy Effects as required by Executive Order 13211. 
 
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS 
 
Indicate whether the regulatory action is expected to have international 
trade and investment effects, or otherwise may be of interest to the 
Nation’s international trading partners. 
 
AGENCY CONTACT 
 
Provide the name, title, address, and telephone number of someone 
whom the public may contact for further information about this action. 
You may also enter a fax number, TDD telephone number, and e-mail 
address, if they are available and you wish to provide them to the public.  
You may provide information for more than one person. 
 
URLs (Optional) 
 
You may enter the URL of a Web site with more information about a 
rulemaking.  You may also enter the URL of a Web site for public 
comments on a rulemaking. 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (Optional) 
 
You may provide additional information about the entry that the agency 
wants to include in its agenda.  Include in this field any information about 
analyses or procurement that you wish to report. 
 
AGENCY SORT CODES (Optional) 
 
Agencies can assign codes (previously called subject codes) to 
establish the order in which entries will appear within the five stages 
printed in the Agenda  (Prerule, Proposed Rule, Final Rule, Long-Term, 
and Completed Actions).  Contact RISC if you wish to create a new set 
of codes for your agency. 
 
COMPLIANCE COST TO THE PUBLIC (Optional) 
 
Estimates should be gross compliance cost, not net cost that includes 
benefits to the public. 
1. Estimate initial (administrative startup and/or capital) cost; 
2. Estimate the yearly recurring (annual operating) cost that your 
regulation could impose; and 
3. Record the base year you used to calculate your dollar estimates.  
Use only numerals for dollar figures; do not separate numbers by 
commas.  You may record a negative cost, a figure preceded by a minus 
sign (-), to indicate a savings. 
 
AFFECTED SECTORS (Optional) 
 
You may enter codes from the North American Industry Classification 
System (NAICS) to indicate the industrial sectors that may be most 
affected, either directly or indirectly, by the action.  You may indicate 
both the sectors that could benefit from the regulation and those that 
could bear a cost.  Contact RISC for instructions if you wish to use 
NAICS codes. 
 
RELATED RINS (Optional) 
 
You may enter one or more past or current RINs associated with a 
rulemaking and specify how they are related, for example, merged RINs, 
split RINs, new activity for previously completed RINs, or duplicate RINs.  
 
RELATED AGENCIES (Optional) 
 
You may enter one or more other agencies participating in the 
rulemaking.  Indicate whether the rule is a joint or common rule.  
 

  
 
 
 

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONTACT: 
 REGULATORY INFORMATION SERVICE CENTER 
 General Services Administration 
 1800 F Street NW., Room 2219F, Washington, DC  20405 
 Voice:  (202) 482-7340        Fax:  (202) 482-7360 
 E-mail:  RISC@gsa.gov 



           
Fall 2018 EDITION 

(Replaces previous editions) 

REGULATORY INFORMATION SERVICE CENTER 
Regulatory Information Data Form 

 
You may print additional copies of this form from the RISC/OIRA Consolidated Information System (ROCIS) website, http://www rocis.gov 

 
DEPARTMENT/AGENCY AND BUREAU/OFFICE     ISSUING 
REGULATION 
 

REGULATION IDENT FIER NUMBER (RIN), IF KNOWN.     
(OTHERWISE ENTER AGENCY CODE.) 
                _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ 

REGULATORY FLEX BILITY ACT SECTION 610 REV EW (Check 
appropriate box if applicable.)  
 Section 610 Review  (Planned or Current) 
 Completion of a Section 610 Review 
 Rulemaking Resulting From a Section 610 Review 

 TITLE OF REGULATION 
 
 REGULATORY PLAN 
Include in the Regulatory Plan:    Yes     No 
 

 
 

 

  

PRIORITY 
Priority Category:  (Please select one.) 
        Economically Significant 

        Other Significant 

 

 Substantive, Nonsignificant  

 Routine and Frequent 

 

 

 

   Informational/Administrative/Other 

UNFUNDED MANDATES 

Subject to section 202 of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act (PL 104-4):           Yes            No                Undetermined 

            (If Yes, check all affected categories.)        State, local, or tribal governments          Private sector 
 
MAJOR 

Major under 5 USC 801 (PL 104-121): 

 
EO 13771 Designation: AS DESCRIBED IN Attachment 3 of the August 18, 2017, data call 
memorandum      Deregulatory      Regulatory      Fully or Partially Exempt                                                                        
 
        Not subject to  not significant    Other   Independent agency 

 

  Yes                 No                Undetermined 

 

 

 
LEGAL AUTHORITY                             Not Yet Determined                        Check here if there are additional legal authorities not listed below 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CFR CITATION                                     None               Not Yet Determined                Check here if there are additional CFR citations not listed below 

            CFR 
            CFR 
            CFR 
            CFR 
            CFR 
            CFR 
            CFR 

LEGAL DEADLINE                                   None 
 ACTION SOURCE  DEADLINE DATE DESCR PTION 
 NPRM      Final      Other  Statutory      Judicial             /          /  
 NPRM      Final      Other  Statutory      Judicial             /          /  
 NPRM      Final      Other  Statutory      Judicial             /          /  
 NPRM      Final      Other  Statutory      Judicial             /          /  
 NPRM      Final      Other  Statutory      Judicial             /          /  

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE 

ABSTRACT   (Attach additional sheet if necessary.  For Regulatory Plan entries in fall editions, attach additional sheets to report  
                         Statement of Need, Summary of Legal Basis, Alternatives, Anticipated Costs and Benefits, and Risks.) 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



TIMETABLE                          Next Action Undetermined                          (Attach additional sheet if necessary.) 

       If the "Next Action" is not one of the standard actions printed on this form, please indicate the stage:  Prerule        Proposed          Final 

      (If the "Next Action" is more than 1 year after publication of the Agenda, the stage will automatically be "Long-Term."  If the Agenda entry is completed, please  
        indicate by a check in the completion column which action has completed the rulemaking.  Check only one line.) 

ACTION        DATE    FR CITATION COMPLETION 
    ANPRM         /        /         FR  
    ANPRM Comment Period End        /        /         FR  
    NPRM        /        /         FR  
    NPRM Comment Period End        /        /         FR  
    Interim Final Rule        /        /         FR  
    Interim Final Rule Comment Period End        /        /         FR  
    Interim Final Rule Effective        /        /         FR  
    Final Action        /        /         FR  
    Final Action Effective        /        /         FR  
    Begin Review of Current Regulation        /        /         FR  
    End Review of Current Regulation        /        /         FR  
        /        /         FR  

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED 
(If your answer to this question is "No" or "Undetermined," you may wish to complete the optional question "SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED" to indicate some impact on small entities.) 

Is an analysis required by the Regulatory Flexibility Act because this rulemaking is likely to have a significant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities? 
              Yes                               No                           Undetermined 

   
If Yes, check affected small entities  (Check all that apply.)               Businesses            Governmental jurisdictions             Organizations 

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED   (Optional question)  Is this rulemaking likely to have some impact on small entities?                Yes        No  
If Yes, check affected small entities  (Check all that apply.)               Businesses            Governmental jurisdictions              Organizations 

 

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED 
Effects on levels of government:                             Yes                  No                     Undetermined 
If Yes, check affected governments  (Check all that apply.)                State                Local               Tribal               Federal 

FEDERALISM IMPLICATIONS 
Is this rulemaking likely to have "federalism implications" as defined in Executive Order 13132?               Yes        No          Undetermined 

ENERGY EFFECTS     (Optional) 

Agency has prepared or plans to prepare Statement of Energy Effects.     Yes                  No                     Undetermined 

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS 

Will this regulatory action be likely to have international trade and investment effects, or otherwise be of international interest?               Yes        No   

AGENCY CONTACT   (If more than 1 contact, attach additional sheet.) 
First Name: Middle Name: Last Name: Prefix: (COL, Dr , etc.) Suffix: (Jr., Sr., etc.) 

Title: 

Contact Agency Code:  (Fill in only if contact person's address is at an agency other than the agency issuing the regulation.) 

Address:  (Put room number or mail stop, if any, on first line of address.) 
 
Telephone: FAX: TDD: 

E-Mail: 
 
URLs     (Optional) 
For more information about this RIN (Usually link to program office): http:// 
 
For public comments on this RIN: http:// 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION     (Optional) 
 

AGENCY SORT CODES      (Optional) 

        1. 

 

2. 

COMPLIANCE COST TO THE PUBLIC     (Optional)          (Do not enter dollar signs, commas, or decimal points.  Negative numbers are OK.) 

Initial (Administrative Startup and/or Capital) Cost: $                        Yearly Recurring (Annual Operating) Cost: $                        Base Year of Your Dollar Estimates: 

AFFECTED SECTORS     (Optional)          (List one or more NAICS codes.) 
 

RELATED RINS                (Optional)           (List one or more related RINs.) 
         _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _      Merged                            Split                        New Activity                             Duplicate                             Related Activity 
 
         _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _      Merged                            Split                        New Activity                             Duplicate                             Related Activity 
 

RELATED AGENCIES         (Optional)           (List one or more related Agencies.) 
 
Agency:                                                                                                              Joint Rule                               Common Rule 
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1. Guidelines and Procedures for the Fall Regulatory Plan 

Why Is The Regulatory Plan Published?    

The Regulatory Plan serves as a defining statement of the Administration’s regulatory and 
deregulatory policies and priorities. Section 4(c) of EO 12866, supplemented and reaffirmed by 
EO 13563, requires agencies to publish an annual regulatory plan as part of the Fall Unified 
Agenda of Federal Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions.    

What Regulations Should Agencies Include in Their Regulatory Plans?   

Plans should describe the most important significant regulatory and deregulatory actions that the 
agency reasonably expects to issue in proposed or final form during the upcoming year. By 
“most important” significant regulatory and deregulatory actions, we mean only those significant 
rulemakings that embody the core of your regulatory priorities. All-important items relating to 
any existing regulations under agency review must also be included in this year’s Plan. You 
should not include actions that are likely to be completed by the posting of the Agenda.   

How Is The Regulatory Plan Organized?   

The Plan is a single Government-wide document that appears in the first section of the Agenda 
as printed in the Federal Register. The printed edition begins with an introduction to the Plan, 
followed by a table of contents for all Plan entries, and then the plans of participating Federal 
departments and agencies. Cabinet department’s plans are printed first, followed by plans of 
other Executive agencies and traditionally independent regulatory agencies.   

Each department’s or agency’s section of the Plan contains a narrative statement of regulatory 
and deregulatory priorities. This may be followed by a description of the department’s or 
agency’s most important significant regulatory and deregulatory actions.   

Each department or agency presents its plan entries divided by sub agency, if applicable, and 
then categorized as follows.  First, each Plan should group regulations according one of five 
preliminary EO 13771 designations. Next, within each EO 13771 category, each Plan should 
group actions under one of three headings according to the rulemaking stage of the entry. These 
headings are the same as those in the EO 13771 preliminary designation menu and the first three 
of five headings applicable to the Agenda:   

 Deregulatory, Regulatory, Exempt, Waived, Other. Group regulations under these 
headings and then sort by anticipated rulemaking stage.   

 Prerule, Proposed, and Final rulemaking stages. Unless otherwise specified by the 
agency, the final sort with in each stage is by “regulation identifier number” (RIN). All 
entries are numbered sequentially in the printed Federal Register edition, from the 
beginning to the end of the Plan.   
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The Plan will also be available online as part of the Agenda at www.reginfo.gov. The Plan will 
be presented online in the form of a searchable database, rather than as a single document that is 
ordered according to a prescribed sequence.   

What Information Appears for Each Statement of Regulatory and Deregulatory Priorities?   

As specified in the data call, each statement or introductory narrative should be sufficiently 
specific to ensure that policymakers and those affected will understand your regulatory strategy 
and your long-term priorities. You may want to include a specific reference to the most 
important significant regulatory and deregulatory actions that will implement these priorities and 
to any applicable legislative proposals under development or already initiated by you that will 
further these regulatory priorities. Please also include a list of any existing regulations that are 
under review and your agency’s plan for soliciting public comments during the review.   

What Information Should Appear in the Plan in Order to Satisfy Section 3 of EO 13771?   

Each agency’s Plan narrative should reference the requirements under Section 3(a) of EO 13771 
and provide further detail as specified in the data call.     

An agency’s preliminary EO 13771 designation, the abstract, and preliminary cost estimates will 
be viewed as satisfying EO 13771’s Section 3 regulatory cost submission requirements. See Part 
3 for more information regarding EO 13771 preliminary designations.  

What Information Appears for Each Regulation Included in The Regulatory Plan?   

Each entry in the Plan contains the same data elements that appear in a normal Agenda entry, 
including a RIN. Each Plan entry also contains two or more of the following additional fields. It 
must contain at least the Statement of Need and Anticipated Costs and Benefits.   

1. Statement of Need. This is a description of the need for the regulatory action (Sec. 
4(c)(1)(D) of EO 12866).   

2. Summary of the Legal Basis. This should include a description of the legal basis for 9 the 
action and whether any aspect of the action is required by statute or court order (Sec. 
4(c)(1)(C) of EO 12866).   

3. Alternatives. This should describe, to the extent possible, the alternatives the agency has 
considered or will consider for analysis (Sec. 4(c)(1)(B) of EO 12866). Special 
consideration should be given to flexible approaches that “reduce burdens” and maintain 
“freedom of choice for the public” (Sec. 4 of EO 13563).   

4. Anticipated Costs and Benefits. This should include “preliminary estimates of the 
anticipated costs and benefits” of the regulatory action (Sec. 4(c)(1)(B) of EO 12866). 
Under EO 13563, agencies are directed to “use the best available techniques to quantify 
anticipated present and future benefits and costs as accurately as possible.” Consistent 
with previous guidance we have provided concerning the implementation of EO 12866, 
the description of costs should include both capital (upfront) costs and annual (recurring) 
costs. If the benefits are difficult to quantify, we encourage you, to the extent possible, to 
use nominal units (for example, health effects or injuries avoided) for benefits. Avoid the 
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misclassification of transfer payments as costs or benefits. You should appropriately 
discount both costs and benefits. To the extent that you cannot quantify costs and 
benefits, you should describe them in narrative form. (The Unified Agenda format does 
not permit the use of a columnar format for cost and benefit information. Please provide 
these data using a narrative format.)   

5. Risks. This should include, if applicable, a description of “how the magnitude of the risk 
addressed by the action relates to other risks within the jurisdiction of the agency” (Sec. 
4(c)(1)(D) of EO 12866). You should include a description of the magnitude of the risk 
the action addresses, the amount by which the agency expects the action to reduce this 
risk, and the relation of the risk reduction effort to other risks and risk reduction efforts 
within the agency’s jurisdiction.   

How Should an Agency Prepare Its Data for Publication in The Regulatory Plan?   

Each agency participating in the Plan should prepare its portion in the same manner and format 
that it uses for a normal Agenda entry. As with the Agenda, RISC edits and compiles the Plan on 
behalf of  OIRA.   

Agencies have the same three alternative methods to prepare data on individual Plan entries as 
for Agenda entries: direct entry, data file, and paper forms. Agencies will also receive the same 
RISC reports that accompany Agenda submissions.   

Statement of Regulatory and Deregulatory Priorities. Each agency must save a copy of last 
year’s statement from ROCIS to its own computer system, and make changes in that file to 
update the statement for the current year, and then upload the file to ROCIS. Print a copy of the 
statement that you are uploading for the paper copy required with your Plan submission. If you 
supply your data for the Plan on paper forms and RISC enters all of your data, then you should 
submit both a printed copy of your statement and an electronic copy, preferably in Microsoft 
Word.   

For further information about these procedures, please contact RISC.   

What Documents Should an Agency Submit?   

Agencies that submit their portions of the Plan by direct entry or by data file need only email a 
copy of the agency’s Statement of Regulatory and Deregulatory Priorities attached to message 
indicating that the agency’s regulatory plan is complete in ROCIS. These agencies should notify 
RISC via e-mail when they indicate in ROCIS that their plan is complete and that they are 
submitting it. ROCIS will terminate access to Plan entries and to statements of priorities. These 
agencies will still have access to other Agenda entries.   

Agencies that cannot use direct entry or submit a data file may choose to submit their Unified 
Agenda entries on paper forms. Any agency participating in the Plan that submits its data on 
paper forms must submit the following documents to RISC:   
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 A paper copy of the agency’s Statement of Regulatory and Deregulatory Priorities, plus 
an electronic copy.   

 A paper copy of the agency’s Plan entries. New entries should be on the current edition 
of the Regulatory Information Data Form. Repeating entries should be on marked copies 
of Agenda Review Reports that the agency has obtained from RISC.   

 A cover letter identifying the enclosures as your agency’s Plan submission.   

When and How Should Agencies Submit Their Regulatory Plans?   

Please submit electronically directly into ROCIS or email XML submissions to your RISC 
analyst. Please email paper submissions to the agency’s RISC analyst or submit to Regulatory 
Information Service Center (RISC), General Services Administration, 1800 F Street NW., Room 
2219F, Washington, DC 20405-0001. For further information concerning automated production, 
information requirements, format, or submission of materials, contact your analyst at the RISC, 
(202) 482-7340. RISC will upload agency regulatory plans to the MAX Federal Community. A 
copy of each agency’s regulatory plan will be available for review in MAX to other interested 
agencies and the Regulatory Policy Advisors. If you wish to receive a copy of another agency’s 
Plan submission, please notify OIRA.   

Agencies will have the opportunity to change their initial submissions based on the comments 
they receive. In addition, the schedule for planned regulatory actions may change, or the agency 
may complete additional economic analysis or risk assessment that would contribute to a more 
informative description of the planned regulatory action.   
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2. Guidelines and Procedures for the Unified Agenda of Federal 
Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions 

Why Publish the Unified Agenda for Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions?   

Section 4(b) of EO 12866 requires agencies to publish a regulatory and deregulatory agenda. The 
Unified Agenda of Federal Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions is a compilation of each 
agency’s regulatory agenda. A central goal of the Agenda is to promote transparency and open 
government. The Fall Agenda also includes The Regulatory Plan.   

In addition, the Agenda furthers the purposes of the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. § 601 et 
seq.) (RFA); EO 13771; EO 13563; EO 13132, “Federalism,” 64 FR 43255 (August 4, 1999); the 
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995, 2 U.S.C. §§ 1501–04, 1531–38, 1551–56 (UMRA); 
and the Small Business Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act, 5 U.S.C. § 601 note (SBREFA).    

What Regulations Should Agencies Include in Their Agendas?   

Regulatory agendas should describe all regulations (regulatory and deregulatory) under 
development or review during the 12 months following publication. Agencies should include, at 
a minimum, any plans to publish or otherwise implement an advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking (ANPRM), a notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM), or a final rule. Agencies may 
include any plans to conduct a review pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 610(c) or Section 5 of EO 12866. 
An agency need not include in its regulatory agenda those rulemaking actions that are excluded 
by Section 3(d)(1)–(4) of EO 12866.   

Agencies have the option of including activities that will result in action beyond 12 months. 
However, such entries should be limited to rulemakings for which listing in the Unified Agenda 
will provide a benefit to users. Agency agendas also should include actions or reviews completed 
or withdrawn since the last Agenda.   

In What Format Will the Unified Agenda Be Published?   

The Unified Agenda will be available online, in its entirety, at www.reginfo.gov, in a format that 
offers users the ability to obtain information easily from the Unified Agenda database. 
Publication in the Federal Register is mandated for the regulatory flexibility agendas required by 
the RFA, and therefore it will continue. Agency agendas printed in the Federal Register will 
consist of the following:   

 The agency’s agenda preamble;   
 Rules that are in the agency’s regulatory flexibility agenda, in accordance with the RFA, 

because they are likely to have a significant economic impact on a substantial number of 
small entities;    

 Any rules that the agency has identified for periodic review under Section 610 of the 
RFA;   

 The agency’s preliminary EO 13771 designation for each listed rule.   
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Printing of these entries will largely be limited to fields that contain information required by the 
RFA’s agenda requirements (5 U.S.C. § 602). Additional information on these entries will be 
available in the Unified Agenda published on the Internet. If an agency has no entries in the 
printed Federal Register version of the Unified Agenda, its preamble will not be printed. Under 
Federal Register regulations, GPO Access will have the same content as the printed Federal 
Register.   

How Will the Printed Edition of the Unified Agenda Be Organized?   

The portion of the Agenda that will be printed in the Federal Register will, in general, follow the 
organizational pattern of prior publications of the Agenda, displaying primarily the information 
required in the regulatory flexibility agenda, along with agency preambles, and the action’s 
preliminary EO 13771 designation. Part II of the Federal Register on the day of publication will 
have RISC’s Introduction to the Unified Agenda. The individual agency agendas will then 
appear in separate parts, organized alphabetically in four groups: Cabinet departments; other 
Executive agencies; the Federal Acquisition Regulation, a joint authority; and independent 
regulatory agencies. Departments may be divided into their component agencies. If an agency 
has no entries in the printed Federal Register version of the Agenda, its preamble will not be 
printed, and the agency will not have a separate part in the Federal Register.   

Each agency’s part of the Agenda begins with a preamble providing information specific to that 
part. RISC will provide a table of contents for each agency after the agency’s preamble. The 
table of contents will list the agency’s printed entries. Agencies should consider including in 
their Agenda preambles a statement indicating that the agency’s complete regulatory agenda is 
available online at www.reginfo.gov. RISC provides some suggested language for this purpose 
in the “Unified Agenda News” section of RISC’s website. Each agency presents its entries, 
divided by sub-agency if applicable, under one of five headings according to the rulemaking 
stage of the entry. The stages are:   

 Prerule Stage - actions agencies will undertake to determine whether or how to initiate 
rulemaking. Such actions occur prior to an NPRM and may include an ANPRM or a 
review of existing regulations.   

 Proposed Rule Stage - actions for which agencies plan to publish an NPRM as the next 
step in their rulemaking process or for which the closing date of the NPRM comment 
period is the next step.   

 Final Rule Stage - actions for which agencies plan to publish a final rule or an interim 
final rule or to take other final action as the next step.   

 Long-Term Actions - items under development but for which the agency does not expect 
to have a regulatory action within the 12 months after publication of this update of the 
Agenda. Some of the entries in this section may contain abbreviated information.   

 Completed Actions - actions or reviews the agency has completed or withdrawn since 
publishing its last Agenda. This section also includes items the agency began and 
completed between issues of the Agenda.   

Some agencies use Agency Sort Codes to arrange the order of their entries in the printed Unified 
Agenda, with the final sort by RIN. OMB has also asked agencies to include RINs in the 
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headings of their final and NPRM documents published in the Federal Register to make it easier 
for the public and agency officials to track the publication history of regulatory actions through 
their development.    

A bullet (•) preceding the title of an entry indicates that the entry is appearing in the Unified 
Agenda for the first time. All entries are numbered sequentially from the beginning to the end of 
the printed publication. The sequence number preceding the title of each entry identifies the 
location of the entry in this update. The printed Agenda will not have any separate indexes.   

How Will the Online Unified Agenda Be Organized?   

The entire Agenda will be available online at www.reginfo.gov. The Agenda will be presented in 
the form of a searchable database rather than as a single document that is ordered according to a 
prescribed sequence. Users will be able to view an individual agency’s complete agenda. 
Because the online Unified Agenda will not utilize sequence numbers, the Subject Matter Index 
will be linked to individual entries by hyperlinked RINs. Each individual entry may be viewed in 
its entirety.   

What Information Appears for Each Regulation Included in the Agency Agenda?   

All entries in the online Agenda contain uniform data elements including, at a minimum, the 
following information:   

 Title of the Regulation - a brief description of the subject of the regulation.   
 Priority - An indication of the significance of the regulation. Agencies assign each entry 

to one of the following five categories of significance:   
 Economically Significant - as defined in EO 12866, a rulemaking action that will have an 

annual effect on the economy of $100 million or more or will adversely affect in a 
material way the economy; a sector of the economy; productivity; competition; jobs; the 
environment; public health or safety; or State, local, or tribal governments or 
communities. The definition of an “economically significant” rule is similar but not 
identical to the definition of a “major” rule under the Congressional Review Act, 5 
U.S.C. § 801 et seq. (“CRA”). (See below.)   

 Other Significant - a rulemaking that is not economically significant but is considered 
significant by the agency according to Section 3(f) of EO 12866. This category includes 
rules that the agency anticipates will be reviewed under EO 12866 or rules that are a 
priority of the agency head.    

 Substantive, Non-significant - a rulemaking that has substantive impacts but is neither 
Significant, nor Routine and Frequent, nor Informational/Administrative/Other.    

 Routine and Frequent - a rulemaking that is a specific case of a multiple recurring 
application of a regulatory program in the Code of Federal Regulations and that does not 
alter the body of the regulation.   

 Informational/Administrative/Other - a rulemaking that is primarily informational or 
pertains to agency matters not central to accomplishing the agency’s regulatory mandate 
but that the agency places in the Agenda to inform the public of the activity.   
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 Major - an indication that a rule may be “major” under the CRA because it has resulted in 
or is likely to result in an annual effect on the economy of $100 million or more or meets 
other criteria specified. The CRA provides that the Administrator of OIRA will make the 
final determination as to whether a rule is major.   

 Unfunded Mandates - whether the rule is covered by Section 202 of UMRA. UMRA 
requires that, before issuing an NPRM likely to result in a mandate that may result in 
expenditures by State, local, and tribal governments, in the aggregate, or by the private 
sector of more than $100 million in one year, agencies (other than independent regulatory 
agencies) shall prepare a written statement containing an assessment of the anticipated 
costs and benefits of the Federal mandate. If the agency believes the entry is not subject 
to UMRA, this data element will not be printed.   

 Legal Authority - the section(s) of the United States Code or Public Law or the EO that 
authorize(s) the regulatory action. Agencies may provide popular name references to laws 
in addition to these citations.   

 CFR Citation - the part(s) or section(s) of the Code of Federal Regulations that will be 
affected by the action.   

 Legal Deadline - whether the action is subject to a statutory or judicial deadline, the date 
of that deadline, and whether the deadline pertains to a NPRM, a final action, or some 
other action.   

 Abstract - a brief description of the problem the regulation will address; the need for a 
Federal solution; to the extent available, alternatives that the agency is considering to 
address the problem; and potential costs, cost savings, and benefits of the action.    

 Timetable - the dates and citations (if available) for all past steps and a projected date for 
at least the next step for the regulatory action. A date printed in the form mm/00/yyyy 
means the agency predicts the month and year the action will take place but not the day it 
will occur. In some instances, agencies may indicate what the next action will be, but the 
date of that action is “To Be Determined.” Agencies indicate this by entering a date in the 
form 00/00/0000. “Next Action Undetermined” indicates the agency does not know what 
action it will take next. For every entry that is not a completion, it is important that the 
agency provide in the Timetable section an estimated date for the “Next Action”, the first 
action scheduled to occur on or after the listed action. In the alternate, the agency should 
indicate “Next Action Undetermined.”   

 EO 13771 Designation - the preliminary EO 13771 designation as defined by Guidance: 
“deregulatory,” “regulatory,” “exempt,” “waived,” “other.”  A similar menu will 
accompany Information Collection Request (ICR) submissions. See part three of this 
document for more information.   

 Regulatory Flexibility Analysis Required - whether the RFA requires an analysis because 
the rulemaking action is likely to have a significant economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities as defined by the Act.   

 Small Entities Affected - the types of small entities (businesses, governmental 
jurisdictions, or organizations) on which the rulemaking action is likely to have an impact 
as defined by the RFA. Agencies have the option of indicating likely effects on small 
entities even though they believe that a Regulatory Flexibility Analysis will not be 
required.   

 Government Levels Affected - whether the action is expected to affect levels of 
government and, if so, whether the governments are State, local, tribal, or Federal.   



11 
 

 International Impacts - whether the regulation is expected to have international trade and 
investment effects, or otherwise may be of interest to our international trading partners.   

 Federalism - whether the action has “federalism implications” as defined in EO 13132. 
This term refers to actions “that have substantial direct effects on the States, on the 
relationship between the national government and the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the various levels of government.” If the action does 
not have federalism implications, this data element will not be printed. Independent 
regulatory agencies are not required to supply this information.   

 Agency Contact - the name and phone number of at least one person in the agency who is 
knowledgeable about the rulemaking action. The agency may also provide the title, 
address, fax number, e-mail address, and TDD for each agency contact.   

Some agencies have provided the following optional information:   

 Additional Information - any information that the agency wants to provide for which 
there is not a specific data element.   

 Agency Sort Codes - alternative or additional criteria for the order in which RINs are 
published within an agency’s agenda, as requested and specified by the agency.   

 Compliance Cost to the Public - the estimated gross compliance cost of the action.   
 Affected Sectors - the industrial sectors that the action may most affect, either directly or 

indirectly. Please use the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS) codes 
to identify the affected sectors   

 Energy Effects - an indication of whether the agency plans to prepare or has prepared a 
Statement of Energy Effects for significant energy actions, as required by EO 13211, 
“Actions Concerning Regulations That Significantly Affect Energy Supply, Distribution, 
or Use,” 66 FR 28355 (May 18, 2001).   

 Related RINs - one or more past or current RIN(s) associated with activity related to this 
action, such as merged RINs, split RINs, new activity for previously completed RINs, or 
duplicate RINs.   

 Related Agencies - any other agencies participating in this action if it is a joint 
rulemaking or common rule.   

 RFA Section 610 Review - an indication that the agency has selected the rule for its 
periodic review of existing rules under the RFA (5 U.S.C. § 610(c)). Some agencies have 
indicated completions of Section 610 reviews or rulemaking actions resulting from 
completed Section 610 reviews.   

 URLs or Web Address - if available, please enter a URL for a website to provide the 
public with more information about the rulemaking and a URL for a website on which 
the public can submit comments on the rulemaking. If the agency does not provide its 
own specific website for submission of comments, then you should enter the 
Government-wide e-rulemaking address: http://www.regulations.gov.   

How Should an Agency Prepare Its Data for Publication in the Unified Agenda?   

Agencies participating in the Unified Agenda should submit their respective portions in the 
uniform format specified in the instructions of RISC. RISC edits and compiles the Agenda on 
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behalf of OIRA. Agencies have three alternative methods to prepare data on individual entries 
for publication in the Agenda:   

 Direct Entry - The agency establishes a connection to the RISC/OIRA Consolidated 
Information System (ROCIS) from one or more of its own computer terminals, through 
an Internet browser. Agency personnel should enter data directly into the ROCIS 
database.   

 Data File - An agency that stores its Agenda data in its own database may choose to 
transmit to ROCIS all of its data in electronic files prepared according to the specific file 
format prescribed by RISC. Please note that to allow sufficient time for editing, it is 
especially important to submit data files prior to the deadline. If you are interested in data 
file submission, contact RISC for further information.   

 Paper Forms - Agencies that cannot use direct entry or submit a data file may choose to 
submit their Unified Agenda entries on paper forms. The RISC staff will key the data into 
ROCIS. For entries that will appear for the first time, please use only the current version 
of the Regulatory Information Data Form. You can print copies of this form from 
http://reginfo.gov/public/jsp/regform/download.jsp. To update entries that appeared in the 
Agenda previously, you should submit marked copies of Agenda Review Reports that 
you have obtained from RISC.   

 Reports - ROCIS provides agencies with two main reports: The Agenda Review Report, 
which is a printout of the agency’s entries, and the Error Report, which lists inaccurate or 
missing data. These reports may be run for all of an agency’s entries, for entries updated 
since a specified date, or for a particular RIN or set of RINs. For each agency that 
prepares its agenda by direct entry or data file, ROCIS provides the agency’s agenda 
contact staff the ability to generate and print out these reports on the agency’s own 
printers. Please use the Agenda Review Report to review the content of your submission; 
you should use the Error Report to help you correct any errors and supply any missing 
data.   

 Preambles - If you are designating Section 610 reviews in the Unified Agenda, your 
preamble should include a reference to Section 610 reviews. Each direct entry or data file 
agency must save from ROCIS to its own computer system a copy of its preamble from 
the preceding Unified Agenda. Please make changes in that file to update the preamble 
for the previous Agenda and then upload the file to ROCIS. Do not cut and paste into 
ROCIS. Print the preamble file you are uploading for the required, signed copies of 
preambles (see below). For further information about these procedures, please contact 
RISC.   

What Documents and Information Should an Agency Submit?   

Each agency should submit the following documents and information to RISC:   

 One signed original and two certified copies of the preamble to its Unified Agenda entry. 
(Please note that the signature is required to be that of the person whose name and title 
typed is in the document’s signature block. One person may not sign for another person.) 
The preamble must meet the normal requirements for printing in the Federal Register, 
including a list of CFR chapters pertaining to the agency.   
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 (For agencies that use direct entry or data file) When the agency is satisfied that its 
entries are complete, accurate, and represent what the agency wishes to publish, a 
designated person at the agency will be able to submit the entries to RISC electronically 
through ROCIS.   

 (Only for agencies that choose to submit their data on paper forms) A paper copy of the 
agency’s agenda entries. New entries should be on Regulatory Information Data Forms. 
Repeating entries should be on marked copies of Agenda Review Reports that the agency 
has obtained from RISC.   

 A letter addressed to the Office of the Federal Register (see sample letter) authorizing 
RISC to assemble the agency’s agenda and authorizing the Government Printing Office 
(“GPO”) to bill the agency for printing its portion of the Unified Agenda. The letter 
should include the agency’s billing code and be delivered to RISC at 1800 F Street, NW., 
Room 2219F, Washington, DC 20405-0001, (202) 482-7340.   

What Are Inactive Actions, and Where Are They Located?   

An agency designates an inactive action as one it does not plan to undertake in the coming 
calendar year or identify as a long-term action. Inactive actions assist internal agency tracking of 
past actions and allow an agency to retain the same RIN for an action over its lifetime as they 
further consider policy.  Inactive actions are not published in the Agenda; however, a list of these 
actions will be published along with the latest Agenda on www.reginfo.gov     

When and How Should Agencies Submit Their Agendas?   

Agencies should submit the applicable forms and other required documents to RISC by the date 
identified in the appropriate Data Call. RISC will then assemble the entire Agenda and arrange 
for online publication at www.reginfo.gov. RISC forwards and compiles all agency regulatory 
flexibility agendas to GPO for printing in a single day’s issue of the Federal Register. GPO will 
bill each agency for the cost of printing its portions of the Agenda that appear in the Federal 
Register. Because RISC submits the Agenda to GPO for publication in a fully coded format, 
agencies receive the maximum discount from GPO’s regular charges.   

How Can Agencies Obtain Further Information?   

For further information concerning the content requirements of agency agendas, contact your 
agency’s OIRA desk officer. For further information concerning automated agenda production, 
specific data requirements, format, completion, or submission of agency agendas, contact the 
Regulatory Information Service Center, 1800 F Street NW, Room 2219F, Washington, DC 
20405-0001; or your agency’s RISC analyst at (202) 482-7340.  
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3. Guidelines to Preliminary Designations under EO 13771  

The Agenda requires Agencies are required to provide a preliminary EO 13771 designation for 
each action submitted in the Agenda.  These designations, defined by Guidance, in OMB 
Memorandum M-17-21, will be made via the drop-down menu in the ROCIS system. OIRA will 
make a final designation before publication of the final rule. Designations follow: 

 Deregulatory – an action that has been finalized and has total costs less than zero;  
 Regulatory – either (i) a significant regulatory action as defined in Section 3(f) of EO 

12866 that has been finalized and imposes total costs greater than zero; or (ii) a 
significant guidance document reviewed by OIRA under the procedures of EO 12866 that 
has been finalized and imposes total costs greater than zero;  

 Exempt: an action that is either (i) expressly exempt by EO 13771 (issued with respect to 
a “military, national security, or foreign affairs function of the United States”; or related 
to “agency organization, management, or personnel”); or (ii) addresses an emergency 
such as critical health, safety, financial, or non-exempt national security matters (offset 
requirements may be exempted or delayed); or (iii) required to meet a statutory or judicial 
deadline (offset requirements may be exempted or delayed); or (iv) expected to generate 
de minimis costs; 

 Waived: consistent with Section 3(c) of EO 13771, an action for which the agency 
received written approval from the Director of OMB for an exemption from EO 13771 
offset and publication requirements, or requirements are otherwise waived by law; 

 Other: at the time of designation, either the available information is too preliminary to 
determine EO 13771 status or other reasonable circumstances preclude an EO 13771 
designation.  
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Request for a Regulatory Identification Number (RIN)  
for ESA Listing Determinations and Critical Habitat Designations 

[List Rule Stage, Rule Citation, Rule Title] 
[Popular Short Name, if applicable] 

 
I. ESA RULE’S PURPOSE 

[Check all that apply]   
.  Listing 
� Listing reclassification 

 uplisting 
 de-listing 
 down-listing 

� 4(d) special rule 
� Critical habitat designation 
� Removal or revision of critical habitat designation 
� Other 
If listing and CH are not being proposed concurrently, please explain. [Explain.]   
 

II. NEED FOR ESA RULE 
 

A.  Petition? [Yes/No]  If so, who is the petitioner? [Describe.] 
 
B.  Court order or settlement? [Describe.] 
 
C.  Other manner this action mandated by law? [If yes, provide citation and explanation.] 
 
D.  Part of the 7-year plan?  [Yes/No]   
 
E.  Status review initiated by the agency? [Yes/No]   
 
F.  Current candidate? [Yes/No]    
 

III. WHO RULE MAY AFFECT 
 

A. International or Domestic Species? 
 

B.  What populations, groups, Indian tribes, States/regions, or organizations may be 
affected by this rule, and how? [Describe.]   
 
C.  What populations, groups, Indian tribes, States/regions, or organizations may be 
interested in this rule, and why? [Describe.]   

 
IV. REGULATORY AGENDA AND 90-DAY LIST 
  

A.  Has this regulatory action previously had a RIN?  If so: 
 

1.  What was the previous RIN? [Describe.]   
 
2.  When was the previous RIN issued? [Describe.]   
 
3.  Under what circumstances was the previous RIN withdrawn? [Describe.]   
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B.  Has this regulatory action appeared on a 90-day list yet?  [Yes/No]  If so, which 90-day 
list did it appear on?  [Provide month/year list covered.]   

 
V. COMPLIANCE WITH REGULATORY REFORM INITIATIVE 

[Skip this section if the action is a listing, delisting, or listing reclassification.]   
 

A.  Is this a significant new action, a non-significant new action, or a deregulatory action? 
[Identify.]   
 

1.  If this is a significant new action: 
[Delisting or downlisting actions may be included under a. below, but not under b.] 
 a.  What are the two deregulatory actions and their status? [Describe.]   
 

b.   What are the deregulatory actions that provide offsets to the costs? 
 [Describe.]   

 
2.  If this is a de-regulatory action:   

 
a.  How is it a de-regulatory action (does it rescind, revise, or streamline)? 
[Describe.]   
 
b.  Is it included in the EO 13771 spreadsheet? [Yes/No.]   
 
c.  What is the estimated cost/burden saving, if known? [Provide estimate.]   
[Skip this question if the action is a delisting or downlisting.] 

 
  3.  Full or partial exemptions 
 

a.  Do you believe this regulatory action is fully or partially exempt from 
E.O. 13771? [Yes/No.]   If so, explain the basis.  (See attachment for list of 
exemptions). [Explain.]   

 
b.  Have you submitted an exemption request to the Office of the Executive 

Secretariat for presentation to OIRA1 yet? [Yes/No.]   If so, what is the status of that 
request? [Explain.]   

 
B.  How does this rule meet the goals of EO 13777?  

                                                 
1 See Q 33 of OMB OIRA’s April 5, 2017, Guidance Implementing Executive Order 13771, Titled “Reducing Regulation and 
Controlling Regulatory Costs”. 

EO 13777 Goals 
Goal 1 -  Identify regulations for repeal, replacement, or modification, considering (at a minimum) 
which regulations:  
• Eliminate jobs, or inhibit job creation; 
• Are outdated, unnecessary, or ineffective; 
• Impose costs that exceed benefits; 
• Create a serious inconsistency or otherwise interfere with regulatory reform; 
• Are inconsistent with the requirements of laws or guidance intended to ensure and maximize the 

quality, objectivity, utility, and integrity of information disseminated by Federal agencies under 
the Paperwork Reduction Act; or 

• Derive from or implement E.O.s or other Presidential directives that have been subsequently 
rescinded or substantially modified. 

Continued on next page… 
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[Describe.]   
 
C.  Have we received any comments on this regulatory action through the regulatory 
reform comment solicitation? [Describe.]   

 
 
VI. COORDINATION 
 
 A.  Identify any potentially affected Interior bureaus or offices and describe efforts to 

coordinate with them. [Identify and describe.]   
 
 B.  Identify any potentially affected Federal or State agencies and describe efforts to 

coordinate with them. [Identify and describe.]   
 

C.  Identify whether this regulatory action potentially affects any Indian tribes and, if so, 
what consultation has taken place or is planned? [Identify and describe.]   
 
D.  Does this rule involve negotiated rulemaking or other collaborative rulemaking? 

[Identify and describe.]   
 
VII. TIMING 
 

A.  Timeline: [Fill in dates.] 
 

Action Date (Estimated or Actual) Is the deadline statutory 
or court ordered? 

ANPRM   
NPRM   
Comment Period End   
Final Rule   
Final Rule Effective   

 
 

B.  Are there any timing constraints?  If so, what are the consequences of missing the 
deadline(s)?   
[Describe what is driving each date – e.g., citation to a statutory deadline, and 
consequences of missing the date.] 

 
VIII. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 
 

A.  Are there any issues or controversy (e.g., litigation, high profile) related to this rule?  
[Identify and explain.] 
 
B.  How will this rule be announced to the public? 

EO 13777 Goals (Continued from previous page) 
Goal 2 -  Improve implementation of existing regulatory initiatives and policies: 
• E.O. 12866 (Regulatory Planning and Review), as amended 
• E.O. 13771 (Reducing Regulation and Controlling Regulatory Costs) 
• E.O. 13563 § 6 (“Retrospective Review”) 
• Termination…, of programs and activities that derive from or implement… documents… that 

have been rescinded. 
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[Describe.] 
 
IX. FURTHER INFORMATION 
 

A.  Background: [Briefly provide any background information, in understandable language, that 
will help a reader quickly understand what the document is trying to do and why, and any other 
useful additional information. Assume the reader knows little about the subject matter. Minimize 
use of acronyms or abbreviations and do not use them at all unless they are clearly defined.] 
 
B.  Primary contact for additional information: 
 Name:  [List.] 
 Phone:  [List.] 
 Email:  [List.] 

 
 
X. APPROVALS 
 
This request is [___ approved / ___ denied] by the Assistant Secretary: 
 
 
________________________________________  ______________ 
Assistant Secretary     Date 
 
 
 
 
 
          
 

To be completed by the Office of the Executive Secretariat 
 
This request is [___ approved / ___ denied] by the Regulatory Reform Task Force:  ______________ 
               Date 
 
RIN assigned: ____________ - ___________________ 
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Potential Exemptions 

Automatically Exempt 
 

• Routine hunting & fishing regulations – Regulatory actions that are routine hunting and fishing actions that 
establish annual harvest limits are exempt from the requirement to be offset (and ineligible to be used as 
cost savings).  This includes migratory bird hunting frameworks under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and 
fishery management plans and amendments under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act.  This exemption does not apply to regulatory actions that affect hunting and fishing 
activity that are not routine regulatory actions.2 

 
Exempt with OIRA Determination  
 
The following categories of EO 13771 regulatory actions may qualify for a full or partial exemption from EO 
13771’s requirements.  These categories are not exhaustive.  If the agency believes it qualifies for an exemption, it 
should submit an exemption request to OIRA prior to submitting the action to OMB for review under EO 12866 or 
prior to publication of the EO 13771 regulatory action if it was not subject to EO 12866 review. 
 

• Expressly exempt – EO 13771 expressly exempts regulations issued with respect to a military, national 
security3, or foreign affairs function, and regulations related to agency organization, management, or 
personnel.  These actions qualify for a full exemption. 
 

• Emergencies - EO 13771 regulatory actions addressing emergencies such as critical health, safety, 
financial, non-exempt national security matters, or for some other compelling reason, may qualify for an 
exemption. In most cases, exemptions for such rules will be granted with respect to the timing of required 
offsets, allowing the agency to address the emergency before identifying and issuing EO 13771 
deregulatory actions. Agencies will generally still be required to offset such actions. If necessary, the costs 
of such actions, and the requirement to identify for repeal at least two existing regulations, will be moved to 
the subsequent fiscal year for purposes of determining EO 13771 compliance. 

 
• Statutorily or judicially required - EO 13771 does not prevent agencies from issuing regulatory actions in 

order to comply with an imminent statutory or judicial deadline, even if they are not able to satisfy EO 
13771 's requirements by the time of issuance. However, agencies will be required to offset any such EO 
13771 regulatory actions as soon as practicable thereafter. In addition, this flexibility may not apply to 
discretionary provisions attached to EO 13771 regulatory actions required to comply with statutory or 
judicial deadlines. 

 
• De minimis -EO 13771 regulatory actions with de minimis costs may qualify for an exemption. For 

example, if OIRA designates a proposed rule as significant under EO 12866 because it raises novel legal or 
policy issues, and the agency estimates the action would have present value costs of $50,000 spread over a 
large number of persons and/or entities, OIRA may exempt the action from some or all of the requirements 
of EO 13771.4 

 
In addition, the following category may be exempt and agencies should submit an exemption request to OIRA 
in accordance with the process above.  

• Income Transfer – A regulatory action may be exempt from E.O. 13771 Section 2’s requirements if it 
causes only income transfers from taxpayers to program beneficiaries, establishes a new fee or changes the 
existing fee for a service without imposing new costs, or establishes new penalties or fines or changes those 
already in existence?5   

                                                 
2 See Q 23 of OMB OIRA’s April 5, 2017, Guidance Implementing Executive Order 13771, Titled “Reducing Regulation and 
Controlling Regulatory Costs.” 
3 See Ibid. at Q 7.  
4 See Ibid. at Q 23. 
5 See Q 13 of OMB OIRA’s April 5, 2017, Guidance Implementing Executive Order 13771, Titled “Reducing Regulation and 
Controlling Regulatory Costs.” 
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Request for a Regulatory Identification Number (RIN) 
[List Rule Stage, Rule Citation, Rule Title] 

[Popular Short Name, if applicable] 
 
I. RULE’S PURPOSE 

[Summarize, in one or two sentences, what the rule’s purpose is.]   
 
II. LEGAL AUTHORITY FOR RULE 

[List the statutes or other legal authorities for this action.]   
 
III. NEED FOR RULE 
 

A.  What is prompting this regulatory action? [Describe.] 
 
B.  How is this regulatory action in the public interest? [Describe.] 
 
C.  Is this action mandated by law? [If yes, provide citation and explanation.] 
 
D.  Is this action in response to litigation? [If yes, provide case information and explanation.] 
 
E.  Is this action a de-regulatory effort identified in an Executive Order or Secretary’s 
Order? [If yes, provide citation and explanation.] 

 
IV. WHO RULE MAY AFFECT 
 

A.  What populations, groups, Indian tribes, States/regions, or organizations may be 
affected by this rule, and how? [Describe.]   
 
B.  What populations, groups, Indian tribes, States/regions, or organizations may be 
interested in this rule, and why? [Describe.]   

 
V. REGULATORY AGENDA AND 90-DAY LIST 
  

A.  Has this regulatory action previously had a RIN?  If so: 
 

1.  What was the previous RIN? [Describe.]   
 
2.  When was the previous RIN issued? [Describe.]   
 
3.  Under what circumstances was the previous RIN withdrawn? [Describe.]   

 
B.  What is the bureau’s recommended significant determination under E.O. 12866? Please 

ensure the recommendation is realistic and defensible to OIRA. [Significant or Non-
Significant]   

 
1.  If significant: 

a. Identify the basis for significance:  [Check.]   
� Have an annual effect on the economy of $100 million or more or adversely 

affect in a material way the economy, a sector of the economy, productivity, 
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competition, jobs, the environment, public health or safety, or State, local, or 
tribal governments or communities. 

� Create a serious inconsistency or otherwise interfere with an action taken or 
planned by another agency. 

� Materially alter the budgetary impact of entitlements, grants, user fees, or 
loan programs or the rights and obligations of recipients thereof. 

� Raise novel legal or policy issues arising out of legal mandates, the 
President's priorities, or the principles set forth in this Executive order. 

b.  Explain how this regulatory action meets the above basis for significance. 
[Explain.]   
 

2.  Has this regulatory action appeared on a 90-day list yet?  [Yes/No]  If so: 
 

a.  Which 90-day list did it appear on and was it under a prior RIN?  
[Provide month/year list covered and prior RIN, if applicable.]   
 
b.  Has OMB made a significance determination yet?  [Yes/No]   
 
c.  If OMB determined the regulatory action is significant, explain OMB’s 
rationale for the basis checked above (if different from above).  [Explain.]   

 
C.  Is this regulatory action potentially major and economically significant?  [Yes/No and 
Explain.]   
 
D.  Could this regulatory action have a significant effect on small entities (as defined under 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act)? [Yes/No and Explain.]   

 
E.  Does this regulatory action involve study, experiment, or survey requiring peer review 
under Information Quality Act?  [Yes/No and Explain.]   
 
F.  Is there an information collection(s) associated with this document? [Yes/No] 

o If yes, does it have a currently approved OMB Control Number?  [Yes/No] 
o OMB Control Number(s): [Yes/No] 
o Does it require a new OMB Control Number or a renewal of an existing approval? 

[New/Renewal]  
o If a new number or renewal is required, what is the current status? [Describe.]   

 
VI. COMPLIANCE WITH REGULATORY REFORM INITIATIVE 
 

A.  Is this a significant new action, a non-significant new action, or a deregulatory action? 
[Identify.]   
 

1.  If this is a significant new action: 
 

 a.  What are the two deregulatory actions and their status? [Describe.]   
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b.   What are the deregulatory actions that provide offsets to the costs? 
[Describe which, if any, deregulatory actions you have identified as offsets or 
what your plans are for identifying deregulatory actions.]   

 
2.  If this is a de-regulatory action:   

 
a.  How is it a de-regulatory action (does it rescind, revise, or streamline)? 
[Describe.]   
 
b.  Is it included in the EO 13771 spreadsheet? [Yes/No.]   
 
c.  Is the expected source of the cost/burden saving a regulatory provision, 

an information collection burden reduction, or both? [Describe.]   
 
d.  What is the estimated cost/burden saving? [Provide any estimates or ranges 

of estimates you currently have or plans for estimating savings and when you expect to 
have the estimates available.]   

 
  3.  Full or partial exemptions 
 

a.  Do you believe this regulatory action is fully or partially exempt from 
E.O. 13771? [Yes/No.]   If so, explain the basis.  (See attachment for list of 
exemptions). [Explain.]   

 
b.  Have you submitted an exemption request to the Office of the Executive 

Secretariat for presentation to OIRA1 yet? [Yes/No.]   If so, what is the status of that 
request? [Explain.]   

 
B.  How does this rule meet the goals of EO 13777?  

[Describe.]   

                                                 
1 See Q 33 of OMB OIRA’s April 5, 2017, Guidance Implementing Executive Order 13771, Titled “Reducing Regulation and 
Controlling Regulatory Costs”. 

EO 13777 Goals 
Goal 1 -  Identify regulations for repeal, replacement, or modification, considering (at a minimum) which:  
• Eliminate jobs, or inhibit job creation; 
• Are outdated, unnecessary, or ineffective; 
• Impose costs that exceed benefits; 
• Create a serious inconsistency or otherwise interfere with regulatory reform; 
• Are inconsistent with the requirements of laws or guidance intended to ensure and maximize the 

quality, objectivity, utility, and integrity of information disseminated by Federal agencies under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act; or 

• Derive from or implement E.O.s or other Presidential directives that have been subsequently rescinded 
or substantially modified. 

Goal 2 -  Improve implementation of existing regulatory initiatives and policies: 
• E.O. 12866 (Regulatory Planning and Review), as amended 
• E.O. 13771 (Reducing Regulation and Controlling Regulatory Costs) 
• E.O. 13563 § 6 (“Retrospective Review”) 
• Termination…, of programs and activities that derive from or implement… documents… that have 

been rescinded. 



DRAFT – INTERNAL DELIBERATIONS – DO NOT DISTRIBUTE 06/02/17 
   [Bureau/Agency] 

[Sub-agency, if applicable] 
 

4 
 

 
C.  Have we received any comments on this regulatory action through the regulatory 
reform comment solicitation? [Identify the commenters and describe the nature of the 
comments.]   

 
VII. COORDINATION 
 
 A.  Identify any potentially affected Interior bureaus or offices and describe efforts to 
coordinate with them. [Identify and describe.]   
 
 B.  Identify any potentially affected Federal, State, or local agencies and describe efforts to 
coordinate with them. [Identify and describe.]   
 

C.  Identify whether this regulatory action potentially affects any Indian tribes and, if so, 
what consultation has taken place or is planned? [Identify and describe.]   

 
D.  Does this rule involve negotiated rulemaking or other collaborative rulemaking? 

[Identify and describe.]   
 
VIII. TIMING 
 

A.  Timeline: [Fill in dates.] 
 

Action Date (Estimated or Actual) Is the deadline statutory 
or court ordered? 

ANPRM   
NPRM   
Comment Period End   
Final Rule   
Final Rule Effective   

 
B.  Are there any timing constraints?  If so, what are the consequences of missing the 
deadline(s)?   
[Describe what is driving each date – e.g., citation to a statutory deadline, and 
consequences of missing the date.] 

 
IX. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 
 

A.  Are there any issues or controversy (e.g., litigation, high profile) related to this rule?  
[Identify and explain.] 
 
B.  How will this rulemaking (i.e., the fact that this rule is being pursued) be announced to 
the public? 
[Describe.] 

 
 
 
 
X. FURTHER INFORMATION 
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A.  Background: [Briefly provide any background information, in understandable language, that 
will help a reader quickly understand what the document is trying to do and why, and any other 
useful additional information. Assume the reader knows little about the subject matter. Minimize 
use of acronyms or abbreviations and do not use them at all unless they are clearly defined.] 
 
B.  Primary contact for additional information: 
 Name:  [List.] 
 Phone:  [List.] 
 Email:  [List.] 

 
 
XI. APPROVALS 
 
This request is [___ approved / ___ denied] by the Assistant Secretary: 
 
 
________________________________________  ______________ 
Assistant Secretary     Date 
 
 
 
 
 
          
 

To be completed by the Office of the Executive Secretariat 
 
This request is [___ approved / ___ denied] by the Regulatory Reform Task Force:  ______________ 
               Date 
 
RIN assigned: ____________ - ___________________ 
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Potential Exemptions 

Automatically Exempt 
 

• Routine hunting & fishing regulations – Regulatory actions that are routine hunting and fishing actions that 
establish annual harvest limits are exempt from the requirement to be offset (and ineligible to be used as 
cost savings).  This includes migratory bird hunting frameworks under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and 
fishery management plans and amendments under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act.  This exemption does not apply to regulatory actions that affect hunting and fishing 
activity that are not routine regulatory actions.2 

 
Exempt with OIRA Determination  
 
The following categories of EO 13771 regulatory actions may qualify for a full or partial exemption from EO 
13771’s requirements.  These categories are not exhaustive.  If the agency believes it qualifies for an exemption, it 
should submit an exemption request to OIRA prior to submitting the action to OMB for review under EO 12866 or 
prior to publication of the EO 13771 regulatory action if it was not subject to EO 12866 review. 
 

• Expressly exempt – EO 13771 expressly exempts regulations issued with respect to a military, national 
security3, or foreign affairs function, and regulations related to agency organization, management, or 
personnel.  These actions qualify for a full exemption. 
 

• Emergencies - EO 13771 regulatory actions addressing emergencies such as critical health, safety, 
financial, non-exempt national security matters, or for some other compelling reason, may qualify for an 
exemption. In most cases, exemptions for such rules will be granted with respect to the timing of required 
offsets, allowing the agency to address the emergency before identifying and issuing EO 13771 
deregulatory actions. Agencies will generally still be required to offset such actions. If necessary, the costs 
of such actions, and the requirement to identify for repeal at least two existing regulations, will be moved to 
the subsequent fiscal year for purposes of determining EO 13771 compliance. 

 
• Statutorily or judicially required - EO 13771 does not prevent agencies from issuing regulatory actions in 

order to comply with an imminent statutory or judicial deadline, even if they are not able to satisfy EO 
13771 's requirements by the time of issuance. However, agencies will be required to offset any such EO 
13771 regulatory actions as soon as practicable thereafter. In addition, this flexibility may not apply to 
discretionary provisions attached to EO 13771 regulatory actions required to comply with statutory or 
judicial deadlines. 

 
• De minimis -EO 13771 regulatory actions with de minimis costs may qualify for an exemption. For 

example, if OIRA designates a proposed rule as significant under EO 12866 because it raises novel legal or 
policy issues, and the agency estimates the action would have present value costs of $50,000 spread over a 
large number of persons and/or entities, OIRA may exempt the action from some or all of the requirements 
of EO 13 771.4 

 
In addition, the following category may be exempt and agencies should submit an exemption request to OIRA 
in accordance with the process above.  

• Income Transfer – A regulatory action may be exempt from E.O. 13771 Section 2’s requirements if it 
causes only income transfers from taxpayers to program beneficiaries, establishes a new fee or changes the 
existing fee for a service without imposing new costs, or establishes new penalties or fines or changes those 
already in existence?5   

                                                 
2 See Q 23 of OMB OIRA’s April 5, 2017, Guidance Implementing Executive Order 13771, Titled “Reducing Regulation and 
Controlling Regulatory Costs.” 
3 See Ibid. at Q 7.  
4 See Ibid. at Q 23. 
5 See Q 13 of OMB OIRA’s April 5, 2017, Guidance Implementing Executive Order 13771, Titled “Reducing Regulation and 
Controlling Regulatory Costs.” 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR REGULATORY PLAN 

Introduction  

The U.S. Department of the Interior (Interior) serves the American people by managing one in 
every five acres of land in the United States, as well as on the Outer Continental Shelf.  Interior 
manages these resources under a legal framework that includes regulations that ultimately affect 
many American’s lives and livelihoods.  Interior’s Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
(ONRR) collects over $10 billion dollars annually from onshore and offshore energy production, 
one of the Federal Government’s largest sources of non-tax revenue. 

Interior manages more than 500 million acres of Federal lands, including more than 400 park 
units, more than 500 wildlife refuges, and more than a billion submerged offshore acres. 
Hundreds of millions of people visit Interior-managed lands each year for camping, hiking, 
hunting, and other outdoor recreation, which supports local communities and their economies. 
Interior provides access on public lands for energy development, which creates jobs and 
stimulates the U.S. economy. Interior manages water projects that are a lifeline and economic 
engine for many communities in the West; and manages forests and fights wildfires.  

Regulatory Reform 

President Trump has made it a priority of his administration to reform regulatory requirements 
that negatively impact our economy while maintaining environmental standards. Since day one, 
Secretary Zinke has been committed to regulatory reform.  Interior is playing a key role in 
regulatory reform and, pursuant to Executive Order 13777, has established a Regulatory Reform 
Task Force to make Interior’s regulations work better for the American people.  Interior 
continues to encourage and seek public input on these regulatory reform efforts. See (82 FR 
28429, June 22, 2017) and https://www.doi.gov/regulatory-reform. Interior is committed to a 
conservation ethic that also recognizes that unnecessary regulations create harmful economic 
consequences on the U.S. economy.  Therefore, Interior expects to reduce regulatory burdens, 
promote effective and efficient regulations, and respect property rights as it implements its 
regulatory agenda for fiscal year 2018. 

Regulatory and Deregulatory Priorities 

Interior’s regulatory and deregulatory priorities focus on: 

• Promoting American Energy Independence 
• Increasing outdoor recreation opportunities for all Americans 
• Enhancing conservation stewardship 
• Improving management of species and their habitats 
• Upholding trust responsibilities to the federally recognized American Indian and Alaska 

Native tribes and addressing the challenges of economic development. 
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Promoting American Energy Independence 

In Executive Order 13783, Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth (March 28, 
2017), President Trump announced it was in the national interest to promote clean and safe 
development of our Nation’s vast energy resources, while at the same time avoiding regulatory 
burdens that unnecessarily encumber energy production, constrain economic growth, and prevent 
job creation. The Executive Order directed the executive departments and agencies to 
immediately review existing regulations that potentially burden the development or use of 
domestically produced energy resources and appropriately suspend, revise, or rescind those that 
unduly burden the development of domestic energy resources beyond the degree necessary to 
protect the public interest or otherwise comply with the law.  Interior’s review and actions are 
included in its Final Report on Actions that Potentially Burden Domestic Energy (Final Energy 
Report).   This report is available on the Internet at 
https://www.doi.gov/sites/doi.gov/files/uploads/interior_energy_actions_report_final.pdf. 

Among the actions that Interior identified and explained more fully in the Final Energy Report 
are the following:  

• BLM published a proposed rule on July 25, 2017 (82 FR 24464), to rescind the final rule 
entitled ‘‘Oil and Gas; Hydraulic Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands,’’ 80 FR 16128 
(March 26, 2015). . 

• BLM will review and revise the final rule entitled ‘‘Waste Prevention, Production 
Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation,’’ 81 FR 83008 (November 18, 2016).   

• The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will review the final rule entitled ‘‘Management of 
Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,’’ 81 FR 79948 (November 14, 2016); and 

• the Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement and/or the Bureau of Ocean Energy 
Management will review 

o The proposed rule ‘‘Offshore Air Quality Control, Reporting, and Compliance’’ 
published on April 5, 2016. See 81 FR 19717;  

o The final rule ‘‘Oil and Gas and Sulfur Operations in the Outer Continental 
Shelf—Blowout Preventer Systems and Well Control,’’ published on April 29, 
2016. See 81 FR 25887, and 

o The final rule ‘‘Oil and Gas and Sulfur Operations on the Outer Continental 
Shelf—Requirements for Exploratory Drilling on the Arctic Outer Continental 
Shelf,’’ published on July 15, 2016. See 81 FR 46478.  

Increasing Outdoor Recreation for All Americans, Enhancing Conservation Stewardship, and 
Improving Management of Species and Their Habitat 

On March 2, 2017, Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order (S.O.) 3347, Conservation 
Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation, which established a goal to enhance conservation 
stewardship, increase outdoor recreation, and improve the management of game species and their 
habitat. In S.O. No. 3356, Hunting, Fishing, Recreational Shooting, and Wildlife Conservation 
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Opportunities and Coordination with States, Tribes, and Territories (September 15, 2017), 
Interior announced continued efforts to enhance conservation stewardship; increase outdoor 
recreation opportunities for all Americans, including opportunities to hunt and fish; and improve 
the management of game species and their habitats for this generation and beyond.  

To help meet these goals, S.O. 3356 directs, among other actions, Interior bureaus and offices to: 

• work cooperatively with state, tribal, and territorial wildlife agencies to ensure that 
hunting and fishing regulations for Department lands and waters complement the 
regulations on the surrounding lands and waters to the extent legally practicable;  

• in close coordination and cooperation with the appropriate state, tribal, or territorial 
wildlife agency, begin the necessary process to modify regulations in order to advance 
shared wildlife conservation goals/objectives that align predator management programs, 
seasons, and methods of take permitted on all Department-managed lands and waters 
with corresponding programs, seasons, and methods established by state, tribal, and 
territorial wildlife management agencies to the extent legally practicable; and  

• create a plan to update all existing regulations to be consistent with the Order.  

Upholding trust responsibilities to the federally recognized American Indian and Alaska Native 
tribes and addressing the challenges of economic development 

BIA is committed to identifying opportunities to promote economic growth and the welfare of 
the people BIA serves by removing barriers to the development of energy and other resources in 
Indian country.   

Aggregate Deregulatory and Significant Regulatory Actions 

Interior has made substantial progress reducing its regulatory burdens upon the American public. 
After a thorough review of existing regulations planned for publication, Interior removed 154 
regulatory actions from its Spring 2017 Agenda of Regulatory Actions. This reduced its previous 
inventory of 321 by almost half.  In fiscal year 2018, Interior expects to finalize 28 deregulatory 
actions, resulting in more than a billion net present dollars (present value) of deregulatory cost 
savings.  Interior does not currently expect to publish any significant regulatory actions during 
the next year that are subject to E.O. 13771.  Throughout this document, the terms “deregulatory 
action” and “significant regulatory action” refer to actions that are subject to E.O. 13771. 
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Bureaus and Offices within the Department of the Interior 

The following sections give an overview of some of the major deregulatory and regulatory 
priorities of DOI bureaus and offices. 

Indian Affairs  

The Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) enhances the quality of life, promotes economic opportunity, 
and protects and improves the trust assets of approximately 1.9 million American Indians, Indian 
tribes, and Alaska Natives.  BIA also provides quality education opportunities to students in 
Indian schools.  BIA maintains a government-to-government relationship with the 567 federally 
recognized Indian tribes. The Bureau also administers and manages 55 million acres of surface 
land and 57 million acres of subsurface minerals held in trust by the United States for Indians 
and Indian tribes.   

Deregulatory and regulatory actions 

In the coming year, BIA’s regulatory plan focuses on priorities that ease regulatory burdens on 
Tribes, American Indians and Alaska Natives, and others subject to BIA regulations, in 
accordance with Executive Order (E.O.) 13771, Reducing Regulation and Controlling 
Regulatory Costs, and E.O. 13777, Enforcing the Regulatory Reform Agenda.  BIA has 
identified one deregulatory action on the current Agenda that would streamline the right-of-way 
process for governmental entities seeking a waiver of the requirement to obtain a bond in certain 
cases.  BIA has one significant regulatory action on the Agenda that would revise existing 
regulations governing off-reservation trust acquisitions to establish new items that must be 
included in an application and threshold criteria that must be met for off-reservation acquisitions 
before National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance will be required.  The rule would 
also reinstate the 30-day delay for taking land into trust following a decision by the Secretary or 
Assistant Secretary.  This rule is expected to have de minimis economic impacts and therefore 
likely exempt from offset requirements under E.O. 13771.  

Because many of its existing regulations require compliance with the NEPA, BIA will examine 
whether it can streamline NEPA implementation, in accordance with E.O. 13807, Establishing 
Discipline and Accountability in the Environmental Review and Permitting Process for 
Infrastructure Projects, and S.O. 3355, Streamlining National Environmental Policy Act Reviews 
and Implementation of Executive Order 13807. 

Bureau of Land Management 

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) manages more than 245 million acres of public land, 
primarily located in 12 Western states including Alaska. The BLM also administers 700 million 
acres of sub-surface mineral estate throughout the nation, creating jobs throughout the country 
and generating non-tax royalty revenue for the Federal government. As stewards, BLM has a 
multiple-use mission to provide opportunities for economic growth through energy development, 
ranching, mining, and logging, as well as outdoor recreation activities such as camping, hunting, 
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and fishing, while also supporting conservation efforts. Public lands provide valuable tangible 
goods and materials the American people use every day to heat their homes, build their roads, 
and feed their families. The BLM works hard to be a good neighbor in the communities it serves, 
and is committed to keeping public landscapes healthy and productive. 

Deregulatory and regulatory actions 

BLM has identified the following four deregulatory actions for the coming year with total 
estimated cost savings of at least $156 million: 

• Rescission of the 2015 BLM Hydraulic Fracturing Rule (RIN 1004-AE51) 
• Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation; Delay 

and Suspension of Implementation Dates for Certain Requirements (RIN 1004-AE54) 
• Revision or Rescission of the 2016 Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, 

and Resource Conservation rule (RIN 1004-AE53) 
• Resource Management Planning (RIN 1004-AE39 - CRA nullification conforming rule) 

BLM has no significant regulatory actions subject to E.O. 13771 planned in FY 2018. 

• Rescission of the 2015 BLM Hydraulic Fracturing Rule 

In March 2015, the BLM finalized a rule that would impose requirements on operators using 
hydraulic fracturing on Federal and Indian oil and gas leases.  However, before the rule became 
effective, a U.S. Federal District Court granted a preliminary injunction and then set aside the 
rule, preventing the BLM from implementing it.  The rule has never gone into effect.  The Court 
of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, however, vacated the district court’s decision in September 
2017.  If there are no further proceedings in the Tenth Circuit, the mandate will issue to the 
district court on November 13, 2017.  If that were to happen, the BLM would need to decide how 
to phase in compliance with the rule.  The rescission of these requirements would not leave 
hydraulic fracturing operations unregulated, as operators still need to comply with other Federal 
regulations and requirements, state regulations, and tribal regulations, where applicable.  

This is a good example of a regulation that is a prime candidate for regulatory reform because of 
the multiple regulations by authorities at the Federal, State, and tribal levels.  The BLM found 
that all 32 states with Federal oil and gas operations leases currently have laws or regulations to 
address hydraulic fracturing. Furthermore, since the 2015 final rule, more companies are using 
state-level resources to ensure compliance with other applicable Federal and state-level 
regulations. This redundancy makes the BLM rule an unnecessary regulatory burden, 
irrespective of whether BLM even has the authority to regulate hydraulic fracturing. 

Secretary of the Interior Ryan K. Zinke issued Secretarial Order No. 3349 entitled, “American 
Energy Independence” on March 29, 2017, which, among other things, directed the BLM to 
proceed expeditiously to propose to rescind the 2015 final rule. Upon further review of the 2015 
final rule, as directed by Executive Order 13783, and Secretarial Order No. 3349, the BLM 
determined that the 2015 final rule unnecessarily burdens industry with compliance costs and 
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information requirements that duplicate regulatory programs of many states and some tribes. As 
a result, on July 25, 2017 BLM proposed to rescind, in its entirety, the 2015 final rule. 
Rescinding the hydraulic fracturing rule will reduce regulatory burdens by enabling oil and gas 
operations to operate under one set of regulations within each state or tribal lands, rather than 
two. 
 

• Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation; Delay 
and Suspension of Implementation Dates for Certain Requirements 
 

Executive Order 13783 required Interior to review the final rule entitled, “Oil and Gas, Waste 
Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation,” 81 Fed. Reg. 83008 
(Nov. 18, 2016), also known as the “Venting and Flaring” rule. S.O. 3349 also ordered the BLM 
to review the rule.  During the review, the BLM found that parts of the rule imposed unnecessary 
burdens on industry.  It published a proposed rule in the Federal Register on October 5, 2017, 
seeking comment on temporarily suspending or delaying certain requirements until January 17, 
2019.  
 
A temporary suspension or delay, if implemented, would avoid compliance costs on operators 
for requirements that may be rescinded or significantly revised in the near future. For certain 
requirements in the 2016 rule that have yet to be implemented, the proposed rule would 
temporarily postpone the implementation dates. For certain requirements in the 2016 rule that are 
currently in effect, the proposed rule would temporarily suspend them. This would give the BLM 
sufficient time to review the 2016 final rule and consider revising or rescinding its requirements. 
This will also provide industry additional time to plan for and engineer responsive infrastructure 
modifications that will comply with the regulation.  It will lower the cost of compliance and 
spread the cost over more time. 
 

• Revision or Rescission of the 2016 Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, 
and Resource Conservation rule 

 
During the review of the Venting and Flaring rule, the BLM determined that the rule is 
inconsistent with the policy stated in E.O. 13783 that “it is in the national interest to promote 
clean and safe development of our nation’s vast energy resources, while at the same time 
avoiding regulatory burdens that unnecessarily encumber energy production, constrain economic 
growth, and prevent job creation.”  Consistent with this finding, the BLM intends to issue a 
proposed rule that would eliminate overlap with the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) 
Clean Air Act authorities and clarify requirements related to the beneficial use of gas on Federal 
and Indian lands.   
 

• Resource Management Planning 
 
The BLM published the Planning 2.0 Rule on December 12, 2016 (81 FR 89580).  The rule 
became effective on January 11, 2017.  However, President Trump signed a resolution of 
disapproval under the Congressional Review Act (CRA), which was signed into law as Public 
Law 115-12 on March 27, 2017.  Under the terms of the Congressional Review Act, the rule is 
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“treated as though such rule had never taken effect.”  5 U.S.C. 801(f). The BLM is publishing a 
rule to remove nullified language from the Code of Federal Regulations to conform the Code of 
Federal Regulations to the CRA resolution.  OMB views actions under the CRA as deregulatory 
for purposes of E.O. 13771.  Some commenters expressed concern that the nullified rule would 
have moved decisions to the BLM Director in Washington, DC and away from states and local 
communities that are most affected by land use decisions. 

Bureau of Ocean Energy Management  

BOEM is committed to the Administration proposition that “A brighter future depends on energy 
policies that stimulate our economy, ensure our security, and protect our health.”  In accordance 
with Executive Order 13783 of March 28, 2017, Promoting Energy independence and Economic 
Growth, BOEM is committed to the safe and orderly development of our offshore energy land 
and mineral resources, with the goal of avoiding regulatory burdens that unnecessarily encumber 
energy production, constrain economic growth, and prevent job creation.  BOEM is committed to 
identifying regulatory and deregulatory opportunities and policies that lower costs and stimulate 
development.  BOEM continues to strengthen U.S. energy security and energy independence.  
BOEM creates jobs, benefits local communities, and strengthens the economy by offering 
opportunities to develop the conventional and renewable energy and mineral resources of the 
Outer Continental Shelf (OCS). 

Deregulatory and regulatory actions 

BOEM is carefully analyzing two Interior rules related to offshore energy that are identified in 
E.O. 13795 (Implementing an America-First Offshore Energy Strategy).  To implement that 
Executive Order, Interior issued S.O. 3350, America-First Offshore Energy Strategy, which 
enhances opportunities for energy exploration, leasing, and development on the OCS; establishes 
regulatory certainty for OCS activities; and enhances conservation stewardship, thereby 
providing jobs, energy security, and revenue for the American people.  That order also provides 
deadlines for review of the rules identified in the E.O.  Specifically, S.O. 3350 directs BOEM to: 

• Immediately cease all activities to promulgate the “Offshore Air Quality Control, 
Reporting, and Compliance” proposed rule, published on April 5, 2016 (81 FR 19717).  
As directed, BOEM also provided a report explaining the effects of not issuing a new rule 
addressing offshore air quality, and providing options for revising or withdrawing the 
proposed rule.  BOEM withdrew the proposed rule and is now considering best options 
going forward. 

• Promptly review, in consultation with the Bureau of Safety and Environmental 
Enforcement (BSEE), the final rule “Oil and Gas and Sulfur Operations on the Outer 
Continental Shelf—Requirements for Exploratory Drilling on the Arctic Outer 
Continental Shelf,” published on July 15, 2016 (81 FR 46478), for consistency with the 
policy set forth in section 2 of the Executive Order and provide a report summarizing the 
review and providing recommendations on whether to suspend, revise, or rescind the 
rule.  In coordination with BSEE and consultation with stakeholders, BOEM will decide 
whether it should proceed with deregulatory options that could allow operators to 
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continue operating later into the drilling season, providing jobs, strengthening the 
economy, and supporting the development of America’s energy reserves.  

BOEM has no significant regulatory actions planned for fiscal year 2018. 

Streamlining renewable energy regulations 

Since renewable energy regulations were promulgated in 2009, BOEM has made substantial 
progress moving forward with the planning and implementation of seven lease sales, the issuance 
of twelve commercial leases, with a thirteenth in progress, and the processing of a number of 
significant project survey and site assessment plans.  BOEM has worked closely with industry 
and solicited public input throughout the early stages of its program to help identify several 
regulatory improvements that: (1) simplify and clarify requirements; (2) reduce the regulatory 
burden on industry by providing more flexibility in developing proposals and acquiring needed 
authorizations; (3) defer certain planning and development costs on industry; and (4) resolve 
contradictions and administrative inconsistencies.  Overall, the proposed regulatory 
improvements are corrective, and will facilitate the efficient business development of renewable 
energy resources on the OCS. 

Compliance with Executive, Secretary, and statutory mandates 

BOEM will continue to be responsive to the various regulatory reform initiatives, including 
identifying and acting upon any regulations, orders, guidance, policies or any similar actions that 
could potentially burden the development or utilization of domestically produced energy sources. 

Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement 

The Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement’s (BSEE) mission is to promote offshore 
conservation, development and production of offshore energy resources while ensuring that 
offshore operations are safe and environmentally responsible.  BSEE's priorities in fulfillment of 
its mission are to: (1) promote and regulate offshore energy development using the full range of 
authorities, policies, and tools to ensure safety and environmental responsibility; and (2) build 
and sustain the organizational, technical, and intellectual capacity within and across BSEE's key 
functions in order to keep pace with offshore industry technology improvements, innovate in 
economically sound regulation and enforcement, and reduce risk through appropriate risk 
assessment and regulatory and enforcement actions. 

Consistent with the directions in Executive Orders (E.O.s) issued in March 2017 (E.O. 13783 – 
Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth) and in April 2017 (E.O. 13795 – 
Implementing an America-First Offshore Energy Strategy), as well as with the President’s 
January 30, 2017 E.O. on Reducing Regulation and Controlling Regulatory Costs, BSEE is 
reviewing existing regulations to determine whether they may potentially burden the 
development or use of domestically produced energy resources, constrain economic growth, or 
prevent job creation.  BSEE is well-positioned to help maintain the Nation's position as a global 
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energy leader and foster energy security and resilience for the benefit of the American people, 
while ensuring that any such activity is performed in a safe and environmentally sustainable 
manner. 

Deregulatory and regulatory actions 

BSEE has identified the following four deregulatory actions under E.O. 13771 as high priorities: 

• Well Control and Blowout Prevention Systems Rule Revision 

In April 2016, BSEE issued a final rule entitled “Oil and Gas and Sulfur Operations in the 
Outer Continental Shelf-Blowout Preventer Systems and Well Control.”  BSEE will 
propose a rule to reduce regulatory burdens and encourage job-creating development, 
while still ensuring safe and environmentally sustainable offshore operations.  Among the 
changes it is considering are: 

o Revising the requirements for sufficient accumulator capacity and remotely-
operated vehicle (ROV) capability to both open and close rams on subsea Blowout 
Preventers (BOPs) (i.e., to only require capability to close the rams); 

o Revising the requirement to shut in platforms when a lift boat approaches within 
500 feet; 

o Extending the 14-day interval between pressure testing of BOP systems to 21 Days 
in appropriate situations; 

o Clarifying that the requirement for weekly testing of two BOP control stations 
means testing one station (not both stations) per week; 

o Simplifying testing pressures for verification of ram closure; and  
o Revising or deleting the requirement to submit test results to BSEE District 

Managers within 72 hours. 
 

• Exploratory Drilling on the Arctic Outer Continental Shelf Rule 

In July 2016, BSEE and BOEM jointly issued a final rule entitled “Oil and Gas and 
Sulfur Operations on the Outer Continental Shelf—Requirements for Exploratory 
Drilling on the Arctic Outer Continental Shelf.”  BSEE is reviewing its provisions in the 
joint rule to identify potential opportunities reduce regulatory burdens while still ensuring 
safe and environmentally sustainable offshore operations.  Some of the revisions BSEE is 
considering are: 

o Eliminating the requirement for capture of water-based muds and cuttings; 
o Eliminating the requirement for a cap and flow system and containment dome that 

are capable of being located at the well site within 7 days of loss of well control; 
o Eliminating the reference to the expected return of sea ice from the requirements 

to be able to drill a relief well within 45 days of loss of well control; and 
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o Eliminating the reference to equivalent technology from the mudline cellar 
requirement. 
 

BOEM and BSEE are also exploring joint options that would allow greater flexibility for 
operators to continue to drill later into the Arctic drilling season.  If they are successful in 
implementing this strategy, exploration of the Nation’s Arctic oil and gas reserves will 
increase while providing appropriate safety and environmental protection. 
 
BOEM and BSEE will engage stakeholders before proposing rulemaking and the list of 
potential areas for proposed reform may be adjusted based on feedback received. 
 

• Production Safety Systems Rule 

In September 2016, BSEE issued a final rule entitled “Oil and Gas and Sulfur Operations 
on the Outer Continental Shelf-Oil and Gas Production Safety Systems.”  BSEE is 
reviewing the rule to identify opportunities to reduce regulatory burdens while still 
ensuring safe and environmentally sustainable offshore operations.  If BSEE identifies 
areas for deregulation, it plans to tier a proposed rule behind the Well Control Rule and 
Arctic rule in terms of potential burden reduction. 

In addition to the rules previously identified, BSEE is reviewing the remainder of its regulations 
to identify other requirements that could be modified to increase efficiency, streamline processes, 
reduce industry burden, and maximize energy resources while ensuring offshore operations are 
performed in a safe and environmentally sustainable manner. 

BSEE has no significant regulatory actions subject to E.O. 13771 planned for fiscal year 2018. 

Office of Natural Resources Revenue 

For the benefit of all Americans, the Office of Natural Resources Revenue (ONRR) collects, 
accounts for, and verifies natural resource and energy revenues due to States, American Indians, 
and the U.S. Treasury. This revenue goes to State governments, as well as several Federal funds 
that support projects at the local and national levels, including support for critical infrastructure 
projects and to develop public outdoor recreation areas.  ONRR disburses 100% of revenue 
collected from resource extraction on American Indian lands back to the Indian Tribes and 
individual Indian landowners. 

Deregulatory and regulatory actions 

ONRR finalized the repeal of its Consolidated Federal Oil & Gas and Federal & Indian Coal 
Valuation Reform rule on September 6, 2017.  ONRR plans one deregulatory action for fiscal 
year 2018, the repeal of its rule on service of official correspondence.   

ONRR has no significant regulatory actions subject to E.O. 13771 planned for fiscal year 2018. 
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ONRR also will seek ideas to reduce the Federal regulatory burden through advice received from 
the reinstatement of key committees that will assess and advise ONRR on royalty policies and 
regulatory actions related to natural resource and energy revenues. 

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement 

The Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement (OSMRE) was created by the 
Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 (SMCRA). Under SMCRA, OSMRE has 
two principal functions - the regulation of surface coal mining and reclamation operations, and 
the reclamation and restoration of abandoned coal mine lands. In enacting SMCRA, Congress 
directed OSMRE to "strike a balance between protection of the environment and agricultural 
productivity and the Nation's need for coal as an essential source of energy." OSMRE seeks to 
develop and maintain a regulatory program that provides a safe, cost-effective, and 
environmentally sound supply of coal to help support the Nation’s economy and local 
communities.  

Deregulatory and regulatory actions 

• Stream Protection. 

The Stream Protection rule was nullified under the Congressional Review Act.  OSMRE 
will conform the Code of Federal Regulations to the Congressional action and will 
consider options to protect resources in a way that does not unnecessarily burden the 
American people.  OSMRE estimates that this action will result in deregulatory cost 
savings of approximately $82 million. See 82 FR 54924 (November 17, 2017). 

OSMRE is reviewing additional actions to reduce burdens on coal development, including, for 
example, reviewing the state program amendment process to reduce the time it takes to formally 
amend an approved regulatory program. 

OSMRE has no significant regulatory actions planned for fiscal year 2018. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

The mission of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) is to work with others to conserve, 
protect, and enhance fish, wildlife, and plants and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the 
American people. FWS also provides opportunities for Americans to enjoy the outdoors and our 
shared natural heritage. 

FWS fulfills its responsibilities through a diverse array of programs that: 

• Protect and recover endangered and threatened species;  
• Monitor and manage migratory birds;  
• Enforce Federal wildlife laws and regulate international trade;  
• Conserve and restore wildlife habitat such as wetlands;  
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• Help foreign governments conserve wildlife through international conservation efforts;  
• Distribute Federal funds to States, territories, and tribes for fish and wildlife conservation 

projects; and  
• Manage the more than 150 million acres of land and water from the Caribbean to the 

remote Pacific in National Wildlife Refuge System, which protects and conserves fish 
and wildlife and their habitats, and allows the public to engage in outdoor recreational 
activities.  

Deregulatory and regulatory actions 

During the next year, FWS regulatory priorities will include:  

• Regulations under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 

FWS will take multiple regulatory actions under the ESA to prevent the extinction of and 
facilitate recovery of both domestic and foreign animal and plant species. Accordingly, FWS will 
add species to, remove species from, and reclassify species on the Lists of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants and designate critical habitat for certain listed species, in 
accordance with the National Listing Workplan.  The Workplan enables us to prioritize our 
workload based on the needs of candidate and petitioned species, while providing greater clarity 
and predictability about the timing of listing determinations to state wildlife agencies, non-profit 
organizations, and other diverse stakeholders and partners, with the goal of encouraging 
proactive conservation so that federal protections are not needed in the first place. The Workplan 
represents the conservation priorities of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) based on 
our review of scientific information.  In addition, FWS, jointly with the National Marine 
Fisheries Service, will improve how the ESA is administered and reduce unneeded burdens.  
FWS will review opportunities to create efficiencies and streamline the consultation process and 
the listing and delisting process. 

• Regulations under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). 

In carrying out our responsibility to manage migratory bird populations, we issue annual 
migratory bird hunting regulations, which establish the frameworks (outside limits) for States to 
establish season lengths, bag limits, and areas for migratory game bird hunting.  

To become more efficient and timely, the FWS is reviewing public input and considering 
whether additional regulatory changes would be appropriate to reduce the burden on industry and 
allow applicants to proceed more quickly through the bald and golden eagle permit process. 

• Regulations to administer the National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS). 

In carrying out its statutory responsibility to provide wildlife-dependent recreational 
opportunities on NWRS lands, FWS issues an annual rule to update the hunting and fishing 
regulations on specific refuges.  
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• Regulations to carry out the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration and Dingell-Johnson 
Sport Fish Restoration Acts (Acts). 

Under the Acts, the FWS distributes annual apportionments to States from trust funds derived 
from excise tax revenues and fuel taxes. FWS continues to work closely with state fish and 
wildlife agencies on how to use these funds to implement conservation projects. To strengthen its 
partnership with State conservation organizations, FWS is working on several rules to update and 
clarify our regulations. Planned regulatory revisions will help to reflect several new decisions 
agreed upon by state conservation organizations. 

• Regulations to carry out the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild 
Fauna and Flora (CITES) and the Lacey Act. 

In accordance with section 3(a) of Executive Order 13609 (Promoting International Regulatory 
Cooperation), FWS will update its CITES regulations to incorporate provisions resulting from 
the 16th and 17th Conference of the Parties to CITES. The revisions will help FWS more 
effectively promote species conservation and help U.S. importers and exporters of wildlife 
products understand how to conduct lawful international trade.  

FWS has no significant regulatory actions that are subject to E.O. 13771 planned for fiscal year 
2018. 

National Park Service 

The National Park Service (NPS) preserves the natural and cultural resources and values within 
417 units of the National Park System encompassing nearly 84 million acres of lands and waters 
for the enjoyment, education, and inspiration of this and future generations.  The NPS also 
cooperates with partners to extend the benefits of resource conservation and outdoor recreation 
throughout the United States and the world. 

Deregulatory and regulatory actions 

The NPS intends to issue five deregulatory actions in this regulatory period and no significant 
regulatory actions. The NPS does not have any entries for the Fall Regulatory Plan because none 
of its regulatory actions are significant under Executive Order 12866.  

Deregulatory Actions  

The NPS will undertake four deregulatory actions under Executive Order 13771 (“Reducing 
Regulation and Controlling Regulatory Costs”) that will reduce regulatory costs. Several of these 
actions also comply with section 6 of Executive Order 13563 (“Improving Regulation and 
Regulatory Review”) because they will remove or modify outdated and excessively complicated 
and burdensome regulations.  

• The NPS intends to issue a proposed rule that would revise existing regulations 
implementing the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) 
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to streamline requirements for museums and Federal agencies. The rule would describe 
the NAGPRA process in accessible language with clear time parameters, eliminate 
ambiguity, clarify terms, and improve efficiency.  

• The NPS will issue a final rule that removes an outdated reference to a document 
establishing environmental criteria for power transmissions lines that is no longer used 
by the NPS to evaluate applications for rights of way.  

• The NPS intends to issue a proposed rule containing technical and clarifying edits. This 
rule would remove obsolete regulations establishing different criminal penalties for 
violating NPS regulations in military parks and national historic sites. This rule would 
also clarify existing regulations to comply with recent decisions by the U.S. Supreme 
Court. This clarification would state that a motor vehicle operator may not be required 
to submit a blood test to measure blood alcohol and drug content without a search 
warrant.  

• The NPS intends to issue a proposed rule that would state that the NPS will not prohibit 
nor require a permit for or prohibit an individual from transporting a bow or crossbow 
that is not ready for immediate use across National Park System Units if the possession 
and transportation of the bow or crossbow is in compliance with state law.   

Regulatory Review  

Through S.O. 3349, American Energy Independence (Mar. 29, 2017), the U.S. Department of the 
Interior announced its intention to review all existing actions that potentially burden the 
development or utilization of domestically produced energy resources and suspend, revise, or 
rescind such agency actions as soon as practicable. In accordance with this Secretarial Order, the 
NPS will review the final rule entitled ‘‘General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas 
Rights,’’ 81 FR 77972 (November 4, 2016). 

The NPS intends to take a fresh look at a final rule on sport hunting and trapping in Alaska that 
published in October 2015 (80 FR 65325). This final rule amended 36 CFR 13, Subparts A, B, 
and F, to revise regulations for sport hunting and trapping in National Preserves in Alaska. The 
rule also updated the procedures for closing an area or restricting an activity in National Park 
Service areas in Alaska; updated subsistence regulations that are obsolete; prohibited the 
obstruction of persons lawfully engaged in hunting or trapping; and authorized the use of native 
species as bait for fishing.  NPS will consider public comments and may revise the rule. See 82 
FR 52868 (November 15, 2017). 

The NPS intends to finalize a regulation allowing the free-distribution of message bearing items 
such as readable electronic media; clothing and accessories; buttons; pins; and bumper stickers. 
This will give visitors an additional channel of communication when visiting NPS-administered 
areas.  
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Regulatory Actions 

The NPS plans to issue no new significant regulatory actions in fiscal year 2018.  The NPS will 
undertake several non-significant regulatory actions in the coming year that will provide new 
opportunities for the public to enjoy and experience certain areas within the National Park 
System. These include regulations authorizing (i) off-road vehicle use at Cape Lookout National 
Seashore (final rule) and Glen Canyon National Recreation Area (proposed rule); (ii) bicycling at 
Rocky Mountain National Park (final rule) and Pea Ridge National Military Park (proposed 
rule); and (iii) the launching of non-motorized vessels from Colonial National Historic Park 
(proposed rule).  

All of these regulatory actions will allow the public to use NPS-administered lands and waters in 
a manner that protects the resources and values of the National Park System. All of these actions 
are designated in the Regulatory Agenda as exempt under Executive Order 13771 because they 
are expected to generate de minimis costs. 

Bureau of Reclamation  

The Bureau of Reclamation's mission is to manage, develop, and protect water and related 
resources in an environmentally and economically sound manner in the interest of the American 
public. To accomplish this mission, we employ management, engineering, and science to achieve 
effective and environmentally sensitive solutions. Reclamation projects provide: Irrigation water 
service, municipal and industrial water supply, hydroelectric power generation, water quality 
improvement, groundwater management, fish and wildlife enhancement, outdoor recreation, 
flood control, navigation, river regulation and control, system optimization, and related uses. We 
have continued to focus on increased security at our facilities.  

Deregulatory and regulatory actions 

The Bureau of Reclamation will publish no deregulatory or significant regulatory actions in 
fiscal year 2018.   

Its regulatory program focus in Fiscal Year 2018 is to publish a proposed nonsignificant 
amendment to 43 CFR part 429 to bring it into compliance with the requirements of 43 CFR part 
5, Commercial Filming and Similar Projects and Still Photography on Certain Areas under 
Department Jurisdiction. Publishing this rule would implement the provisions of Public Law 
106-206, which directs the establishment of permits and reasonable fees for commercial filming 
and certain still photography activities on public lands.  
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Secretary

Title Stage Next Action Significance
EO 13771 

Designation
Status

1004-
AE53

BLM ASLM

Waste Prevention, Production Subject 
to Royalties, and Resource 
Conservation; Rescission or Revision of 
Certain Requirements

Final Rule Aug-18
Economically 

Significant
Deregulatory

Final rule scheduled for 8/2018. BLM submitted the 
draft final rule to OMB on 6/18/2018 for an expedited 
formal review. E.O. 12866 comments are due to OMB 
on 7/03/2018. The proposed rule published 2/22/2018 
(83 FR 7924); the comment period closed 4/23/2018.

1014-
AA39

BSEE ASLM
Well Control and Blowout Systems 
(Revision)

Final Rule May 18 
Nov-18

Economically 
Significant

Deregulatory
Proposed rule published 5/11/2018 (83 FR 22128). 
Comments are due by 7/10/2018.

1082-
AA01

BOEM/
BSEE

ASLM
Revisions to the Requirements for 
Exploratory Drilling on the Arctic Outer 
Continental Shelf

Proposed 
Rule

Aug-18
Economically 

Significant
Deregulatory

Joint RIN established. Proposed rule scheduled for 
10/2018. Draft proposed rule expected to be 
transmitted to OMB in August for formal review. 

1014-
AA37

BSEE ASLM Oil and Gas Production Safety Systems Final Rule
Apr 18
May-18

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Other Significant
Deregulatory

Final rule transmitted to OMB for E.O. 12866 review 
5/30/2018. OMB anticipated a two-week E.O. 12866 
review and provided passback comments on 6/15/2018. 
The proposed rule published 12/29/2017 (82 FR 61703); 
the comment period closed 1/29/2018. 

1076-
AF36

BIA ASIA
Off-Reservation Trust Acquisitions and 
Action on Trust Acquisition Requests

Proposed 
Rule

Jun-18 Other Significant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt
Currently in consultation with tribes through 6/18. 
Draft rule expected 12/18.

1018-
BC87

FWS ASFWP

Conservation of Endangered and 
Threatened Species; Revisions of 
Regulations to Address Interagency 
Cooperation

Proposed 
Rule

Jun-18 Other Significant Deregulatory

Proposed rule transmitted to OMB 4/2/18.  The 
Services submitted responses to a second round of 
interagency comments on 6/18/18. OMB is currently 
deciding next steps, which will likely include a phone 
call with NOAA, FWS, and EPA.

1018-
BC88

FWS ASFWP

Endangered and Threatened Species of 
Wildlife and Plants; Revision of the 
Regulations for Listing Species and 
Designating Critical Habitat

Proposed 
Rule

Jun-18 Other Significant Deregulatory

Proposed rule transmitted to OMB 4/2/18. The 
Services submitted responses to a second round of 
interagency comments on 6/18/18. OMB is currently 
deciding next steps, which will likely include a phone 
call with NOAA, FWS, and EPA.

1018-
BC97

FWS ASFWP
Revision of the 4(d) Regulations for 
Threatened Species

Proposed 
Rule

Jun-18 Other Significant Deregulatory

Proposed rule transmitted to OMB 4/2/18. The Service 
submitted responses to a second round of interagency 
comments on 6/18/18.  OMB is currently deciding next 
steps.
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Title Stage Next Action Significance
EO 13771 

Designation
Status

1024-
AE45

NPS ASFWP
Demonstrations and Special Events on 
the National Mall and Memorial Parks

Proposed 
Rule

Aug 18 Jun-
18 

Substantive, 
nonsignificant

Not subject to, not 
significant

Proposed rule scheduled for 6/2018 8/2018. NPS & 
SOL drafting the proposal. OMB determined that the 
proposed rule is not significant. They want to see 
comments received before making a significance 
determination on the final rule.

1024-
AE44

NPS ASFWP
Transporting Bows and Crossbows 
Across NPS System Units

Final Rule Jul-18
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory

Final rule scheduled for 7/2018. Proposed rule 
published 3/2/2018 (83 FR 8959); the comment period 
closed 5/1/2018. We received 40 comments.

1024-
AE47

NPS ASFWP
Commercial Services Agreements; 
Implementing the Visitor Experience 
Improvements Authority

Proposed 
Rule

Jul 18
Sept-18

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Not subject to, not 
significant

Proposed rule scheduled for 7/2018 9/2018.

1024-
AE49

NPS ASFWP
National Register of Historic 
Places—General Revisions

Proposed 
Rule

May 18
Jul-18

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Not subject to, not 
significant

Proposed rule scheduled for 5/2018 7/2018.

1024-
AE38

NPS ASFWP
Alaska; Hunting and Trapping in 
National Preserves

Final Rule Sep-18
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, not 

significant
Proposed rule published 5/22/2018 (83 FR 23621). 
Comment period closes 7/23/18. 

1090-
AB17

ASPMB ASPMB
Natural Resource Damages and 
Restoration—Hazardous Substances

Prerule  Jun-18
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Other ANPRM scheduled for 6/2018.

1090-
AB18

ASPMB ASPMB
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA)

Proposed 
Rule

 Oct-18
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory Proposed rule scheduled for 10/2018.
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Bureaus Assistant 
Secretaries

Total 
Actions 
(RINs)

New RINs 
approved*

Significant 
Regulatory 

Actions 
Subject to EO 
13771 Offset

Deregulatory 
Actions 

Completed 
Between Fall 

2017 and 
Spring 2018

Total 
Deregulatory 

RINs**
Withdrawn Completed***

FWS 159 63 0 2 32 4 17
NPS 18 4 0 3 13 0 4
FW 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

ASFWP 177 67 0 5 45 4 21
BLM 8 3 0 3 4 0 4
OSMRE 2 1 0 0 0 0 1
BOEM 5 3 0 0 0 0 2
BSEE 9 3 0 0 2 3 4
ASLM 1 1 0 0 1 0 0

ASLM 24 10 0 3 6 3 11
BOR 1 0 0 0 0 1 1
USGS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ASWS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

ASWS 1 0 0 0 0 1 1
BIA 13 3 0 0 1 0 2
ASIA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

ASIA 13 3 0 0 1 0 2
ONRR 3 0 0 0 0 0 2
OHA 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Other PMB 6 0 0 0 2 0 0

ASPMB 10 1 0 0 2 0 2
OS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 225 81 0 8 54 8 37

* Included in Total Actions (A RIN is a "Regulation Identifier Number")
**Total Deregulatory Actions in the Agenda, including completed deregulatory actions
***Includes rules that are effective and RINs that have been withdrawn
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Code Agency Agenda* 
Entries New RINs Total 

1004 BLM 6 3 8
1010 BOEM 2 3 5
1014 BSEE 6 3 9
1029 OSMRE 1 1 2
1018 FWS 97 63 159
1024 NPS 14 4 18
1006 BOR 1 0 1
1028 USGS 0 0 0
1076 BIA 10 3 13
1012 ONRR 3 0 3
1090 PMB 6 0 6
1094 OHA 0 1 1

146 81 225
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Significant Regulatory
Unfuturize
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Fiscal Year of 
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Significance
13771 

Determination

Estimated 
Regulatory Cost 

(Significant 
Regulatory 

Actions Only)

Estimated 
Deregulatory Cost 

Savings (All 
Deregulatory 

Actions)

Comments Internal Staff Working Notes

Fall Agenda 
Projected 
Next Action 
Date

1018-AU96 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Hawaiian Hawk 
From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife

Final Rule Stage 08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1004-AE55 YES BLM
Minerals Management: Adjustment of Cost 
Recovery Fees

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-AV82 NO FWS
Migratory Bird Permits; Revisions to 
Banding or Marking Permits

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-AW04 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of Eureka Dunes Evening 
Primrose and Eureka Valley Dunegrass 
From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Plants

Completed 
Action

3/29/2018
substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-AW66 NO FWS
Wildlife and Fisheries; Clean Vessel Act 
Grant Program

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-AW83 NO FWS
Revising Regulations; Implementing the 
Wild Bird Conservation Act of 1992

Proposed Rule 
Stage

06/00/2018
substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-AY03 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Revision of the Listing and 
Reclassification of the Tidewater Goby 
From Endangered to Threatened

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1076-AF13 NO BIA
Bureau of Indian Education (BIE)--
Standards, Assessment, and Accountability

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-AY05 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of Eastern Cougar From 
the List of Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife

Completed 
Action

2/22/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-AZ18 NO FWS
Fee Exemption Program for Low-Risk 
Business Users at Designated Ports

Long-Term 
Actions

00/00/0000
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-AZ38 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Critical Habitat Designation for 
Three Hawaiian Big Island Plant Species

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AE24 NO NPS
Cape Lookout National Seashore; Off-Road 
Vehicle Management

Final Rule Stage 10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-AZ65 NO FWS
General Permit Procedures; Fees and 
Clarifications

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-AZ71 NO FWS
Importation, Exportation, and 
Transportation of Wildlife

Proposed Rule 
Stage

06/00/2018 Other Significant Deregulatory
Flipped from Regultory to deregultory per 
COS FW. 

1018-BA33 NO FWS
Financial Assistance; Wildlife Restoration, 
Sport Fish Restoration, Hunter Education 
and Safety

Final Rule Stage 06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BA43 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of Borax Lake Chub From 
Endangered to Threatened

Proposed Rule 
Stage

06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BA54 NO FWS

Lists of Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants; Corrections of Errors 
for Descriptions of Listing Locations for 
Wildlife Species Listed Both in the United 
States and Foreign Countries

Final Rule Stage 09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1076-AF24 NO
Education Contracts Under the Johnson-
O'Malley Act

Proposed Rule 
Stage

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AE31 NO NPS Rocky Mountain National Park; Bicycling
Completed 

Action
05/00/2018 4/2/2018

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Deregulatory

NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 
changed date from March 2018 to May to 
ensure this was reported as a final action (and 
not "no stage")

1004-AE39 NO BLM Resource Management Planning
Completed 

Action
12/21/2017

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Deregulatory
Mising from 13771 spreadhseet. Should it be 
included?

1018-BA76 NO FWS

Subsistence Management Regulations for 
Public Lands in Alaska; 2017-2018 and 2018-
2019 Subsistence Taking of Fish and 
Shellfish

Completed 
Action

1/23/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt

1018-BA77 NO FWS
Injurious Wildlife Species; Listing 
Salamanders Due to Risk of Salamander 
Chytrid Fungus

Long-Term 
Actions

00/00/0000
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1076-AF30 NO BIA Indian Trader Regulations
Proposed Rule 

Stage
12/00/2018

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Not subject to, 
not significant

ADS and ASIA agreed to leave this item on the 
Agenda (despite ADS directing we withdraw 

1018-BA78 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Black Warrior 
Waterdog

Completed 
Action

2/2/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1076-AF31 NO BIA Indian Electric Power Utilities Final Rule Stage 07/00/2018 Info./Admin./Other
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BA81 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removing Textual Descriptions of 
Critical Habitat Boundaries for Wildlife

Final Rule Stage 04/00/2018 Info./Admin./Other
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BA88 NO FWS
Migratory Bird Subsistence Harvest in 
Alaska; Exempting Subsistence Hunters 
From Duck Stamp Purchase

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BB21 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Technical Corrections of Taxonomy 
and Nomenclature for Wildlife and Plant 
Species

Final Rule Stage 09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AE32 NO NPS
Free Distribution of Other Message Bearing 
Items in NPS Units Nationwide

Completed 
Action

2/15/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BB22 NO FWS

Subsistence Management Regulations for 
Public Lands in Alaska--Applicability and 
Scope; Tongass National Forest Submerged 
Lands

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB23 NO FWS

Federal Migratory Bird Hunting and 
Conservation Stamp Contest Regulations; 
Revisions to Artwork Requirements and 
Administrative Updates and Corrections

Completed 
Action

3/21/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB27 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Lesser Prairie-
Chicken

Proposed Rule 
Stage

06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Other Changed from regultory to other per FW COS.

1018-BB34 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination for the Texas 
Hornshell

Completed 
Action

3/12/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB38 NO FWS
Subsistence Management Regulations for 
Public Lands in Alaska; 2018-2019 and 2019-
2020 Subsistence Taking of Wildlife

Final Rule Stage 6/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt

1018-BB39 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of Hidden Lake Bluecurls 
From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Plants

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BB40 NO FWS
Migratory Bird Hunting; 2017-2018 
Migratory Game Bird Hunting Regulations

Completed 
Action

2/5/2018
Economically 

Significant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt
FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BB41 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removing the Deseret Milk-Vetch 
From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Plants

Final Rule Stage 10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BB45 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination for the Yellow 
Lance

Completed 
Action

5/3/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB46 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination for the 
Louisiana Pine Snake

Completed 
Action

5/7/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB52 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination for the 
Western Glacier Stonefly and Meltwater 
Lednian Stonefly

Final Rule Stage 5/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB64 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination for the San 
Fernando Valley Spineflower

Completed 
Action

3/15/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant



1004-AE51 NO BLM
Onshore Oil and Gas Operations--Annual 
Civil Penalties Inflation Adjustments

Completed 
Action

1/29/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1004-AE52 NO BLM
Rescission of the 2015 BLM Hydraulic 
Fracturing Rule

Completed 
Action

12/29/2017 Other Significant Deregulatory
Mising from 13771 spreadhseet. Should it be 
included?

1018-BB73 NO FWS
Migratory Bird Hunting; 2018-2019 
Migratory Game Bird Hunting Regulations

Proposed Rule 
Stage

03/00/2018
Economically 

Significant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt
FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1004-AE53 NO BLM

Waste Prevention, Production Subject to 
Royalties, and Resource Conservation; 
Rescission or Revision or Certain 
Requirements

Final Rule Stage 7/00/2018 Other Significant Deregulatory Reported on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BB76 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Monito Gecko From 
the List of Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife

Final Rule Stage 01/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1010-AD98 NO BOEM
Consumer Price Index Adjustments of the 
Oil Pollution Act of 1990 Limit of Liability 
for Offshore Facilities

Completed 
Action

2/20/2018
Routine and 

Frequent
Not subject to, 
not significant

1010-AD99 NO BOEM
Oil and Gas and Sulphur Operations in the 
Outer Continental Shelf--Civil Penalties 
Inflation Adjustments

Completed 
Action

3/2/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

Approved to publish 2/5/18
Changed next action date to May to prevent 
"no stage" error.

1018-BB77 NO FWS
Migratory Bird Permits; Removing a 
Depredation Order for Scrub Jays and 
Steller's Jays in Washington and Oregon

Proposed Rule 
Stage; 

Withdrawal
05/00/2018

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB78 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing the Contiguous U.S. Distinct 
Population Segment of the North American 
Wolverine

Final Rule Stage 06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB79 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Black-Capped Vireo 
From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife

Completed 
Action

5/16/2018 5/16/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BB83 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Reclassification of Lepanthes 
Eltoroensis From Endangered to 
Threatened

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB84 NO FWS

Administrative Requirements Under the 
Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration 
and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish Restoration 
Acts; Phase 2 of 4

Proposed Rule 
Stage

12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB85 NO FWS

Administrative Requirements Under the 
Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration 
and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish Restoration 
Acts; Phase 3 of 4

Long-Term 
Actions

5/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB86 NO FWS

Administrative Requirements Under the 
Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration 
and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish Restoration 
Acts; Phase 4 of 4

Long-Term 
Actions

11/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB87 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Gypsum Wild-
Buckwheat From the List of Endangered 
and Threatened Plants

Final Rule Stage 06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1004-AE54 NO BLM

Waste Prevention, Production Subject to 
Royalties, and Resource Conservation; 
Delay and Suspension of Implementation 
Dates for Certain Requirements

Completed 
Action

1/8/2018
substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory

1076-AF36 NO BIA
Off-Reservation Trust Acquisitions and 
Action on Trust Acquisition Requests

Long-Term 
Actions

06/00/2019 Other Significant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt

1018-BB88 NO FWS
Eagle Permits; Revisions to Regulations for 
Eagle Permits for Indian Religious Use

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
other

1018-BB89 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Reclassification of the Kuenzler 
Hedgehog Cactus From the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Plants

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB90 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Reclassification of the Tobusch 
Fishhook Cactus from Endangered to 
Threatened on the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Plants

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB91 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Lesser Long-Nosed 
Bat From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BB92 NO FWS
Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration 
Program; National Coastal Wetlands 
Conservation Grant Program

Proposed Rule 
Stage

12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB96 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Island Marble 
Butterfly

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB98 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Revision of the Endangered Species 
Act Section 10(j) Rule for the Red Wolf

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BB99 NO FWS
Subsistence Management Regulations for 
Public Lands in Alaska; Subsistence Taking 
of Fish; Cook Inlet Area

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt

1018-BC01 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Kirtland's Warbler 
From Endangered to Threatened

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC02 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Colorado Butterfly 
Plant From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Plants

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC03 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Water Howellia 
From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Plants

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC05 NO FWS
Civil Penalties; 2018 Inflation Adjustments 
for Civil Penalties

Completed 
Action

2/12/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AE39 NO NPS
Colonial National Historical Park; Launching 
Non-Motorized Vessels

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 

1024-AE40 NO NPS
Civil Penalties; 2018 Inflation Adjustments 
for Civil Penalties

Completed 
Action

1/30/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC06 NO FWS

Subsistence Management Regulations for 
Public Lands in Alaska; 2019-20 and 2020-
21 Subsistence Taking of Fish and Shellfish 
Regulations

Final Rule Stage 03/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt

1018-BC07 NO FWS
National Wildlife Refuge System; Refuge-
Specific Hunting and Sport Fishing 
Regulations, 2018-2019

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1076-AF37 NO BIA
Bond Exemption for Rights-of-Way on 
Indian Land

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory

1076-AF39 NO BIA Wind River CFR Court
Completed 

Action
12/28/2017

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AE44 NO NPS
Transporting Bows and Crossbows Across 
NPS System Units

Final Rule Stage 9/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory NPRM comment period end 5/1/2018.

NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 
Moved to May to ensure rule is not reported 
as "no stage"

1090-AB13 NO ASPMB
Physical Security Access Files System of 
Records

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

12/00/2017

1090-AB14 NO ASPMB Network Security System of Records
Proposed Rule 

Stage
05/00/2018

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Not subject to, 
not significant

12/00/2017

1090-AB15 NO ASPMB Insider Threat Program System of Records
Proposed Rule 

Stage
05/00/2018

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Not subject to, 
not significant

12/00/2017

1090-AB16 NO ASPMB Personnel Security Files System of Records
Proposed Rule 

Stage
05/00/2018

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Not subject to, 
not significant

12/00/2017

1014-AA36 NO BSEE
Civil Penalties; 2018 Inflation Adjustments 
for Civil Penalties

Completed 
Action

1/18/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

5/00/2018

1012-AA22 NO ONRR
Reinstate ONRR's Service of Official 
Correspondence

Completed 
Action

1/23/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

10/00/2018

1012-AA23 NO ONRR
Civil Monetary Penalty Rates Inflation 
Adjustments for Calendar Year 2018

Completed 
Action

1/22/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AE41 NO NPS Pea Ridge National Military Park; Bicycling
Proposed Rule 

Stage
05/00/2018

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Deregulatory NPRM Comment Period End 5/15/2018. 
NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 
Changed ROCIS to 5/2018 to ensure the rule 
is not reported in "no stage"

1076-AF38 NO BIA
Tribal Transportation Program; Delay of 
Compliance Date

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AE42 NO NPS
Rights of Way; Removal of Outdated 
Reference

Completed 
Action

1/16/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 



1024-AE43 NO NPS
Technical and Clarifying Edits; Criminal 
Violations NPS Units Nationwide

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 

1076-AF40 NO BIA
2018 Inflation Adjustments for Civil 
Monetary Penalties

Completed 
Action

2/6/2018
Routine and 

Frequent
Not subject to, 
not significant

Should all civil penalties rules be changed to 
"Routine and Frequent" priority designation?

1014-AA38 NO BSEE
Extension of Certain Compliance Deadlines 
in the Blowout Preventer Systems and Well 
Control Rule

Withdrawn 2/16/2018
this would have been a significant 
deregulatory action. Since it was withdrawn, 
those fields are blank for counting purposes. 

1018-BC09 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Foskett Speckled 
Dace From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife

Final Rule Stage 01/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC10 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Reclassification of the Hawaiian 
Goose From Endangered to Threatened

Proposed Rule 
Stage

4/2/2018
substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory

Comment period End 6/1/2018. This will be 
reported at the proposed rule stage for the 
Spring Agenda (as long as the Agenda 
publishes in May).

PR includes a 4(d) rule. FWS recorded on 
13771 spreadsheet. 

1029-AC75 NO OSMRE
Civil Monetary Penalty Inflation 
Adjustments

Completed 
Action

3/12/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AE45 NO NPS
Demonstrations and Special Events on the 
National Mall and Memorial Parks

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

OMB questioned significance on the Jan-
March 90-day list. NPS is reproting an April 

1018-BC11 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Interior Least Tern 
From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1090-AB17 NO ASPMB
Natural Resource Damages and Restoration-
-Hazardous Substances

Prerule Stage 6/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory 5/00/2018

1018-BC12 NO FWS
Depredation Orders for Double-Crested 
Cormorants; Removal of Regulations

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2017
substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1006-AA56 NO BOR
Use of Reclamation Land, Facilities, and 
Waterbodies

Withdrawn 2/15/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC14 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation For the Panama City 
Crayfish

Final Rule Stage 01/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AE03 NO NPS
Fire Island National Seashore--Off-Road 
Vehicle Use

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC16 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination for the 
Trispot Darter

Final Rule Stage 10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1090-AB18 NO ASPMB
Implementation of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018 Other Significant Deregulatory 10/00/2018

1014-AA40 NO BSEE
Revisions to the Requirements for 
Exploratory Drilling on the Arctic Outer 
Continental Shelf

Withdrawn 3/19/2018 Consolidated under ASLM RIN. 
would have been an economically significant 
deregulatory action. Since it was withdrawn, 
those fields are blank for counting purposes. 

1014-AA39 NO BSEE
Revisions to the Blowout Preventer 
Systems and Well Control Rule

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Economically 

Significant
Deregulatory

1024-AE38 NO NPS
Alaska; Hunting and Trapping in National 
Preserves

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1014-AA37 NO BSEE
Revisions to Production Safety System 
Regulations

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018 Other Significant Deregulatory

1018-BC28 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determinations and Critical 
Habitat Designations for the Carolina 
Madtom and Neuse River Waterdog

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC34 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Wright's Marsh 
Thistle

Proposed Rule 
Stage

07/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC44 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination for the Candy 
Darter

Final Rule Stage 10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC52 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Barren's 
Topminnow

Final Rule Stage 01/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC54 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Technical Correction of Taxonomy 
and Nomenclature for the Orangutan

Completed 
Action

4/16/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
not subject to, 
not significant

Check stage

1018-BC56 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Tinian Monarch

Proposed Rule 
Stage

12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1012-AA21 NO ONRR
Federal Oil and Gas and Federal and Indian 
Coal Valuation

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018 Other Significant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt
Reported on 13771 worksheet. 

1018-BC57 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Hermes Copper 
Butterfly

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC59 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the San Joaquin 
Valley Giant Flower-Loving Fly

Proposed Rule 
Stage

07/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC62 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Sierra Nevada 
Red Fox

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC65 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Establishing a Nonessential 
Experimental Population of the California 
Condor in the Pacific Northwest

Proposed Rule 
Stage

06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1076-AF24 NO BIA
Education Contracts Under the Johnson-
O'Malley Act

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1076-XXXX
Definition Changes to Allow for Recording 
of Memoranda of Leases & Grants

Liz to check with John to confirm that ADS is 
aware prior to creating this new RIN.

1076-AF17 NO BIA
Management and Administration of Osage 
Mineral Estate

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AE19 NO NPS
Native American Graves Protection and 
Repatriation Act Regulations Revision

Proposed Rule 
Stage

06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC66 NO FWS
Management of the Marianas Trench 
Marine National Monument

Long-Term 
Actions

00/00/0000
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1014-AA13 NO BSEE
Incorporation of Updates of Crane 
Standards

Withdrawn 2/15/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1024-AD93 NO NPS
Glen Canyon National Recreation Area--Off-
Road Vehicle Use

Final Rule Stage 09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory NPRM Comment Period End 4/30/2018. NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC67 NO FWS
Migratory Bird Management; General 
Provisions; List of Migratory Bird Species 
Protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2017
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC68 NO FWS

Administrative Requirements for Financial 
Assistance Administered Through the 
Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration (WSFR) 
Program; Rules for WSFR-Administered 
Financial Assistance

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC69 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Beaverpond 
Marstonia

Withdrawn 2/7/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC70 NO FWS
Migratory Bird Subsistence in Alaska; 
Harvest Regulations for Migratory Birds in 
Alaska, 2018 Season

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt

1018-BC71 NO FWS

Implementing the Convention on 
International Trade in Endangered Species 
of Wild Fauna and Flora; Updates Following 
the 16th and 17th Meetings of the 
Conference of the Parties (CoP16 and 
CoP17)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant



1018-BC72 NO FWS
Migratory Bird Management; Managing 
Resident Canada Goose Populations

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory

1018-BC73 NO FWS
Acquisition and Disposition of Real 
Property in USFWS Financial Assistance 
Programs

Proposed Rule 
Stage

12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC74 NO FWS
Refuge-Specific Regulations; Public Use; 
Kenai National Wildlife Refuge

Prerule Stage 08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

10/00/2018

1018-BC75 NO FWS
Migratory Bird Management; Extending the 
Term of Certain Migratory Bird Permits

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC76 NO FWS
Migratory Bird Management; Revision of 
General Exceptions to Permit 
Requirements

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC77 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Gila Chub From the 
List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife

Withdrawn 2/7/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant

1018-BC78 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Downlisting or Delisting the Golden 
Conure

Proposed Rule 
Stage

9/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC79 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing the Hyacinth Macaw With a 
Section 4(d) Rule

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC80 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Running Buffalo 
Clover From the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Plants

Proposed Rule 
Stage

6/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC81 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing the Scarlet Macaw

Final Rule Stage 6/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC82 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Endangered Species Status for Five 
Poecilotheria Tarantula Species From Sri 
Lanka

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC83 NO FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing the Yangtze Sturgeon as an 
Endangered Species

Final Rule Stage 12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC84 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Status of the Southern 
Selkirk Mountains Population of Woodland 
Caribou

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC87 NO FWS

Conservation of Endangered and 
Threatened Species; Revision of 
Regulations To Address Interagency 
Cooperation

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018 Other Significant Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC88 NO FWS

Endangered and Threatened Species of 
Wildlife and Plants; Revision of the 
Regulations for Listing Species and 
Designating Critical Habitat

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018 Other Significant Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC91 NO FWS

Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration 
Program; National Coastal Wetlands 
Conservation Grant Program; Coastal 
Wetlands Grants

Withdrawn 2/8/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC92 NO FWS

Geological and Geophysical Exploration of 
the Coastal Plain, Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge, Alaska; Exploration Plans; 
Application Requirements

Withdrawn 2/7/2018
This rule would have been significant and 
deregultory if DOI/FWS proceeded.

Make sure this does not count in our total # 
of deregultory items as it has been 
withdrawn.

1018-BC94 FWS
Revising the Endangered Species Act 
Section 4(d) Rule for the African Elephant

Deleted This needs to be delted from RISC Last Look. 
This was a new RIN and withdrawn in the 
same cycle. NEVER published in an Agenda 
and will not publish as a completed action in 

1018-BC95
Revising the Endangered Species Act 
Section 4(d) Rule for the African Lion

Deleted
This rule would have been significant and 
deregultory if DOI/FWS proceeded.

FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet--must 
be deleted.

1018-BC96 YES FWS

Subsistence Management Regulations for 
Public Lands in Alaska-Applicability and 
Scope; Tongass National Forest Submerged 
Lands

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BC97 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Regulations for Prohibitions to 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of 
Blanket Section 4(d) Rule

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018 Other Significant Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BC98 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Delisting Multiple Species Due to 
Extinction

Proposed Rule 
Stage

01/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

OMB indicated in previous cycle that delisting 
due to extinction is not deregultory. 

1018-BC99 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of the Northern 
Continental Divide Ecosystem Population 
of Grizzly Bears from the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BD00 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Reclassifying Beach Layia From 
Endangered to Threatened on the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Plants

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD01 YES FWS

g      
Plants; Reclassifying Eugenia woodburyana 
from Endangered to Threatened on the List 
of Endangered and Threatened Plants

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD02 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Reclassifying Nashville Crayfish 
from Endangered to Threatened on the List 
of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD03 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing the Peary Caribou and the 
Dolphin and Union Caribou

Proposed Rule 
Stage

06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD04 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing the Egyptian Tortoise

Proposed Rule 
Stage

04/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD05 YES FWS
Civil Penalties; 2019 Inflation Adjustments 
for Civil Penalties Final Rule Stage 01/00/2019

Substantive, 
Nonsignificant

Not subject to, 
not significant

Check all Civil Penalty rules---what is the 
proper Significance determination?

1018-BD06 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Section 4(d) Rule for the Louisiana 
Pinesnake

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory

Need to work with OMB to determine if a 
waiver is required to publish in April (before 
Spring Agenda publication).

FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BD07 YES FWS
Migratory Bird Subsistence Harvest in 
Alaska; Harvest Regulations for Migratory 
Birds in Alaska, 2019 Season

Proposed Rule 
Stage

12/00/2018
substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt

1018-BD08 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Critical Habitat Designation for the 
Yellow Lance

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD09 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Critical Habitat Designation for the 
Suwannee Mocassinshell

Proposed Rule 
Stage

07/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD10 YES FWS
Migratory Bird Hunting; 2019-2020 
Migratory Game Bird Hunting Regulations

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Economically 

Significant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt
FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BD11 YES FWS

Subsistence Management Regulations for 
Public Lands in Alaska-2020–21 and 
2021–22; Subsistence Taking of Wildlife 
Regulations

Proposed Rule 
Stage

01/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Fully or Partially 

Exempt

1014-AA41 YES BSEE Privacy Act Regulations; Exemption for the 
Investigations Case Management System

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

I believe this should be related to a previously 
withdrawn RIN and previous pub info should 
be reported in the timetable.

1014-AA43 YES BSEE
Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management 
Act; 2019 Inflation Adjustments for Civil 
Penalties

Final Rule Stage 1/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1014-AA42 YES BSEE
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act; 2019 
Inflation Adjustments for Civil Penalties

Final Rule Stage 1/00/2019
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD12 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Atlantic Pigtoe 
(Fusconaia masoni)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

07/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD13 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Black-capped 
Petrel (Pterodroma hasitata)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD14 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Brook Floater 
(Alasmidonta varicosa)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant



1018-BD15 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Critical Habitat Designation for the 
Candy Darter (Etheostoma osburni)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD16 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Central Texas 
Mussels (False spike, Texas fatmucket, 
Texas fawnsfoot, and Texas pimpleback)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD17 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Chapin Mesa 
Milkvetch (Astragalus schmolliae)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

07/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD18 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for Chihuahua 
Scurfpea (Pediomelum pentaphyllum)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD19 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Coastal Marten 
(Martes caurina humboldtensis)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD20 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for Donrichardsia 
macroneuron

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD21 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Eastern Black 
Rail (Laterallus jamaicensis jamaicensis)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD22 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Elk River 
Crayfish (Cambarus elkensis)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD23 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for Three Florida 
Orchids (Big Cypress epidendrum, Cape 
Sable orchid, and clam-shell orchid)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD24 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Florida Sandhill 
Crane (Antigone canadensis pratensis)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD25 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Franklin's 
Bumble Bee

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD26 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Eastern 
Hellbender (Cryptobranchus alleganiensis 
alleganiensis)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD27 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for Joshua Tree (Yucca 
brevifolia)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD28 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Pale Blue-eyed 
Grass (Sisyrinchium sarmentosum)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD29 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Peppered Chub 
(Hybopsis tetranemus)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD30 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for Red-crowned 
Parrot (Amazona viridigenalis)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD31 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Redlips Darter 
(Etheostoma maydeni)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD32 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for Three Southeast 
Mussels (longsolid, purple lilliput, and 
round hickorynut)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD33 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Seaside Alder 
(Alnus maritima)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD34 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the MacGillivray’s 
Seaside Sparrow (Ammodramus maritimus 
macgillivraii)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD35 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for two Arizona plants 
(Bartram Stonecrop (Graptopetalum 
bartrammii) and Beardless Chinchweed 
(Pectis imberbis))

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD36 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Slenderclaw 
Crayfish (Cambarus cracens)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD37 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Striped Newt 
(Notophthalmus pertriatus)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD38 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for Two Tennessee 
Darters (ashy darter and barrens darter)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD39 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Tippecanoe 
Darter (Etheostoma tippecanoe)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD40 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Critical Habitat Designation for the 
Trispot Darter (Etheostoma trisella)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD41 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for Three Utah Plants 
(Frisco buckwheat, Frisco clover, and 
Ostler’s pepper grass)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

07/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD42 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Yellow Banded 
Bumble Bee (Bombus terricola)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

11/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD43 YES FWS
Section 4(d) Rule for the Trispot Darter 
(Etheostoma trisella)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BD44 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Section 4(d) Rule for the Yellow 
Lance (Elliptio lanceolata)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BD45 YES FWS
Reclassifying the Morro Shoulderband Snail 
from Endangered to Threatened with 
Taxonomic Revision

Proposed rule 
stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant



1018-BD46 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants: Reclassifying the American Burying 
Beetle from Endangered to Threatened 
with a 4(d) Rule

Proposed Rule 
Stage

06/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1024-AE46 YES NPS
Delaware Water Gap National Recreation 
Area; Removal of Outdated Regulations

Final Rule Stage 05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory

NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet--w/o 
RIN.

1024-AE47 YES NPS
Commercial Services Agreements; 
Implementing the Visitor Experience 
Improvements Authority

Proposed Rule 
Stage

07/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

Added to priorites list per email from Jay 
Calhoun 3/5/18.

1024-AE48 YES NPS
Death Valley National Park; Designation of 
Airstrip

Proposed Rule 
Stage

05/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory

NPS recorded on EO 13771 spreadsheet--w/o 
RIN.

1024-AE49 YES NPS
National Register of Historic Places; 
General Revisions

Proposed Rule 
Stage

04/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

Added to priorites list per email from Jay 
Calhoun 3/5/18. Need to unfuturize.

1010-AE01

Revisions to the Requirements for 
Exploratory Drilling on the Arctic Outer 
Continental Shelf - Exploratory Drilling on 
the Arctic Outer Continental Shelf

Deleted
RIN was created and deleted in the same 
Agenda cycle. 1010-AE01

1010-AE03 YES BOEM
Oil and Gas and Sulfur Operations in the 
Outer Continental Shelf-Civil Penalties 
Inflation Adjustment

Final Rule Stage 01/00/2019
Routine and 

Frequent
Not subject to, 
not significant

OES changed the 13771 determination from 
BOEM's selection of "other" to not subject 
to…

1010-AE02 YES BOEM
Air Quality Control, Reporting, and 
Compliance

Final Rule Stage 12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

Related to 1010-AD82. Included previous pub 
info in the new RIN timetable. Reported on 
13771 spreadsheet w/o a RIN. MUST BE 
DELETED from the spreadsheet. Through the 
Agenda process 13771 designation was 
changed to "not subject to…" 

1004-AE56 YES BLM
Onshore Oil and Gas Operations—Annual 
Civil Penalties Inflation Adjustments

Final Rule Stage 1/00/2019
Routine and 

Frequent
Not subject to, 
not significant

1004-AE57 YES BLM
Minerals Management:  Adjustment of 
Cost Recovery Fees   

Final Rule Stage 10/00/2018
Routine and 

Frequent
Not subject to, 
not significant

1010-AE00 YES BOEM
Risk Management, Financial Assurance and 
Loss Prevention

Proposed Rule 
Stage

08/00/2018 Other Significant Other

1018-BD47 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Reclassifying the Humpback Chub 
from Endangered to Threatened

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD48 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removing the June Sucker from the 
Federal List of Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife 

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BD49 YES FWS
Removing the Kanab Ambersnail from the 
List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
due to Taxonomic Error 

Proposed Rule 
Stage

09/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD50 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Section 4(d) Rule for Panama City 
Crayfish (Procambarus econfinae)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

01/00/2019
Substantive, 

nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BD51 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Listing Determination and Critical 
Habitat Designation for the Tricolored 
Blackbird (Agelaius tricolor)

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD52 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Designation of Critical Habitat for 
Black Pinesnake

Proposed Rule 
Stage

7/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD53 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Critical Habitat Designation for the 
Sonoyta Mud Turtle

Proposed Rule 
Stage

6/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD54 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Designation of Critical Habitat for 
the Spring Pygmy Sunfish

Proposed Rule 
Stage

12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD55 YES FWS
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Critical Habitat Designation for the 
Texas Hornshell

Proposed Rule 
Stage

7/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD56 YES FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Designation of Critical Habitat for 
Meltwater Lednian Stonefly and Western 
Glacier Stonefly

Proposed Rule 
Stage

5/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1018-BD57 YES FWS
Importation or Exportation of Fish or 
Wildlife; Shellfish and Fishery Products

Proposed Rule 
Stage

6/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Deregulatory FWS recorded on 13771 spreadsheet. 

1018-BD58 yes FWS

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Establishment of a Nonessential 
Experimental Population of Grizzly Bear in 
the North Cascades Ecosystem of 
Washington

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1029-AC76 YES OSMRE 2019 Civil Monetary Penalty rule Final Rule Stage 12/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

check count on summary tab

1082-AA01 Yes ASLM
Revisions to the Requirements for 
Exploratory Drilling on the Arctic Outer 
Continental Shelf

Proposed Rule 
Stage

10/00/2018
Economically 

Significant
Deregulatory

check count on summary tab; may need to 
write formala

1094-AA55 Yes OHA
Updates to American Indian Probate 
Regulations

Prerule Stage 10/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1076-AF43 YES BIA Definition Changes to Allow for Recording 
of Memoranda of Lease & Grants

Proposed Rule 
Stage

9/00/2018
Substantive, 

Nonsignificant
Not subject to, 
not significant

1076-AF41 YES BIA
Address Update; Office of Federal 
Acknowledgment

Final Rule Stage 7/00/2018 Info/Admin./Other
Not subject to, 
not significant

1076-AF42 YES BIA Address Updates; Indian Child Welfare Act Final Rule Stage 07/00/2018 Info/Admin./Other
Not subject to, 
not significant



Name Bureau Assistant Secretary Email Phone
Anissa Craghead FWS ASFWP anissa_craghead@fws.gov (703) 358-2445
Kathy Garrity FWS ASFWP katherine_garrity@fws.gov (703) 358-2551
Sara Prigan FWS ASFWP sara_prigan@fws.gov (703) 358-2508
Susan Wilkinson FWS ASFWP susan_wilkinson@fws.gov (703) 358-2506
John Calhoun NPS ASFWP john_calhoun@nps.gov (202) 513-7112
Arthur North NPS ASFWP AJ_North@nps.gov (202) 513-7109
Elizabeth Appel BIA ASIA Elizabeth.Appel@bia.gov (202) 273-4680
Amanda Begay BIA ASIA amanda.begay@bia.gov (202) 513-7784
Ashley Fry BIA ASIA ashley.fry@bia.gov (202) 208-5808
Faith Bremner BLM ASLM fbremner@blm.gov (202) 912-7441
Ian Senio BLM ASLM Ian_Senio@blm.gov (202) 653-5287
Deanna Meyer-Pietruszka BOEM ASLM deanna.meyer-pietruszka@boem.gov (202) 208-6352
Loren Thompson BOEM ASLM loren.thompson@boem.gov (202) 208-5890
Shelly Wills BOEM ASLM shelly.wills@boem.gov (202) 208-3880
Lakeisha Harrison BSEE ASLM lakeisha.harrison@bsee.gov (703)787-1552
Kelly Odom BSEE ASLM kelly.odom@bsee.gov (703) 787-1775
Khalia Boyd OSMRE ASLM kboyd@osmre.gov (202) 208-2823
John Trelease OSMRE ASLM jtrelease@osmre.gov (202) 208-7126
Jill Nagode BOR ASWS JNagode@usbr.gov (303) 445-2055
Luis Aguilar ONRR PMB luis.aguilar@onrr.gov (303) 231-3418
Armand Southall ONRR PMB armand.southall@onrr.gov (303) 231-3221
Christian Crowley OS PMB christian_crowley@ios.doi.gov (202) 208-3799
Benjamin Simon OS PMB benjamin_simon@ios.doi.gov (202) 208-4916
Jennifer Stevenson OS PMB jennifer_stevenson@ios.doi.gov (202) 208-3169
Joshua Epstein OHA joshua_epstein@oha.doi.gov (703) 235-3810
Rachel Lukens OHA rachel_lukens@oha.doi.gov (703) 235-3769
Kerry Rodgers OS kerry_rodgers@ios.doi.gov (202) 513-0705



From: Shaun Sanchez
To: jim kurth@fws.gov
Subject: Fwd: Department Direction on Greenbooks
Date: Tuesday, January 30, 2018 11:51:51 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

06. FY19 HC v2.docx
07. FY19 NWRS v2.docx
ATT00002.htm

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Harms, Hillary" <hillary_harms@fws.gov>
To: Katherine Spomer <Ketti_Spomer@fws.gov>, David Robinson
<david_c_robinson@fws.gov>, "Hopper, Katy" <katy_hopper@fws.gov>
Cc: Shaun Sanchez <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>
Subject: Department Direction on Greenbooks

We received direction from the Department on our Greenbook chapters. I have
attached the version that they reviewed, but we have not received their actual
edits. It seems there may be substantial deletions to chapters.

There is an impactful direction to eliminate all Construction and Deferred
Maintenance projects from FY19-23 for Illinois, New Mexico, and Washington.
This will require updated Deferred Maintenance plans.

Please let me know if I can assist in any way. I will pass along any further details
we receive.

Thank you,
Hillary

-- 
Hillary Harms
Budget Formulation Analyst
Division of Budget
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
703-358-1837
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Activity: National Wildlife Refuge System 
  

 
2017 

Actual 
2018 CR 
Baseline 

2019 
Change 

from 
2018 
(+/-) 

Fixed 
Costs 
(+/-) 

Internal 
Transfers 

(+/-) 

Program 
Changes 

(+/-) 
Budget 
Request 

Wildlife and Habitat 
Management  

($000) 231,843 230,268 +1,293 -441 -2,788 228,332 -1,936 
FTE 1,387 1,377 0 -3 -4 1,370 -7 

Refuge Visitor 
Services  

($000) 73,319 72,821 +476 0 -2,030 71,267 -1,554 
FTE 531 528 0 0 -11 517 -11 

Refuge Law 
Enforcement 

($000) 38,054 37,796 +268 0 -81 37,983 +187 
FTE 239 238 0 0 0 238 0 

Conservation 
Planning 

($000) 2,523 2,506 0 0 -2,506 0 -2,506 
FTE 17 17 0 0 -17 0 -17 

Refuge 
Operations 

($000) 345,739 343,391 +2,037 -441 -7,405 337,582 -5,809 
FTE 2,174 2,160 0 -3 -32 2,125 -35 

Refuge 
Maintenance 

($000) 138,188 137,249 +420 0 -2,182 135,487 -1,762 

FTE 587 584 0 0 -10 574 -10 
Total, National 
Wildlife Refuge 
System  

($000) 483,927 480,640 +2,457 -441 -9,587 473,069 -7,571 

FTE 2,761 2,744 0 -3 -42 2,699 -45 
 

Summary of 2019 Program Changes for the National Wildlife Refuge System 
Request Component  ($000)  FTE 

• Wildlife & Habitat Management Activities +3,277 0 
• Invasive Species +48 0 
• Administrative Savings -500 0 
• Inventory & Monitoring -888 0 
• Youth -1,547 -4 
• Cooperative Recovery Initiative -3,178 0 
• Visitor Services Activities -1,880 -11 
• Law Enforcement Activities -81 0 
• Refuge Planning -2,506 -17 
• Annual Maintenance +129 0 
• Deferred Maintenance -295 0 
• Maintenance Support -1,716 -10 

Program Changes -9,587 -42 
 
Program Mission 
The National Wildlife Refuge System’s mission is to administer a national network of lands and waters 
for the conservation, management, and, where appropriate, restoration of the fish, wildlife, and plant 
resources and their habitats within the United States for the benefit of present and future generations of 
Americans. 
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Types of Refuge System Lands 
 
National Wildlife Refuges (NWRs) include the 
Refuge System lands, waters, and interests 
administered by the Service as wildlife refuges, 
wildlife ranges, wildlife management areas, game 
preserves, and conservation areas. 
 
Waterfowl Production Areas (WPAs) are small 
natural wetlands and associated grasslands 
located primarily in the upper Midwest that the 
Service acquires under the authority of the 
Migratory Bird Hunting and Conservation Stamp 
Act. 
 
Coordination Areas are Refuge System lands 
that States manage as wildlife habitat under 
cooperative agreements with the Service. 
 

Program Elements 
With Refuges in every State and many territories, 
the Refuge System is the front door of the 
Service. Refuges are accessible to nearly all 
Americans, from rural communities and suburbs 
to urban centers, and from the mainland to far 
away Pacific and Arctic islands. Over 53 million 
visitors are welcomed each year and provided 
opportunities for hunting, fishing, environmental 
education and interpretation, photography, 
wildlife viewing, and other recreational 
opportunities. Refuges are the world’s most 
extensive network of public lands and waters and 
are dedicated to maintaining our nation’s legacy 
of stewardship and conservation of fish, wildlife, 
and plants.  
 
The Refuge System manages 855.6 million acres 
of lands and waters and includes 566 National 
Wildlife Refuges, 38 wetland management districts, 50 coordination areas, and seven National 
Monuments. The 855.6 million acres includes 77 million acres in the State of Alaska alone, 740.5 million 
acres of submerged lands and waters in Marine National Monuments within the Refuge System, and 19.1 
million acres in Marine National Monuments under other authorities. These totals include fee acres, 
easement acres, and acres under agreement or lease. 
 
The 566 National Wildlife Refuges include all of the Refuge System lands, waters, and interests 
administered by the Service as wildlife refuges, wildlife ranges, wildlife management areas, game 
preserves, and conservation areas. Virtually all of the 77 million acres in Alaska are open to public 
hunting. In the lower 48 States, the Service has management responsibility for 12.7 million fee acres, and 
8.9 million acres are open to public hunting. The 12.7 million acres includes 1.5 million fee acres of 
refuge overlays on other agency lands, such as the San Andres Refuge within the U.S. Army’s White 
Sands Missile Range in New Mexico, that are generally closed to public hunting for national security or 
safety reasons. Another 1 million acres are conservation easement acres, where landowners retain 
possession and most property rights, including control over public access.  
 
The Service’s 38 wetland management districts administer 4.0 million acres of waterfowl production 
areas (WPAs). WPAs are small natural wetlands and associated grasslands located primarily in the upper 
Midwest, which the Service acquires under the authority of the Migratory Bird Hunting and Conservation 
Stamp Act. The 4.0 million acres of WPAs includes 786,897 fee acres open to public hunting as well as 
3.2 million acres of private lands under Service wetland and grassland easements, where landowners 
retain possession and most property rights, including control over public access.  
 
The Refuge System’s 50 coordination areas encompass 257,976 acres of Federal lands that States manage 
as wildlife habitat under cooperative agreements with the Service, furthering the Secretary’s priority of 
restoring trust with local communities and building relationships with persons and entities bordering our 
lands.  
 
The protection of Refuge System lands and waters contributes to the Secretary’s priority of creating a 
conservation stewardship legacy, improves local and national economies, and enhances Americans’ 
health and well-being. Over 80 percent of the 566 refuges are open to public use, providing such 
recreational activities as hunting, fishing, wildlife observation and photography, outdoor education, and 
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interpretation. Through efforts to conserve migratory birds, protect endangered species, restore and 
manage habitats, and combat invasive species, the Refuge System helps to improve air and water quality, 
reduce erosion, improve soil health and groundwater retention, reduce coastal impacts from hurricanes, 
and store excess water during storms or spring snow melts.   
 
The Refuge System fulfills its mission and supports the Secretary’s Top Priorities by focusing efforts in 
five primary areas: 
 

• Wildlife and Habitat Management: Includes refuge operations that are vital for providing the 
scientific information needed to identify best practices to manage land and water resources and 
adapt to changes in the environment.  
 

• Refuge Visitor Services: Welcomes over 53 million visitors to National Wildlife Refuges and 
builds their appreciation for recreation and the outdoors by providing access and opportunities 
for hunting, fishing, wildlife observation, nature photography, environmental education, and 
interpretation (collectively called wildlife-dependent recreation).   

 
• Refuge Law Enforcement: Serves the public by protecting people, wildlife, and habitats and 

making refuges safe places for staff and visitors. Includes emergency managers, Federal wildlife 
zone officers, regional refuge law enforcement chiefs, field officers, training, equipment, and 
supplies.  

 
• Conservation Planning and Policy: Enables the Service to successfully implement conservation 

efforts on-the-ground through a public planning process that engages stakeholders and local 
communities in the development of policies that are streamlined, reduce potential regulatory 
burden, and increase public access.  

 
• Refuge Maintenance: Supports active management of over 3 million acres of wildlife habitat 

each year, and maintains over $42 billion in constructed real property assets such as roads, 
trails, buildings, hunting blinds, fishing piers and boardwalks. The Refuge Maintenance staff 
takes care of administrative, visitor use, and maintenance facilities, as well as the fleet of 
vehicles and heavy equipment necessary to conduct wildlife and habitat management activities 
and maintain infrastructure to ensure an enjoyable and safe experience for visitors.  

 
Applicable Laws, Acts, and Orders 
The National Wildlife Refuge System is implemented under the following authorities:  
 

• The Fish and Wildlife Act (16 U.S.C. 742a-742j) establishes a comprehensive national fish and 
wildlife policy and authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to take steps required for the 
development, management, advancement, conservation, and protection of fisheries resources and 
wildlife resources through research, acquisition of refuge lands, development of existing 
facilities, and other means;  

 
• The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661-666e) directs the Service to investigate 

and report on proposed Federal actions that affect any stream or other body of water, and to 
provide recommendations to minimize impacts on fish and wildlife resources; 
 

• The National Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act (16 U.S.C. 668dd-668ee) provides 
authority, guidelines, and directives for the Service in administering the lands and waters of the 
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National Wildlife Refuge System, including establishing six wildlife-dependent recreation 
activities as priority uses;  
 

• The National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act (P.L. 105-57) spells out wildlife 
conservation as the fundamental mission of the Refuge System, requires comprehensive 
conservation planning to guide management of the Refuge System, directs involvement of private 
citizens in land management decisions, and provides that compatible wildlife-dependent 
recreation is a legitimate and appropriate use that should receive priority in refuge planning and 
management; 
 

• The National Wildlife Refuge Volunteer  Improvement Act (P.L. 111-357) authorizes cooperative 
agreements with nonprofit partner organizations, academic institutions, or State and local 
governments to construct, operate, maintain, or improve refuge facilities and services, and 
promotes volunteer, outreach, and education programs; 
 

• The Refuge Recreation Act (16 U.S.C. 460k-460k-4) authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
administer refuges, hatcheries, and other conservation areas for recreational use, when such uses 
do not interfere with the area’s primary purposes;  
 

• The National Wildlife Refuge System Centennial Act (P.L. 106-408) reinforces National Wildlife 
Refuge System Improvement Act provisions to raise public understanding and appreciations for 
the Refuge System; 

 
• The Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 410hh-3233, 43 U.S.C. 1602-

1784) provides for the designation and conservation of certain public lands in Alaska, including 
units of the Refuge System, and for the continuing subsistence needs of Alaska Natives; 
 

• The Migratory Bird Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 715-715d. 715e, 715f-715r) authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to conduct investigations and publish documents related to North 
American birds, and establishes a Migratory Bird Conservation Commission to approve areas 
recommended by the Secretary for acquisition; 

 
• The Migratory Bird Hunting and Conservation Stamp Act (16 U.S.C. 718a-718k) requires 

waterfowl hunters 16 years of age or older to possess a valid Federal Duck Stamp; 
 

• The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703-712) establishes Federal responsibility for 
protecting and managing migratory birds; and 
 

• The Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131-1136) establishes a National Wilderness Preservation 
System for the permanent good of the whole people. 
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Activity: National Wildlife Refuge System 
Subactivity: Wildlife and Habitat Management 
  

 
2017 

Actual 
2018 CR 
Baseline 

2019 

Change 
from 
2018 
(+/-) 

Fixed 
Costs 
(+/-) 

Internal 
Transfers 

(+/-) 

Program 
Changes 

(+/-) 
Budget 
Request 

Wildlife and Habitat 
Management  

($000) 231,843 230,268 +1,293 -441 -2,788 228,332 -1,936 
FTE 1,387 1,377 0 -3 -4 1,370 -7 

 
 Summary of 2019 Program Changes for Wildlife and Habitat Management 

Request Component  ($000)  FTE 
• Wildlife & Habitat Management Activities +3,277 0 
• Invasive Species +48 0 
• Administrative Savings -500 0 
• Inventory & Monitoring -888 0 
• Youth -1,547 -4 
• Cooperative Recovery Initiative -3,178 0 

Program Changes -2,788 -4 
 

Justification of 2019 Program Changes  
The 2019 budget request for Wildlife and Habitat Management is $228,332,000 and 1,370 FTE, a 
program change of -$2,788,000 and -4 FTE from the FY 2018 CR Baseline. 
 
Wildlife and Habitat Management Activities (+$3,277,000/+0 FTE) 
Within this budget request, the Service requests an increase $3,267,000 to general wildlife and habitat 
activities and an increase of $10,000 to Marine National Monuments. The Marine National Monument 
increase is equal to the FY 2017 Enacted level, and ensures the Service can continue managing the five 
Marine National Monuments in its care. 
 
The nearly $3.3 million increase to general wildlife and habitat management activities contributes to the 
Service’s activities that support conservation stewardship in alignment with Secretarial Order 3347, 
Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation, that calls for improving game and habitat 
management and increasing outdoor recreation opportunities, particularly for hunters, anglers, and 
sportsmen. Such activities include opening acres of national wildlife refuges to hunting and fishing 
opportunities while aligning regulations with the States to increase access and strike a regulatory balance.  
 
Invasive Species (+$48,000/+0 FTE) 
Invasive species are one of the most serious threats to native wildlife, fish, and plants in the Refuge 
System. This increase in funding supports the Service’s ability to prevent invasive species introduction 
and spread, and control or eradicate existing ones. 
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Administrative Savings (-$500,000/+0 FTE) 
The Department annually spends nearly $3 billion to procure goods and services, over $1 billion 
on information technology and over $300 million to administer acquisition and human resources 
services.  The Service will work to achieve cost savings of at least $5.6 million Service-wide by 
reducing travel costs and more aggressive use of shared services. 
 
Inventory & Monitoring (-$888,000/+0 FTE) 
To adapt the Service’s conservation delivery and refine management actions, investments in conservation 
design capacity must be paired with investments in our monitoring and information management capacity. 
This decrease to the Service’s Inventory and Monitoring (I&M) program will reduce the Service’s ability 
to provide data and information needed to ensure conservation delivery activities are targeted, effective, 
and transparent, and evaluate the effectiveness of our conservation actions.  
 
Youth (-$1,547,000/-4 FTE) 
Because of fiscal constraints and other priorities, the Service will not fund programs focused on youth 
engagement in FY 2019. The Wildlife and Management program will continue providing youth 
engagement opportunities with base operations funds when practicable.  
 
Cooperative Recovery Initiative (-$3,178,000/+0 FTE) 
The Service began this cross-programmatic approach to restoring and recovering Federally-listed species 
on National Wildlife Refuges in FY 2013. Since then, the Service has directed $23.2 million to 57 
projects at 70 refuges across the country, benefitting 149 listed species. This reduction will allow the 
Service to address other priorities. Staff from Service programs will continue collaborating to promote 
species recovery as resources permit. 
 
Program Overview 
This subactivity provides the basic operating 
funding for the National Wildlife Refuge System. 
The Refuge System spans 855.6 million acres and 
includes 566 National Wildlife Refuges, 38 wetland 
management districts, 50 wildlife coordination areas, 
seven National Monuments, and 19.1 million acres in 
Marine National Monuments under other authorities.  
 
The Refuge System works collaboratively to leverage 
resources to provide public access and achieve effective 
conservation. Improving dialogue and relationships with 
stakeholders and entities bordering our lands fosters 
partnerships for balanced stewardship and allows 
individual refuges to respond more effectively to 
resource challenges and opportunities to provide for 
increased public use of refuge lands.  These partnerships 
help restore trust in federal management of resources 
through consulting with our neighbors and recognizing 
their concerns.  
 
Wildlife and Habitat Management General Program Activities 
Wildlife and Habitat Management funds vital refuge operations that identify best practices to manage 
land and water resources. This helps the Refuge System achieve its dual mission of conservation and 

The Charles M. Russell National Wildlife 
Refuge Opens its Lands to Emergency Grazing 

 
When the massive Lodgepole Complex Fire 
burned through Montana in July 2017, it 
devastated the local communities. With over 
270,000 acres burned, ranchers faced severe 
shortages of grass to feed their cattle and the 
prospect of significant financial losses. The 
Charles M. Russell Refuge in north-central 
Montana immediately reached out to neighboring 
ranchers and opened land on the refuge for grazing. 
Because of this fast response, the Service was able 
to help all nine ranchers that sought new grazing 
areas, enabling them to protect their livelihoods 
and help restore trust with the local community. 
Ultimately, the neighboring ranchers grazed their 
cattle at the refuge from July 30 to November 1.  
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wildlife-dependent recreation, which contributes to the Secretarial priority of creating a conservation 
stewardship legacy second only to Teddy Roosevelt. 
These activities include: 

• Monitoring plant and animal populations;  
• Restoring wetland, forest, grassland, and marine habitats;  
• Managing habitats through manipulation of water levels, prescribed burning, haying, grazing, 

timber harvest, and planting vegetation;  
• Controlling the spread of invasive species;  
• Assessing water quality and quantity; 
• Monitoring air quality;  
• Preventing and controlling wildlife disease outbreaks; and 
• Investigating and cleaning contaminants.  

 
The Refuge System funds the bulk of our on-the-ground habitat work through the General Program 
Activities. Some of these programs are described below. 
 
Refuge Energy Program 
The Service’s Energy Program 
coordinates the management of oil 
and gas exploration and 
development within the Refuge 
System, helping to meet our 
security and economic needs and 
contributing to America’s energy 
dominance. As outlined in 
Secretarial Order 3349, American 
Energy Independence, we work 
collaboratively with States, oil 
and gas operators, and other 
partners to promote development 
of energy resources by ensuring 
the exercise of oil and gas rights 
on refuges occurs efficiently, 
consistently, and without undue 
burden on operators or the public. 
The Energy Program’s goals are to ensure resource sustainability, increase management consistency and 
efficiency through avoiding unnecessary delays in oil and gas operations, and minimize impacts to refuge 
resources and public uses. Energy Program staff provide project-level technical assistance to field staff in 
their management of oil and gas activities, such as seismic exploration surveys, drilling, ongoing 
production operations, and well plugging and surface reclamation. 
 
Marine National Monuments 
The Refuge System has management authority for five Marine National Monuments. The four Pacific 
monuments (Marianas Trench, Pacific Remote Islands, Papahānaumokuākea, and Rose Atoll) include 12 
refuges, about 8,300 acres of land, and over 750 million acres of submerged lands and waters. The 
Northeast Canyons and Seamounts Marine National Monument in the Atlantic Ocean protects over 3 
million acres surrounding ecologically important canyons and seamounts. The Refuge System manages 
these areas for their unique value to marine ecosystems and the economic and scientific benefits provided 
to local communities, tourism, and related industries as supported by science and practical resource 
management. 

Oil and Natural Gas Production Facility at Sabine NWR, LA. Credit USFWS 
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The Pacific marine monuments span an area larger than the Continental U.S. and cover over 20 islands, 
atolls, and reefs scattered across 
five time zones of the tropical 
and temperate Pacific. 
Monuments support healthy 
fisheries and can act as sources 
for fish and wildlife populations 
outside of the monuments, 
including commercially fished 
populations. Protecting these 
areas also enhances recreation 
and tourism opportunities, such 
as locally run whale and seabird 
boat tours, virtual tourism 
through research dives, 
recreational fishing, and 
aquarium exhibits/outreach. The 
monuments also have great 
scientific value as intact 
ecosystems—over 40 new 
species were discovered in 2017 during research expeditions in the Pacific Remote Islands Marine 
National Monument. Millions of people watched these research expeditions live through interactive 
online broadcasts. Finally, the three underwater canyons and four seamounts in these monuments 
provide important feeding grounds and habitat for protected species such as seabirds, sea turtles, and 
marine mammals, including endangered sperm, fin, and sei whales and Kemp’s ridley turtles. 
 
Integrated Pest Management (IPM)  
The Service’s integrated pest management program uses diverse tools, methods, and techniques to 
manage pests and invasive species while minimizing risk to public health, the environment, and the 
economy. The Service’s IPM program reviews nearly 3,000 diverse uses of pesticides in Service 
programs each year while integrating proven innovative technologies, including biological controls, 
biopesticides, and new tools. For example, Service refuges in southern California are using the proven 
method of cutting and chipping to down invaded/damaged trees to target the aggressive shot hole borer 
that targets and kills numerous native tree species. Biological control agents are a non-pesticide and low 
risk IPM tool that uses other living organisms to effectively control invasive species. Refuges in the 
Southwest released permitted biocontrol agents to target giant cane that outcompetes all native vegetation, 
impedes border security, and robs much needed water from the rivers and streams. 
 
Refuge System Contaminants Program 
The Contaminants Program includes activities related to assessment and cleanup. The Assessment 
Process evaluates known or potential contaminants sources, and conducts a risk assessment to evaluate 
adverse impacts to natural resources (species and habitats, both terrestrial and aquatic). These risk 
assessments allow Refuge Managers to prioritize cleanup activities. The Contaminants Program performs 
regularly scheduled internal environmental compliance audits to ensure that refuges conform to Federal 
regulations. The Refuge Cleanup Process funds five to ten projects each year, including phased, multi-
year projects. Projects range from small-scale removals of contaminated soils to decontaminating former 
landfills. The cleanup of these locations is an important part of the Service’s work to continue our 
conservation legacy by mitigating contaminant impact on natural resources.  
 

Blacktip sharks prowl off Kingman Reef NWR in the Pacific Remote 
Islands National Marine Monument. Credit: Kydd Pollock. 
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Refuge System Wilderness Program 
For more than 50 years, the National 
Wilderness Preservation System 
(NWPS), established by the 1964 
Wilderness Act, has provided a 
stewardship legacy ensuring future 
generations continue experiencing 
wild and natural places.  Today the 
NWPS includes over 109 million 
acres, of which 20.7 million acres (19 
percent of the entire NWPS) are 
within 65 national wildlife refuges 
and one fish hatchery. The 
Wilderness Act defines wilderness as 
a place that is untrammeled, 
undeveloped, and natural and that 
offers outstanding opportunities for 
solitude or primitive recreation. This 

definition encompasses a variety of natural areas, including extensive forests, coastal wetlands, and 
untamed deserts.  
 
Wilderness areas provide some of the finest opportunities to enjoy America’s great outdoors. Wilderness 
visitors may hunt, fish, and observe and photograph wildlife, if these activities are non-motorized and 
compatible with the refuge’s primary mission of wildlife conservation. Many other types of recreational 
uses may be compatible such as cross-country skiing, canoeing, horseback riding, kayaking, and hiking. 
Relatively untouched wilderness lands and waters can fulfill important roles as wildlife corridors and 
serve as baseline representations of healthy natural areas against which we can measure change in other 
refuge lands and waters. The program coordinates with the other Federal wilderness-management 
agencies to leverage funding for wilderness training, education, and research, and to apply stewardship 
polices in a consistent manner. 

 
Inventory and Monitoring  
The Service embraces a scientific approach to conserving, managing, and restoring lands and waters to 
deliver conservation within the Refuge System. Inventory and monitoring (I&M) of the biological 
resources, ecological processes, physical environment, and human interactions with these resources are a 
critical component of the Service’s effort to successfully deliver conservation and create efficiencies. 
 
The I&M program provides the information necessary to implement the Service’s adaptive management 
framework, where planning management actions and monitoring outcomes creates an iterative process of 
increasing efficiency. I&M efforts are coordinated nationally through the Service’s Natural Resource 
Program Center to ensure that collected data is consistent and relevant to all users, and that data analysis 
and storage achieve the highest scientific standards.  
 
Successful integrated conservation requires intense coordination, both internally and externally. The 
I&M program works directly with the National Park Service, U.S. Geological Survey, and other Federal 
and State partners to integrate efforts across the Federal government and minimize duplication. We 
continue streamlining and enhancing the Service’s scientific capacity through integration and 
collaboration with the scientific efforts and protocols of other agencies, States, and scientific 
communities, thus saving the taxpayer money. 
 
 

Fishing at Kenai National Wildlife Refuge Wilderness Area. Credit FWS 
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Invasive Species Management 
Invasive species are one of the most serious threats to native wildlife, fish, and plants in the Refuge 
System, and these threats are expected to grow. In fact, invasive species are the second greatest threat to 
biodiversity and federally-listed threatened and endangered species, with habitat loss the first. Invasive 
species negatively affect native species through habitat modification, disruption of vital ecosystem 
functions, competition, predation, herbivory, transmission of pathogens, and by hybridizing with natives. 
 
Management activities are 
critical to preventing the 
introduction and spread of 
invasive species, and 
controlling or eradicating 
them where established. 
Funds are used to prevent, 
detect, inventory, map, 
monitor, treat, control, and 
eradicate invasive species 
from refuge lands to 
protect and restore native 
ecosystems. Treatment 
methods can include 
mechanical removal, 
applying pesticides and 
biopesticides, controlled 
burns, flooding, sterile 
male releases, and 
biological and genetic 
control. Moving forward, 
the Service is particularly 
interested in working with 
partners on the early detection and rapid response (EDRR) of emerging invasive species, exploring new 
technologies for control, and eradicating invasive species from islands. EDRR aims to limit the 
establishment or range expansion of invasive species and prevent the need for the more costly ongoing 
treatments often required once they are established. Finding technologies could help overcome the 
invasive species challenge. Islands represent the greatest concentration of both biodiversity and species 
extinctions, and eradication of invasive species from islands is achievable. 

 
2019 Program Performance 
The 2019 budget request will enable the Service to focus on wildlife and habitat management activities in 
support of Secretarial priorities, including conservation stewardship, utilizing natural resources, 
expanding access for outdoor recreation, and using science to identify best practices to manage land and 
water resources. This includes using traditional approaches, such as water level manipulation, prescriptive 
grazing, and selective timber harvesting, to achieve desired habitat conditions for fish and wildlife. 
Healthy habitats are vital to ensure sustainable wildlife populations, whether they are imperiled or game 
species. In 2019, the Service expects to actively manage more than 3 million acres of habitat. Invasive 
species management includes the continuing operation of five Invasive Species Strike Teams with a focus 
on early detection and rapid response to recently established infestations that will control both the number 
of acres with invasive plants and invasive animal populations on refuges at relatively current levels. 
 

The Service, Island Conservation, the US Department of Agriculture, Bell Laboratories, 
and Tomcat, with others successfully eradicated nonnative black rats in 2017 from 

Desecheo National Wildlife Refuge. A helicopter aerially broadcasted the rodenticide.   
Photo credit: Island Conservation. Used with Permission. 
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The budget level requested will maintain the I&M program the Service began in 2010. At the requested 
funding level, the Service will complete I&M surveys in the field that are a critical first step for the 
Service to more effectively manage habitats for wildlife and plant species, albeit at a reduced amount. In 
2019, the Refuge System plans to implement approximately 2,000 threatened and endangered species 
recovery actions, 1,100 population management actions, and six refuge contaminant cleanup actions. 
These actions contribute to the Department’s focus on recovery and delisting of threatened and 
endangered species, which reduces regulatory burdens of the Endangered Species Act on communities 
and industries, as well as helps sustain robust populations of game fish and wildlife species in accordance 
with Secretarial Order 3356, Hunting, Fishing, Recreational Shooting, and Wildlife Conservation 
Opportunities and Coordination with States, Tribes, and Territories. 
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Activity: National Wildlife Refuge System 
Subactivity: Refuge Visitor Services 
  

 
2017 

Actual 
2018 CR 
Baseline 

2019 

Change 
from 
2018 
(+/-) 

Fixed 
Costs 
(+/-) 

Internal 
Transfers 

(+/-) 

Program 
Changes 

(+/-) 
Budget 
Request 

Refuge Visitor 
Services  

($000) 73,319 72,821 +476 0 -2,030 71,267 -1,554 
FTE 531 528 0 0 -11 517 -11 

 
 Summary of 2019 Program Changes for Refuge Visitor Services 

Request Component  ($000)  FTE 
● Volunteer Services Activities +106 -11 
● Administrative Savings -150 0 
● Visitor Services Activities -1,986 -0 

Program Changes -2,030 -11 
 
Justification of 2019 Program Changes  
The 2019 budget request for Refuge Visitor Services is $71,267,000 and 517 FTE, a program change of  
-$2,030,000 and -11 FTE from the FY 2018 CR Baseline. 
 
Visitor Services Activities (+$106,000/-11 FTE) 
Annual visitation to National Wildlife Refuges has grown from 40 million in FY 2007 to over 53 million 
in FY 2017. The increase to general visitor services activities is combined with a reduction in salary costs 
to preserve program funding. In FY 2019, the Service will decrease FTE through leaving positions open 
when employees leave, especially at sites with low public demand. Vacancies will be redistributed to 
support higher visitor demand locations and enhance our ability to connect and invite hunters, anglers, 
photographers, bird watchers to our refuges.   
 
Administrative Savings (-$150,000/+0 FTE) 
The Department annually spends nearly $3 billion to procure goods and services, over $1 billion 
on information technology and over $300 million to administer acquisition and human resources 
services.  The Service will work to achieve cost savings of at least $5.6 million Service-wide by 
reducing travel costs and more aggressive use of shared services. 
 
Youth and Careers in Nature (-$1,986,000/+0 FTE) 
The decrease in the youth program is a reduction of approximately 1,200 youth partner hires contributing 
in-kind services equivalent to 169 FTE’s. These young partners support infrastructure and habitat 
improvement projects; trail, road, and visitor access projects; and deliver programing supporting priority 
public uses including hunting, fishing, boating, wildlife observation and photography.  Funding will be 
redirected to Secretarial priorities to provide greater public recreational access on DOI lands including 
hunting and fishing.  
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Program Overview 
Refuge Visitor Services 
provides essential public 
access and high-quality 
outdoor recreational 
opportunities on National 
Wildlife Refuges to millions 
of visitors each year. This 
program is on the front line 
of implementing a number 
of Secretarial priorities 
including ensuring a 
thriving wildlife 
conservation legacy by 
working with partners to 
foster outdoor skills and 
recreation for future 
generations. Refuges are 
also places where wildlife-
dependent recreation 
opportunities are a priority, 

specifically hunting, shooting sports, fishing, wildlife observation, photography, boating, environmental 
education, and interpretative programs. With units and staff across the country from rural communities to 
large cities, Visitor Services are central to advancing the Secretarial priority to restore trust and engage 
with local communities. Through a community-centered approach, Visitor Services professionals work 
closely with communities to develop partnerships, build a volunteer cadre, and inspire the next generation 
of hunters, anglers, and wildlife enthusiasts in communities across the nation.   
 
Unique Nearby Recreation Experiences  
The Visitor Services Program and the recreational opportunities offered on wildlife refuges are central to 
delivering the Secretarial priority of creating a conservation stewardship legacy. These nearby places 
offer safe and accessible opportunities for Americans to easily enjoy and connect with their wildlife 
heritage.  These places are particularly critical to improving access to hunters and anglers who help grow 
and sustain these unique public lands. 
 
Each year sets a new record for visitation. In FY 2017 more than 53 million visitors enjoyed over 2,700 
special events and spent millions of user days recreating by themselves or with friends and families. Of 
the 566 refuges, 336 (59 percent) are open to hunting, and 277 (49 percent) are open to fishing. Over 2.4 
million hunters and 7.3 million recreational anglers visited refuges and wetland management districts last 
year. Wildlife watching was the most popular recreational activity on refuges, attracting a new all-time 
high of 35.6 million participants.  
 
The Refuge System’s extensive network of trails, auto tour routes, observation towers, platforms, 
photography blinds, and boardwalks is widely accessible to visitors, professional and amateur 
photographers, families, and school groups. Wildlife photography is growing in popularity faster than any 
other activity. In 2017, 13.9 million refuge visitors took wildlife and nature photos, an increase of 80 
percent in participation in the last five years. Refuge System interpretation and environmental education 
programs more than tripled participation from 2016, with approximately 2.7 million people enjoying the 
outdoors in 2017. Additionally, thousands of young Americans found job opportunities and career-
building experiences through volunteer programs and partnerships.  

Visitors enjoy a ranger-led walk at San Diego NWR (CA). Each year millions of 
people experience wildlife on national wildlife refuges. The Visitor Services 

Programs works to make these visits rewarding and educational. Credit: USFWS 
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The National Wildlife Refuge System offers unique recreation opportunities for people of all ages and interests 
like canoeing on Alligator River National Wildlife Refuge (NC). Photo: Hillerbrand/USFWS 
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Public Service Excellence  
 
The Visitor Services program is also critical to delivering high quality service to the public and meeting 
the Secretary’s priority to achieve our goals and lead the DOI forward. A 2012 peer-reviewed national 
visitor survey showed that an average of 90 percent of refuge visitors gave high marks to all facets of 
their experiences on refuge lands. The survey was sponsored by the Service and designed, conducted, and 
analyzed by researchers with the U.S. Geological Survey. Results from over 10,000 respondents indicate: 
 

• 91 percent are highly satisfied with recreational activities and opportunities; 
● 89 percent are highly satisfied with information and education about the refuge; 
● 91 percent are highly satisfied with services provided by refuge employees or volunteers;  
● 91 percent are highly satisfied with how refuges are conserving fish, wildlife, and their habitats; 

and 
● Wildlife observation, birdwatching, photography, hiking, and auto-tour-route use were among the 

visitors’ most popular refuge activities. 
 
Economic Benefits to Local Communities 
The public services delivered by the Visitor 
Services programs strategically advance the 
Secretarial priority to generate economic 
benefits to local economies.  Refuges attract 
tens of millions of visitors who come to 
hunt, fish, observe, and photograph wildlife 
and are a significant boon to local 
economies. Of the Refuge System’s $453 
million spending in FY 2013, final 
demand—the economic impact on local 
communities from recreation visits—totaled 
$2.4 billion of spending in regional 
economies, according to the Banking on 
Nature 2013 report1, which looked at 21 
national wildlife refuges across the country. 
This final demand generated $792.7 million 
in job income and over 35,000 jobs 
nationally.  
 
The Refuge System provides an additional 
benefit to landowners and residents in nearby communities because of the positive financial impact that 
its open-space amenities has on property values. Property values surrounding refuges are higher than 
equivalent properties elsewhere2. The study found that homes within 0.5 miles of a refuge and within 
eight miles of an urban center were valued at three to nine percent higher than other homes, depending on 
the region of the country.  
 
Outdoor Access Infrastructure Enhancement 
Outdoor Access Infrastructure Enhancement Program advances the Secretarial priority to modernize 
infrastructure and improve access by developing, rehabilitating, and constructing small-scale and cost-
                                                 
1 https://www.fws.gov/uploadedFiles/Banking-on-Nature-Report.pdf 
2 Amenity Values of Proximity to National Wildlife Refuges prepared by the Center for Environmental and Resource 
Economic Policy at North Carolina State University in April 2012 

The Friends of the San Luis Valley Refuges help plan 
Colorado’s annual Monte Vista Crane Festival which 

includes a tour of Monte Vista Refuge. The festival is one of 
many refuge-based events that bring tourism dollars to towns 
and cities across the country.  Photo: Kate Miyamoto/USFWS 
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efficient infrastructure such as parking areas at trailheads, wildlife observation platforms, hunting blinds, 
boat ramps, interpretive kiosks, and other projects that promote access to wildlife-dependent recreation 
and minimize barriers for the visiting public. The Outdoor Access Infrastructure Enhancement Program 
gets more people outdoors and provides them with high-quality, affordable visitor experiences at many 
refuges. The Refuge System has leveraged funding from partners and youth corps to facilitate and 
improve public access to refuge lands and 
waters. Most of these enhancements are 
available free of charge to local residents 
and out-of-town refuge visitors. 
 
Education and Interpretation 
The Service also prioritizes environmental 
education and interpretive programs on 
hunting, shooting sports, fishing, and other 
recreational activities.  Each year, over 3.5 
million people attend educational and 
interpretive programs on and off refuges. 
Interpretive programming includes mobile 
applications, exhibits, live presentations, 
signs, and audiovisual elements. All are 
designed to welcome, orient, and inspire 
visitors of all ages to carry on the 
Secretary’s priority to instill a strong 
conservation legacy into the future. 
  
Through a variety of learning activities, the Service and many refuge Friends organizations deliver 
education programs about outdoor 
recreational opportunities and natural and 
cultural resource management on refuges. 
Nearly 800,000 students and educators use 
nearby refuges as hands-on, outdoor 
classrooms to complement and enhance 
core classroom subjects including science, 
math, art, reading, writing, and natural 
resource management.  
 
 
Community-Centered Conservation 
The Visitor Services program is a leader in 
advancing the Secretarial priority to restore 
trust and engage with local communities.  
Visitor Services professionals serve nearby 
communities of all shapes and sizes (rural, 
farming, suburbs, urban) by delivering 
community-centered conservation that 
aims to match the unique needs of various 
communities (recreationists, youth, seniors, 
nearby towns and cities).  Projects result in 
unique public benefits ranging from health and wellness to economic development through ecotourism, 
netting benefits for both people and wildlife. The Service uses a variety of Community-Centered 

Students in Palm Beach County, Florida, share an outdoor 
lesson at the Pine Jog Environmental Education Center, an 
urban partner of Loxahatchee Refuge. Refuge partnerships 

expand opportunities for adults and children.  
Credit: Ian Shive 

 

On the Savannah Coastal Refuges Complex (SC), the Friends 
group purchased a 15-seat electric shuttle to help expand the 
refuge’s interpretive program. Projects like these are made 

possible with our community-centered approach. 
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Conservation models, including Volunteers and Community Partnerships, Youth and Veteran Internships, 
and the Urban Wildlife Conservation 
Programs.  
 
By leveraging the interests of over 39,000 
volunteers to serve, travel, or learn a new skills, 
we extend our ability to fight invasive weeds, 
deliver education programming, and restore 
habitat. With refuges near over 100 cities, and 
working with partners, the Urban Wildlife 
Conservation Program is able to recruit many 
more new users to wildlife-dependent 
recreation activities. Through our Youth 
Program, the Service partners with over 111 
partners to employ over 1,200 youth. Youth 
gain valuable on-the-job experiences while 
rehabilitating miles of trails, staffing visitor 
centers, creating digital media, and conducting 
wildlife studies.   
 
Urban Wildlife Conservation Program 
To recruit and retain the next generation of 
hunters, anglers, and outdoor recreationists the 
Service engages people where they are. The 
Urban Wildlife Conservation Program aims to 
increase public engagement in and near large 
population centers by working closely with local communities and partners to leverage the greatest 
positive impact for both wildlife and people.  
 
With 101 refuges within 25 miles of a population center of 250,000 or more people, these areas can be 
innovative models for passing on traditional outdoor activities such as hunting and fishing. Several 
Service programs, especially Migratory Birds, Fish and Aquatic Conservation, and Ecological Services, 
have joined efforts with the Refuge System to improve access to new audiences. In 2017, the Service 
expanded the reach of the program to seven new communities including: Las Vegas, NV; Buffalo, NY; 
Birmingham, AL; Vallejo, CA; Boise, ID; Detroit, MI; and Lansing, MI.  
 

This program is particularly successful at 
increasing public/private partnerships.  For 
example, in Rhode Island, the Providence Parks 
Urban Wildlife Refuge Partnership leverages grant 
funds through The Walt Disney Company, the 
Roger Williams Park Zoo, and Groundwork 
Rhode Island to offer a series of programs that 
introduce local residents to new outdoor activities.  
 
Volunteers and Community Partnerships 
Nearly 200 non-profit Friends organizations 
directly serve more than 300 refuges and are 
critical to expanding other refuge-community 
partnerships, leveraging additional resources, and 

John Heinz NWR (PA) works with community groups to 
increase residents’ access to nature and improve 

neighborhood amenities while providing outdoor skills 
programming. Such collaborations help foster both 

conservation and community goodwill.  
Credit: Lamar Gore/USFWS 

A young volunteer holds red-cockaded 
woodpecker chicks at Okefenokee NWR (GA).  

Photo: Dean Easton/USFWS 
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International Wildlife Refuge Alliance 
(Michigan/Ontario) helped raise $3.5 million to 
build a 740-foot-long fishing pier and boat dock 

for the Michigan Sea Grant School. 
Credit: Hamilton Anderson 

connecting other potential volunteers to opportunities at refuges.  
 
Some specific examples of the contributions of Friends and volunteers include: 
 

● In FY 2017, over 39,000 Refuge System volunteers contributed nearly 1.33 million hours of 
volunteer service valued at almost $32 million. 

● Friends of Holla Bend Refuge (Arkansas) host an annual youth archery program, at the refuge 
attracting 150 youth from the community. 

● Ding Darling Wildlife Society (Florida) hosts 
an annual tarpon fishing tournament, raising 
nearly $80,000 in FY 2017 to go toward 
conservation-related projects at the refuge. 

● Friends of Brazoria Wildlife Refuge (Texas) 
raised $55,000 to build a new trail on recently 
acquired property. 

● Friends of the Savannah Coastal Wildlife 
Refuges (South Carolina) used a $37,000 
grant to buy the refuge a 15-passenger electric 
shuttle to offer new visitor access to Pinckney 
Island Refuge. 

● Friends of Bear River Refuge (Utah) pay for 
buses to transport students to the refuge and a 
full-time intern who provides an 
environmental educational curriculum for 
fourth graders. 

● Friends of the Trinity River Refuge (Texas) 
raised money and volunteered time to build a 500-foot boardwalk across the Trinity River to give 
city residents new access to the refuge 
through the city’s Liberty Municipal Park. 

 
In return, the Service continues to support 
volunteers and Friends organizations through 
specialized leadership and skills-based training, 
mentoring to build capacity and effectiveness, 
workshops to share best practices and build the 
national Friends community, and awards to 
recognize outstanding contributions.  
 
Cultural and Historic Resources 
The Cultural Resources Program is integral to the 
Secretary’s priority to restore trust with local 
communities by ensuring that significant tribal, 
cultural, archaeological, and historic resources are 
interpreted and protected in accordance with 
authorizing legislation and policies. In particular, 
the Cultural Resources Specialists are responsible 
for the proper stewardship of 4.4 million museum 
objects in collections, which are maintained in 
Service facilities or on loan to over 175 non-Federal 
repositories, such as qualified museums and 

The Refuge System conserves more than two dozen 
historic lighthouses like the Assateague Lighthouse 

at Virginia’s Chincoteague NWR. 
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academic institutions, for scientific study, public viewing, and long-term care.  
 
The Refuge System protects 103 cultural resources listed on the National Register of Historic Places. Ten 
have been designated National Historic Landmarks, including two World War II battlefields (Attu and 
Midway). The Refuge System has identified over 20,000 archaeological and historical sites on its lands to 
date, with more yet to be discovered.  
 
Cultural resource specialists review projects funded or permitted by the Service for compliance with the 
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The NHPA regulatory reviews may include field surveys, 
archaeological investigations, site evaluations, and mitigation. 
 
Building History and Community—Jabs Farm Restoration 
Service Wage Grade staff from four regions worked with NPS instructors from the Historic Preservation 
Training Center to re-roof and re-construct stone walls from two 19th century structures from the Jabs 
farm, a historic site located on the Louisville Swamp unit of Minnesota Valley National Wildlife Refuge.   
 
The goals of the project were to: (1) provide our Wage Grade staff with the experience and techniques 
that will enable them to complete similar repairs on historic buildings on their home field stations, and (2) 
interpret these historic assets for visitors that access the many trails in this part of the refuge. Such 
projects are important ways that the Service can meet its stewardship responsibilities for historic 
resources while at the same time delivering quality recreation and interpretation for its diverse visitors. 
 
2019 Program Performance 
In FY 2019 budget, the Visitor Services program will direct funds to a number of Secretarial priorities by 
working with partners on strategies to expand and improve access for hunting and fishing, maintain 
customer satisfaction, and continue public services that foster a conservation legacy in nearby 
communities. At the requested FY 2019 funding level, the Visitor Services Program strategically 
balances expected increases in public demand for services and sustaining high rates of visitor satisfaction 
(90 percent); the conservation of plants, animals, and habitat; and meeting outdoor access priorities. 
These activities may include focusing efforts on providing a full range programming only at places with a 
high demand and supported extensively through partnerships.  
 
Where possible, the approximately 500 FTE will maintain visitor facilities; deliver interpretive and 
educational programs; construct and maintain trails and boardwalks; improve hunting, angling, and other 
outdoor access; and design outreach materials to better inform and educate the public about recreational 
opportunities on national wildlife refuges. In 2019, we expect to host 2,500 special events with nearly one 
million participants. We also expect to host about 2.4 million hunting visits and 7.3 million fishing visits 
 
In FY 2019, the Visitor Services Program will also direct efforts to the Secretarial priority to restore trust 
with local communities’ through community-centered conservation models.   Service staff will train and 
supervise 40,000 volunteers, who contribute over 1.3 million hours annually, to deliver programs for 
refuges. The Service will continue to provide support for refuges working with Friends organizations. In 
addition, continued engagement with local communities and industry partners by developing 
private/public partnerships will increase opportunities for outdoor recreation awareness and skill building 
activities for youth and their families. 
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Activity: National Wildlife Refuge System 
Subactivity: Refuge Law Enforcement 
  

 
2017 

Actual 
2018 CR 
Baseline 

2019 

Change 
from 
2018 
(+/-) 

Fixed 
Costs 
(+/-) 

Internal 
Transfers 

(+/-) 

Program 
Changes 

(+/-) 
Budget 
Request 

Refuge Law 
Enforcement 

($000) 38,054 37,796 +268 0 -81 37,983 +187 
FTE 238 238 0 0 0 238 0 

 
Summary of 2019 Program Changes for Refuge Law Enforcement 

Request Component  ($000)  FTE 
• Refuge Law Enforcement -81 0 

Program Changes -81 0 
 
Justification of 2019 Program Changes  
The 2019 budget request for Refuge Law Enforcement is $37,983,000 and 238 FTE, a program change of  
-$81,000 and +0 FTE from the FY 2018 CR Baseline. 
 
Refuge Law Enforcement Activities (-$81,000/+0 FTE) 
At the requested level, the funding will allow the Service to maintain current officer levels. The Refuge 
System’s officers will provide security and safety to over 53 million refuge visitors, and for employees, 
government property, and wildlife and habitats.  
 
Program Overview 
Refuge Law Enforcement includes funding for the Refuge Law Enforcement Program and the Service’s 
Emergency Management and Physical Security Program. This subactivity supports the DOI priorities of 
protecting our people and the border by funding salaries, training, equipment, supplies, and management 
of the Refuge System’s Federal Wildlife Officers, Regional and Headquarters management support staff, 
and emergency managers.  

 
Refuge Law Enforcement 
Federal Wildlife Officers are often the first and most recognizable 
employees that the public sees. They serve as ambassadors for the 
Refuge System and the Service as a whole, providing important 
public services above and beyond law enforcement such as 
information and guidance to visitors on fishing, hunting, hiking, and 
wildlife viewing opportunities.     
 
Federal Wildlife Officers provide safety and security for the visiting 
public and Service staff; protect fish, wildlife, cultural, and 
archaeological resources on refuges; educate the public about the 
Service’s mission; contribute to environmental education and 
outreach; assist local communities with law enforcement and 
disaster recovery; and help protect Native subsistence rights. In FY 
2017, Federal Wildlife Officers were deployed to Texas and Puerto 
Rico as a part of the Department’s emergency hurricane response. 

They were tasked with providing law enforcement assistance during the immediate hurricane recovery 
efforts. 
 

Federal Wildlife Officer contacts 
two hunters. Credit: USFWS 
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This year, at the Federal Wildlife Officer Basic Training, Federal Wildlife Officers completed training in 
Service ambassadorship, public outreach, and Aldo Leopold Conservation Land Ethics all designed to 
support the DOI priority of promoting a public service demeanor within our law enforcement community. 
This new training course will help new Federal Wildlife 
Officers better connect with hunters, anglers, and the 
public we serve.   
 
In FY 2017, Federal Wildlife Officers had contacts with 
nearly 4,500 hunters and over 2,000 anglers, many of 
which were positive interactions to provide assistance 
to these visitors. Officers participated in over 7,500 
education encounters, such as school programs, Scout 
programs, game warden camps, and community 
organizations, or otherwise educating visitors about 
hunting, trapping, rules, and regulations. They serve the 
public as hunter safety instructors, coordinate with 
Veterans and Disabled Sportsman’s Groups to create 
hunting opportunities, and lead youth shooting, hunting 
and fishing events on refuges. They are also routinely involved with local and other Federal law 
enforcement agencies in cooperative efforts to combat the Nation’s drug problems, address border 
security issues, and aid in other security challenges. Approximately 11 percent of all Federal Wildlife 
Officers are located on the U.S. southern border to assist with these efforts.  
 
Refuge Law Enforcement supports the Secretary’s priority of restoring trust with local communities by 
collaborating with local, county, State, and other Federal agencies for mutual law enforcement assistance 
for the purpose of protecting lives, property, and resources on lands neighboring our national wildlife 
refuges. The Strategic Wildlife Enforcement Program (SWEP), for example, is an initiative that provides 
funding for enforcement activities by partnering with State and local agencies on various activities, 
including actions focused solely on preventing wildlife violations.  
 
Federal Wildlife Officers support the Secretary’s 
priority of creating a conservation stewardship 
legacy by serving as a critical link with the public in 
the role of conservation. Fair and legal use of 
wildlife resources is ensured, whether it is tagging a 
grizzly bear in Alaska, checking deer hunters in 
Mississippi, or supporting duck hunters in 
California. Federal Wildlife Officers assist in 
biological surveys and educate the public on the 
importance of conservation of America’s natural 
resources. Conservation efforts go far beyond 
recreation. Hunting, fishing, and trapping 
opportunities are vital to many Native Alaskans to 
supply their day-to-day food for survival. Federal 
Wildlife Officers work to ensure these resources 
will be available, not only for Native Alaskans, but 
for all Americans for generations to come. 
 
At the end of FY 2017, the Service had 255 full-time equivalent Federal Wildlife Officers charged with 
patrolling and responding to law enforcement issues throughout the more than 90 million land acres and 
740  million acres of marine waters under Refuge System management. Our law enforcement officers are 

Service Federal Wildlife Officer assisting with 
Border Patrol activities on Service-managed lands 

A Federal Wildlife Officer engages with two young 
anglers. Credit: USFWS 
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spread very thinly throughout the Refuge System. For example, thirteen States have only one or no 
officer. As visitation to refuges has grown more than 20 percent in the last 10 years and continues 
growing each year, the number of officers has remained about the same or declined. Today, each officer is 
responsible for the safety of an average 161,300 visitors and 29,000 hunters and anglers. 
 
Emergency Management and Physical Security 
The Service’s Emergency Management and Physical Security program (EMPS) supports the Secretary’s 
priority of protecting our people by providing expertise and leadership for the Service’s emergency 
management and physical security responsibilities nationwide. We participate in activities described in 
Homeland Security’s National Response Framework, the guide to how the Nation responds to all types of 
disasters and emergencies. Through this effort, the Service supports activities to prevent, protect against, 
prepare for, mitigate the effects of, respond to, and recover from all hazards that may affect any part of 
the Service and the people and communities we serve. The program has three major goals: 
 
Goal 1: Promote a resilient Service, ensuring that the lands administered by the Service and the 
surrounding communities are able to withstand and recover from all hazards. 
EMPS continuously supports thorough, direct, and open communication with all stakeholders to promote 
resilience in the face of emergency situations, such as oil spills, chemical releases, wildlife-to-human 
disease transmission, and natural disasters. EMPS helps these stakeholders save lives, mitigate impacts, 
and preserve habitats. As outlined in the National Response Framework and in partnership with the 
Department, the Service supports 13 of 15 Emergency Support Functions. EMPS coordinates the 
deployment of subject matter experts to provide all hazards response, recovery, consultations, and 
technical assistance to State and local authorities during and after emergencies. In addition, EMPS 
integrates and synchronizes the existing capabilities to advance risk reduction goals in disaster mitigation, 
response, and recovery. Most recently, EMPS was able to bring various Service program areas together to 
identify ways in which gray and green infrastructure, buildings, and homes can be rebuilt to be resilient to 
disasters, which will save taxpayer money in the future and protect communities. 
 
Goal 2: Facilitate a significant improvement in the Service’s ability to provide emergency responder 
capacity in times of crisis. 
The Service has an agile workforce that is 
deployable on short notice and brings both 
diverse and cross functional (i.e. scientists that 
are pilots, divers, boat operators, etc.) skill sets 
to emergencies. Because these skills can be used 
in many situations, the Service’s workforce is 
often thrust into the most challenging types of 
incidents, oftentimes requiring proficiency in the 
fundamentals of Emergency Management and 
the use of the Incident Command System (ICS). 
ICS is a standardized on-scene incident 
management tool and structure used across the 
Federal, State, and local government and 
designed to meet the needs of incidents of any 
kind or size. For example, ICS was used in the 
2016-2017 New World Screwworm infestation 
in the Florida Keys and during Hurricanes 
Harvey, Irma, and Maria in 2017. By increasing 
the number of Service employees who are qualified and able to perform in an ICS managed incident, the 
Service is better equipped to respond and partner on emergencies on a local, region, and national scale. 
 

Federal Wildlife Officers on their way to Hurricane Maria 
response. Credit: USFWS 
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Goal 3: Institutionalizing a whole Service approach to preparedness. 
Preparedness is a shared responsibility. It calls for the involvement of the entire organization—not just 
EMPS practitioners. By working together from a Service-wide approach, all employees take part in 
keeping the Service, the lands we administer, and the nation safe from harm when struck by natural and 
human-caused disasters.  
 
The whole Service approach requires that all Service employees take part in awareness training, testing, 
and drills to strengthen the Service’s ability to stay agile and ready to serve. Additionally, this approach 
helps improve our community partnerships by conducting training, testing, and drills with our local 
partners. These efforts strengthen those vital partnerships where oftentimes the Service is the only Federal 
entity to interface with the community. 
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Activity: National Wildlife Refuge System 
Subactivity: Conservation Planning 
  

 
2017 

Actual 
2018 CR 
Baseline 

2019 

Change 
from 
2018 
(+/-) 

Fixed 
Costs 
(+/-) 

Internal 
Transfers 

(+/-) 

Program 
Changes 

(+/-) 
Budget 
Request 

Conservation 
Planning 

($000) 2,523 2,506 0 0 -2,506 0 -2,506 
FTE 17 17 0 0 -17 0 -17 

 
Summary of 2019 Program Changes for Conservation Planning 

Request Component  ($000)  FTE 
• Refuge Planning -2,506 -17 

Program Changes -2,506 -17 
 
Justification of 2019 Program Changes  
The 2019 budget request for Conservation Planning is $0 and 0 FTE, a program change of -$2,506,000 
and -17 FTE from the FY 2018 CR Baseline. 
 
Refuge Planning (-$2,506,000/-13 FTE) 
Because of fiscal constraints and other priorities, the Service will not provide separate funding for refuge 
planning activities and staff in FY 2019. Individual refuges will fund these efforts from their base funds 
to the extent possible given other competing priorities. 
 
Program Overview 
The National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act requires the Service to prepare a Comprehensive 
Conservation Plan (CCP) for every unit of the Refuge System and revise each CCP every 15 years, as 
may be necessary. The Refuge Planning subactivity funds development of CCPs and associated step-
down plans, such as Habitat Management Plans and Visitor Services Plans, which “step down” the CCP 
and guide the management of a specific refuge to inform local conservation action. Refuge System 
planning processes are administered to include public input, engage stakeholders and local communities, 
and with aim to enhance public access while reducing potential regulatory burdens on the public. 
 
2019 Program Performance 
The FY 2019 budget request eliminates all funding for the Conservation Planning program, including 
funding for the Headquarters and Regional planning staff who have provided technical expertise for 
management plans. However, the Service is still required by the Refuge Improvement Act to complete 
CCPs for every refuge. With this dedicated funding eliminated, individual refuges will fund these efforts 
from their base funds and with staff on hand.  
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Activity: National Wildlife Refuge System 
Subactivity: Refuge Maintenance 
  

 
2017 

Actual 
2018 CR 
Baseline 

2019 

Change 
from 
2018 
(+/-) 

Fixed 
Costs 
(+/-) 

Internal 
Transfers 

(+/-) 

Program 
Changes 

(+/-) 
Budget 
Request 

Maintenance 
Support ($000) 55,230 54,855 +420 0 -2,016 53,259 -1,596 
Annual 
Maintenance ($000) 26,350 26,171 0 0 +129 26,300 +129 
Deferred 
Maintenance ($000) 41,620 41,337 0 0 -295 41,042 -295 
Equipment and 
Vehicle 
Management ($000) 14,988 14,886 0 0 0 14,886 0 

Refuge 
Maintenance 

($000) 138,188 137,249 +420 0 -2,182 135,487 -1,762 
FTE 587 584 0 0 -10 574 -10 

 
 Summary of 2019 Program Changes for Refuge Maintenance 

Request Component  ($000)  FTE 
• Annual Maintenance +129 0 
• Deferred Maintenance -295 0 
• Administrative savings -300 0 
• Maintenance Support -1,716 -10 

Program Changes -2,182 -10 
 
Justification of 2019 Program Changes  
The 2019 budget request for Refuge Maintenance is $135,487,000 and 574 FTE, a program change of  
-$2,182,000 and -10 FTE from the FY 2018 CR Baseline. 
 
Annual Maintenance (+$129,000/+0 FTE) 
This proposed increase supports the Administration’s priority of generating cost savings, while spurring 
local economic growth and job creation. Annual maintenance targets preventative maintenance 
activities on facilities and equipment to achieve and extend the expected life of facilities and equipment, 
which ultimately saves taxpayer money.  
 
Deferred Maintenance (-$295,000/+0 FTE) 
The Service will complete six fewer deferred maintenance projects with this proposed decrease. 
Combined with the requested funding and FTE decrease in maintenance support, which provides critical 
labor for preventative maintenance, the Refuge System’s deferred maintenance backlog will increase.  
Priority will be given to projects that target infrastructure modernization and provide safe reliable access 
to public lands by dedicating 60% of the funding to infrastructure that enables outdoor recreation and the 
supporting habitat. 
 
Administrative Savings (-$300,000/+0 FTE) 
The Department annually spends nearly $3 billion to procure goods and services, over $1 billion 
on information technology and over $300 million to administer acquisition and human resources 
services.  The Service will work to achieve cost savings of at least $5.6 million Service-wide by 
reducing travel costs and more aggressive use of shared services. 
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Maintenance Support (-$1,716,000/-10 FTE) 
Within this decrease, the Service reduces youth hiring programs by $645,000 and general maintenance 
support activities by $1,071,000. The reduction eliminates 750 seasonal youth hires from local 
communities for maintenance projects that supported priority public uses including hunting, fishing and 
boating. The decrease to general maintenance support activities has a correlated reduction of 10 FTE.  
 
The Service’s maintenance workforce peaked at over 900 FTE in the mid-1990s, and has been declining 
ever since. With 566 refuges and 38 wetland management districts, many field stations no longer have 
maintenance employees to proactively maintain habitats, equipment, vehicles, roads, buildings, or 
infrastructure that provides safe and reliable public access for over 53 million visitors in a manner that 
prevents deferred maintenance. The Refuge System has worked diligently to reduce its deferred 
maintenance backlog. 
 
Remaining maintenance support funds will be used to advance Secretarial priorities to create a 
conservation stewardship legacy and modernize our infrastructure.  Projects supporting maintenance and 
construction of high quality habitat and outdoor recreation infrastructure have associated positive benefits 
of protecting Service lands and neighboring communities through improved storm resiliency, erosion 
control, flood risk reduction, and water quality while supporting local economies and jobs.  Well-
maintained and accessible outdoor recreation infrastructure ensures that public lands are safe and 
welcoming to hunters, anglers and, other visitors.  
 
Program Overview 

The Refuge Maintenance subactivity underpins every management activity that occurs in the Refuge 
System, including wildlife and habitat management, fire management, law enforcement, and public 
access and outdoor recreation. It enables these primary capacities: 
 
Operations 
The Refuge System conserves, protects, and enhances fish, wildlife, and plants for the benefit and use of 
the American people on 855.6 million acres of lands and waters geographically dispersed throughout the 
U.S. and its territories.  
 
A Conservation Legacy for the Next 100 years 

With the Refuge Maintenance funding, the Service builds and maintains publically accessible hunting blinds (left, 
Modoc NWR (CA)) and fishing piers (right, Crab Orchard NWR (IL)).  
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Active habitat management conducted by refuge maintenance is key to ensuring a conservation legacy for 
the next 100 years. Best practices are applied to manage the land water resources for the greatest wildlife 
and public benefit and provide the highest return on investment for the American tax payer. Activities 
include mowing and disking fields, selective burning, planting food crops, manipulating water levels on 
impoundments, and removing undesirable and invasive vegetation. Water levels are managed to optimize 
habitats and involve an extensive array of water control structures, levees, canals, pumps, and other 
infrastructure that must be monitored, maintained, and repaired to ensure appropriate water is provided 
and damage from storm events is ameliorated in the most cost effective manner possible. 
 
Outdoor Access 
A critical function of the maintenance program is providing and maintaining safe and reliable public 
access to outdoor recreational opportunities for over 53 million visitors - including 2.4 million hunters 
and 7.3 million recreational anglers. There are over 13,300 roads, trails, and bridges in the Refuge System 
with a combined replacement value of over $15.7 billion, which must be maintained to provide safe and 
reliable access to the public on their lands.  

 
Economic Benefits to Local Communities 
Refuge maintenance activities generate economic development and job creation in communities 
near refuges. The purchase of local building materials and supplies, contracting with architectural and 
engineering firms, construction companies, and maintenance and repair contractors all support economic 
growth beyond the benefits associated with Refuge visitation and tourism.  

 
Nationwide Portfolio of Refuge System Constructed Facility Assets 

As of September 30, 2017 

Asset 
Grouping 

Asset Count Replacement Value Deferred Maintenance 
Amount % of 

Total 
$ 

(Millions) % of Total $ 
(Millions) % of Total 

Buildings 5,252 14.70% $3,867 9.17% $292 25.22% 
Water 
Management 
Structures 

8,930 25.00% $17,720 42.02% $335 28.93% 

Roads, Bridges, 
and Trails 

13,364 37.41% $15,713 37.26% $255 22.02% 

Other 
Structures 

8,180 22.90% $4,874 11.56% $276 23.83% 

Total 35,726 100% $42,174 100% $1,158 100% 
 

Modernizing Infrastructure 
The Service Maintenance Program excels in delivering cost-effective operations and facility management 
- ensuring high returns on investment for taxpayers and a impressive rate of infrastructure modernization. 
The Service strategically uses life cycle management considerations and financial and performance data 
to improve management of its facility infrastructure and mobile equipment fleet. Using principles in 
Executive Order 13327, Federal Real Property Asset Management, as signed by President George W. 
Bush, the Service is managing our portfolio of facility and mobile equipment assets in a manner that 
focuses on accomplishing Administration and Secretarial goals and legislative mission, including safe and 
reliable public recreational opportunities, using the most cost effective means possible. These strategic 
investments, the types of infrastructure constructed, and diligent maintenance completed by our 
workforce contain the deterioration rate of our portfolio to approximately 1.1 percent of current 
replacement value (CRV) per year.  
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The Refuge Maintenance budget consists of four program elements: 
 
Refuge Maintenance Support 
Refuge Maintenance Support includes supplies, materials and salaries for maintenance and facilities 
management. Maintenance employees are critical in properly maintaining facility and equipment assets, 
which enable the Service to accomplish habitat management and refuge operations goals and provide the 
public safe and reliable recreational and educational opportunities. Maintenance employees spend about 
half their time maintaining infrastructure and equipment and the other half maintaining habitat and 
supporting public recreational activities.  
 
Annual Maintenance 
Annual Maintenance encompasses all non-staff expenditures for preventative maintenance needed to 
keep the Service’s infrastructure and mobile equipment fleet functioning for its intended purpose. It is 
required to achieve the expected life of infrastructure and equipment. Annual maintenance includes: 
utilities, custodial care, and snow removal for offices, administrative, and public buildings; repair of 
system failures before they are deferred; and preventive maintenance—including scheduled servicing, 
repairs, and parts replacement—required to achieve the expected life of facilities and equipment.  
 
Proactively maintaining facilities through Maintenance Support and Annual Maintenance is 30 to 40 
percent more cost effective on average than waiting until maintenance is deferred. These funds are critical 
in providing the American taxpayers the maximum return on investment. 
 
Deferred Maintenance 
Deferred Maintenance projects repair, rehabilitate, dispose of, or replace constructed real property 
assets. Available funds are directed to the highest priority mission critical projects based upon facilities 
condition, asset priority, consequences of failure to act, and return on investment (in reducing Deferred 
Maintenance, operations costs and obtaining outside funding) in accordance with Departmental guidance. 
Prioritization of projects is completed by utilizing the DOI priority scoring and by the front line field, 
operations, and facilities managers that know firsthand the field based mission impacts, return on 
investment, and outside funding opportunities available and are reported to DOI and OMB in the five-
year deferred maintenance plans annually.  

At a Glance: Maintenance of Facilities, Fleet, and Equipment 
 

The Refuge System maintenance program optimizes the alignment between infrastructure 
investments and mission delivery. Enabling activities include repairing and replacing: 
 

• Roads, trails, and visitor facilities that allow over 53 million Americans to enjoy refuge 
lands and wildlife, and allow access for management purposes including fire prevention, 
law enforcement, and fish and wildlife management; 

• On- and off-road vehicles needed to carry out everyday field activities of nearly 2,700 FTE 
and over 40,000 volunteers; 

• An extensive fleet of agricultural and construction equipment needed to actively manage 
habitat and to maintain constructed real property assets; and  

• A portfolio of constructed assets valued at $42.2 billion that provides the base of 
operations for all refuge programs and enables all fish and wildlife management on Refuge 
System lands and waters that occur throughout the U.S. and its various island territories. 
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6-Year History of Deferred Maintenance Backlog by Four Major Categories of Assets 

Category 
Refuge System Deferred Maintenance 

(beginning of FY) ($ millions) 
FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 

Buildings 349 315 316 302 306 292 
Water Management 404 343 299 286 286 335 
Roads/Bridges/Trails 1,356 849 383 296 305 255 
Other 289 240 286 281 279 276 
Total 2,398 1,747 1,284 1,165 1,176 1,158 

 
The Service uses a strategic, portfolio-based approach to manage assets in a manner that informs 
decision- ma k i n g  and maximizes efficient and effective mission delivery with an emphasis on 
mission- critical assets and the protection of investments through long-term life cycle management.  
 
 

Beach Restoration Project on McFaddin NWR Protected Communities from Hurricane 
Harvey 

 
The McFaddin Refuge has the largest existing wetland in Texas, and its seemingly endless 
expanse of cordgrass provides an important buffer for the refuge and communities from 
hurricanes. Historically, a natural dune ridge system along the Gulf Coast prevented seawater 
from directly entering the refuge’s marshes under all but storm tides. But sediments that once 
moved down the rivers and rebuilt the coastline are being held back, and the beaches and dune 
systems on this stretch of the Gulf Coast are eroding and turning into open water. The refuge and 
nearby public lands are losing 15 to 40 feet of land a year, diminishing the distance between the 
Gulf and inland infrastructure, including the largest oil refinery complex in North America. 
 
In 2017, the Service began working with partners to restore the refuge’s diminished beaches and 
protect the marshes. The Service completed a pilot project in May to rebuild the dune system on 
about three miles of the most vulnerable portion of beach. The project was a success. The 
buffering effects were critical in diminishing the impacts of the refuge’s direct hit from Tropical 
Storm Cindy and Hurricane Harvey. The newly built beach and dunes protected the marshes—
and the infrastructure behind them. The next phase of the restoration project will focus on an 
additional 17 miles of coastline with proposed project completion within two years. 

McFaddin NWR unrestored beach (left) and restored beach 
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Modernizing Infrastructure by Reducing the Deferred Maintenance Backlog 
The Refuge System has worked to reduce the deferred maintenance backlog though the use of 
Maintenance Action Teams, proactive investments, improved policies, improved data quality and 
increased focus on preventative and routine maintenance investments. This improved focus and 
investment of limited resources in areas with the largest return has resulted in reducing the Refuge 
System’s deferred maintenance backlog by about 50 percent. In FY 2019 through FY 2023, 60 percent of 
Refuge System Deferred Maintenance funding will be dedicated to retaining, restoring and enhancing 
outdoor recreational opportunities and the supporting habitats.   
 
Equipment and Vehicle Management 
The Refuge System requires an extensive fleet of vehicles and equipment to successfully carry out the 
conservation mission and provide safe and reliable public recreation and education opportunities. The 
Refuge System employs rental and leasing options to provide a cost-effective, efficient program. 
Equipment and Vehicle Management funds optimize the management of fleets to meet mission needs 
and serve as an example for the efficient use of public assets. The Refuge System is actively focusing on 

modernizing our equipment and vehicle fleet and is implementing utilization and age standards to 
increase proceeds of sales to reinvest in a smaller, more agile, and modernized fleet. 
 
Fleet Management  
The majority of the 3,600 vehicles used on refuges are four wheel-drive trucks and utility vehicles for 
transporting personnel, equipment, materials, and tools to remote sites for firefighting, wildlife and habitat 
management, and law enforcement. The vehicles must be capable of operation under on-road and off-
road conditions, which limits the ability to utilize two-wheel drive vehicles, vans, or sedans and limits 
the applicability of recommended annual vehicle mileage use typical of non-natural resource agencies.  
 
Small Equipment 
Specialized equipment such as all-terrain vehicles, small aircraft, boats, small tractors, snowmobiles, 
trailers, agricultural implements, and similar equipment is needed to access, maintain, and restore habitats 
in remote or rugged areas. In total, the Refuge System’s small equipment fleet consists of about 5,000 
assets. 
 
  

The Refuge System uses heavy equipment to maintain roads and trails, and to create and maintain healthy 
wildlife habitats. 
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Heavy Equipment 
Heavy equipment management includes acquisition, rental, and repair of heavy equipment. Agricultural, 
earthmoving, and construction equipment are used to maintain wetland impoundments and roads; 
construct and maintain wildlife habitat; control invasive plants; and maintain and construct visitor 
facilities such as boardwalks, observation platforms, fishing piers, hunt blinds, tour routes, and trails. 
The Service owns nearly 4,000 heavy equipment assets with a combined replacement value of about $423 
million. 
 
2019 Program Performance    
In FY 2019 the Refuge Maintenance Program will focus on implementing the Secretarial priorities to 
modernize infrastructure to support DOI and National interests while spurring local job creation. At 
the requested FY 2019 funding level, the Maintenance program will support maintenance staffing for 
field stations to carry out a wide variety of activities that provide safe and reliable outdoor access and 
habitat management.  This funding level also enables annual preventative maintenance, including 
funds for supplies, materials, and contracts; for the Service to operate and repair facilities and 
equipment; perform regular annual maintenance; and complete cyclical maintenance on schedule.  
 
The requested FY 2019 funding level for deferred maintenance will allow the Service to complete 
about 128 of the highest priority deferred maintenance projects, which will generate an estimated 
$128 million and 735 jobs in local and State economies. The funding levels support the replacement 
of mobile equipment and fleet assets, further implementing an initiative to improve management and 
modernize the vehicle and equipment fleet. In total, this funding level will allow the Service to 
continue supporting refuge programs and prioritize projects that maintain wildlife habitats that 
expand or improve safe and reliable outdoor recreation for the American public on their lands. 
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Performance Goal 2014 
Actual 

2015 
Actual 

2016 
Actual 

2017 
Target 

2017 
Actual 

2018 
Target 2019 PB 

Change 
from 2018 
Target to 
2019 PB 

1.0.1 - Number of 
NWRS riparian 
(stream/shoreline) 
miles achieving 
desired conditions 
(GPRA) 

310,365 310,363 310,311 310,303 310,381 310,371 298,015 -12,356 

2.0.1 - # of NWRS 
wetland, upland, and 
coastal/marine acres 
achieving desired 
condition (GPRA) 

140,232,307 145,791,353 145,948,626 146,229,364 246,396,015 518,693,756 140,438,680 -378,255,076 

11.1.1.2 - Total # of 
NWRS acres infested 
with invasive plants  
(GPRA) 

2,399,819 2,245,244 2,337,279 2,345,638 2,345,638 2,450,769 2,488,253 37,484 

12.1.1.2 - total # of 
invasive animal 
populations  (GPRA) 

1,701 1,699 1,745 1,700 1,700 1,771 1,803 32 

13.3.1 - % of 
Wilderness Area 
acres achieving 
unique values 
described in the 
Wilderness Act  

90% 
(18,663,479 

of 
20,700,342) 

88% 
(18,265,296 

of 
20,700,342) 

88% 
(18,265,435 

of 
20,700,342) 

88% 
(18,265,585 

of 
20,700,342) 

90% 
(18,665,379 

of 
20,700,342) 

90% 
(18,665,377 

of 
20,700,342) 

88% 
(18,218,675 

of 
20,703,040) 

-2% 

15.2.2.2 - total # of 
refuges with hunting 
programs  

364 364 364 372 372 372 372 0 

15.2.4 - % of 
NWRs/WMDs that 
have quality fishing 
programs, where 
fishing is compatible  

76% (229 
of 303) 

76% (231 
of 303) 

79% (238 
of 303) 

77% (238 
of 308) 

79% (244 
of 308) 

79% (244 
of 309) 

81% (251 
of 309) 2% 

15.2.8 - % of 
NWRs/WMDs that 
have quality 
environmental 
education programs, 
where interpretation 
is compatible   

75% (292 
of 387) 

73% (291 
of 397) 

75% (293 
of 393) 

74% (297 
of 400) 

74% (297 
of 400) 

74% (298 
of 403) 

74% (299 
of 403) 0% 

15.2.23 - Total # of 
visitors to NWRS - 
annual 

46,912,041 48,477,661 50,172,483 48,166,877 53,610,857 36,797,101 40,000,000 3,202,899 

 
 



From: Mott, Seth
To: Krista Bibb
Subject: Fwd: DOI Manual
Date: Thursday, June 14, 2018 11:31:59 AM
Attachments: 3360 - Rescinding Authorities Inconsistent with Secretary"s Order 3349.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Abdelrahim, Sarah <sarah_abdelrahim@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Jun 14, 2018 at 12:11 PM
Subject: Re: DOI Manual
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>

Hi Seth,

Please see the attached order from the Deputy Secretary, issued in December 2017. You will
see that 600 DM 6 was rescinded in Section 4, #2.

Hope that helps.

Sarah

On Thu, Jun 14, 2018 at 11:59 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Sarah 

Do you know if   600 DM 6,  was officially rescinded?   We are trying to keep links and
references in our Service manual up to date.

thanks

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Sarah Abdelrahim
Office of Policy Analysis
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20240



202-208-4978
Sarah_Abdelrahim@ios.doi.gov

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



   

      

 

        
   

               
              
             

             
            

                
          

          

             
            

         
              

            

                
              

               
            

           
    

            
             

            
           

          
         

               
               

             

            
            



             
 

               
                 

            
             

           
             
              

              
                

       

           
             

              
            

               
          

   

             
               

 

 

           
   

         
     

          
    

          
   

              
            

          
        
             

              
           



 

             
                
               

             

          
         

               
               

     

                 
              

                 
            

                
                

                
 

     



From: Bloodsworth, Brian
To: Pamela Michalegko
Subject: Fwd: DSH Update Documents
Date: Tuesday, April 4, 2017 12:50:45 PM
Attachments: DSH April 2017 Update.docx

R5 Evaluation Outbrief 2017.docx
Executive Summary, Workers" Compensation Program, 2016 (Final) (3).pdf
FWS WC Dashboard CBY16 v.1 (3).pdf

Please print copies for me when you have a minute.  Thank you!

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Murphy, Chip <chip_murphy@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, Apr 4, 2017 at 9:24 AM
Subject: DSH Update Documents
To: Brian Bloodsworth <Brian_Bloodsworth@fws.gov>, Marilyn Brower
<marilyn_brower@fws.gov>
Cc: Daryl Avery <daryl_avery@fws.gov>

Brian and Marilyn,

For today's program update. Thank you.

Chip Murphy
HQ, Safety Manager/Service Industrial Hygienist
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
MS: BMO - Division of Safety and Health
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA. 22041-3803
(703) 358-2254
(703) 254-8484 Cell

-- 
Brian Bloodsworth
Deputy Assistant Director
Business Management and Operations | U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
brian bloodsworth@fws.gov | Office: (703) 358-2116 | Mobile: (703) 328-0447



DIVISION OF SAFETY AND HEALTH 
Monthly Update 

April 4, 2017 
 
 
2017 Regional Safety Managers/Emergency Management Meeting – Held the annual meeting 
in San Diego, CA the week of March 20-24th.  Arc Flash training and a Strategic Planning 
session were provided as part of the meeting. A strategic planning report will be provided to the 
FWS Division of Safety and Health by the planning session facilitator shortly. Water Control 
Structures were identified by all regions as an area requiring a concerted effort on establishing 
consistent design / safety features and a Service wide inventory.  
 
Comings and Goings for FWS Safety – Region 1 safety specialist Bob VanBuskirk retired in 
December 2016. Region 1 hired Dane VanPelt as a new safety specialist. Region 5 safety 
manager John Guiel retired effective April 1, 2017. Region 3 safety specialist/injury workers 
compensation specialist Jesse Meredith resigned April 2, 2017 
 
CHIP: 
 
DOI Safety and Health Program Evaluation – The evaluation is set for April 23-28, 2017. The 
team will be visiting Ashland FWCO, St. Croix WMD, Iron River, Twin City ESFO, and MN 
Valley NWR, and the region 3 RO. The out-brief will be held on Friday April 28, 2017.   
 
2017 Headquarters Safety Inspection – Safety inspection was conducted March 29-30. 
Overall, minor items like electrical cord management, clutter, storage and portable heaters were 
identified. As a result of the inspection, there are 2 items for BMO action: update HQ Rally 
Maps, and issue a heater use reminder to all HQ personnel. The HQ CDSO is writing up the 
findings and will issue a draft to the Division of Safety and Health for review.  
 
FWS Safety Inspection Abatement System (IAS) – Development work continues with the 
Information Resources and Technology Management (IRTM), Branch of Engineering Services 
(BES), Applications Development Team (ADT). It was agreed to program the IAS with mobile 
access (I-pads, I-phones) use in mind. The FWS IAS workgroup continues to work on modifying 
inspection checklists for IAS use. 
 
Climate Change – Per DOI, quarterly updates on the DOI Climate Change strategy work has 
been stopped. 
 
Secretarial Order 3349 - Under DOI Strategy 3, we had committed to drafting and finalizing a 
Temperature Stress safety chapter to aid in preventing injury/illness to employees from exposure 
temperature. It's still in Draft form. 
 
 
 
 
 



KERRY: 
 
Region 4 Safety and Health Evaluation - Final report was entered into DTS on March 16 for 
Director’s signature. Region 4 was provided an opportunity to review and comment prior to 
finalizing the report. DSH received no feedback.  
 
Region 5 Safety and Health Evaluation FY 2017 - The evaluation was conducted Jan 30 – Feb 
03 with the regional safety manager John Guiel in attendance. The report writing is currently 
underway.  
Collateral Duty Safety Officer (CDSO) on-line / video project: DOI & FWS - DOI led on-
line CDSO training development continues. BLM National Training Center is facilitating project 
with core group of bureaus safety reps & DOI Safety Managers. The project remains to be ahead 
of schedule – due to be completed OCT/NOV 2017. 
 
Serious Accident Investigation Team R2 fatality report (Attwater Prarie Chicken NWR) – 
Final report was issued to ABMO. The establishment of a Board-of-Review is underway. 
Planned participants are John Blitch, HQ - National Heavy Equipment Coordinator, Dave 
Hoskins, HQ AD - Fish and Aquatic Conservation, and Chris Jensen, Region 3 - ARD, Budget & 
Administration. 
 
FWS Safety and Health Strategic Plan – A strategic planning session was held at the 2017 
RSM meeting. Kerry is currently working with the Strategic Planning facilitator in drafting the 
FWS S&H strategic plan. 
 
EMERY: 
 
Workers Compensation / Service Chargeback Year 2017-Quarter 2 - Chargeback Report 
Review completed end of March, with 12 corrections identified Service-wide, for Regions 1, 2, 
4, 5, 6, and 9 (including OLE): revealing one case deletion for a claim belonging to Bureau of 
Indian Affairs (BIA) and 16 Alpha Code changes, 5 which belong to OLE). Those alpha changes 
were corrected. FWS continues to show a downward trend (6 years running) of annual new 
cases. Workers compensation costs remained stable, with a slight 6% increase in 2016 due 
largely in part to an increase in medical costs. 
 
Death Gratuity Payment (Fire) - Emery was asked by Ted Mason, FWS National Fire Safety 
Specialist at NIFC, Boise, Idaho, to review a rough draft of a re-tooling of the $10,000 Death 
Gratuity Payment Procedures, which is covered in the Line of Duty Death (LODD) guide.  He 
intends to undertake a complete re-tooling of the whole guide in the near future, and will be 
requesting my assistance with that. 
 
DOI Workers Compensation Council – Met on March 9th to discuss workers compensation 
needs analysis across the department, evaluating the limitation with SMIS in regards to workers 
compensation, elimination of POWER Goal VI (Reducing Lost production Day rates), as it is not 
useful or meaningful as a measure.  
 



Workers Compensation Compliance and Accountability Reviews – Scheduled Bureau level 
reviews by DOI are on hold. DOI still intends to conduct them in the future. FWS can expect to 
receive reviews of at least 2 regions. 
 
SMIS - Emery is utilizing a new SMIS upgrade he requested as a new feature in the SMIS Case 
Management by Chargeback Year report, to explore new metrics generation and looking at 
specific types of OWCP adjudicated cases (e.g., Closed, Medical, Daily and Periodic Rolls, 
Death cases, Overpayments, etc.). He plans to explore this and other analytics opportunities 
which the Branch of Analytics. 
 
TORT Policies – Work with the Solicitor’s office continues on re-tooling the Service’s manual 
chapter 401 FW 3 Claims by the Government. 
 
OLE Workers Compensation Files - Re-tooling the HQ and Service-wide LE workers’ 
compensation case files continues. A DOI inspection of the files is anticipated for the future, 
anywhere from this year to several years out. 
 
Region Support - Assisting several Regions on various complex issues on claims management 
and procedure.  
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USFWS Division of Safety and Health 
Region 5 Safety and Health Program Evaluation  

Fiscal Year 2017 
 
 
The Regional Safety Office is currently responsible for the following programs: Safety and Health, Workers’ 
Compensation, Environmental Compliance Assessments, Tort Claims, and oversight of engineering projects 
to include the review of new construction projects in the contracting, design, and inspection phases. 
 
The Regional Safety and Health Office consists of one Occupational Safety and Health Manager who also 
carries out the duties of as the region’s Chief of Engineering, one Injury Compensation Safety Specialist, one 
Architect, and one Environmental Coordinator. The Injury Compensation Specialist commits 50% of their 
time to safety and 50% time to injury compensation. The Architect conducts building condition assessments 
for structures that are located on refuges. The Environmental Coordinator commits 50% of their time to 
environmental assessments and related issues, and 50% of their time to refuge engineering duties.  
 
 
Facilities Visited: 

• North Attleboro National Fish Hatchery, North Attleboro, Massachusetts  
• Long Island National Wildlife Refuge Complex, Shirley, New York 
• Office of Law Enforcement, Valley Stream, New York 
• New Jersey Ecological Services Office, ES Office New Jersey ES Office 
• John Heinz National Wildlife Refuge at Tinicum, Philadelphia, PA 

Region 5 Offices, Hadley, Massachusetts 
 

Commendable Items:  
• New employee (new-hire / transfer-in) safety orientation checklist in use.  
• Collateral Duty Safety Training(CDSOs) – all duty stationed had an assigned and trained CDSO, and 

in several instances, more than one employee at the duty station had attended CDSO training and had 
prior CDSO collateral duties.  

• John Heinz NWR – decon shower – non-slip rubber matting below shower (simple item to prevent 
slipping yet rarely seen) 

• Job Hazard Assessments present at duty stations (need signed review by manager, sign-in sheet when 
reviewed by employees). 

Items for continued monitoring for field and Regional Safety Office:  

• Safety Training and Documentation. Continue to ensure duty stations continue to implement and 
use some type of method to track training in order to know what type of training is required of 
employees and if the required training is current (e.g. spreadsheet, judicious use of DOI Learn).  
 

• Driver authorizations forms. Ensure these forms are filled out, filed, and that employees’ driver’s 
license are reviewed annually. 
 

yellow 

green 
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Safety program elements requiring targeted improvements:  

• Safety committee meetings / staff meeting minutes. Duty stations have been discussing safety 
topics in meeting, yet documented minutes of quarterly meetings must be documented and kept on 
file. Required items to be discussed in safety meetings according to 240 FW 1 include: attendee 
names, discussions of safety problems / resolutions, project assignments and safety considerations, 
safety awareness activities, and the circumstances contributing to any accidents or incidents that 
occurred at the facility since the last meeting. Some stations did have a sign in sheet with a titled 
topic regarding safety. Minutes from the committee or staff meeting should be posted to inform 
others that may not have been able to attend on that specific day. 
 

• Station Safety Plan. Ensure plans include requirements found in 240 FW 1; recommend also listing 
within the safety plan, which OSHA written programs are required at the respective duty station.  
 
 

• OSHA written programs.  
 
While OSHA written programs such as confined space, bloodborne pathogen, lockout tagout, and hazard 
communication were present at some of the duty stations, many plans lacked specific required 
information. For example: 
- Confined Space: full inventory of identified spaces;  
- Bloodborne Pathogens: identify who is deemed occupationally exposed;  
- Hearing Conservation: identify who is deemed occupationally exposed; 
- Lockout Tagout: list of authorized employees and proof of training;  

• - Respiratory Protection - identify who is deemed occupationally exposed; 
- Hazard Communication: current chemical inventories, proof of training. 
 
 
page 2 of 2 
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Executive Summary – Workers’ Compensation Program 2016 
 

 
 

 
 

• The Service continued to reduce its annual number of cases for the 6th straight year, which points to controlling the occurrence of new injuries, the 
closing out of older cases, a continued process to file certain minor injuries as “For Record Only”, and focused scrutiny to identify erroneous claims 

• Workers’ compensations costs remain stable, with a 6% increase in 2016, which is attributed mostly to an increase in medical costs and a slight 
increase in wage loss compensation costs compared to 2015 

• The six highest-cost cases, with an approximate total cost of $1,235,000 represents 21% of the FWS 2016 overall workers’ compensation costs of 
approximately $6,000,000. The highest cost case accrued $459,000 in medical costs in 2016, which was approximately a $390,000 increase over the 
claim’s 2015 cost. The other five claims represented costs exceeding $100,000 each 

• From 2012-2016, there have been a 21% reduction in new cases; 33% reduction in cases 1-3 years old; and 32% reduction in cases over 3 years old 
with claimants less that 60 years of age. The overall reduction in the number of claims (old and new) during this period is 23%  

• The Department of the Interior (DOI) Services for Accountability, OWCP, and Retirement (SOAR) Team is actively managing the Service’s Long Term 
Roll (LTR) cases using experienced and trained workers’ compensation professionals to intensely monitor for Return-to-Work (RTW) opportunities 

• The Service continues to lead the way amongst the bureaus, credited by DOI as being the model bureau in solid operational formula and innovation, 
including the adoption of many FWS methods by sister bureaus 

 
 

 
 

 

Drivers: 
• LTR cases, though relatively low in number (10% of the total Service 

caseload), represent the lions share of costs, at 68% of the total annual 
costs 

• The Protecting Our Workers and Ensuring Reemployment (POWER) 
Presidential Initiative was implemented in 2011 to increase timely 
filing of claims, increase employee RTW, and reduce days away from 
work due to injuries. This initiative ended in 2014 and the Department 
of Labor indicates that it will soon be replaced with a similar initiative 

 

Challenges: 
• No training for supervisors in handling workers’ compensation 
• Resistance from the Regional Human Resources Divisions to 

implement a formal Service RTW program 
• Insufficient number of trained and experienced Regional 

Injury Compensation Specialists (RICS) and assistants 
• DOI Safety Management Information System lacks adequate 

case management tools 
• Inadequate DOI workers’ compensation program leadership 
 

 

 
 
 

• Annual Service caseloads have dropped for 6-years straight 
• Total costs trend reflects decreasing costs from 2007-2014. Costs are up 6% ($355,953) in 2016 (compared to 2% in 2015) 
• Wage Loss Claims remain stable, with a 3% increase ($123,915) 
• Medical expenses continue to rise for all citizens, and is reflected in the highest-cost cases 

  

• Reduce Service workers’ compensation costs through a strong Return-to-Work Program 
• Regions 1, 5, 9 represent highest overall LTR wage loss costs and will be the primary focus for cost reduction initiatives in FY16; followed by Regions 

2, 3, 4, and 6 as secondary focus; and Region 7 and 8 as tertiary focus 
• Adopt the use of the Department of Labor’s ECOMP claims management system as the primary DOI workers’ compensation system for HQ claims. 

After a 1 year pilot test, offer it’s use to the Regions if successes are found with HQ claims 
• Increase workers’ compensation training opportunities aimed at improving Regional case management capabilities 
• Communicate workers’ compensation program successes and challenges to our stakeholders 

 

Program 
Status 

Drivers & 
Challenges 

Trends 

Program 
Goals 



Region R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8 R9 TOTAL
# Cases 106 98 122 152 94 90 48 58 59 827
Med $ 185,519 638,062 47,038 318,194 156,250 204,135 82,930 66,329 161,169 1,859,627
Comp $ 663,172 415,622 398,517 467,107 527,190 388,822 182,640 10,260 1,100,831 4,154,160
FWS TOTAL $ 848,690 1,053,684 445,555 785,302 683,439 592,957 265,570 76,589 1,262,000 6,013,787

Year 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 AVERAGE
Cost ($ Million) 6.3 5.6 6.2 6.3 6.1 5.5 5.5 5.6 6.0 5.9
# Cases 1,093 1,162 1,140 1,149 1,076 1,003 850 834 827 1015

Medical $ TOTAL # Cases
REGION 1 56,807 665,377 20
REGION 2 66,503 429,642 10
REGION 3 10,101 370,079 7
REGION 4 55,913 388,513 9
REGION 5 40,661 553,150 14
REGION 6 61,889 402,177 8
REGION 7 1,582 176,739 6
REGION 8 0 0 0
REGION 9 55,432 1,108,098 12
FWS TOTAL 348,888 4,093,775 86

Personnel Catagory <1 yr 1-3 yrs TOTAL
Full Time 389 177 730
Firefighter 3 3 6
Volunteer 44 13 60
YCC 24 3 30
Others 1 0 1
FWS TOTAL 461 196 827
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From: Elsa Haubold
To: Seth Mott
Subject: Fwd: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 2:12:22 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

ES FWS Documents Related to Mitigation, Climate Change, or GHGs.docx

I don't think there is anything LCC related for this but let me know if you need me to do
something......
-Elsa

Elsa M. Haubold, Ph.D.
National Landscape Conservation Cooperative Coordinator
lccnetwork.org

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 2:56:32 PM EDT
To: Cynthia_Martinez <Cynthia_Martinez@fws.gov>, Charles Blair
<charles_blair@fws.gov>,  Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov>, Elsa Haubold
<elsa_haubold@fws.gov>,  Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th

Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB
today.  ES had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response
(attached), but we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well. 
Please consider the attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB
today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March
30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov



Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy
yesterday and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit
through the requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to
wait.  Just didn't make sense to me to collect the same
information twice (SO 3349) and on a very different
(seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me know if I'm
missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>



Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>,
"Viets, Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We
have discussed the request with our National Park
Service Acting Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has
asked that we hold off on responding until we can
coordinate our response to this request, as well as to the
Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is
happy to discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>,
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley



<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol
Braegelmann <carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies
that do or may impact external stakeholders/entities,
consistent with the Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see
attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not
replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. You will
likely receive instruction from your leadership in the near
future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.



 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>;
Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>;
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason



<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies,
manuals or guidance that address or are related to
mitigation, climate change or GHGs.  In particular any
policies, guidance, instructions, or handbook related to or
implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance for
Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate
Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of
mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and
include any policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not
already listed that reference, implement, or relate to
mitigation or climate change or GHGs.  The goal is to be
over-inclusive at this point, rather than exclusive.  Please
also provide a brief summary (couple of sentences) for
ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy or
guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those
policies we are responsible for, or which we have
information on. You may wish to refer to those entries
for examples of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document
available at the link provided NLT COB Thursday,
March 30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

 

Thank you,

(b) (5) CIP



 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.do
i.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov
>; Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>;
Moody, Aaron <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman,
Louise <louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty



<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our
person ultimately responsible for combining and
unifying our document, so feel free to add to the link or
send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation
info to the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24
PM, Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or
started a list of their mitigation
policies, but we'd like a
comprehensive source of all
this information department-
wide.   

 

We want to compile a
reference document listing
what (if any) statute authorizes

(b) (5) CIP



it; where it is found in our regs,
reports, handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and
finally, what type of mitigation
(e.g. compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of
over-inclusion so feel free to
add anything in you think we
may be missing. Each item just
requires a summary with a few
sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and
Stephen have begun looking at
this in the SOL office, and
Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within
the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545



Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including
attachments) is intended for the
use of the individual or entity to
which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is
privileged, confidential, or
otherwise protected by applicable
law.  If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified
that any dissemination,
distribution, copying or use of the
e-mail or its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this e-
mail in error, please notify the
sender immediately and destroy
all copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 



 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937



 
Document Title Source Brief Summary Comments 

Cooperative Endangered 
Species Conservation 
Fund (Section 6) grants 
Notice of Funding 
Opportunity 

DRR-
BRSG 

 

This notice asks applicants to identify the project's conservation 
benefits to be derived by avoiding or offsetting climate change 
impacts.  Also, Regional Directors are given discretionary "bonus" 
points to award to proposals that are a high priority to the Region 
based on how a proposal may address conservation in the context of 
climate change when assigning these points to a proposal.  Regional 
Directors consider other items too such as project readiness and how 
a proposal may address conservation in the context of climate 
change when assigning these points to a proposal.   

 

Recovery Planning 
Guidance 

DRR-
BRSG 

This interim guidance provides a useful resource for agency field 
staff and their partners to assist them in planning for, and carrying 
out, the recovery of listed endangered and threatened species.  
Recovery planning and implementation are required under the 
Endangered Species Act to guide the process by which listed 
species and their ecosystems are restored and their future is 
safeguarded to the point that protections under the ESA are no 
longer needed. 

Climate change is 
referenced twice is this 
guidance; both related to 
re-assessing, not 
mitigating 

Internal Review Process 
for Authorizing 
Harassment under 
Section 101(a)(5)(D) of 
the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act 

DRR-
BRSG 

This document provides information to assist agency staff with the 
internal processing of authorizations for the take, by harassment, of 
small numbers of marine mammals incidental to specified activities.  
It addresses marine mammal species under the jurisdiction of the 
FWS (i.e., polar bears, Pacific walurses, sea otters, and manatees). 

This document doesn’t 
reference climate change 
or GHG.  In addition, 
although mitigation is a 
part of the IHA process, 
this document doesn’t 
provide guidance on 
prescribing those 
measures 

FWS Director’s Order 
No. 218 Policy 
Regarding Voluntary 
Prelisting Conservation 
Actions 

DRR-
BCCC 

This policy provides States with an additional tools and incentive to 
engage landowners, government agencies, and others in carrying out 
voluntary conservation actions for species not listed under the 
Endangered Species Act. This order establishes that landowners 
participating in a qualifying State administered species conservation 

 



program can obtain conservation credits for efforts that benefit 
declining species. These credits can later be redeemed to offset or 
mitigate actions that are detrimental to a species should it 
subsequently be listed under the ESA. The credits may also be 
traded or sold to a third party. 

2016 Habitat 
Conservation Planning 
Handbook Revision 

DRR-
BCCC 

The purpose of the HCP Handbook is to: (1) provide current 
guidance to NMFS and FWS staff to ensure consist application of 
ESA section 10(a)(1)(B) regulations, policy, and guidance across 
the nation; (2) create efficiencies to streamline the HCP and 
incidental take permitting process as requested by the regulated 
public; (3) inspire conservation results associated with HCPs that 
contribute to listed species recovery, resiliency, and response to the 
effects climate change; and (4) provide guidance to Service' staff to 
ensure the development of legally sufficient incidental take 
permitting decision documents. 

 

2014 12 18 NEPA 
Revised Draft 

DRR-
BERR 

This document is a fact sheet from the White House regarding 
considering climate change in NEPA review and conducting 
programmatic NEPA reviews. 

Used to develop NEPA 
documents as well 

DOI NRDAR 
Restoration Banking 
Guidance 

DRR-
BERR 

This guidance describes "the conditions for evaluating whether, 
where, and when restoration banking or advance restoration projects 
would be appropriate as components of a restoration plan."  It is a 
step down from the Nov 3, 2015 Presidential Memorandum titled 
"Mitigating impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
encouraging related private investment." 

A restoration, NOT 
mitigation document; 
however, people 
frequently confuse this 
as mitigation. 

National Wetlands 
Inventory Strategic Plan: 
A Strategic Response to 
Climate Change 2011 to 
2015 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This document was created in part as a response to The Secretary’s 
Climate Change Order No. 3289 and the Service’s Strategic Plan for 
Responding to Accelerating Climate Change requiring all programs 
to address climate change, especially sea-level rise.  The purpose of 
this document is to present a revised strategic plan that better 
supports "the Service’s commitment to partnership-driven, results-
oriented landscape conservation actions that address the 
unprecedented challenges posed by accelerating climate change." 

“Expired”? in 2015 

Status and Trends of DBTS- This decadal report is mandated by Section 401 of the Emergency Mentions sea level rise 



Wetlands in the Coastal 
Watershed of the 
Conterminous United 
States 2004 to 2009 

BGMTS Wetlands Resources Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-645).  The goal of 
the Wetlands Status and Trends effort is to provide current, 
scientifically valid information on the extent of wetlands and related 
aquatic resources, and to monitor trends in these resources over 
time. It is important to understand that although Wetlands Status 
and Trends reports often mention potential causes of wetland loss or 
change, including sea level rise and other wetland change drivers 
that may be related to climate change, we do not collect data that 
would allow us to draw a direct connection between these 
alterations and climate change. 

twice throughout report, 
mentions climate related 
changes once 

Status and Trends of 
Wetlands in the Coastal 
Watersheds of the 
Eastern United States 
1998 to 2004 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This decadal report is mandated by Section 401 of the Emergency 
Wetlands Resources Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-645).  The goal of 
the Wetlands Status and Trends effort is to provide current, 
scientifically valid information on the extent of wetlands and related 
aquatic resources, and to monitor trends in these resources over 
time. It is important to understand that although Wetlands Status 
and Trends reports often mention potential causes of wetland loss or 
change, including sea level rise and other wetland change drivers 
that may be related to climate change, we do not collect data that 
would allow us to draw a direct connection between these 
alterations and climate change. 

Mentions sea level rise 
once and climate change 
once 

Final Report to Congress: 
John H. Chafee Coastal 
Barrier Resource System 
Digital Mapping Pilot 
Project 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This report was produced in accordance with Section 3 of the 2006 
Coastal Barrier Resources Reauthorization Act (Pub. L. 109-226).  
The report contains: a summary of the benefits of Coastal Barrier 
Resources System (CBRS) map modernization and successes to 
date; a summary of the public review process for the pilot project 
maps; a summary of the comments received from government 
officials and the public regarding the draft pilot project maps and 
the Service’s responses to those comments; updates to significant 
CBRS mapping protocols; a summary of the pilot project results and 
recommended changes to each of the pilot project units (including 
acreage, shoreline, and structure changes); a set of guiding 
principles and criteria for assessing modifications to the CBRS; a 

Chapter 1 summarizes 
the effects of climate 
change on the coastal 
environment.  Chapter 6 
describes the guiding 
principles and criteria 
the Service applies when 
assessing potential 
modifications to the 
CBRS.  The guiding 
principles includes 
consideration of an area 



recommendation to Congress for adoption of the final recommended 
pilot project maps; and the next steps and costs to comprehensively 
modernize the remainder of the CBRS. 

being inherently 
vulnerable to coastal 
hazards such as 
flooding, storm surge, 
wind, erosion and sea 
level rise. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service Mitigation Policy 

DER-
BER 

(Note, see Appendix of Authorities at 81 FR 83483 for list of 
additional Authorities FWS may rely for mitigation).  This revision 
to the 1981 Mitigation Policy guides FWS recommendations on 
mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water developments on 
fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats. The primary intent of the 
Policy is to apply mitigation in a strategic manner that ensures an 
effective linkage with conservation strategies at appropriate 
landscape scales.  

November 21, 2016 

Endangered Species Act 
Compensatory Mitigation 
Policy 

DER-
BER 

This policy steps down and implements the Service’s revised 
Mitigation Policy and was established to improve consistency and 
effectiveness in the use of compensatory mitigation as 
recommended or required under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  
The primary intent of the policy is to provide Service personnel with 
direction and guidance in the planning and implementation of 
compensatory mitigation under the ESA. 

December 15, 2016 

Interim Guidance on 
Implementing the Final 
Endangered Species Act 
Compensatory Mitigation 
Policy 

DER-
BER 

The interim guidance provides Service personnel with detailed 
information on how to evaluate and implement compensatory 
mitigation.  The interim guidance implements the new ESA 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy and replaces previous Service 
guidance documents issued in 2003 and 2008. 

January 17, 2017 
 

Land-Based Wind 
Energy Guidelines 

DER-
BER 

These voluntary guidelines are designed to help wind energy project 
developers avoid and minimize impacts of land-based wind energy 
projects on wildlife and their habitats.  The guidelines outline a 
consistent and predictable approach to wind energy development 
while also providing flexibility to developers in recognition of the 
unique circumstances of each project.  The guidelines replace 
previous interim guidance issued in 2003. 

March 23, 2012 



From: Seth Mott
To: Kurt Johnson; Jason Goldberg
Subject: Fwd: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 2:10:10 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

ES FWS Documents Related to Mitigation, Climate Change, or GHGs.docx

Jump on this now, I'm on my way back on the shuttle

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 2:56:32 PM EDT
To: Cynthia_Martinez <Cynthia_Martinez@fws.gov>, Charles Blair
<charles_blair@fws.gov>,  Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov>, Elsa Haubold
<elsa_haubold@fws.gov>,  Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th

Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB
today.  ES had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response
(attached), but we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well. 
Please consider the attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB
today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March
30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>



Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy
yesterday and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit
through the requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to
wait.  Just didn't make sense to me to collect the same
information twice (SO 3349) and on a very different
(seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me know if I'm
missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th



To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>,
"Viets, Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We
have discussed the request with our National Park
Service Acting Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has
asked that we hold off on responding until we can
coordinate our response to this request, as well as to the
Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is
happy to discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>,
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes



<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol
Braegelmann <carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies
that do or may impact external stakeholders/entities,
consistent with the Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see
attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not
replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. You will
likely receive instruction from your leadership in the near
future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 



-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>;
Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>;
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th



 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies,
manuals or guidance that address or are related to
mitigation, climate change or GHGs.  In particular any
policies, guidance, instructions, or handbook related to or
implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance for
Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate
Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of
mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and
include any policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not
already listed that reference, implement, or relate to
mitigation or climate change or GHGs.  The goal is to be
over-inclusive at this point, rather than exclusive.  Please
also provide a brief summary (couple of sentences) for
ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy or
guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those
policies we are responsible for, or which we have
information on. You may wish to refer to those entries
for examples of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document
available at the link provided NLT COB Thursday,
March 30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

(b) (5) CIP



Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james schindler@ios.do
i.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov
>; Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>;
Moody, Aaron <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman,
Louise <louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement



<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our
person ultimately responsible for combining and
unifying our document, so feel free to add to the link or
send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation
info to the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24
PM, Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or
started a list of their mitigation
policies, but we'd like a
comprehensive source of all
this information department-
wide.   

 

We want to compile a
reference document listing
what (if any) statute authorizes
it; where it is found in our regs,
reports, handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and
finally, what type of mitigation
(e.g. compensatory) it is. 

(b) (5) CIP



 

We want to err on the side of
over-inclusion so feel free to
add anything in you think we
may be missing. Each item just
requires a summary with a few
sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and
Stephen have begun looking at
this in the SOL office, and
Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within
the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov



 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including
attachments) is intended for the
use of the individual or entity to
which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is
privileged, confidential, or
otherwise protected by applicable
law.  If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified
that any dissemination,
distribution, copying or use of the
e-mail or its contents is strictly
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Document Title Source Brief Summary Comments 

Cooperative Endangered 
Species Conservation 
Fund (Section 6) grants 
Notice of Funding 
Opportunity 

DRR-
BRSG 

 

This notice asks applicants to identify the project's conservation 
benefits to be derived by avoiding or offsetting climate change 
impacts.  Also, Regional Directors are given discretionary "bonus" 
points to award to proposals that are a high priority to the Region 
based on how a proposal may address conservation in the context of 
climate change when assigning these points to a proposal.  Regional 
Directors consider other items too such as project readiness and how 
a proposal may address conservation in the context of climate 
change when assigning these points to a proposal.   

 

Recovery Planning 
Guidance 

DRR-
BRSG 

This interim guidance provides a useful resource for agency field 
staff and their partners to assist them in planning for, and carrying 
out, the recovery of listed endangered and threatened species.  
Recovery planning and implementation are required under the 
Endangered Species Act to guide the process by which listed 
species and their ecosystems are restored and their future is 
safeguarded to the point that protections under the ESA are no 
longer needed. 

Climate change is 
referenced twice is this 
guidance; both related to 
re-assessing, not 
mitigating 

Internal Review Process 
for Authorizing 
Harassment under 
Section 101(a)(5)(D) of 
the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act 

DRR-
BRSG 

This document provides information to assist agency staff with the 
internal processing of authorizations for the take, by harassment, of 
small numbers of marine mammals incidental to specified activities.  
It addresses marine mammal species under the jurisdiction of the 
FWS (i.e., polar bears, Pacific walurses, sea otters, and manatees). 

This document doesn’t 
reference climate change 
or GHG.  In addition, 
although mitigation is a 
part of the IHA process, 
this document doesn’t 
provide guidance on 
prescribing those 
measures 

FWS Director’s Order 
No. 218 Policy 
Regarding Voluntary 
Prelisting Conservation 
Actions 

DRR-
BCCC 

This policy provides States with an additional tools and incentive to 
engage landowners, government agencies, and others in carrying out 
voluntary conservation actions for species not listed under the 
Endangered Species Act. This order establishes that landowners 
participating in a qualifying State administered species conservation 

 



program can obtain conservation credits for efforts that benefit 
declining species. These credits can later be redeemed to offset or 
mitigate actions that are detrimental to a species should it 
subsequently be listed under the ESA. The credits may also be 
traded or sold to a third party. 

2016 Habitat 
Conservation Planning 
Handbook Revision 

DRR-
BCCC 

The purpose of the HCP Handbook is to: (1) provide current 
guidance to NMFS and FWS staff to ensure consist application of 
ESA section 10(a)(1)(B) regulations, policy, and guidance across 
the nation; (2) create efficiencies to streamline the HCP and 
incidental take permitting process as requested by the regulated 
public; (3) inspire conservation results associated with HCPs that 
contribute to listed species recovery, resiliency, and response to the 
effects climate change; and (4) provide guidance to Service' staff to 
ensure the development of legally sufficient incidental take 
permitting decision documents. 

 

2014 12 18 NEPA 
Revised Draft 

DRR-
BERR 

This document is a fact sheet from the White House regarding 
considering climate change in NEPA review and conducting 
programmatic NEPA reviews. 

Used to develop NEPA 
documents as well 

DOI NRDAR 
Restoration Banking 
Guidance 

DRR-
BERR 

This guidance describes "the conditions for evaluating whether, 
where, and when restoration banking or advance restoration projects 
would be appropriate as components of a restoration plan."  It is a 
step down from the Nov 3, 2015 Presidential Memorandum titled 
"Mitigating impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
encouraging related private investment." 

A restoration, NOT 
mitigation document; 
however, people 
frequently confuse this 
as mitigation. 

National Wetlands 
Inventory Strategic Plan: 
A Strategic Response to 
Climate Change 2011 to 
2015 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This document was created in part as a response to The Secretary’s 
Climate Change Order No. 3289 and the Service’s Strategic Plan for 
Responding to Accelerating Climate Change requiring all programs 
to address climate change, especially sea-level rise.  The purpose of 
this document is to present a revised strategic plan that better 
supports "the Service’s commitment to partnership-driven, results-
oriented landscape conservation actions that address the 
unprecedented challenges posed by accelerating climate change." 

“Expired”? in 2015 

Status and Trends of DBTS- This decadal report is mandated by Section 401 of the Emergency Mentions sea level rise 



Wetlands in the Coastal 
Watershed of the 
Conterminous United 
States 2004 to 2009 

BGMTS Wetlands Resources Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-645).  The goal of 
the Wetlands Status and Trends effort is to provide current, 
scientifically valid information on the extent of wetlands and related 
aquatic resources, and to monitor trends in these resources over 
time. It is important to understand that although Wetlands Status 
and Trends reports often mention potential causes of wetland loss or 
change, including sea level rise and other wetland change drivers 
that may be related to climate change, we do not collect data that 
would allow us to draw a direct connection between these 
alterations and climate change. 

twice throughout report, 
mentions climate related 
changes once 

Status and Trends of 
Wetlands in the Coastal 
Watersheds of the 
Eastern United States 
1998 to 2004 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This decadal report is mandated by Section 401 of the Emergency 
Wetlands Resources Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-645).  The goal of 
the Wetlands Status and Trends effort is to provide current, 
scientifically valid information on the extent of wetlands and related 
aquatic resources, and to monitor trends in these resources over 
time. It is important to understand that although Wetlands Status 
and Trends reports often mention potential causes of wetland loss or 
change, including sea level rise and other wetland change drivers 
that may be related to climate change, we do not collect data that 
would allow us to draw a direct connection between these 
alterations and climate change. 

Mentions sea level rise 
once and climate change 
once 

Final Report to Congress: 
John H. Chafee Coastal 
Barrier Resource System 
Digital Mapping Pilot 
Project 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This report was produced in accordance with Section 3 of the 2006 
Coastal Barrier Resources Reauthorization Act (Pub. L. 109-226).  
The report contains: a summary of the benefits of Coastal Barrier 
Resources System (CBRS) map modernization and successes to 
date; a summary of the public review process for the pilot project 
maps; a summary of the comments received from government 
officials and the public regarding the draft pilot project maps and 
the Service’s responses to those comments; updates to significant 
CBRS mapping protocols; a summary of the pilot project results and 
recommended changes to each of the pilot project units (including 
acreage, shoreline, and structure changes); a set of guiding 
principles and criteria for assessing modifications to the CBRS; a 

Chapter 1 summarizes 
the effects of climate 
change on the coastal 
environment.  Chapter 6 
describes the guiding 
principles and criteria 
the Service applies when 
assessing potential 
modifications to the 
CBRS.  The guiding 
principles includes 
consideration of an area 



recommendation to Congress for adoption of the final recommended 
pilot project maps; and the next steps and costs to comprehensively 
modernize the remainder of the CBRS. 

being inherently 
vulnerable to coastal 
hazards such as 
flooding, storm surge, 
wind, erosion and sea 
level rise. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service Mitigation Policy 

DER-
BER 

(Note, see Appendix of Authorities at 81 FR 83483 for list of 
additional Authorities FWS may rely for mitigation).  This revision 
to the 1981 Mitigation Policy guides FWS recommendations on 
mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water developments on 
fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats. The primary intent of the 
Policy is to apply mitigation in a strategic manner that ensures an 
effective linkage with conservation strategies at appropriate 
landscape scales.  

November 21, 2016 

Endangered Species Act 
Compensatory Mitigation 
Policy 

DER-
BER 

This policy steps down and implements the Service’s revised 
Mitigation Policy and was established to improve consistency and 
effectiveness in the use of compensatory mitigation as 
recommended or required under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  
The primary intent of the policy is to provide Service personnel with 
direction and guidance in the planning and implementation of 
compensatory mitigation under the ESA. 

December 15, 2016 

Interim Guidance on 
Implementing the Final 
Endangered Species Act 
Compensatory Mitigation 
Policy 

DER-
BER 

The interim guidance provides Service personnel with detailed 
information on how to evaluate and implement compensatory 
mitigation.  The interim guidance implements the new ESA 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy and replaces previous Service 
guidance documents issued in 2003 and 2008. 

January 17, 2017 
 

Land-Based Wind 
Energy Guidelines 

DER-
BER 

These voluntary guidelines are designed to help wind energy project 
developers avoid and minimize impacts of land-based wind energy 
projects on wildlife and their habitats.  The guidelines outline a 
consistent and predictable approach to wind energy development 
while also providing flexibility to developers in recognition of the 
unique circumstances of each project.  The guidelines replace 
previous interim guidance issued in 2003. 

March 23, 2012 



From: Seth Mott
To: Charisa Morris
Subject: Fwd: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 5:13:22 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

FWS SA Climate Change Policy Compilation.docx

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Goldberg, Jason" <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 5:19:55 PM EDT
To: Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

Hi Seth,

I've attached the file I'm uploading to Google Docs shortly.  Please let me know if
I can be of additional assistance.

If you have a preferred place on the shared drive for files associated with this
assignment and the related review we're expecting pending guidance from the
Director's Office tomorrow.

Regards,

Jason

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:09 PM, Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Jump on this now, I'm on my way back on the shuttle

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 2:56:32 PM EDT
To: Cynthia_Martinez <Cynthia_Martinez@fws.gov>, Charles
Blair <charles_blair@fws.gov>,  Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov>,
Elsa Haubold <elsa_haubold@fws.gov>,  Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>



Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Casey
Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th

Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment,
due COB today.  ES had received it earlier this week and has
luckily started a draft response (attached), but we believe Refuges
and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the
attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB
today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert
Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked
with Amy yesterday and just reconfirmed with her.
Each bureau should submit through the requested
channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting
this done. 



Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa
<alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked
our team to wait.  Just didn't make sense to
me to collect the same information twice
(SO 3349) and on a very different
(seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let
me know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer
<jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change
policy Compilation - due COB March
30th
To: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>,
Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>,
Guy Adema <guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,



Thank you for the clarification provided
below.  We have discussed the request
with our National Park Service Acting
Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has
asked that we hold off on responding until
we can coordinate our response to this
request, as well as to the Secretarial Order,
with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered
that she is happy to discuss further, if
needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change
policy Compilation - due COB March
30th
To: Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>,
Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>,
hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>,
Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa
Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig
Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira
New Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>,
Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn
Bender <kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes



<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary
Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>,
Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen
Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron
Moody <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>,
Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith
Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward
Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>,
Laura Brown <laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>,
Eric Shepard <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>,
Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John
Carlucci <john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>,
Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott
Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason
Waanders <jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>,
Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard
McNeer <richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>,
Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis
Leslie <phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>,
Kendra Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>,
Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas
Bovard <tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan
Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on
these policies that do or may impact external
stakeholders/entities, consistent with the
Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see
attached).

 



This compilation request is complimentary
to, and does not replace, the process set out
and required in the S.O. You will likely receive
instruction from your leadership in the near
future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice
to assist our leaderships’ planning is very
much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble
[mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra
Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>;
'hpayne@osmre.gov' <hpayne@osmre.gov>;
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>;
Brian Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>;
Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas
(lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>;
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>;
Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary
Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol
Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen
Hawbecker <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>;
Aaron Moody <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>;



Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott
Bergstrom <scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>;
Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory
Russell <gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>;
Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy
Dorman <wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>;
Phyllis Leslie <phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>;
Kendra Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>;
Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas
Bovard <tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan
Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of
policies, manuals or guidance that address
or are related to mitigation, climate change
or GHGs.  In particular any policies,
guidance, instructions, or handbook
related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or
Final Guidance for Consideration of
GHGs and the effects of Climate Change
in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a
first draft of mitigation policies, manuals
or guidance, available here:

(b) (5) CIP



D7dyQgE-bqj5DjXMOT2MVPVvDG22I/
edit?usp=sharing

 

Please have your organizations review this
list and include any policies, guidance, or
handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to
mitigation or climate change or GHGs. 
The goal is to be over-inclusive at this
point, rather than exclusive.  Please also
provide a brief summary (couple of
sentences) for ALL entries describing the
purpose of each policy or guidance. 
OEPC has entered information on those
policies we are responsible for, or which
we have information on. You may wish to
refer to those entries for examples of
summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the
document available at the link provided
NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please
contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any
questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy &
Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov



Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James
[mailto:james schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey
<downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody,
Aaron <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>;
Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott
Bergstrom <scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>;
Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell,
Gregory <gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>;
Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy
Dorman <Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>;
Phyllis Leslie <PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>;
Nitta, Kendra <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>;
Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom
Bovard <Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason,
Susan <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela
Noble <michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel
Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 



All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly
serve as our person ultimately responsible
for combining and unifying our document,
so feel free to add to the link or send to
her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted
F&W mitigation info to the Secretary's
office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21,
2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura,
Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some bureaus
have created or
started a list of
their mitigation
policies, but
we'd like a
comprehensive
source of all this
information
department-
wide.   

 

We want to
compile a
reference

(b) (5) CIP



document listing
what (if any)
statute
authorizes it;
where it is found
in our regs,
reports,
handbooks, IMs
or
implementation
guidance; and
finally, what
type of
mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it
is. 

 

We want to err
on the side of
over-inclusion
so feel free to
add anything in
you think we
may be missing.
Each item just
requires a
summary with a
few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know
Susan and
Stephen have
begun looking at
this in the SOL
office, and Lara
Douglas at
BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like
to get this
information
compiled within
the next week.

 



Thanks
everyone,

 

--

Laura
Brown, Associate
Solicitor

Division of Land
Resources

Office of the
Solicitor

U.S. Department
of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC
 20240

Phone:  202  208-
6545

Cell:  202  359-
2712

Fax:  202  219-
1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence -
Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail
(including
attachments) is
intended for the
use of the
individual or entity
to which it is



addressed.  It may
contain
information that is
privileged,
confidential, or
otherwise
protected by
applicable law.  If
you are not the
intended recipient,
you are hereby
notified that any
dissemination,
distribution,
copying or use of
the e-mail or its
contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you
receive this e-mail
in error, please
notify the sender
immediately and
destroy all copies. 
Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe,
Associate Solicitor

Division of Water
Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the
Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 



 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_inde
pendence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348
| Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell:
301-875-8937



-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



ASSIGNMENT 
We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or guidance that address or are related 
to mitigation, climate change or GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance, instructions, or 
handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance for Consideration of 
GHGs and the effects of Climate Change in NEPA reviews.  
  
Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, 
available here: 

  
Please have your organizations review this list and include any policies, guidance, or handbooks 
that are not already listed that reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change or 
GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than exclusive.  Please also provide a 
brief summary (couple of sentences) for ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy or 
guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those policies we are responsible for, or which we 
have information on. You may wish to refer to those entries for examples of summaries to 
include. 
  
Please have the information entered on the document available at the link provided NLT COB 
Thursday, March 30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with 
any questions. 
 
Science Applications (Entered into Google Docs March 30, 2017) 
056 FW 1 (Service Policy Manual): A. Establishes overall U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(Service) policy and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation, and B. Steps down the 
Departmental policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 

 
56 FW 2 (Service Policy Manual): Establishes the Climate Adaptation Network in the Service, a 
team of senior-level Service staff which guides the Service to enhance preparedness, adaptation, 
and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-climate 
influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural resources, and facilities. 
 
Fiscal Year 2009 Climate Change Action Priorities: This document provides thirteen priorities 
that represent changes necessary to improve the Service’s ability to strategically deliver 
conservation effectively on the ground related to climate change and other conservation issues.  
 
FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan: Completed in 2010, the Service’s Climate Change 
Strategic Plan goals and objectives necessary to help the Service address climate change in order 
to help sustain diverse, distributed, and abundant populations of fish and wildlife through 
conservation of healthy habitats in a network of interconnected, ecologically functioning 
landscapes. 
 
Appendix: 5-Year Action Plan for Responding to Accelerating Climate Change. This document 
detailed the actions that the Service intended to pursue during fiscal years 2009 through 2013 to 
implement the goals and objectives of the FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan. 
 

(b) (5) CIP



National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy: The National Fish, Wildlife, 
and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy (Strategy) represents the collaborative work of Federal, 
State, and Tribal agencies and their stakeholders to help sustain the nation’s living natural 
resources for the benefit of the American people. Developed at the direction of Congress and 
published in 2013 following public review, the Strategy provides a framework for coordinated 
actions among jurisdictions and authorities from the local to the national level to sustain native 
fish, wildlife, and plants and their habitats in a changing climate. 
 
Secretary of the Interior, Order 3289, Addressing the Impacts of Climate Change on America’s 
Water, Land, and Other Natural and Cultural Resources (September 14, 2009). This Order 
establishes a Department-wide approach for applying scientific tools to increase understanding 
of climate change and to coordinate an effective response to its impacts on tribes and on the land, 
water, ocean, fish and wildlife, and cultural heritage resources that the Department manages. 
 
523 Departmental Manual Series – Environmental Quality Programs - Chapter 1 Climate Change 
Policy. This chapter establishes Departmental policy and provides guidance to bureaus 
and offices for addressing climate change impacts upon the Department’s mission, programs, 
operations, and personnel. 
 
Scanning the Horizon: A Guide to Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment. (2011).  This 
handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, produced in part with Service input, focuses 
on the key components of vulnerability--sensitivity and exposure--and reviews best practices for 
conducting assessments focusing on species, habitats, or ecosystems.  Vulnerability assessments 
are a key step in adaptation planning by enabling managers to identify those species and systems 
most likely to be in need of conservation actions as a result of climate change, develop 
adaptation strategies tailored for managing species and habitats in greatest need, foster 
collaboration at statewide and regional scales by providing a shared understanding of impacts 
and management options, and allow scarce resources for wildlife conservation to be allocated 
efficiently in the face of climate change. 
 
Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice. (2014). This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, offers guidance for designing and carrying out 
conservation in the face of a changing climate.  Developed by an expert workgroup, consisting of 
leaders in climate adaptation from federal and state agencies (including the Service) and non-
governmental organizations, the guide is designed to help conservationists and resource 
managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work. The guide offers an 
approach to adaptation planning and implementation that breaks the process into discrete and 
manageable steps. 
 
Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation. (2014). While uncertainty is not new to natural resource management, limitations 
in our ability to confidently predict the direction, rate, and nature of the effects of climate and 
other drivers of change on natural and human systems has reinforced the need for tools to cope 
with the associated uncertainties.  This guide present a broad synthesis of scenario planning 
concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural resource management and 
conservation. 



 
ALREADY IN GOOGLE DOCS: 
• Secretary of the Interior, Order 3330, Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the 

Department of the Interior 
• Adaptive Management Implementation Policy (522 DM 1) [Separate 523 DM 1] 



From: Charisa Morris
To: Nikki Randolph
Subject: Fwd: EDITS ON COMMENTS - QUICK TURNAROUND: Unified agenda rankings
Date: Wednesday, September 13, 2017 7:02:25 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

All FWS Comments Jun 21 - Aug25 2017withdisp revised based on FWP cmts9-12-17.docx
All FWS Comments Jun 21 - Aug25 2017withdisp revised per FWP redline by Gary Frazer.docx
ATT00002.htm

Good morning, Nikki!

Can you get the new versions (with a tracked changes version as well) into the package that is
on my desk and return to Aurelia asap this am? 

Thank you!
Charisa 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Campbell, Tina" <tina_campbell@fws.gov>
Date: September 12, 2017 at 6:12:46 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Cc: "Wilkinson, Susan" <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>, "Randolph, Nikki"
<nikki_randolph@fws.gov>,  Sara Prigan <sara_prigan@fws.gov>, Anissa
Craghead <anissa_craghead@fws.gov>,  Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: EDITS ON COMMENTS - QUICK TURNAROUND: Unified
agenda rankings

Hi Charisa,

Attached is the revised version of of our comments and disposition paper for the Department's reg
reform FR notice.  I made the editorial changes requested by FWP and Gary Frazer provided the
revised wording for the substantive comments.  I am also uploading this version to DTS.  Please let
me know if you want me to send it to Maureen or if you plan to do that.

I am also attaching Gary's track changes version showing the substantive changes.  I didn't prepare a
version for the editorial changes.

Let me know if you need anything else.

Tina
 

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676



Fax:  703-358-1997

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 2:36 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Guess what! Todd made editing requests on the comments (attached) - are we
able to incorporate these and get them back to him by COB today?  Let me
know what's possible.  We're trying to keep this package moving.

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 11:19 AM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Thank you, Susan!

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 9:04 AM, Wilkinson, Susan
<susan_wilkinson@fws.gov> wrote:

Maureen just called me about this, and I emailed the file to her.

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 7:28 AM, Randolph, Nikki
<nikki_randolph@fws.gov> wrote:

Whats the DCN Number?  

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 7:21 AM, Wilkinson, Susan
<susan_wilkinson@fws.gov> wrote:

That's fine. I'm here today and happy to help Maureen in any way that
she needs.

On Mon, Sep 11, 2017 at 11:56 PM, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Nikki-

Can you send this to Maureen from DTS when you get in and let this
thread know?  

Also, Susan and Anissa- Maureen may be contacting you directly
about some RINs tomorrow am. I put Susan down as the primary
contact and Anissa as the secondary, simply because it was easier to
pull Susan's phone number from her signature block (Anissa, you
don't appear to have one, or at least not one that I can find, so I could
only give your email)- let me know if I should switch that around. 

Thanks,
Charisa

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>



Date: September 11, 2017 at 7:29:46 PM EDT
To: Morris Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Unified agenda rankings

You may get this twice as my computer is frozen.

I need the 9.7.2017 FWS unified agenda rankings as an
electronic file.
We have to create a combined ASFWP submission.
  First thing in the
morning would be great.

Thanks.

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
 Fish and Wildlife and Parks.
202.208.5970 office
202.306.3845 cell

-- 
Susan Wilkinson
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2506

-- 
Nikki S. Randolph
Chief, CCU
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
202-208-7535
 

"It's my Life. it's now or  never,  I  ain't  gonna live  forever, I just
wanna live while I am alive....."  My hero... JBJ

-- 
Susan Wilkinson
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC



Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2506

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937
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Comment Summaries 
 Needing Recommended Dispositions 

 
Comments Received from June 21 – August 25 

 
INSTRUCTIONS:   
 

1. Add recommended dispositions for the comment summaries below for your bureau. 
2. Include the comment summaries for your bureau in the Comment Summary Report that is 

due to the Assistant Secretary on September1 .  
 
FWS 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0015   

o FWS employees using heavy-handed tactics to interfere with local projects citing 
possible federal violations with no proof. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
  

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0016   
o Failure of certain offices and individuals within FWS to respond to FOIA 

requests. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

   
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0017   

o Review rules allowing FWS employees to serve on the board of directors for not-
for-profit environmental agencies.  In one case, an employee is serving on the 
board of a land trust that purchased parcels of land that was then used to influence 
projects to which the FWS was a party. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
  

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0018   

(b) (5) DPP
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o Prohibit FWS employees from accepting compensatory mitigation payments and 
directing them to organizations on which they serve on the board of directors 
(cites example of FWS employee brokering dollars from a FWS compensatory 
mitigation payment project with a developer then funneling those dollars to an 
organization in which he serves on the board). 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
  

 
● American Falconry Conservancy 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0019  
o Request the elimination of FWS regulatory oversight regarding any and all 

activities with the personal use, in contrast to harvest, of birds of prey (raptors), 
because States have adopted regulatory provisions for the protection of wild 
raptors, so Federal involvement is redundant and costly.  Specific Federal 
provisions that should be eliminated include: 

▪ Allowing FWS to inspect to ensure birds are being treated humanely. 
▪ Requirement to submit a Migratory Bird Acquisition and Disposition 

Report (Form 3-186A) to FWS for any wild take or transfer of raptors. 
▪ Inclusion of hybrid falcons scope of requirements. 
▪ Continued management of the formerly threatened peregrine falcons as 

threatened, rather than allowing a harvest of 5%. 
▪ The prohibition on acquiring golden eagles in livestock depredation 

situations. 
▪ Interpretation of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered 

Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) in a manner more restrictive 
than other nations. 

▪ Inclusion of raptors in the Wild Bird Conservation Act. 
▪ Raptor propagation, abatement, education regulations, all of which should 

be left to States to regulate. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Anonymous   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0020 

o FWS’s protection of foreign species with no funding or expertise just duplicates 
foreign government’s CITES rules.  It is impossible to sell captive-bred listed 
species from one state to another without a massive permitting process; this 
inhibits legal breading of wildlife.  The ESA should apply only to native species. 
Animal rights groups petition for listing a species knowing FWS cannot meet the 
legal deadlines and then sue FWS to earn money for themselves. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

(b) (5) DPP
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● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0027 
RE:  Management of Alaska public lands and wildlife 

o Alaska wants to manage their own public lands and wildlife.  
o State of Alaska was blocked in their efforts to manage game and predator 

populations by FWS "biological diversity" program.  The State feels this is 
causing declines in animal populations, not protecting them.  The State wants to 
be allowed to manage their own wildlife.   

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
● Individual (Jordan, R) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0028 
RE:  FWS regulation of exotic pets 

o FWS has made owning a parrot “bureaucratic red tape and potential arrest.”   
o Non-profits habitually sue the Service over exotic animals causing FWS to spend 

resources defending those lawsuits.   
o Permit to sell exotic species of parrot that was born in the U.S. can take two years 

and requires showing benefit to wild species in a third-world country. 
o The agenda now is to attack U.S. pet owners and their rights.  
o Get control of the Endangered Species Act and the Wild Bird Conservation Act 

now. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 

 

 

 
● Individual (Ingram, James) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0029 
RE:  Regulation of falconry 

o 262 regulations can be eliminated from the Falconry Standards.  

(b) (5) DPP
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o Every State that allows falconry has adopted more restrictive regulations, so the 
Federal regulations are redundant.   

o FWS does not have authority to determine the use and care of raptors in falconry; 
it is only responsible for evaluation of raptor populations for safe harvest of wild 
raptors and sale and commerce of raptors.  Birds born in captivity are private 
property.  

o No similar regulations apply to other species, such as someone who has captive 
bred a Mallard duck.   

o The regulations require States to conduct warrantless searches. 
o The FWS study showed falconers have zero impact on raptor populations, the 

peregrine falcon population has exploded, yet FWS severely limits the number of 
birds that can be taken.  Remove the restrictions.  

o FWS has disallowed the practice of legally harvesting golden eagles, even though 
Congress allows for it in the Eagle Act.  This is unnecessary regulation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
● Individual (Rush, Barbara) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0036 
RE:  Regulation of oil and gas at Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Continue to regulate oil and gas leases and practices at Hagerman National 
Wildlife Refuge. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
● Individual (Mason, George) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0037 
RE:  “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) as it relates to 
Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Do not alter or repeal “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 
83008) as it relates to Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge. 

o The refuge provides habitat for many species and is a prime recreational mecca 
for the Northern Texas region. 

o For years, the refuge has enjoyed a partnership with the oil company that 
maintains the drilling and storage facilities there. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
● Individual (Hill, Carl) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0038 
RE:  [unspecified] 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Unless oil and gas companies are held to strong regulations, they will have little 
respect for anything but their wallets.  

o Attached picture of rusting pipeline.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 

 
• Wilderness Society, Western Environmental Law, Natl Parks Conservation, Center for 

American Progress, Natl Audubon, Natural Resources Defense Council 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0047 
RE:  The public has not been given a chance to comment on many actions; object to the 
demonstrably false premise that there is a need to “alleviate unnecessary regulatory 
burdens place on the American people;” DOI does not have the authority to establish 
energy development as the dominant use of public lands. 

o There is a section discussing court cases for "Land Management Agencies with 
Multiple-Use Mandates – BLM & USFS", "Land Management Agencies with 
Conservation/Preservation Mandates – NPS & FWS", and "The NEPA and 
NHPA Overlays – All Land Management Agencies".  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
   

 
● Individual (John, Mike) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0048 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Cooperate with local communities when establishing parks.   
o FWS establishes parks without adequate funding, expecting the locals to pick up 

the slack.  This makes it hard for farmers trying to make a living off the land.  
RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 

● Anonymous  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0049 
RE:  FWS employee 

o A group of landowners opposing major transmission/infrastructure project in 
Nebraska met and a FWS employee attended on taxpayer dollars 

o A Facebook post for the opposition group stated that FWS is key to stopping the 
infrastructure project and stated that the FWS employee would be present to 
answer questions   

o Control employees and keep them from taking sides. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 

 

(b) (5) DPP
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● Columbia Law School, Sabin Center for Climate Change Law   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0050 
RE:  NPS and FWS rule identified in SO 3349 

o Existing regulations addressing energy development on Federal land have 
important benefits, including those identified in SO 3349. 

▪ The NPS Rule, and FWS Rule, establish important environmental 
safeguards and will not have significant economic impacts. 

▪ See comment summary under BLM for comments on BLM rules. 
o DOI regulations are needed to address the program of global climate change. 
o DOI must consider the environmental impacts of regulatory changes. 
o Includes as attachments: 

▪ 30-page document "Veyrier - Job Creation in the Emerging Methane Leak 
Detection and Repair Industry - 2017" 

▪ GAO Publication - National Wildlife Refuges – 2010 
▪ GAO Publication -  Federal Oil and Gas Leases – 2010 
▪ 83-page document "Stokes - The Emerging U.S. Methane Mitigation 

Industry - 2014"   
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

   
 

● Anonymous   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0051 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o End “WOTUS” [Waters of the United States]  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Western Urban Water Coalition  
ID: DOI-2017-0003- 0052 
RE:  ESA, Mitigation, NEPA, etc. 

o Streamline and work collaboratively with western water supply agencies to ensure 
these agencies can meet water supply needs and water quality requirements. 

o Tax Exemption for Water Conservation Rebates 
▪ Water supply and management utilities and companies create the incentive 

for customers to conserve by providing rebates to lower the cost to the 
consumer for water-saving measures and equipment purchases, but IRS 
has determined they are taxable.  Encourage Treasury Department to 
exempt water conservation rebates provided to customers form the 
definition of income for federal tax purposes, based on the connection 
between energy and water conservation. 

o Comprehensive Reimbursement Agreements 
▪ Develop comprehensive and uniform guidance that encourages the use of 

reimbursement agreements through which applicants can pay for permit 

(b) (5) DPP
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processing costs.  Such agreements must ensure the objectivity of the 
reviews and agency actions made pursuant to reimbursement programs.  

o Endangered Species Act Reform 
▪ Increase use of procedures and mechanisms that allow applicants to 

provide financial and in-kind assistance to cover the costs of ESA reviews. 
▪ Reopen the HCP Handbook, issued December 21, 2016, for public review 

and, pending review, reinstate the previous HCP Handbook. 
▪ Reopen regulations defining adverse modification of critical habitat and 

establishing the procedures for designating critical habitat and exclusions.  
The rules are too stringent in their treatment of habitat in areas 
“unoccupied at the time of listing” and in determining what is “essential to 
the conservation of the species.”  The policy for exclusion from critical 
habitat does not provide sufficient flexibility for areas subject to 
conservation plans developed under other laws. 

▪ Develop policy guidance to define how exclusions from critical habitat 
will be made based on economic impacts of designation on regulatory 
entities, rather than following an ad-hoc process. 

▪ Develop regulations to define the meaning of ESA’s “best available 
science” test. 

▪ Develop guidance and revise regulations to give nonfederal designated 
representatives a greater consultative role in formal consultation 

o Mitigation Policies 
▪ Review each bureau’s mitigation policies to eliminate the requirement that 

mitigation provide a “net environmental benefit” not only for projects 
supporting energy independence, but also for water infrastructure and 
wildfire treatment projects. 

o National Environmental Policy Act Reform 
▪ Revise NEPA regulations and handbooks to require: (1) development of 

an interagency coordination plan whenever more than one agency is 
involved in permitting, so there is simultaneous preparation and review of 
NEPA; (2) a 30-day deadline for agency review of submitted NEPA 
studies; (3) that administrative appeals of NEPA issues can be brought 
only by parties who participated in the NEPA administrative process and 
raised the issue; (4) use the regulation that provides EAs need only 
analyze the proposed action and may proceed without considering 
additional alternatives when there are no unresolved conflicts concerning 
alternative uses of available resources; (5) expand CATEX’s to exempt 
larger acreages for wildfire prevention treatments and rehabilitation of 
burden areas. 

o Maximum Utilization of Existing Facilities 
▪ Examine and revise its standards and directives on project expansion, use 

of excess capacity, water sharing, use of storage and conveyance facilities 
for non-project water, places of use, and fair value pricing. 
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o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

● Individual (Neria, Meredith) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0053 
RE:  2016 rule on Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights 

o Do not want the updated rules from 2016 to be undone.   
o We need our public lands to be protected even as they are used by the oil and gas 

industry. 
o The oil and gas industry should be responsible for proper care and thorough 

clean-up of public lands, including refuge lands.   
o Consider the long-term effect of allowing the oil and gas industry, which has a 

poor track record of allowing pollution and not cleaning up thoroughly. 
o Do not allow the dismantling of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 

 
● Individual (John, Mike) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0054 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o “t” [apparent typo] 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

(b) (5) DPP
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• Individual (Egner, Gail) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0100 
RE:  Stop placing fish weirs on our creeks and streams in WA State.. 

o The weir placed in Olequa Creek in the Cowlitz County area in Castle Rock WA 
is making the creek unnavigable.  What used to be an active spawning creek, has 
no fish left. 

o Eagles & hawks used to fish here regularly. Not any more. Herons and cranes 
were frequent visitors--not anymore. This weir is also hampering wildlife--deer, 
elk, beaver, otter, even ducks. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

  

 
• Individual (Busch, Steve) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0101 
RE:  The ESA was intended to protect species from the threat of extinction. It was NOT 
intended to be used as a vehicle to expand the range of non-endangered high impact 
predators based on ideology. 

o The 2014 policy to improve and clarify implementation of the Endangered 
Species Act by providing a formal interpretation of the phrase "significant portion 
of its range" that appears in the ESA definitions of "endangered species" and 
"threatened species."  This policy is ambiguous and contradictory, and bases it's 
conclusions on the agenda driven pseudo-science known as "conservation 
biology." 

o The policy further misconstrues the original intent of the ESA by continuing to 
allow non-endangered vertebrates, such as wolves and grizzly bears, (both are 
listed by the IUCN as "Species of LEAST CONCERN") to be listed as 
"endangered" on the basis of regionalism, or where the species used to live in 
comparison to lines on a map, or political boundaries. 

o The "significant range" policy itself declares that the services will NOT consider 
"historical range" to be relevant in making recommendations re species 
protections, yet the services lists gray wolves as "endangered" in some 39 states 
and portions of states simply because gray wolves used to live there. 

o Gray wolves currently have the widest circum-polar range of any large terrestrial 
predator on earth.  Their population numbers are extremely high and are 
continuing to increase.  Yet, this policy ignores the overall health of the species, 
the sufficiency of current range, impacts on settled landscapes and agriculture, 
impacts on other wildlife, and impacts on human health and safety. 

o In 1991, USFWS Policy towards hybrids was clear and unambiguous. 
o By 2001 the USFWS "hybrid non-protection policy" was withdrawn in light of 

the growing amount of scientific data showing that many protected species, such 
as Spotted Owls and Gray Wolves, are subject to hybridization with "non-

(b) (5) DPP
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endangered" varieties such as, in the case of Spotted Owls, Barred Owls; and in 
the case of wolves, coyotes and dogs. 

o As a result of this information, the services proposed an "intercross" policy 
intended to keep hybrids fully protected under the ESA. The services chose to 
ignore this problem altogether and instead focus on creating something called, 
"Distinct Population Segments". 

o The services must rethink how their policies line up, or don't line up, with the 
original intent of the ESA.  As I see it, the USFWS in particular, has made a 
mockery of the law and science. 

o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:  NOAA's National Marine Fisheries 
Service 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
o  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
• Individual (Zaborac, Shane) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0102 
RE:  Something needs to be done about the exploding seal and sea lion populations in 
Washington state and their negative impacts on the dwindling salmon and steelhead 
populations 

o The bay of Grays Harbor (mouth of the Chehalis river) has more seals than 
fish. 

o Fish hold up in the bay in late summer and wait for a rain to move up river 
and by the time the rain comes the seals have taken their toll. 

o Same complaints other places like the Columbia river and its tributaries. 
o Taking the population of seals down by more than 70% and that would not 

endanger them as a species but yet would have a major benefit for the 
fisheries. 

o The native Americans in my area use to hunt seals now they don't. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
• Edison Electric Institute (EEI) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0103 
RE:   Revise administrative burdens, simplify and streamline the overall process, 
eliminate duplicative environmental reviews and enhance the ability of EEI’s 

(b) (5) DPP
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members to permit, site and operate generation, transmission and other 
infrastructure assets while maintaining environmental integrity 

o EEI supports cost-effective public policies and a streamlined approach to 
regulation. 

o EEI continues to support efforts—administratively and legislatively—to 
reform the permitting and siting process for critical energy infrastructure 
projects. 

o EEI and its members intend to participate in these initiatives as they are 
developed. 

o FWS Should Withdraw, Refine, and Re-propose Habitat Conservation 
Planning (HCP) Handbook. 

o The FWS also should revise the 2016 HCP Handbook to reflect the 
appropriate mitigation standard. 

o There are several instances in the Handbook where the PM1s mitigation goal 
of "net benefit" or "no net loss" is embedded. 

o This is in conflict with the ESA. 
o Concerned that-either at the time guidance is adopted, or subsequent to its 

adoption what initially may have been considered by the federal land 
management agencies ( e.g., FWS) to be voluntary guidance in effect becomes 
mandatory and results in de facto regulation, although it has not been through 
any public notice and comment process. 

o There should be a national point of contact to review instances in which 
guidance may have been inappropriately developed or applied. 

o Any proposal by these agencies to develop written guidance should always 
receive input from the offices of the Solicitor. 

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

• Lignite Energy Council (LEC) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0104 
RE:  LEC offers the following information to help you understand the situation with federal 
coal in North Dakota, and how the program can be better structured to achieve the 
aforementioned goals. All of the coal produced in North Dakota is used within the state to 
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produce electricity, synthetic natural gas, and associated byproducts. No coal mined within 
the state is sold on the open market or transported out-of-state. 

o Federal coal production in North Dakota is unique in many ways relative to surface 
coal production throughout the Western United States. 

o 1) “Impose costs that exceed benefits” 
o As described above, federal coal represents a relatively small proportion of a mine 

area in North Dakota. While pursuing these comingled parcels is the most efficient 
way to mine, coal producers do have the option in many cases to simply bypass a 
federal coal tract if a lease cannot be obtained in a timely manner. 

o Bypassing a tract essentially sterilizes that reserve – it would never be feasible to go 
back and mine. The rate of return to American taxpayers if their resource is left in the 
ground is and will always remain zero. 

o In another scenario where it might be difficult to isolate a federally-owned coal tract 
and an entire area needs to be mined around, the inability to secure a federal coal 
lease could represent a takings of comingled non-federal coal reserves. 

o 2) “Are outdated, unnecessary, or ineffective” 
o The inability to lease federal coal tracts is not accounted for in North Dakota coal 

companies’ contractual obligation to supply fuel for power generation and 
gasification. 

o Since mining companies hold the surface rights over federal coal tracts, the area will 
likely be disturbed to support mining activities regardless of whether the federal coal 
is retrieved or not. 

o A policy decision to restrict development of our coal resources will have no bearing 
on the decision of other nations to strive for the same standard of living coal has 
brought to the U.S., and as a result will have no meaningful impact on global 
emissions. 

o 3) “Eliminate jobs, or inhibit job creation” 
o United States is blessed to have a sustainable coal reserve that can meet our energy 

needs centuries into the future. North Dakota alone has enough lignite coal to 
maintain current levels of production for the next 800 years. 

o Despite coal-fired power generation increasing 93 percent since 1970, regulated 
emissions have fallen by 92 percent. 

o Reclamation standards and practices have improved dramatically. Coal producers in 
North Dakota must reclaim mined lands to a standard of “as good or better,” and 
demonstrate that reclaimed lands meet that strict production level a full ten years after 
reclamation before being eligible for bond release. 

o The industry is dedicated to tackling the issue of carbon capture, utilization, and 
storage. 

o It must be the continued policy of the federal government to incentivize the use of 
coal to help meet our energy needs. 

o Department needs to analyze the leasing program to find ways to streamline leasing 
and uphold its statutory mandate to manage public resources for the greater good. 

o The subtitle of the Mineral Leasing Act explicitly states that it is “an act to promote 
the mining of coal…” and mandates that “no mining operating plan shall be approved 
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which is not found to achieve the maximum economic recovery of the coal within the 
tract 3”.  (tract 3 refers to http://legcounsel.house.gov/Comps/mla.pdf) 

o Encourage your department to review the federal mining plan approval process. 
Under current regulations (30 CFR Parts 740 and 746), there is a four-step process by 
which a coal producer obtains all approvals to mine federal coal 4.  (coal 4 refers to 
“1) Secure federal coal lease from BLM; 2) obtain an approved Resource Recovery & 
Production Plan from BLM; 3) obtain state primacy agency surface coal mining 
permit approval; and 4) obtain federal mining plan approval from the DOI Assistant 
Secretary for Land & Minerals following, review, approval, and recommendation 
from OSM.” 

o With respect to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), we would recommend that 
DOI clarify through a new biological opinion that FWS concurrence is not required 
for state-approved surface coal mining permits. 

o FWS should also provide clarification that criminal or civil liability does not exist for 
those connected with incidental impacts to migratory birds that occur in the normal 
course of business. 

o Coal producers in North Dakota are faced with a years-long and costly analysis 
process, with little guarantee of success or return on investment in pursuing federal 
coal leases. 

o The lease-by-application process should run in parallel with resource recovery and 
protection plans, mine plan reviews, and other analyses to expedite the leasing 
process. 
o The federal leasing process must work in concert with state permitting agencies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   OSM 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

   
 

• Individual (Langdon, Steve) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0105 
RE:  The USFW needs an overall for all the great things I have mentioned they have been 
stifled, taken over and corrupted by so called environmentalist and animal rights activists 
who care more about denying people's access and use of public lands and wildlife than about 
having a balanced effort that benefits all including people. 

o Environmentalists groups outside the USFW have also had entirely too much 
influence on USFW as they push for their anti human agenda. 

o Decisions not based on science. But on the ever failing theory of "preservation and 
rewilding." 

o Expanding use of the Endangered Species Act has only compounded these issues. 
o A prime example of all this is the Nonessential wolf experiment in the west and in 

New Mexico. 
o The wolf.  As still the example has created a wildlife disaster not seen since the 

buffalo slaughters and is a stain on the North American Wildlife Model. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
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• Ecological Restoration Business Association (ERBA) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0106 
RE:  The ecological restoration industry faces the challenge of regulatory burdens.  Our 
efforts, however, are often slowed by regulatory inconsistencies and delays.  Species related 
compensatory mitigation activities are subject to Interior and FWS policies and guidance.  
ERBA believes there are opportunities for improvement, particularly within the FWS' ESA 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

o Remove references to "net gain," which cause confusion for the regulated public.  
DOI could use another standard and more precise terms. 

o ERBA recommends consideration of "proportional to the impact" or "no net loss" as 
the appropriate standard. 

o Restructure the "landscape-level" approach mitigation goal.  ERBA recognizes the 
term "landscape-level" may have connotations (such as larger and larger conservation 
areas) other than our understood goal of the most efficient size and location of 
mitigation sites. 

o We recommend the FWS either clarify "landscape-level" or potentially restructure the 
goal with alternative terminology. 

o Reduce administrative and procedural local discretion by implementing defined 
mitigation protocols. 

o Local discretion in implementing the administrative and procedural aspects of the 
permitting process and Policy results in a lack of consistency and equivalency. 

o Interior can reduce this cause of permitting inefficiencies by clearly stating the goals 
of consistency and equivalency in the Policy. 

o Interior could enforce these goals through more direction and routine oversight from 
Headquarters to field offices on the procedural processing of mitigation bank 
applications and impact permits. 

o ERBA recommends incorporating adherence to and timely implementation of the 
Policy into the evaluation process of Regional leadership and offices. 

o Update, clarify and streamline the Section 7 Handbook to modernize the Section 7 
consultation process. 

o Section 7 Handbook has no mention of conservation banking, which is one of the 
most efficient means of allowing vital projects to progress while providing significant 
species impact avoidance and minimization. 

o ERBA recommends including clear guidance on when compensatory mitigation may 
be required by the FWS for a permit applicant to quickly move through the ESA 
process. 

o ERBA also recommends setting fairly strict timelines in the permitting process for 
when FWS may require avoidance and minimization before moving to considering 
mitigation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
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• Individual (Schumacher, Karen) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0107 
RE:  I live in the Great Northern Landscape Conservation Cooperative (GNLCC) and they 
have continued to engage in activity that your order specifically ended. 

o Federal agencies are embedded with initiatives such as the High Divide, Yellowstone 
to Yukon, Crown of the Continent, Heart of the Rockies, and Greater Yellowstone 
Coalition. 

o These initiatives actively pursue conservation easements, creation of corridors which 
they want to lead to linkage and connectivity, and are implementing these agendas 
through representatives of their NGOs at a local level. 

o These initiatives are also planning to use the State Wildlife Action Plans to integrate 
linkage, corridor, and connectivity language to further advance their agenda. 

o The GNLCC steering committee has leaders of these initiatives as members.  This 
begs the question of whether the federal government is actually advancing these 
initiative agendas.  Other countries and some corporations are also involved with the 
GNLCC, but there is no local representation. 

o The GNLCC completely excludes public involvement except for organizations that 
hold the same ideology as them. 

o The GNLCC is using the Idaho Department of Transportation (ITD) to incorporate 
their agenda to build wildlife overpasses in areas that have historic significance, 
wetlands, questionable soil suitability, and which are opposed by the local citizens. 

o All of the NGO individuals who have been working with the ITD do not live in the 
area yet have more influence on decisions because they are tied in with the initiative 
leaders who sit on the steering committee. 

o There has been no public involvement from the beginning of the proposed 
transportation project but the individuals who are involved with the steering 
committee members have been.  There has also been a significant lack of involvement 
by elected representatives. 
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o The funding mechanism is also concerning.  The initiative individuals seem to have 
quite a bit of funding going to their agendas and there is a question about whether or 
not the grant money has been properly processed. 

o No federal law or regulatory authority for any of the activities the GNLCC engages 
in, yet they continue to advance their agenda via DOI agencies.  Since your order 
3349 they have continued to work towards meeting their objectives. 

o The GNLCC openly admits they do not recognize jurisdictional boundaries or 
authority.  This is a violation of our Constitution. 

o If there are no regulations for large landscape cooperatives then they must be 
investigated for ongoing activity and dismantled immediately. If there are regulations 
they must be eliminated. 

o It is imperative that decisions about land use are made by local elected representatives 
and the people within those jurisdictions. These cooperatives have completely 
removed that right. 

o The initiative members on the steering committee are involved with the IUCN and the 
NGOs are certified UN NGOs. It is clear that they are implementing UN objectives 
for connectivity by placing land into conservation status through various methods. 

o Once land is designated as a corridor it will be subject to potential overlays and land 
use regulation.  They use the comprehensive plans to integrate land use planning 
objectives that will require land owners to practice conservation, require restrictive 
regulations such as how the land is used, how the house is built, density, housing only 
near municipal services, landscaping only by professionals, buffer zones, the list is 
extensive. 

o These same initiative leaders on the steering committee are also heavily involved with 
land trusts which manage conservation easements in the area.  Is this not a conflict of 
interest? 

o I know Rep. Labrador and Bishop have asked for an accounting of these LCCs, 
oversight of their activity, and investigation into funding improprieties.  The 
investigation must go farther, especially if there is no regulatory authority for them.   

o DISPOSITION:   

 
• Utility Water Act Group 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0114 
RE:  Given the overlap of NMFS and FWS jurisdiction on ESA issues of importance to 
UWAG, these comments address regulatory reform issues for DOI and NOAA together and 
will be filed under both dockets. 

o UWAG supports the Services’ regulatory reform efforts and, in particular, UWAG 
supports efforts that serve the key goals of: 

o Focusing cost and impact of ESA implementation on efforts demonstrated to deliver 
the greatest value for conservation and recovery of listed species. 

o Shifting emphasis from unilateral use of restrictions toward collaborative, voluntary 
actions to conserve and recover species. 

o Greater state involvement in ESA implementation and conservation.  

(b) (5) DPP
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o Listing decisions and critical habitat designations supported by sound scientific 
methods and data.  

o Establishment of streamlined and efficient methods for regulated parties to ensure 
ESA compliance. 

o UWAG provides the following specific recommendations as to how the Services can 
improve their regulatory processes, and identify regulations and policies that warrant 
repeal, replacement, or modification. 

o The Services Must Use a Proper Baseline and Effects Analysis in ESA Section 7 
Consultations. 

o The Services Should Clarify the Causation Standard for Effects Analyses. 
o The Services Must Ensure Listing Decisions and Critical Habitat Designations Rely 

on Best Available Science. 
o The Services Should Revise the HCP Handbook to Remove or Modify Requirements 

to Assess Climate Change Impacts in HCPs. 
o The Services Should Issue a Revised Section 7 Consultation Handbook. 
o The Services Should Issue Guidance for Streamlined Section 10 Permitting. 
o The Services Should Repeal and/or Modify the Critical Habitat Rules. 
o FWS Should Withdraw or Modify Its 2016 Mitigation Policies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:  National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration (NOAA) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
o DISPOSITION:   
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Comment Summaries 
 Needing Recommended Dispositions 

 
Comments Received from June 21 – August 25 

 
INSTRUCTIONS:   
 

1. Add recommended dispositions for the comment summaries below for your bureau. 

2. Include the comment summaries for your bureau in the Comment Summary Report that is 
due to the Assistant Secretary on September1 .  

 
FWS 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0015   

o FWS employees using heavy-handed tactics to interfere with local projects citing 
possible federal violations with no proof. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0016   
o Failure of certain offices and individuals within FWS to respond to FOIA requests. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0017   

o Review rules allowing FWS employees to serve on the board of directors for not-for-
profit environmental agencies.  In one case, an employee is serving on the board of a land 
trust that purchased parcels of land that was then used to influence projects the FWS was 
a party to. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0018   
o Prohibit FWS employees from accepting compensatory mitigation payments and 

directing them to organizations on which they serve on the board of directors (cites 

(b) (5) DPP
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example of FWS employee brokering dollars from a FWS compensatory mitigation 
payment project with a developer then funneling those dollars to an organization in which 
he serves on the board). 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
● American Falconry Conservancy 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0019  
o Request the elimination of FWS regulatory oversight regarding any and all activities with 

the personal use, in contrast to harvest, of birds of prey (raptors), because States have 
adopted regulatory provisions for the protection of wild raptors, so Federal involvement 
is redundant and costly.  Specific Federal provisions that should be eliminated include: 

▪ Allowing FWS to inspect to ensure birds are being treated humanely 
▪ Requirement to submit a Migratory Bird Acquisition and Disposition Report 

(Form 3-186A) to FWS for any wild take or transfer of raptors  
▪ Inclusion of hybrid falcons scope of requirements 
▪ Continued management of the formerly threatened peregrine falcons as 

threatened, rather than allowing a harvest of 5% 
▪ The prohibition on acquiring golden eagles in livestock depredation situations. 
▪ Interpretation of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of 

Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) in a manner more restrictive than other nations. 
▪ Inclusion of raptors in the Wild Bird Conservation Act 
▪ Raptor propagation, abatement, education regulations, all of which should be left 

to States to regulate. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0020 
o FWS’s protection of foreign species with no funding or expertise just duplicates foreign 

government’s CITES rules.  It is impossible to sell captive-bred listed species from one 
state to another without a massive permitting process; this inhibits legal breading of 
wildlife.  The ESA should apply only to native species. Animal rights groups petition for 
listing a species knowing FWS cannot meet the legal deadlines and then sue FWS to earn 
money for themselves. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
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● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0027 
RE   Management of Alaska public lands and wildlife 

o Alaska wants to manage their own public lands and wildlife.  
o State of Alaska was blocked in their efforts to manage game and predator populations by 

FWS "biological diversity" program.  The State feels this is causing declines in animal 
populations, not protecting them.  The State wants to be allowed to manage their own 
wildlife.   

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: 
 

 
● Individual (Jordan, R) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0028 
RE   FWS regulation of exotic pets 

o FWS has made owning a parrot “bureaucratic red tape and potential arrest.”   
o Noon-profits habitually sue the Service over exotic animals causing FWS to spend 

resources defending those lawsuits.   
o Permit to sell exotic species of parrot that was born in the U.S. can take two years and 

requires showing benefit to wild species in a third-world country. 
o The agenda now is to attack U.S. pet owners and their rights.  
o Get control of the Endangered Species Act and the Wild Bird Conservation Act now. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
 

 
 

 
● Individual (Ingram, James) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0029 
RE   Regulation of falconry 

o 262 regulations can be eliminated from the Falconry Standards.  
o Every State that allows falconry has adopted more restrictive regulations, so the Federal 

regulations are redundant.   
o FWS does not have authority to determine the use and care of raptors in falconry; it is 

only responsible for evaluation of raptor populations for safe harvest of wild raptors and 
sale and commerce of raptors.  Birds born in captivity are private property.  

o No similar regulations apply to other species, such as someone who has captive bred a 
Mallard duck.   

o The regulations require States to conduct warrantless searches. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o The FWS study showed falconers have zero impact on raptor populations, the peregrine 
falcon population has exploded, yet FWS severely limits the number of birds that can be 
taken.  Remove the restrictions.  

o FWS has disallowed the practice of legally harvesting golden eagles, even though 
Congress allows for it in the Eagle Act.  This is unnecessary regulation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

● Individual (Rush, Barbara) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0036 
RE   Regulation of oil and gas at Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Continue to regulate oil and gas leases and practices at Hagerman National Wildlife 
Refuge. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: 
 

 
● Individual (Mason, George) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0037 
RE   “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) as it relates to 
Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Do not alter or repeal “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) 
as it relates to Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge. 

o The refuge provides habitat for many species and is a prime recreational mecca for the 
Northern Texas region. 

o For years, the refuge has enjoyed a partnership with the oil company that maintains the 
drilling and storage facilities there. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: 
 

 
● Individual (Hill, Carl) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0038 
RE   [unspecified] 

o Unless oil and gas companies are held to strong regulations, they will have little respect 
for anything but their wallets.  

o Attached picture of rusting pipeline.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

• Wilderness Society, Western Environmental Law, Natl Parks Conservation, Center for American 
Progress, Natl Audubon, Natural Resources Defense Council 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0047 
RE:  The public has not been given a chance to comment on many actions; object to the 
demonstrably false premise that there is a need to “alleviate unnecessary regulatory 
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burdens place on the American people; DOI does not have the authority to establish 
energy development as the dominant use of public lands. 

o There is a section discussing court cases for "Land Management Agencies with 
Multiple-Use Mandates – BLM & USFS", "Land Management Agencies with 
Conservation/Preservation Mandates – NPS & FWS", and "The NEPA and 
NHPA Overlays – All Land Management Agencies".  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
   

 
● Individual (John, Mike) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0048 
RE   [unspecified] 

o Cooperate with local communities when establishing parks.   
o FWS establishes parks without adequate funding, expecting the locals to pick up the 

slack.  This makes it hard for farmers trying to make a living off the land.  
RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous  

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0049 
RE   FWS employee 

o A group of landowners opposing major transmission/infrastructure project in Nebraska 
met and a FWS employee attended on taxpayer dollars 

o A Facebook post for the opposition group stated that FWS is key to stopping the 
infrastructure project and stated that the FWS employee would be present to answer 
questions   

o Control employees and keep them from taking sides. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Columbia Law School, Sabin Center for Climate Change Law   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0050 
RE   NPS and FWS rule identified in SO 3349 

o Existing regulations addressing energy development on Federal land have important 
benefits, including those identified in SO 3349 

▪ The NPS Rule, and FWS Rule, establish important environmental safeguards and 
will not have significant economic impacts 

▪ See comment summary under BLM for comments on BLM rules. 
o DOI regulations are needed to address the program of global climate change 
o DOI must consider the environmental impacts of regulatory changes 
o Includes as attachments: 

▪ 30-page document "Veyrier - Job Creation in the Emerging Methane Leak 
Detection and Repair Industry - 2017" 

(b) (5) DPP
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▪ GAO Publication - National Wildlife Refuges – 2010 
▪ GAO Publication -  Federal Oil and Gas Leases – 2010 
▪ 83-page document "Stokes - The Emerging U.S. Methane Mitigation Industry - 

2014"   
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

   
 

● Anonymous   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0051 
RE   [unspecified] 

o End “WOTUS” [Waters of the United States]  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Western Urban Water Coalition  
ID: DOI-2017-0003- 0052 
RE   ESA, Mitigation, NEPA, etc. 

o Streamline and work collaboratively with western water supply agencies to ensure these 
agencies can meet water supply needs and water quality requirements. 

o Tax Exemption for Water Conservation Rebates 
▪ Water supply and management utilities and companies create the incentive for 

customers to conserve by providing rebates to lower the cost to the consumer for 
water-saving measures and equipment purchases, but IRS has determined they 
are taxable.  Encourage Treasury Department to exempt water conservation 
rebates provided to customers form the definition of income for federal tax 
purposes, based on the connection between energy and water conservation. 

o Comprehensive Reimbursement Agreements 
▪ Develop comprehensive and uniform guidance that encourages the use of 

reimbursement agreements through which applicants can pay for permit 
processing costs.  Such agreements must ensure the objectivity of the reviews 
and agency actions made pursuant to reimbursement programs.  

o Endangered Species Act Reform 
▪ Increase use of procedures and mechanisms that allow applicants to provide 

financial and in-kind assistance to cover the costs of ESA reviews. 
▪ Reopen the HCP Handbook, issued December 21, 2016, for public review and, 

pending review, reinstate the previous HCP Handbook. 
▪ Reopen regulations defining adverse modification of critical habitat and 

establishing the procedures for designating critical habitat and exclusions.  The 
rules are too stringent in their treatment of habitat in areas “unoccupied at the 
time of listing” and in determining what is “essential to the conservation of the 
species.”  The policy for exclusion from critical habitat does not provide 

(b) (5) DPP
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sufficient flexibility for areas subject to conservation plans developed under other 
laws. 

▪ Develop policy guidance to define how exclusions from critical habitat will be 
made based on economic impacts of designation on regulatory entities, rather 
than following an ad-hoc process. 

▪ Develop regulations to define the meaning of ESA’s “best available science” test. 
▪ Develop guidance and revise regulations to give nonfederal designated 

representatives a greater consultative role in formal consultation 
o Mitigation Policies 

▪ Review each bureau’s mitigation policies to eliminate the requirement that 
mitigation provide a “net environmental benefit” not only for projects supporting 
energy independence, but also for water infrastructure and wildfire treatment 
projects. 

o National Environmental Policy Act Reform 
▪ Revise NEPA regulations and handbooks to require: (1) development of an 

interagency coordination plan whenever more than one agency is involved in 
permitting, so there is simultaneous preparation and review of NEPA; (2) a 30-
day deadline for agency review of submitted NEPA studies; (3) that 
administrative appeals of NEPA issues can be brought only by parties who 
participated in the NEPA administrative process and raised the issue; (4) use the 
regulation that provides EAs need only analyze the proposed action and may 
proceed without considering additional alternatives when there are no unresolved 
conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources; (5) expand CATEX’s 
to exempt larger acreages for wildfire prevention treatments and rehabilitation of 
burden areas. 

o Maximum Utilization of Existing Facilities 
▪ Examine and revise its standards and directives on project expansion, use of 

excess capacity, water sharing, use of storage and conveyance facilities for non-
project water, places of use, and fair value pricing. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
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● Individual (Neria, Meredith) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0053 
RE   2016 rule on Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights 

o Do not want the updated rules from 2016 to be undone.   
o We need our public lands to be protected even as they are used by the oil and gas 

industry. 
o The oil and gas industry should be responsible for proper care and thorough clean0up of 

public lands, including refuge lands.   
o Consider the long-term effect of allowing the oil and gas industry, which has a poor track 

record of allowing pollution and not cleaning up thoroughly, 
o Do not allow the dismantling of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Individual (John, Mike) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0054 
RE   [unspecified] 

o “t” [apparent typo] 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
• Individual (Egner, Gail) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0100 
RE: Stop placing fish weirs on our creeks and streams in WA State. 

o The weir placed in Olequa Creek in the Cowlitz County area in Castle Rock WA is 
making the creek unnavigable.  What used to be an active spawning creek, has no fish 
left. 

o Eagles & hawks used to fish here regularly. Not any more. Herons and cranes were 
frequent visitors--not anymore. This weir is also hampering wildlife--deer, elk, 
beaver, otter, even ducks. 

• RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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• Individual (Busch, Steve) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0101 
RE:  The ESA was intended to protect species from the threat of extinction. It was NOT 
intended to be used as a vehicle to expand the range of non-endangered high impact 
predators based on ideology. 

o The 2014 policy to improve and clarify implementation of the Endangered 
Species Act by providing a formal interpretation of the phrase "significant portion 
of its range" that appears in the ESA definitions of "endangered species" and 
"threatened species." This policy is ambiguous and contradictory, and bases it's 
conclusions on the agenda driven pseudo-science known as "conservation 
biology". 

o The policy further misconstrues the original intent of the ESA by continuing to 
allow non-endangered vertebrates, such as wolves and grizzly bears, (both are 
listed by the IUCN as "Species of LEAST CONCERN") to be listed as 
"endangered" on the basis of regionalism, or where the species used to live in 
comparison to lines on a map, or political boundaries. 

o The "significant range" policy itself declares that the services will NOT consider 
"historical range" to be relevant in making recommendations re species 
protections, yet the services lists gray wolves as "endangered" in some 39 states 
and portions of states simply because gray wolves used to live there. 

o Gray wolves currently have the widest circum-polar range of any large terrestrial 
predator on earth. Their population numbers are extremely high and are 
continuing to increase. Yet, this policy ignores the overall health of the species, 
the sufficiency of current range, impacts on settled landscapes and agriculture, 
impacts on other wildlife, and impacts on human health and safety. 

o In 1991, USFWS Policy towards hybrids was clear and unambiguous. 
o By 2001 the USFWS "hybrid non-protection policy" was withdrawn in light of 

the growing amount of scientific data showing that many protected species, such 
as Spotted Owls and Gray Wolves, are subject to hybridization with "non-
endangered" varieties such as, in the case of Spotted Owls, Barred Owls; and in 
the case of wolves, coyotes and dogs. 

o As a result of this information, the services proposed an "intercross" policy 
intended to keep hybrids fully protected under the ESA. The services chose to 
ignore this problem altogether and instead focus on creating something called, 
"Distinct Population Segments". 

o The services must rethink how their policies line up, or don't line up, with the 
original intent of the ESA. As I see it, the USFWS in particular, has made a 
mockery of the law and science. 

o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   NOAA's National Marine Fisheries 
Service 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
o  

 
(b) (5) DPP
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• Individual (Zaborac, Shane) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0102 
RE:  Something needs to be done about the exploding seal and sea lion populations in 
Washington state and their negative impacts on the dwindling salmon and steelhead 
populations 

o The bay of Grays Harbor (mouth of the Chehalis river) has more seals than 
fish. 

o Fish hold up in the bay in late summer and wait for a rain to move up river 
and by the time the rain comes the seals have taken their toll. 

o Same complaints other places like the Columbia river and its tributaries. 
o Taking the population of seals down by more than 70% and that would not 

endanger them as a species but yet would have a major benefit for the 
fisheries. 

o The native Americans in my area use to hunt seals now they don't. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 

 
• Edison Electric Institute (EEI) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0103 
RE:   Revise administrative burdens, simplify and streamline the overall process, 
eliminate duplicative environmental reviews and enhance the ability of EEI’s 
members to permit, site and operate generation, transmission and other 
infrastructure assets while maintaining environmental integrity 

o EEI supports cost-effective public policies and a streamlined approach to 
regulation. 

o EEI continues to support efforts—administratively and legislatively—to 
reform the permitting and siting process for critical energy infrastructure 
projects. 

o EEI and its members intend to participate in these initiatives as they are 
developed. 

o FWS Should Withdraw, Refine, and Re-propose Habitat Conservation 
Planning (HCP) Handbook 

o The FWS also should revise the 2016 HCP Handbook to reflect the 
appropriate mitigation standard. 

o There are several instances in the Handbook where the PM1s mitigation goal 
of "net benefit" or "no net loss" is embedded. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o This is in conflict with the ESA. 
o Concerned that-either at the time guidance is adopted, or subsequent to its 

adoption what initially may have been considered by the federal land 
management agencies ( e.g. FWS) to be voluntary guidance in effect becomes 
mandatory and results in de facto regulation, although it has not been through 
any public notice and comment process. 

o There should be a national point of contact to review instances in which 
guidance may have been inappropriately developed or applied. 

o Any proposal by these agencies to develop written guidance should always 
receive input from the offices of the Solicitor. 

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 

 
 

• Lignite Energy Council (LEC) 
DOI-2017-0003-0104 
RE:  LEC offers the following information to help you understand the situation with federal 
coal in North Dakota, and how the program can be better structured to achieve the 
aforementioned goals. All of the coal produced in North Dakota is used within the state to 
produce electricity, synthetic natural gas, and associated byproducts. No coal mined within 
the state is sold on the open market or transported out-of-state. 

o Federal coal production in North Dakota is unique in many ways relative to surface 
coal production throughout the Western United States. 

o 1) “Impose costs that exceed benefits” 
o As described above, federal coal represents a relatively small proportion of a mine 

area in North Dakota. While pursuing these comingled parcels is the most efficient 
way to mine, coal producers do have the option in many cases to simply bypass a 
federal coal tract if a lease cannot be obtained in a timely manner. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Bypassing a tract essentially sterilizes that reserve – it would never be feasible to go 
back and mine. The rate of return to American taxpayers if their resource is left in the 
ground is and will always remain zero. 

o In another scenario where it might be difficult to isolate a federally-owned coal tract 
and an entire area needs to be mined around, the inability to secure a federal coal 
lease could represent a takings of comingled non-federal coal reserves. 

o 2) “Are outdated, unnecessary, or ineffective” 
o The inability to lease federal coal tracts is not accounted for in North Dakota coal 

companies’ contractual obligation to supply fuel for power generation and 
gasification. 

o Since mining companies hold the surface rights over federal coal tracts, the area will 
likely be disturbed to support mining activities regardless of whether the federal coal 
is retrieved or not. 

o A policy decision to restrict development of our coal resources will have no bearing 
on the decision of other nations to strive for the same standard of living coal has 
brought to the U.S., and as a result will have no meaningful impact on global 
emissions. 

o 3) “Eliminate jobs, or inhibit job creation” 
o United States is blessed to have a sustainable coal reserve that can meet our energy 

needs centuries into the future. North Dakota alone has enough lignite coal to 
maintain current levels of production for the next 800 years. 

o Despite coal-fired power generation increasing 93 percent since 1970, regulated 
emissions have fallen by 92 percent. 

o Reclamation standards and practices have improved dramatically. Coal producers in 
North Dakota must reclaim mined lands to a standard of “as good or better,” and 
demonstrate that reclaimed lands meet that strict production level a full ten years after 
reclamation before being eligible for bond release. 

o The industry is dedicated to tackling the issue of carbon capture, utilization, and 
storage. 

o It must be the continued policy of the federal government to incentivize the use of 
coal to help meet our energy needs. 

o Department needs to analyze the leasing program to find ways to streamline leasing 
and uphold its statutory mandate to manage public resources for the greater good. 

o The subtitle of the Mineral Leasing Act explicitly states that it is “an act to promote 
the mining of coal…” and mandates that “no mining operating plan shall be approved 
which is not found to achieve the maximum economic recovery of the coal within the 
tract3”. 

o Encourage your department to review the federal mining plan approval process. 
Under current regulations (30 CFR Parts 740 and 746), there is a four-step process by 
which a coal producer obtains all approvals to mine federal coal4. 

o With respect to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), we would recommend that 
DOI clarify through a new biological opinion that FWS concurrence is not required 
for state-approved surface coal mining permits. 
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o FWS should also provide clarification that criminal or civil liability does not exist for 
those connected with incidental impacts to migratory birds that occur in the normal 
course of business. 

o Coal producers in North Dakota are faced with a years-long and costly analysis 
process, with little guarantee of success or return on investment in pursuing federal 
coal leases. 

o The lease-by-application process should run in parallel with resource recovery and 
protection plans, mine plan reviews, and other analyses to expedite the leasing 
process. 
o The federal leasing process must work in concert with state permitting agencies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   OSM 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

   
 

• Individual (Langdon, Steve) 
DOI-2017-0003-0105 
RE:  The USFW needs an overall for all the great things I have mentioned they have been 
stifled, taken over and corrupted by so called environmentalist and animal rights activists 
who care more about denying people's access and use of public lands and wildlife than about 
having a balanced effort that benefits all including people. 

o Environmentalists groups outside the USFW have also had entirely to much influence 
on USFW as they push for their anti human agenda 

o Decisions not based on science. But on the ever failing theory of "preservation and 
rewilding". 

o Expanding use of the Endangered Species Act has only compounded these issues. 
o A prime example of all this is the Nonessential wolf experiment in the west and in 

New Mexico. 
o The wolf. As still the example has created a wildlife disaster not seen since the 

buffalo slaughters and is a stain on the North American Wildlife Model. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 

 
• Ecological Restoration Business Association (ERBA) 

DOI-2017-0003-0106 
RE:  The ecological restoration industry faces the challenge of regulatory burdens. Our 
efforts, however, are often slowed by regulatory inconsistencies and delays. Species related 
compensatory mitigation activities are subject to Interior and FWS policies and guidance. 
ERBA believes there are opportunities for improvement, particularly within the FWS' ESA 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

o Remove references to "net gain," which cause confusion for the regulated public. DOI 
could use another standard and more precise terms. 

o ERBA recommends consideration of "proportional to the impact" or "no net loss" as 
the appropriate standard. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o Restructure the "landscape-Level" approach mitigation goal. ERBA recognizes the 
term "landscape-level" may have connotations (such as larger and larger conservation 
areas) other than our understood goal of the most efficient size and location of 
mitigation sites. 

o We recommend the FWS either clarify "landscape-level" or potentially restructure the 
goal with alternative terminology. 

o Reduce administrative and procedural local discretion by implementing defined 
mitigation protocols. 

o Local discretion in implementing the administrative and procedural aspects of the 
permitting process and Policy results in a lack of consistency and equivalency. 

o Interior can reduce this cause of permitting inefficiencies by clearly stating the goals 
of consistency and equivalency in the Policy. 

o Interior could enforce these goals through more direction and routine oversight from 
Headquarters to field offices on the procedural processing of mitigation bank 
applications and impact permits. 

o ERBA recommends incorporating adherence to and timely implementation of the 
Policy into the evaluation process of Regional leadership and offices. 

o Update, clarify and streamline the Section 7 Handbook to modernize the Section 7 
consultation process. 

o Section 7 Handbook has no mention of conservation banking, which is one of the 
most efficient means of allowing vital projects to progress while providing significant 
species impact avoidance and minimization. 

o ERBA recommends including clear guidance on when compensatory mitigation may 
be required by the FWS for a permit applicant to quickly move through the ESA 
process. 

o ERBA also recommends setting fairly strict timelines in the permitting process for 
when FWS may require avoidance and minimization before moving to considering 
mitigation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP
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• Individual (Schumacher, Karen) 

DOI-2017-0003-0107 
RE:  I live in the Great Northern Landscape Conservation Cooperative (GNLCC) and they 
have continued to engage in activity that your order specifically ended. 

o Federal agencies are embedded with initiatives such as the High Divide, Yellowstone 
to Yukon, Crown of the Continent, Heart of the Rockies, and Greater Yellowstone 
Coalition. 

o These initiatives actively pursue conservation easements, creation of corridors which 
they want to lead to linkage and connectivity, and are implementing these agendas 
through representatives of their NGOs at a local level. 

o These initiatives are also planning to use the State Wildlife Action Plans to integrate 
linkage, corridor, and connectivity language to further advance their agenda. 

o The GNLCC steering committee has leaders of these initiatives as members. This 
begs the question of whether the federal government is actually advancing these 
initiative agendas. Other countries and some corporations are also involved with the 
GNLCC, but there is no local representation. 

o The GNLCC completely excludes public involvement except for organizations that 
hold the same ideology as them. 

o The GNLCC is using the Idaho Department of Transportation (ITD) to incorporate 
their agenda to build wildlife overpasses in areas that have historic significance, 
wetlands, questionable soil suitability, and which are opposed by the local citizens. 

o All of the NGO individuals who have been working with the ITD do not live in the 
area yet have more influence on decisions because they are tied in with the initiative 
leaders who sit on the steering committee. 

o There has been no public involvement from the beginning of the proposed 
transportation project but the individuals who are involved with the steering 
committee members have been. There has also been a significant lack of involvement 
by elected representatives. 

o The funding mechanism is also concerning. The initiative individuals seem to have 
quite a bit of funding going to their agendas and there is a question about whether or 
not the grant money has been properly processed. 

o No federal law or regulatory authority for any of the activities the GNLCC engages 
in, yet they continue to advance their agenda via DOI agencies. Since your order 3349 
they have continued to work towards meeting their objectives. 

o The GNLCC openly admits they do not recognize jurisdictional boundaries or 
authority. This is a violation of our Constitution. 

o If there are no regulations for large landscape cooperatives then they must be 
investigated for ongoing activity and dismantled immediately. If there are regulations 
they must be eliminated. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o It is imperative that decisions about land use are made by local elected representatives 
and the people within those jurisdictions. These cooperatives have completely 
removed that right. 

o The initiative members on the steering committee are involved with the IUCN and the 
NGOs are certified UN NGOs. It is clear that they are implementing UN objectives 
for connectivity by placing land into conservation status through various methods. 

o Once land is designated as a corridor it will be subject to potential overlays and land 
use regulation. They use the comprehensive plans to integrate land use planning 
objectives that will require land owners to practice conservation, require restrictive 
regulations such as how the land is used, how the house is built, density, housing only 
near municipal services, landscaping only by professionals, buffer zones, the list is 
extensive. 

o These same initiative leaders on the steering committee are also heavily involved with 
land trusts which manage conservation easements in the area. Is this not a conflict of 
interest? 

o I know Rep. Labrador and Bishop have asked for an accounting of these LCCs, 
oversight of their activity, and investigation into funding improprieties. The 
investigation must go farther, especially if there is no regulatory authority for them.   

o DISPOSITION:  

 
• Utility Water Act Group 

DOI-2017-0003-0114 
RE:  Given the overlap of NMFS and FWS jurisdiction on ESA issues of importance to 
UWAG, these comments address regulatory reform issues for DOI and NOAA together and 
will be filed under both dockets. 

o UWAG supports the Services’ regulatory reform efforts and, in particular, UWAG 
supports efforts that serve the key goals of: 

o Focusing cost and impact of ESA implementation on efforts demonstrated to deliver 
the greatest value for conservation and recovery of listed species; 

o Shifting emphasis from unilateral use of restrictions toward collaborative, voluntary 
actions to conserve and recover species; 

o Greater state involvement in ESA implementation and conservation;  
o Listing decisions and critical habitat designations supported by sound scientific 

methods and data 
o Establishment of streamlined and efficient methods for regulated parties to ensure 

ESA compliance. 
o UWAG provides the following specific recommendations as to how the Services can 

improve their regulatory processes, and identify regulations and policies that warrant 
repeal, replacement, or modification. 

o The Services Must Use a Proper Baseline and Effects Analysis in ESA Section 7 
Consultations. 

o The Services Should Clarify the Causation Standard for Effects Analyses. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o The Services Must Ensure Listing Decisions and Critical Habitat Designations Rely 
on Best Available Science. 

o The Services Should Revise the HCP Handbook to Remove or Modify Requirements 
to Assess Climate Change Impacts in HCPs 

o The Services Should Issue a Revised Section 7 Consultation Handbook. 
o The Services Should Issue Guidance for Streamlined Section 10 Permitting. 
o The Services Should Repeal and/or Modify the Critical Habitat Rules. 
o FWS Should Withdraw or Modify Its 2016 Mitigation Policies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration (NOAA) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
o DISPOSITION:   

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 

(b) (5) DPP
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(b) (5) DPP



From: Bud Cribley
To: Jim Kurth
Subject: Fwd: Energy Burden Report
Date: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 9:26:35 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

DOI 6 Months Accomplishments 0917.docx

Jim,

I’m sure you all have this handled but with my limited knowledge here are the few FWS
omissions l see:

-  Regulation change to allow geophysical exploration in the Arctic Refugee
-  Review of the Burying Beetle listing to reduce burden on O&G activities
-  Working with the State of Texas on potential impacts to Dune Lizard habitat to avoid            
      listing action 

Bud

Bud C. Cribley
Senior Advisor for Energy with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Office # 202-208-4331
Cell # 907-717-5141
Office #  MIB 3341
email: bud_cribley@fws.gov

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Sheehan, Greg" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>
Date: October 24, 2017 at 9:30:18 AM EDT
To: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, "Cribley, Bud" <bud_cribley@fws.gov>, 
Steve Guertin <Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Energy Burden Report

Attachment below...

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Larrabee, Jason <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Mon, Oct 23, 2017 at 12:00 PM
Subject: Fwd: Energy Burden Report
To: Aurelia Skipwith <aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov>, Greg Sheehan
<greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, Marshall Critchfield <marshall_critchfield@ios.doi.
gov>

would each of you look this over and let me know if believe something should be



added, please?  They want responses by Noon tomorrow.  thanks.

Jason Larrabee
Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Devito, Vincent <vincent_devito@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Mon, Oct 23, 2017 at 9:31 AM
Subject: Re: Energy Burden Report
To: Micah Chambers <micah_chambers@ios.doi.gov>, "MacGregor, Katharine"
<katharine_macgregor@ios.doi.gov>, Dan Jorjani <daniel_jorjani@ios.doi.gov>,
Aurelia Skipwith <aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov>, "Travnicek, Andrea"
<andrea_travnicek@ios.doi.gov>, jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov, John Tahsuda
<john.tahsuda@navigatorsglobal.com>
Cc: Laura Rigas <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>, Scott Hommel
<scott_hommel@ios.doi.gov>

Hi,

In accordance with Laura's email (below), can each of you, please review the
attached and send updates to Chris (copied) and I by noon, tomorrow? Thank you.

Best,
Vincent

On Fri, Oct 20, 2017 at 7:12 PM, MacGregor, Katharine
<katharine_macgregor@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Release them or transmit them to the FR on Wednesday?

On Fri, Oct 20, 2017 at 6:18 PM, Laura Rigas <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Hi all -- just found out that the WH will likely ask the
Departments/Agencies who submitted "Energy Burden" reports will be
asked to release them next Wednesday.
OCO will of course take the lead on comms materials, a press release,
and talking points, but I welcome help on what the next steps
will/should be. Does this need to involve the federal register? Which
Bureau has the lead?
Thanks,
L

Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell



@Interior

-- 
Kate MacGregor
Acting Assistant Secretary - Land and Minerals Management
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C ST NW
Room 6625
Washington DC 20240
202-208-3671 (Direct)

-- 
Vincent DeVito, Esq.
Counselor to the Secretary of Interior for Energy Policy
Immediate Office of the Secretary
+1.202.208.2884
vincent_devito@ios.doi.gov

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
 

(1) Following President Trump’s Executive Order on regulatory reform, the Department 
reduced the semi-annual regulatory agenda by over 50-percent to 133, with 152 
withdrawn.  
 
(2) The Department has held more onshore lease sales in the past six months than in the 
previous year. For context, from January to June of 2016, DOI generated $11.5 million in 
total receipts for onshore oil and gas. In the same time period this year, we have 
generated $146 million. 
 
(3) Good neighbor: The Lodgepole Complex Fire recently ripped through Montana, but 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service worked to open the Charles M. Russell Wildlife 
Refuge for Emergency Cattle Grazing – which got very favorable coverage in Montana, 
and pleased farmers and ranchers previously faced with the grim reality of dead cattle en 
masse. 

(4) Good partner: Interests in investing in onshore and offshore federal lands has 
heightened since the onset of the Trump Administration and investor optimism is up. The 
Department is focused on being a better business partner by harmonizing environmental 
review and increasing productivity in planning, leasing and appurtenant transactions. 

 
First Six Months Accomplishments: 
 
Deregulation: High Level Actions Identified 
Topline: Under Trump and Zinke’s leadership, the Department of the Interior has suspended, 
repealed, or will rewrite dozens of regulations that stifle job creation and curb revenues. For 
example, the Interior ended the moratorium on federal coal mining and identified 152 rules and 
regulations to withdraw. 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3349 that puts the Department on the path to suspend, revise or 
rescind dozens of regulatory and policy actions from the previous administration. 

• Ordered a Departmental review to streamline and prioritize federal land access, energy 
independence and economic growth. 

• Terminated agency efforts to develop dozens of burdensome regulations affecting 
business, industry, and the public. 

• Removed rules that Congress overturned through the Congressional Review Act, 
including Stream Protection Rule, BLM Planning 2.0, and the Alaska Predator Rule. 
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• The Bureau of Land Management is proceeding expeditiously with a proposed rule to 
rescind the final rule entitled Oil and Gas; Hydraulic Fracturing on Federal and Indian 
Lands. The rule exacts an undue burden on those energy producers who aspire to use 
fracking in the way of development on federal and Indian lands. 

• The Office of Natural Resources Revenue has published a proposed rule to repeal the 
Consolidated Federal Oil & Gas and Federal & Indian Coal Valuation Rule. The rule 
raised serious concerns about its negative impact on the coal industry, its governmental 
overreach, and its costly burden of implementation. 

• By forming and Executive Committee for Expedited permitting, the Office of the 
Secretary (IOS) is addressing the backlog of pending actions and improve overall 
efficiency in energy and mineral leasing, reviews, and permitting by DOI agencies.  IOS 
will do this by leading an effort focused on expediting the completion of Department 
requirements; facilitating cooperation among DOI bureaus, as well as cooperation with 
external agencies on tribal and environmental reviews; and coordinating and 
collaborating with relevant regional, State, and field offices. 

 
Jumpstarted American Energy Dominance 
Topline: The Department of the Interior is in charge of all energy produced on federal lands and 
waters to include all federal coal, oil, gas, solar, hydro, wind and geothermal plus all offshore oil 
and gas. 

• Commenced a Department-wide review of energy regulations to reduce barriers to 
development, generation, and production. 

• Eliminated an Obama-era prohibition on future coal leasing on federal lands, giving the 
coal industry a much-needed boost. 

• Signed a Secretarial Order to investigate the National Petroleum Reserve – Alaska (NPR-
A) and Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR), in the interest of striking a balance 
between development and conservation. 

• Launched the Administration’s five-year plan to make more areas on the Outer 
Continental Shelf available for offshore oil and gas development, in accordance with the 
President’s Executive Order on Implementing an America-First Offshore Energy 
Strategy. Currently 94-percent of the Outer Continental Shelf has been off-limits for 
energy producers, which is stunting investment growth in the energy sector. 

• Initiated a working group with the Department of Commerce to reduce conflict and 
streamline interagency permitting for offshore seismic surveying/Marine Mammal 
Protection Act enforcement. 

• Opened Cook Inlet, Alaska up for business again, with the first leases awarded in over a 
decade on June 21, 2017, and exceeded expectations. 

• Opened 76 million acres in the Gulf of Mexico for oil and gas exploration and 
development on July 13, 2017. 
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• Leased 913,542 offshore acres in the Central Gulf oil and gas generating $275 million on 
March 22, 2017. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Wyoming netting more than $129 million, 
which was the second-highest grossing lease sale in the Bureau’s history. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Utah netting $22 million and supporting 
1,000 local jobs on March 15, 2017. 

• Facilitated the initial construction of the Berwind Mine on the border of Virginia and 
West Virginia, set to create at least 50 good-paying jobs in places like McDowell County. 

• Reengaged the Royalty Policy Committee to investigate royalty management issues and 
other mineral-related policies. 
 

Prioritized American Infrastructure 
Topline: Under President Trump and Secretary Zinke’s leadership, the Department prioritized 
critical infrastructure projects like pipelines and the National Parks maintenance backlog and 
ended the taxpayer-funded subsidies to special interest groups known as compensatory 
mitigation. 

• Revoked harmful compensatory mitigation policies (Secretarial Order 3330 from 2013) 
to enable infrastructure investment. 

• Cleared the way for permitting, construction and operation of the KXL and Dakota 
Access pipeline projects. 

• Secretary Zinke visited dozens of parks to prioritize park infrastructure and reduce the 
maintenance backlog. 

• Completed permitting activities for a 713 mile gas pipeline from the Marcellus region 
(Rover project) comprising a $4 billion infrastructure investment. 

• Resolved conflicts impeding the construction of a Virginia utility power line project 
(Surry-Skiffes Creek -Wheaton 500 kV utility line) comprising a $200 million 
infrastructure investment. 

• Launched a new Royalty Enhancing Strategic Export Terminal (“RESET”) initiative to 
facilitate the constructing and operating a deep-water, multimodal terminal to export dry 
bulk commodities, including the export over 40 million tons a year of coal mined from 
western states to Pacific Rim markets. 

 
Curbing Abuses of the Antiquities Act 

Topline: The Trump Administration is giving a voice to rural America and is in the process of 
reviewing and rightsizing decades of abuses of executive power and land grabs under the 
Antiquities Act. 

• Toured all major monuments under review, meeting with hundreds of state, local, Tribal, 
and federal officials, as well as key advocates and stakeholders. 
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• Secretary Zinke is on track to deliver his recommendations to the President by August 24, 
as prescribed by Executive Order. 

• Received over 2.1 million public comments on the matter, in addition to many written 
notes to the Department. 

• In suggesting modifications to Bears Ears National Monument, Secretary Zinke listened 
to Tribal voices and recommended co-management. 

 
Promoted Conservation and Outdoor Recreation 
Topline: Public lands are meant for public access for economic development, recreation, 
sportsmen, and conservation. Secretary Zinke announced new initiatives to expand access to 
public lands while still conserving the land and wildlife.  

• During “Made in America” Week, highlighted the American outdoor recreation industry, 
showcasing “Made in America” products like boats and RVs. The day was marked by the 
Secretary convening an advisory panel on public-private partnerships for federal land. 

• Ended the ban on lead ammo and tackle, so hunting and fishing can again be a sport for 
all Americans (not just the elite). 

• Continued to advocate against the sale or transfer of any public lands. 
• Signed a Secretarial Order on Sage-Grouse conservation, strengthening collaboration 

between the federal government and states. 
 
 
 
Took the First Steps to Reorganize Interior 

Topline: Following the President’s executive order, Secretary Zinke is modernizing the 
Department of the Interior to push more resources to the front lines and to communities who rely 
on the Department as a partner for basic infrastructure and economic development.  

• Drew a distinction between the last 100 years of the Department, under a structure 
envisioned by Teddy Roosevelt, and the next 100 years, under a path being presently 
charted. 

• We plan to empower our employees by moving them out of Washington, D.C. and 
Denver, and into the field. 

• We want to give more clear guidance to younger employees on how they can advance 
their careers at DOI. 

• We have to prepare our staff to leverage new technologies and implement them in our 
parks and on our land. 

• Secretarial Order creating an Office of Counselor to the Secretary for Energy Policy to 
focus and coordinate the entire Department on environmental review harmonization and 
the responsible enhancement of energy production, federal revenue, and American jobs. 

 

 



From: charisa morris@fws.gov on behalf of Sheehan, Greg
To: Jim Kurth; Cribley, Bud; Steve Guertin
Subject: Fwd: Energy Burden Report
Date: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 8:30:46 AM
Attachments: DOI 6 Months Accomplishments 0917.docx

Attachment below...

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Larrabee, Jason <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Mon, Oct 23, 2017 at 12:00 PM
Subject: Fwd: Energy Burden Report
To: Aurelia Skipwith <aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov>, Greg Sheehan
<greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, Marshall Critchfield <marshall_critchfield@ios.doi.gov>

would each of you look this over and let me know if believe something should be added,
please?  They want responses by Noon tomorrow.  thanks.

Jason Larrabee
Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Devito, Vincent <vincent_devito@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Mon, Oct 23, 2017 at 9:31 AM
Subject: Re: Energy Burden Report
To: Micah Chambers <micah_chambers@ios.doi.gov>, "MacGregor, Katharine"
<katharine_macgregor@ios.doi.gov>, Dan Jorjani <daniel_jorjani@ios.doi.gov>, Aurelia
Skipwith <aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov>, "Travnicek, Andrea"
<andrea_travnicek@ios.doi.gov>, jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov, John Tahsuda
<john.tahsuda@navigatorsglobal.com>
Cc: Laura Rigas <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>, Scott Hommel <scott_hommel@ios.doi.gov>

Hi,

In accordance with Laura's email (below), can each of you, please review the attached and
send updates to Chris (copied) and I by noon, tomorrow? Thank you.

Best,
Vincent

On Fri, Oct 20, 2017 at 7:12 PM, MacGregor, Katharine <katharine_macgregor@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Release them or transmit them to the FR on Wednesday?



On Fri, Oct 20, 2017 at 6:18 PM, Laura Rigas <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Hi all -- just found out that the WH will likely ask the
Departments/Agencies who submitted "Energy Burden" reports will be
asked to release them next Wednesday.
OCO will of course take the lead on comms materials, a press release,
and talking points, but I welcome help on what the next steps
will/should be. Does this need to involve the federal register? Which
Bureau has the lead?
Thanks,
L

Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell
@Interior

-- 
Kate MacGregor
Acting Assistant Secretary - Land and Minerals Management
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C ST NW
Room 6625
Washington DC 20240
202-208-3671 (Direct)

-- 
Vincent DeVito, Esq.
Counselor to the Secretary of Interior for Energy Policy
Immediate Office of the Secretary
+1.202.208.2884
vincent_devito@ios.doi.gov

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
 

(1) Following President Trump’s Executive Order on regulatory reform, the Department 
reduced the semi-annual regulatory agenda by over 50-percent to 133, with 152 
withdrawn.  
 
(2) The Department has held more onshore lease sales in the past six months than in the 
previous year. For context, from January to June of 2016, DOI generated $11.5 million in 
total receipts for onshore oil and gas. In the same time period this year, we have 
generated $146 million. 
 
(3) Good neighbor: The Lodgepole Complex Fire recently ripped through Montana, but 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service worked to open the Charles M. Russell Wildlife 
Refuge for Emergency Cattle Grazing – which got very favorable coverage in Montana, 
and pleased farmers and ranchers previously faced with the grim reality of dead cattle en 
masse. 

(4) Good partner: Interests in investing in onshore and offshore federal lands has 
heightened since the onset of the Trump Administration and investor optimism is up. The 
Department is focused on being a better business partner by harmonizing environmental 
review and increasing productivity in planning, leasing and appurtenant transactions. 

 
First Six Months Accomplishments: 
 
Deregulation: High Level Actions Identified 
Topline: Under Trump and Zinke’s leadership, the Department of the Interior has suspended, 
repealed, or will rewrite dozens of regulations that stifle job creation and curb revenues. For 
example, the Interior ended the moratorium on federal coal mining and identified 152 rules and 
regulations to withdraw. 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3349 that puts the Department on the path to suspend, revise or 
rescind dozens of regulatory and policy actions from the previous administration. 

• Ordered a Departmental review to streamline and prioritize federal land access, energy 
independence and economic growth. 

• Terminated agency efforts to develop dozens of burdensome regulations affecting 
business, industry, and the public. 

• Removed rules that Congress overturned through the Congressional Review Act, 
including Stream Protection Rule, BLM Planning 2.0, and the Alaska Predator Rule. 
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• The Bureau of Land Management is proceeding expeditiously with a proposed rule to 
rescind the final rule entitled Oil and Gas; Hydraulic Fracturing on Federal and Indian 
Lands. The rule exacts an undue burden on those energy producers who aspire to use 
fracking in the way of development on federal and Indian lands. 

• The Office of Natural Resources Revenue has published a proposed rule to repeal the 
Consolidated Federal Oil & Gas and Federal & Indian Coal Valuation Rule. The rule 
raised serious concerns about its negative impact on the coal industry, its governmental 
overreach, and its costly burden of implementation. 

• By forming and Executive Committee for Expedited permitting, the Office of the 
Secretary (IOS) is addressing the backlog of pending actions and improve overall 
efficiency in energy and mineral leasing, reviews, and permitting by DOI agencies.  IOS 
will do this by leading an effort focused on expediting the completion of Department 
requirements; facilitating cooperation among DOI bureaus, as well as cooperation with 
external agencies on tribal and environmental reviews; and coordinating and 
collaborating with relevant regional, State, and field offices. 

 
Jumpstarted American Energy Dominance 
Topline: The Department of the Interior is in charge of all energy produced on federal lands and 
waters to include all federal coal, oil, gas, solar, hydro, wind and geothermal plus all offshore oil 
and gas. 

• Commenced a Department-wide review of energy regulations to reduce barriers to 
development, generation, and production. 

• Eliminated an Obama-era prohibition on future coal leasing on federal lands, giving the 
coal industry a much-needed boost. 

• Signed a Secretarial Order to investigate the National Petroleum Reserve – Alaska (NPR-
A) and Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR), in the interest of striking a balance 
between development and conservation. 

• Launched the Administration’s five-year plan to make more areas on the Outer 
Continental Shelf available for offshore oil and gas development, in accordance with the 
President’s Executive Order on Implementing an America-First Offshore Energy 
Strategy. Currently 94-percent of the Outer Continental Shelf has been off-limits for 
energy producers, which is stunting investment growth in the energy sector. 

• Initiated a working group with the Department of Commerce to reduce conflict and 
streamline interagency permitting for offshore seismic surveying/Marine Mammal 
Protection Act enforcement. 

• Opened Cook Inlet, Alaska up for business again, with the first leases awarded in over a 
decade on June 21, 2017, and exceeded expectations. 

• Opened 76 million acres in the Gulf of Mexico for oil and gas exploration and 
development on July 13, 2017. 
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• Leased 913,542 offshore acres in the Central Gulf oil and gas generating $275 million on 
March 22, 2017. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Wyoming netting more than $129 million, 
which was the second-highest grossing lease sale in the Bureau’s history. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Utah netting $22 million and supporting 
1,000 local jobs on March 15, 2017. 

• Facilitated the initial construction of the Berwind Mine on the border of Virginia and 
West Virginia, set to create at least 50 good-paying jobs in places like McDowell County. 

• Reengaged the Royalty Policy Committee to investigate royalty management issues and 
other mineral-related policies. 
 

Prioritized American Infrastructure 
Topline: Under President Trump and Secretary Zinke’s leadership, the Department prioritized 
critical infrastructure projects like pipelines and the National Parks maintenance backlog and 
ended the taxpayer-funded subsidies to special interest groups known as compensatory 
mitigation. 

• Revoked harmful compensatory mitigation policies (Secretarial Order 3330 from 2013) 
to enable infrastructure investment. 

• Cleared the way for permitting, construction and operation of the KXL and Dakota 
Access pipeline projects. 

• Secretary Zinke visited dozens of parks to prioritize park infrastructure and reduce the 
maintenance backlog. 

• Completed permitting activities for a 713 mile gas pipeline from the Marcellus region 
(Rover project) comprising a $4 billion infrastructure investment. 

• Resolved conflicts impeding the construction of a Virginia utility power line project 
(Surry-Skiffes Creek -Wheaton 500 kV utility line) comprising a $200 million 
infrastructure investment. 

• Launched a new Royalty Enhancing Strategic Export Terminal (“RESET”) initiative to 
facilitate the constructing and operating a deep-water, multimodal terminal to export dry 
bulk commodities, including the export over 40 million tons a year of coal mined from 
western states to Pacific Rim markets. 

 
Curbing Abuses of the Antiquities Act 

Topline: The Trump Administration is giving a voice to rural America and is in the process of 
reviewing and rightsizing decades of abuses of executive power and land grabs under the 
Antiquities Act. 

• Toured all major monuments under review, meeting with hundreds of state, local, Tribal, 
and federal officials, as well as key advocates and stakeholders. 
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• Secretary Zinke is on track to deliver his recommendations to the President by August 24, 
as prescribed by Executive Order. 

• Received over 2.1 million public comments on the matter, in addition to many written 
notes to the Department. 

• In suggesting modifications to Bears Ears National Monument, Secretary Zinke listened 
to Tribal voices and recommended co-management. 

 
Promoted Conservation and Outdoor Recreation 
Topline: Public lands are meant for public access for economic development, recreation, 
sportsmen, and conservation. Secretary Zinke announced new initiatives to expand access to 
public lands while still conserving the land and wildlife.  

• During “Made in America” Week, highlighted the American outdoor recreation industry, 
showcasing “Made in America” products like boats and RVs. The day was marked by the 
Secretary convening an advisory panel on public-private partnerships for federal land. 

• Ended the ban on lead ammo and tackle, so hunting and fishing can again be a sport for 
all Americans (not just the elite). 

• Continued to advocate against the sale or transfer of any public lands. 
• Signed a Secretarial Order on Sage-Grouse conservation, strengthening collaboration 

between the federal government and states. 
 
 
 
Took the First Steps to Reorganize Interior 

Topline: Following the President’s executive order, Secretary Zinke is modernizing the 
Department of the Interior to push more resources to the front lines and to communities who rely 
on the Department as a partner for basic infrastructure and economic development.  

• Drew a distinction between the last 100 years of the Department, under a structure 
envisioned by Teddy Roosevelt, and the next 100 years, under a path being presently 
charted. 

• We plan to empower our employees by moving them out of Washington, D.C. and 
Denver, and into the field. 

• We want to give more clear guidance to younger employees on how they can advance 
their careers at DOI. 

• We have to prepare our staff to leverage new technologies and implement them in our 
parks and on our land. 

• Secretarial Order creating an Office of Counselor to the Secretary for Energy Policy to 
focus and coordinate the entire Department on environmental review harmonization and 
the responsible enhancement of energy production, federal revenue, and American jobs. 

 

 



From: Jim Kurth
To: Greg Sheehan
Subject: Fwd: Energy Burden Report
Date: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 10:04:23 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

DOI 6 Months Accomplishments 0917.docx

Bud has these additions, I have nothing to add. 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Bud Cribley <bud_cribley@fws.gov>
Date: October 24, 2017 at 10:26:20 AM EDT
Ok

I
Z. S

To: Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Energy Burden Report

Jim,

I’m sure you all have this handled but with my limited knowledge here are the
few FWS omissions l see:

-  Regulation change to allow geophysical exploration in the Arctic Refugee
-  Review of the Burying Beetle listing to reduce burden on O&G activities
-  Working with the State of Texas on potential impacts to Dune Lizard habitat to
avoid                   listing action 

Bud

Bud C. Cribley
Senior Advisor for Energy with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Office # 202-208-4331
Cell # 907-717-5141
Office #  MIB 3341
email: bud_cribley@fws.gov

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:



From: "Sheehan, Greg" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>
Date: October 24, 2017 at 9:30:18 AM EDT
To: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, "Cribley, Bud"
<bud_cribley@fws.gov>,  Steve Guertin
<Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Energy Burden Report

Attachment below...

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Larrabee, Jason <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Mon, Oct 23, 2017 at 12:00 PM
Subject: Fwd: Energy Burden Report
To: Aurelia Skipwith <aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov>, Greg
Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, Marshall Critchfield
<marshall_critchfield@ios.doi.gov>

would each of you look this over and let me know if believe
something should be added, please?  They want responses by Noon
tomorrow.  thanks.

Jason Larrabee
Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Devito, Vincent <vincent_devito@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Mon, Oct 23, 2017 at 9:31 AM
Subject: Re: Energy Burden Report
To: Micah Chambers <micah_chambers@ios.doi.gov>, "MacGregor,
Katharine" <katharine_macgregor@ios.doi.gov>, Dan Jorjani
<daniel_jorjani@ios.doi.gov>, Aurelia Skipwith
<aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov>, "Travnicek, Andrea"
<andrea_travnicek@ios.doi.gov>, jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov, John
Tahsuda <john.tahsuda@navigatorsglobal.com>
Cc: Laura Rigas <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>, Scott Hommel
<scott_hommel@ios.doi.gov>

Hi,

In accordance with Laura's email (below), can each of you, please
review the attached and send updates to Chris (copied) and I by noon,
tomorrow? Thank you.



Best,
Vincent

On Fri, Oct 20, 2017 at 7:12 PM, MacGregor, Katharine
<katharine_macgregor@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Release them or transmit them to the FR on Wednesday?

On Fri, Oct 20, 2017 at 6:18 PM, Laura Rigas
<laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Hi all -- just found out that the WH will likely ask the
Departments/Agencies who submitted "Energy Burden" reports
will be
asked to release them next Wednesday.
OCO will of course take the lead on comms materials, a press
release,
and talking points, but I welcome help on what the next steps
will/should be. Does this need to involve the federal register?
Which
Bureau has the lead?
Thanks,
L

Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell
@Interior

-- 
Kate MacGregor
Acting Assistant Secretary - Land and Minerals Management
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C ST NW
Room 6625
Washington DC 20240
202-208-3671 (Direct)

-- 
Vincent DeVito, Esq.
Counselor to the Secretary of Interior for Energy Policy
Immediate Office of the Secretary
+1.202.208.2884
vincent_devito@ios.doi.gov



-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
 

(1) Following President Trump’s Executive Order on regulatory reform, the Department 
reduced the semi-annual regulatory agenda by over 50-percent to 133, with 152 
withdrawn.  
 
(2) The Department has held more onshore lease sales in the past six months than in the 
previous year. For context, from January to June of 2016, DOI generated $11.5 million in 
total receipts for onshore oil and gas. In the same time period this year, we have 
generated $146 million. 
 
(3) Good neighbor: The Lodgepole Complex Fire recently ripped through Montana, but 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service worked to open the Charles M. Russell Wildlife 
Refuge for Emergency Cattle Grazing – which got very favorable coverage in Montana, 
and pleased farmers and ranchers previously faced with the grim reality of dead cattle en 
masse. 

(4) Good partner: Interests in investing in onshore and offshore federal lands has 
heightened since the onset of the Trump Administration and investor optimism is up. The 
Department is focused on being a better business partner by harmonizing environmental 
review and increasing productivity in planning, leasing and appurtenant transactions. 

 
First Six Months Accomplishments: 
 
Deregulation: High Level Actions Identified 
Topline: Under Trump and Zinke’s leadership, the Department of the Interior has suspended, 
repealed, or will rewrite dozens of regulations that stifle job creation and curb revenues. For 
example, the Interior ended the moratorium on federal coal mining and identified 152 rules and 
regulations to withdraw. 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3349 that puts the Department on the path to suspend, revise or 
rescind dozens of regulatory and policy actions from the previous administration. 

• Ordered a Departmental review to streamline and prioritize federal land access, energy 
independence and economic growth. 

• Terminated agency efforts to develop dozens of burdensome regulations affecting 
business, industry, and the public. 

• Removed rules that Congress overturned through the Congressional Review Act, 
including Stream Protection Rule, BLM Planning 2.0, and the Alaska Predator Rule. 
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• The Bureau of Land Management is proceeding expeditiously with a proposed rule to 
rescind the final rule entitled Oil and Gas; Hydraulic Fracturing on Federal and Indian 
Lands. The rule exacts an undue burden on those energy producers who aspire to use 
fracking in the way of development on federal and Indian lands. 

• The Office of Natural Resources Revenue has published a proposed rule to repeal the 
Consolidated Federal Oil & Gas and Federal & Indian Coal Valuation Rule. The rule 
raised serious concerns about its negative impact on the coal industry, its governmental 
overreach, and its costly burden of implementation. 

• By forming and Executive Committee for Expedited permitting, the Office of the 
Secretary (IOS) is addressing the backlog of pending actions and improve overall 
efficiency in energy and mineral leasing, reviews, and permitting by DOI agencies.  IOS 
will do this by leading an effort focused on expediting the completion of Department 
requirements; facilitating cooperation among DOI bureaus, as well as cooperation with 
external agencies on tribal and environmental reviews; and coordinating and 
collaborating with relevant regional, State, and field offices. 

 
Jumpstarted American Energy Dominance 
Topline: The Department of the Interior is in charge of all energy produced on federal lands and 
waters to include all federal coal, oil, gas, solar, hydro, wind and geothermal plus all offshore oil 
and gas. 

• Commenced a Department-wide review of energy regulations to reduce barriers to 
development, generation, and production. 

• Eliminated an Obama-era prohibition on future coal leasing on federal lands, giving the 
coal industry a much-needed boost. 

• Signed a Secretarial Order to investigate the National Petroleum Reserve – Alaska (NPR-
A) and Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR), in the interest of striking a balance 
between development and conservation. 

• Launched the Administration’s five-year plan to make more areas on the Outer 
Continental Shelf available for offshore oil and gas development, in accordance with the 
President’s Executive Order on Implementing an America-First Offshore Energy 
Strategy. Currently 94-percent of the Outer Continental Shelf has been off-limits for 
energy producers, which is stunting investment growth in the energy sector. 

• Initiated a working group with the Department of Commerce to reduce conflict and 
streamline interagency permitting for offshore seismic surveying/Marine Mammal 
Protection Act enforcement. 

• Opened Cook Inlet, Alaska up for business again, with the first leases awarded in over a 
decade on June 21, 2017, and exceeded expectations. 

• Opened 76 million acres in the Gulf of Mexico for oil and gas exploration and 
development on July 13, 2017. 
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• Leased 913,542 offshore acres in the Central Gulf oil and gas generating $275 million on 
March 22, 2017. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Wyoming netting more than $129 million, 
which was the second-highest grossing lease sale in the Bureau’s history. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Utah netting $22 million and supporting 
1,000 local jobs on March 15, 2017. 

• Facilitated the initial construction of the Berwind Mine on the border of Virginia and 
West Virginia, set to create at least 50 good-paying jobs in places like McDowell County. 

• Reengaged the Royalty Policy Committee to investigate royalty management issues and 
other mineral-related policies. 
 

Prioritized American Infrastructure 
Topline: Under President Trump and Secretary Zinke’s leadership, the Department prioritized 
critical infrastructure projects like pipelines and the National Parks maintenance backlog and 
ended the taxpayer-funded subsidies to special interest groups known as compensatory 
mitigation. 

• Revoked harmful compensatory mitigation policies (Secretarial Order 3330 from 2013) 
to enable infrastructure investment. 

• Cleared the way for permitting, construction and operation of the KXL and Dakota 
Access pipeline projects. 

• Secretary Zinke visited dozens of parks to prioritize park infrastructure and reduce the 
maintenance backlog. 

• Completed permitting activities for a 713 mile gas pipeline from the Marcellus region 
(Rover project) comprising a $4 billion infrastructure investment. 

• Resolved conflicts impeding the construction of a Virginia utility power line project 
(Surry-Skiffes Creek -Wheaton 500 kV utility line) comprising a $200 million 
infrastructure investment. 

• Launched a new Royalty Enhancing Strategic Export Terminal (“RESET”) initiative to 
facilitate the constructing and operating a deep-water, multimodal terminal to export dry 
bulk commodities, including the export over 40 million tons a year of coal mined from 
western states to Pacific Rim markets. 

 
Curbing Abuses of the Antiquities Act 

Topline: The Trump Administration is giving a voice to rural America and is in the process of 
reviewing and rightsizing decades of abuses of executive power and land grabs under the 
Antiquities Act. 

• Toured all major monuments under review, meeting with hundreds of state, local, Tribal, 
and federal officials, as well as key advocates and stakeholders. 
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• Secretary Zinke is on track to deliver his recommendations to the President by August 24, 
as prescribed by Executive Order. 

• Received over 2.1 million public comments on the matter, in addition to many written 
notes to the Department. 

• In suggesting modifications to Bears Ears National Monument, Secretary Zinke listened 
to Tribal voices and recommended co-management. 

 
Promoted Conservation and Outdoor Recreation 
Topline: Public lands are meant for public access for economic development, recreation, 
sportsmen, and conservation. Secretary Zinke announced new initiatives to expand access to 
public lands while still conserving the land and wildlife.  

• During “Made in America” Week, highlighted the American outdoor recreation industry, 
showcasing “Made in America” products like boats and RVs. The day was marked by the 
Secretary convening an advisory panel on public-private partnerships for federal land. 

• Ended the ban on lead ammo and tackle, so hunting and fishing can again be a sport for 
all Americans (not just the elite). 

• Continued to advocate against the sale or transfer of any public lands. 
• Signed a Secretarial Order on Sage-Grouse conservation, strengthening collaboration 

between the federal government and states. 
 
 
 
Took the First Steps to Reorganize Interior 

Topline: Following the President’s executive order, Secretary Zinke is modernizing the 
Department of the Interior to push more resources to the front lines and to communities who rely 
on the Department as a partner for basic infrastructure and economic development.  

• Drew a distinction between the last 100 years of the Department, under a structure 
envisioned by Teddy Roosevelt, and the next 100 years, under a path being presently 
charted. 

• We plan to empower our employees by moving them out of Washington, D.C. and 
Denver, and into the field. 

• We want to give more clear guidance to younger employees on how they can advance 
their careers at DOI. 

• We have to prepare our staff to leverage new technologies and implement them in our 
parks and on our land. 

• Secretarial Order creating an Office of Counselor to the Secretary for Energy Policy to 
focus and coordinate the entire Department on environmental review harmonization and 
the responsible enhancement of energy production, federal revenue, and American jobs. 

 

 



From: Charisa Morris
To: Thomas Irwin; Roslyn Sellars
Subject: Fwd: ESA Policy and Regulations Workshop - NCTC 12/12 -12/13
Date: Monday, December 11, 2017 9:10:12 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

ESA Policy and Regulations Workshop agenda v2 (1).docx
Workshop Attendees.docx
ATT00002.htm
DOI-2017-0003-0221 (1).pdf
ATT00003.htm
DOI-2017-0003-0214 (1).pdf
ATT00004.htm
DOI-2017-0003-0128 (1).pdf
ATT00005.htm

Hey there! Is Greg attending on the evening of the 12th?

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Sellars, Roslyn" <roslyn_sellars@fws.gov>
To: Greg J Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>
Cc: "Morris, Charisa" <Charisa_Morris@fws.gov>, Thomas Irwin
<thomas_irwin@fws.gov>
Subject: ESA Policy and Regulations Workshop - NCTC 12/12 -12/13

Greg

Gary mentioned you may be attending this workshop.  Is that correct?

Roslyn 

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Frazer, Gary <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Dec 8, 2017 at 4:23 PM
Subject: Materials for ESA Policy and Regulations Workshop
To: David Bernhardt >, "Willens, Todd"
<todd_willens@ios.doi.gov>, Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, Greg Sheehan
<Greg_J_Sheehan@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Bridget
Fahey <Bridget_Fahey@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Jeff
Newman <jeff_newman@fws.gov>, "White, Rollie" <rollie_white@fws.gov>,
Ted Koch <Ted_Koch@fws.gov>, Lori Nordstrom <lori_nordstrom@fws.gov>,
"Miranda, Leopoldo" <Leopoldo_Miranda@fws.gov>, Paul Phifer
<Paul_Phifer@fws.gov>, Michael Thabault <Michael_Thabault@fws.gov>,
"Colligan, Mary" <mary_colligan@fws.gov>, Michael Fris
<Michael_Fris@fws.gov>, Richard Goeken <richard.goeken@sol.doi.gov>, Peg
Romanik <Peg.Romanik@sol.doi.gov>, BENJAMIN JESUP
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, ecomstock@doc.gov, "Uthmeier, James
(Federal)" <JUthmeier@doc.gov>, jroberson@doc.gov,
Chris.W.Oliver@noaa.gov, Sam Rauch <samuel.rauch@noaa.gov>,

(b) (6) David Bernhardt



donna.wieting@noaa.gov, Cathy Tortorici - NOAA Federal
<cathy.tortorici@noaa.gov>, lisa.manning@noaa.gov, Jennifer Schultz - NOAA
Federal <jennifer.schultz@noaa.gov>, Kristen Gustafson
<Kristen.L.Gustafson@noaa.gov>, Rodney Vieira - NOAA Federal
<rod.vieira@noaa.gov>, "ruthann.lowery" <ruthann.lowery@noaa.gov>,
Katie.Renshaw@noaa.gov, "Prandoni, Christopher D. EOP/CEQ"

gov>
Cc: Roslyn Sellars <Roslyn_Sellars@fws.gov>, Catherine Gulac
<catherine_gulac@ios.doi.gov>, "Rees, Gareth" <gareth_rees@ios.doi.gov>,
Lacey Smethers <lacey_smethers@ios.doi.gov>, Drew Burnett
<drew_burnett@fws.gov>, Patrice Ashfield <patrice_ashfield@fws.gov>, Carey
Galst <Carey_Galst@fws.gov>, Lois Wellman <lois_wellman@fws.gov>

Attached are some materials for your use in preparing for next week's workshop
at our National Conservation Training Center (NCTC) in Shepherdstown, WV:

a draft agenda
the current list of workshop participants
some selected letters from outside parties that commented comprehensively
on our ESA regs and policies.  These, of course, are by no means all of the
comments received by the DOI Regulatory Task Force.  They are offered
simply as a sample of some of the most thorough comments. 

If you have not yet made your reservation at NCTC, need directions, or have any
other questions about NCTC, here's a link to everything you need to know about
NCTC: https://training.fws.gov/   For those of you new to NCTC, it's a
comfortable, casual atmosphere.  Ties and other typical Washington, DC uniform
components are discouraged,

The meeting will be held in The Gallery, which is to the left as you enter the main
floor of the Commons building, located on the east side of the pedestrian bridge. 
The Commons houses both the cafeteria and the bar, so all your nutritional needs
will be close at hand. 

Look forward to seeing you next week. -- Gary

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

Christopher.D.Prandoni--Exemption 6



Draft 12/8/17 Draft 12/8/17 Draft 12/8/17 

ESA Policy and Regulations Workshop 
National Conservation Training Center 

The Gallery, first floor of the Commons Building 
December 12-13, 2017 

 
Goals and Intent of Workshop:  Understand policy objectives of political leadership, identify 
opportunities for improving delivery of the Endangered Species Act, and chart a path forward 
for revision of FWS/NMFS interagency regulations and policies for implementation of the Act. 
 
Tuesday, December 12 
 
8:00 – 9:00p 
 

Introductions 
 
Setting the stage for discussions 

• Goals and intent of the workshop (Willens) 
• Remarks from senior leadership (Willens, Comstock) 
• Review the agenda 
• Adjourn for the evening 

 
Wednesday, December 13 
 
8:00 – 8:30a 
 

Introduction of any new participants 
 
Identify ground rules and review the agenda (facilitator) 

 
8:30 – 9:00a 
 

Overarching principles and shared objectives (group discussion, led by facilitator) 
• Input from participants on big picture objectives for reg/policy revision 

 
9:00 – 10:00a 
 

Petitions, listing, critical habitat, delisting 
• Ideas for policy or reg revision 
• Discussion 

 
10:00 – 10:30a 

  
Break 



Draft 12/8/17 Draft 12/8/17 Draft 12/8/17 

 
10:30 – 11:30a 
 

Recovery, Cooperation with the States 
• Ideas for policy or reg revision 
• Discussion 

 
11:30a – 1:00p 
 

Lunch 
 
1:00 – 2:00p 
 

Section 7 consultation 
• Ideas for policy or reg revision 
• Discussion 

 
2:30 – 3:15p 
 

Section 10 permitting 
• Ideas for policy or reg revision 
• Discussion 

 
3:15 – 3:30p 
 

Break 
 
3:30 – 4:30p 
 

Comprehensive review of issues identified for action 
• Identify issues more appropriate for policy or guidance than regulation 
• Scope of the regulation revision effort (comprehensive or surgical?) 
• Priorities 

 
4:30 – 4:45p 
 

Next steps 
 
4:45 – 5:00p 
 

Closing remarks  (Bernhardt, Comstock) 
 



Workshop Participants 

 

David Bernhardt (DOI, Deputy Secretary) 
Todd Willens (DOI, Assistant Deputy Secretary) 
Downey Magallanes (DOI, Deputy Chief of Staff) 
Greg Sheehan (FWS, Principal Deputy Director) 
Gary Frazer (FWS, Assistant Director – Ecological Services) 
Gina Shultz (FWS, Deputy Assistant Director – Ecological Services) 
Bridget Fahey (FWS, Division Chief, Conservation and Classification) 
Craig Aubrey (FWS, Division Chief, Environmental Review) 
Jeff Newman (FWS, Division Chief,  Restoration and Recovery) 
Rollie White (FWS, Assistant Regional Director (ARD) - Pacific Northwest) 
Ted Koch (FWS, ARD - Southwest) 
Lori Nordstrom (FWS, ARD - Midwest) 
Leo Miranda (FWS, ARD - Southeast) 
Paul Phifer (FWS, ARD - Northeast) 
Mike Thabault (FWS, ARD – Rocky Mountains) 
Mary Colligan (FWS, ARD – Alaska) 
Mike Fris (FWS, ARD – Pacific Southwest) 
Rick Goeken (DOI, SOL) 
Peg Romanik (DOI, SOL) 
Ben Jesup (DOI, SOL) 
Earl Comstock (DOC) 
James Uthmeier (DOC) 
Jeff Roberson (DOC-EDA)  
Chris Oliver (NMFS AA) 
Sam Rauch (NMFS DAA for Regulatory Programs) 
Donna Wieting (NMFS, Director, Office of Protected Resources) 
Cathy Tortorici (NMFS, Division Chief, Endangered Species/Interagency Cooperation, Office of Protected 
Resources) 
Lisa Manning (NMFS, Endangered Species Division, Office of Protected Resources) 
Jennifer Schultz (NMFS, Endangered Species Division, Office of Protected Resources) 
Kristan Gustafson (NOAA GC) 
Rod Vieira (NOAA GC) 
Ruth Ann Lowery (NOAA GC) 
Katie Renshaw (NOAA GC) 
Chris Prandoni, CEQ 
 
Drew Burnett, facilitator 
Patrice Ashfield, note taker 
Carey Galst, note taker 
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November 16, 2017 
 
 
 
 
Honorable Ryan Zinke 
Secretary 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
1849 C Street, N.W., Room 6151 
Washington, D.C.  20240 
 
Dear Secretary Zinke: 
 
The Western Governors’ Association (WGA) respectfully submits these comments in response to 
the notice issued by the U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) seeking comments on regulatory 
reform for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS or Service) [DOI-2017-0003].  We appreciate the 
opportunity to provide input on means of improving how the Service implements the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) through regulatory and administrative actions. 
 
WGA represents the Governors of the 19 western states and 3 U.S.-flag territories in the Pacific 
Ocean.  The association is an instrument of the Governors for bipartisan policy development, 
information-sharing and collective action on issues of critical importance to the western United 
States.  
 
Over the past two years, WGA – through the Western Governors’ Species Conservation and 
Endangered Species Act Initiative (Initiative) – has conducted “big-tent” stakeholder discussions 
focused on: identifying means of incentivizing voluntary conservation; elevating the role of states in 
species conservation; and improving the efficacy of the ESA.  Through a series of public workshops, 
intimate work sessions, webinars and myriad other tools, WGA has engaged a wide range of 
interested parties in substantive, transparent and expansive discussions on proactive species 
conservation and the ESA. 
 
One result of this effort is WGA Policy Resolution 2017-11, Species Conservation and the Endangered 
Species Act, which incorporates by reference the Species Conservation and the ESA Initiative Year 
Two Recommendations.  To inform your deliberations on regulatory and administrative actions to 
improve species conservation and the ESA, WGA respectfully submits those recommendations.  
 
The FWS has remained a steadfast partner of WGA throughout the Initiative.  We appreciate the 
many contributions of the Service to this work and look forward to continuing our cooperative 
efforts.  Governors also sincerely appreciate the recognition of WGA efforts to improve the efficacy 
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of species conservation and the ESA through the Initiative in the final report, “Review of the 
Department of the Interior Actions that Potentially Burden Domestic Energy.”  As WGA enters the 
third year of efforts under the Initiative, we look forward to working in partnership with the 
Service and DOI to discuss opportunities to implement the Governors’ bipartisan administrative 
recommendations to improve the ESA.  Please do not hesitate to contact us if we can be of further 
assistance. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
 
Dennis Daugaard    David Ige 
Governor of South Dakota   Governor of Hawaii 
Chair, WGA     Vice Chair, WGA 
 
 
cc: David Bernhardt, Deputy Secretary, U.S. Department of the Interior 
 Greg Sheehan, Acting Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
 
Attachment (WGA Species Conservation and ESA Initiative Year Two Recommendations)  
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WGA Species Conservation and the 

Endangered Species Act Initiative 

Year Two Recommendations 

 

 

Preamble 
 

The Western Governors’ Association (WGA), under the leadership of then-Chairman Wyoming 

Governor Matt Mead, launched the Western Governors’ Species Conservation and Endangered 

Species Act Initiative (Initiative) in 2015. Since the Initiative’s inception, WGA has hosted 

numerous workshops, webinars, and work sessions to create a forum for a diverse coalition of 

stakeholders to share best practices in species management, promote the role of states in species 

conservation, and explore options to improve the efficacy of the Endangered Species Act (ESA).   

 

While the Initiative has closely examined the ESA, the effort goes well beyond consideration of 

the Act alone. Governors also are seeking to encourage voluntary conservation – through early 

identification of sensitive species and establishment of institutional frameworks that incentivize 

collaborative voluntary conservation – thus avoiding the need to list species in the first place.  

 

The first year of the Initiative (2015-2016) resulted in approval of WGA Resolution 2016-08: 

Species Conservation and the Endangered Species Act – an expansive resolution encapsulating 

Governors’ principles informed by the Initiative. The Resolution instructs WGA staff to develop 

a multi-year workplan to further Governors’ policy principals on Species Conservation and the 

ESA. What followed in the first year of workplan implementation (2016-2017) was a 

continuation of the transparent, inclusive, and stakeholder driven process to refine and examine 

avenues for implementation of Governors’ policy statements expressed in the Resolution. 

 

A suite of recommendations addressing proactive and incentive based voluntary conservation 

species and ESA implementation emerged from year two work sessions. Work session 

participants were not expected to reach full consensus on recommendations forwarded by the 

Governors. However, comity among work session participants gave rise to significant progress 

toward conceptual agreement and helped inform the Governors’ deliberations on the 

recommendations contained in this document. 

 

As interest within Congress and the Administration in examining the ESA builds, Western 

Governors’ submit these bipartisan statutory, regulatory and funding-related recommendations 

consistent with implementation of the principles forwarded in WGA Resolution 2016-08, Species 

Conservation and the Endangered Species Act.  

 

Importantly, with respect to statutory recommendations, Western Governors' acknowledge any 

Congressional effort to amend the ESA will be complicated and spark diverse opinions.  WGA's 

ESA initiative enjoyed diverse stakeholder input and broad consensus; these resulting 
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recommendations represent bipartisanship at this stage.  Each governor reserves judgment on 

whether to support Congressional action, based upon unknown future legislative language. 

 

Statutory 

 
1. A) Amend Section 4 of the Endangered Species Act to create flexibility for the U.S. Fish 

and Wildlife Service (FWS) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) (collectively, 

“Services”) to create a prioritization schedule for petitions received. The Services must 

assign a petitioned species a listing priority within 12 months of a positive 90-day 

finding. Species in immediate risk of extinction will receive highest priority, while 

species with ongoing conservation efforts or species for which listing would provide 

limited conservation benefit within the foreseeable future will be placed in a lower 

priority category.  

 

B) Amend Section 4 of the Endangered Species Act to create a statutory exception for the 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 

(collectively, “Services”) to defer 12 month findings for a species under the ESA when: 1) 

a conservation plan is either being developed or implemented to meet the conservation 

needs of the species. In the case of species that range across multiple states, this refers to 

a plan in each state or a range-wide plan. The Services may renew the deferral every five 

years so long as they have worked with states to complete a determination that the 

conservation plan continues to meet the conservation needs of the species; 2) a delay will 

allow time to complete data collection or complete studies relating to the petitioned 

species; 3) species for which listing would provide limited conservation benefit within 

the foreseeable future.  

 

2. Require the Secretary to make a determination on whether or not to designate critical 

habitat for a species. The Secretary shall designate critical habitat if he or she determines 

such a designation is necessary to recover the species. If the Secretary determines that 

such designation is not critical to recovery of the species, the Secretary may decline to 

designate critical habitat for a species. If the Secretary designates critical habitat, it must 

link such designation to recovery objectives and plans. For many species, recovery 

planning cannot occur until years after a listing, leaving a lot of time for critical habitat 

to be compromised in the meantime. When necessary, critical habitat should continue to 

be designated at the time of listing, and re-evaluated as part of the recovery planning 

process. The Secretary will retain current authority to permit exclusions from critical 

habitat designations for discrete purposes.   

 

3. Upon listing, the Services will convene a recovery team within 12 months. States will 

have the option to lead and develop that team. The Recovery Team shall create a 

recovery plan, and lead its implementation. The recovery plan shall include criteria, that 

when met, would require the Recovery Team to recommend delisting or downlisting to 
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the Services. Whenever necessary, the recovery plan should be updated to include the 

best available science and strategies to address all recognized threats to recovering the 

species. Upon receipt of the recommendation to delist or downlist a species from the 

Recovery Team, the Service shall initiate a status review of the species for purposes of 

considering delisting or downlisting. Once the Services issue a delisting rule, they shall 

develop a post-delisting monitoring plan in a timely fashion, and judicial review of the 

delisting rule will be delayed until the completion of the post-delisting monitoring 

review period so long as a federally endorsed conservation plan is in place. 
 

Regulatory/Administrative  

 
1. Examine the possibility of providing assurances on public land to minimize the 

disincentive to enrolling in Candidate Conservation Agreements with Assurances 

(CCAAs) for permitted public land users with operations spanning both federal and 

private land. Assurances provided may not come in the form of incidental take permit 

associated with CCAAs, but rather a suite of assurances such as increased AUMs or 

extended grazing lease renewal periods for operators providing conservation actions on 

public lands, providing the assurances would not compromise the intent of the CCAA to 

recover the species to the point that ESA listing is not necessary.  

 

2. When a landowner implements conservation measures as a part of a federally endorsed 

conservation agreement, The Services may exclude private land covered under the 

agreement from any critical habitat designation. This authority currently exists under 

the ESA, but needs further clarification and guidance.  

 

3. When making listing determinations, the Secretary must take into account conservation 

efforts to protect species, including efforts by states, federal agencies, and private 

landowners. 

 

4. The Services should work with states to develop templates for voluntary conservation 

programs and conservation tools that are intended to incentivize voluntary conservation 

for a variety of species and habitats. These templates would provide a more streamlined 

process of implementing voluntary conservation programs for candidate and listed 

species. 

 

5. Encourage the Service to develop Species Status Assessments to help inform a listing 

determination. If listing is deemed warranted, use this same assessment to inform 

development of a recovery plan blueprint so stakeholders are able to implement 

effective recovery actions prior to the release of a formal species recovery plan.  

 

6. Given the Services’ new policy of using Species Status Assessments (SSAs) as a routine 

part of listing and recovery decisions made under the ESA, recommend the Services 

promulgate regulations to ensure the SSAs serve their intended function of collecting 



   

SCESAI Year Two Recommendations 4 
 

and analyzing foundational science on a species and updating that information 

promptly when new data or analysis becomes available.  Give state wildlife agencies a 

leadership role on SSA teams commensurate with their position as the repository of the 

bulk of the data and expertise on many species.  Most critically, provide an adequate 

internal appeals process for challenging the conclusions of an SSA, either to Ecological 

Services leadership or to the Regional Director, to ensure that a misguided 

determination does not become embedded in multiple future decisions about a species.   

 

7. Develop a national policy for the implementation of 4(d) rules that details best practices 

and incentivizes strong local input.   
 

8. Clarify or emphasize existing authority under the ESA for states to exercise concurrent 

jurisdiction with the Services to implement the ESA, including management of 

threatened species and issuance of Section 10 take permits, if states demonstrate a desire 

and capacity to do so.  

 

9. If states decline to develop and lead a recovery team, as described in Statutory 

Recommendation #3, the Services shall still seek sufficient participation from states to 

assemble recovery teams. States maintain strong wildlife management expertise, 

relationships with their regulated communities, and are able to better identify those 

individuals and entities that can best contribute to the recovery planning process.   

 

10. Establish an informative “playbook” to inform citizens on how to engage throughout 

various steps of the ESA process.  

 

11. In the case of species which are listed as threatened or endangered where listing 

provides limited conservation benefit within the foreseeable future, concurrent with the 

listing, Services should issue a 4(d) rule that emphasizes regulatory flexibility. Services 

should also consider delaying critical habitat designations, as well as modify the way in 

which they conducts consultations.  

 

Funding 

 
1. Pair economic incentives with critical habitat and priority conservation designations on 

private land and public land permitted users to alleviate the burden of critical habitat 

designations on private land while rewarding stewardship of quality habitat. 

Incorporate a scoring system – similar to, but not duplicative of, farm bill incentive 

scoring system – developed by stakeholders and including states, for private land 

conservation priority to assign varying economic incentives.  

 

2. The Services’ budget should include specific line items directing funding to assist 

stakeholders interested in seeking assurance agreements and other voluntary 

conservation efforts.  
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3. The Services currently allocate very little of their recovery budget to delisting or 

downlisting recovered species, which causes species to remain listed as threatened or 

endangered longer than the ESA intends.  Congress should allocate money to the 

Services through a specific line-item in their budgets to enable the Services to timely 

delist or downlist species.  

 

4. Congress should allocate additional funding to the Services’ to implement the ESA. 

Western Governors believe that adoption of these recommendations will improve the 

efficacy of the ESA, but recognize that the Services and states require adequate funding 

to ensure successful implementation of the Act. Governors will work with Congress to 

identify priorities for funding that will facilitate voluntary species conservation efforts 

and improve the efficacy of the ESA.  
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November 1, 2017 
 
Mr. Mark Lawyer 
Office of the Executive Secretariat 
Attn:  Reg. Reform, DOI-2017-0003-0009 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
1859 C Street NW 
Mail Stop 7328 
Washington, DC  20240 
 
Submitted via Federal eRulemaking Portal:  http://www.regulations.gov 
 
Re: NESARC Comments on Regulatory Reform and Reducing Regulatory Burdens 
 
Dear Mr. Lawyer: 
 

On June 22, 2017, the Department of the Interior (“DOI”) requested comments on 
improving implementation of regulatory reform initiatives and policies and identifying 
regulations for repeal, replacement, or modification.1  The National Endangered Species Act 
Reform Coalition (“NESARC”) respectfully provides the following comments and 
recommendations on improvements that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS”) should 
make to regulations under the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”).  
 

NESARC is the country’s oldest broad-based, national coalition dedicated solely to 
achieving improvements to the ESA and its implementation.  As detailed in the membership list 
attached to these comments,2 NESARC includes agricultural interests, cities and counties, 
commercial real estate developers, conservationists, electric utilities, energy producers, farmers, 
forest product companies, home builders, landowners, oil and gas companies, ranchers, realtors, 
water and irrigation districts, and other businesses and individuals throughout the United States.  
NESARC and its members are committed to promoting effective and balanced legislative and 
administrative improvements to the ESA that support the protection of fish, wildlife, and plant 
populations as well as responsible land, water, and resource management. 

 

                                                           
1 Regulatory Reform, 82 Fed. Reg. 28,429 (June 22, 2017). 
2 See Appendix A. 
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I. Recommendations for Regulatory Improvements to the ESA 
 

The ESA was originally enacted in 1973, and the statute has remained largely unchanged 
and unauthorized for nearly a quarter of a century.  The operative statutory provisions are 
implemented through regulations promulgated by the FWS and the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (“NMFS”) (collectively, the “Services”).  While there have been piecemeal revisions to 
these regulations over the years, implementation of the ESA would benefit significantly from a 
holistic review of the regulatory structure.  By conducting this type of review, FWS, in 
collaboration with NMFS, can best identify and incorporate efficiencies and improvements that 
have been learned during the past 40 years of ESA implementation.3   

 
The listing of a species as threatened or endangered and the designation of critical habitat 

have significant regulatory, economic, and other consequences.  Private landowners, state and 
local governments, commercial entities, and other parties are required to conduct Section 7 
consultation on any Federal action that may affect a listed species or its critical habitat or seek a 
permit under Section 10 to avoid liability for a prohibited take of the species.  While the goal of 
the ESA is to ultimately recover and delist these species, there has only been limited success to 
date.  There are regulatory improvements that can and should be made to each of these ESA 
components to alleviate unnecessary economic impacts on the regulated community, reduce 
administrative inefficiency, and modernize implementation of the Act. 

 
A. Improvements to the Section 7 Consultation Process 
 
Revisions to the ESA Section 7 consultation regulations are necessary to improve the 

efficiency and nature of the process while maintaining the core protections of the ESA.  The 
consultation process has proven to be unwieldly—too complex for simple permits and 
inadequate for application to complex regulatory actions, such as pesticide registrations under 
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act.  The Services should improve the 
process by streamlining the existing procedures, clarifying certain regulatory definitions, and 
ensuring that the implementation of biological opinions is more cost effective and reliable.  In 
addition, the Services should encourage greater collaboration with applicants so that reasonable, 
workable solutions can be identified and achieved, and that consultation can be concluded within 
the deadlines provided by statute.4  NESARC requests that FWS, in collaboration with NMFS, 
take the following actions: 

 
• Promulgate regulations recognizing that consultation is not required for agency actions 

with discountable, insignificant, or beneficial effects on a species or its critical habitat.  
This guidance is currently contained in the Services’ Consultation Handbook,5 but should 
be formally adopted as regulations to provide certainty and further inform the “not likely 
to adversely affect” determination. 

                                                           
3 On August 21, 2017, NESARC submitted similar comments to NMFS in Docket No. NOAA-NMFS-2017-0067. 
4 See, e.g., Water Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act, Pub. L. No. 114-322, § 4004, 130 Stat. 1628, 
1858 (2016). 
5 FWS and NMFS, Endangered Species Consultation Handbook, Procedures for Conducting Consultation and 
Conference Activities under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act at 3-12 (1998). 
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• Revise the definition of “environmental baseline” to focus on current environmental 

conditions.6  The environmental baseline is intended to provide a “snapshot” of a species’ 
health at the time of the consultation.  Preapproved and preexisting activities, projects 
and facilities, and the associated operational effects on species and habitat, must be 
included in the baseline for any consultation that may be required for ongoing operations 
or proposed new actions carried out, authorized, or funded by federal agencies. 
 

• Revise the definition of “effects of the action” to ensure that consideration of “direct 
effects” and “indirect effects” incorporates the principles of proximate causation and 
reasonable foreseeability.7  There must be a close causal and measurable connection 
between the proposed action and any effects—i.e., the action must “directly produce” the 
resulting effect on the species or critical habitat.  A direct or indirect effect should not be 
included if it will occur irrespective of the proposed action. 
 

• Revise the definition of “cumulative effects” to exclude “future Federal activities that are 
physically located within the action area of the particular Federal action under 
consultation.”8  This is consistent with the Service’s long-held policy which states that, 
because future Federal actions will be separately subject to Section 7 consultation, “their 
effects will be considered at that time and will not be included in the cumulative effects 
analysis.”9   
 

• Revise the definition of “biological assessment” to include other documents that contain 
an analysis of the potential effects of a proposed action on listed species and critical 
habitat.10  Such documents may include environmental assessments or environmental 
impact statements prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act or other 
similar documents that contain the information required to initiate consultation.   
 

• Reconsider the definition of “destruction or adverse modification” to prevent the over-
expansive and unduly burdensome application of this statutory concept.11  Contrary to the 
Services’ current interpretation, the regulatory phrase “appreciably diminishes” must be 
construed to mean a “considerable reduction” in the value of critical habitat.  In addition, 
any adverse modification must be based on impacts to actual physical or biological 
features, and not encompass alterations that “preclude or significantly delay 
development” of features that do not currently exist.  Finally, the focus on “conservation 

                                                           
6 50 C.F.R. § 402.02.   
7 Id.   
8 Id.   
9 Interagency Cooperation, 51 Fed. Reg. 19,932, 19,933 (1986). 
10 50 C.F.R. § 402.02.   
11 Id.  For additional information, see NESARC’s comments, dated October 9, 2014, submitted in Docket No. FWS-
R9-ES-2011-0072. 
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of a listed species” impermissibly converts the Section 7 consultation analysis into the 
imposition of a recovery standard.  
 

• Establish deadlines for the completion of informal consultation and the timely issuance of 
any required concurrence by FWS or NMFS that a proposed action will not likely 
adversely affect a listed species or any critical habitat.  ESA Section 7 provides statutory 
deadlines for the completion of formal consultation, and the Services should include 
corresponding deadlines for informal consultation to ensure that the entire consultation 
process proceeds in an expedient manner.   
 

• Expand the use of informal consultation, programmatic consultation, and other 
consultation strategies to improve efficiency.  For example, the Services should establish 
a “categorical approval” for various types of activities undertaken with certain species-
protective best management practices.  The Services should more fully utilize the 
expertise of action proponents and consulting agencies to inform the consultation process.  
For each category of proposed actions, the Services should also develop standard 
operating procedures for consultations that draw on relevant, reliable, and qualified data. 
 
B. Revisions to the Procedures for the Designation of Critical Habitat 

 
 The process for designating critical habitat needs to be further reformed to reduce the 
resulting economic and regulatory burdens placed on affected entities.  While the Services 
recently revised these regulations,12 additional changes are necessary to conform the regulations 
to Congressional intent and the explicit statutory criteria.13  Critical habitat designations in 
occupied areas can only include those areas where essential physical or biological features are 
currently found.  For unoccupied areas, the Services must first determine that the area is 
habitable, and then that the designation of occupied areas, alone, is insufficient for conservation 
of the species.  The Services cannot rely on speculative effects of climate change to designate 
areas that currently lack essential habitat features in an attempt to anticipate future changes in 
habitat or species distribution.  Finally, the scale of any critical habitat designation must be 
limited to “specific areas” and not include broad expanses of lands and waters that extend “as far 
as the eyes can see and the mind can conceive.”14  NESARC requests that FWS, in collaboration 
with NMFS, take the following actions: 
 

• Clarify that critical habitat can only be designated in areas, whether occupied or 
unoccupied, that already contain the elements necessary to provide habitat for the species.  

                                                           
12 Implementing Changes to the Regulations for Designating Critical Habitat, 81 Fed. Reg. 7,414 (February 11, 
2016). 
13 For additional information, see NESARC’s comments, dated October 9, 2014, submitted in Docket No.  FWS–
HQ–ES–2012–0096. 
14 124 Cong. Rec. 38,131 (1978).   
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Congress included a clear habitability requirement in the ESA, and this must be reflected 
in the regulations.15     
 

• For both occupied and unoccupied habitat, ensure that the scope of any designation is 
limited to “specific areas.”  The Services have impermissibly expanded their discretion to 
designate areas “at a scale determined by the Secretary to be appropriate.”16  Instead, the 
scale of any critical habitat designation must be consistently applied and be at a level of 
specificity that ensures that homes, businesses, and other areas that do not contain 
essential physical or biological features (for occupied areas) or essential habitat (for 
unoccupied areas) are not broadly swept into a critical habitat designation. 
 

• Revise the definition of “geographical area occupied by the species” to only include areas 
with sustained or regular use by the species.17  Occupation of an area requires a level of 
residency or control over an area, not mere transient or temporary presence, and cannot 
be conflated with a species’ range.  Range is a broader concept that encompasses areas 
that are both occupied and unoccupied by the species.18   
 

• Revise the definition of “physical or biological features” to reflect that an occupied area 
cannot be designated based upon “habitat characteristics that support ephemeral or 
dynamic habitat conditions.”19  The ESA is clear that occupied areas may be designated 
as critical habitat only where essential physical and biological features “are found.”20  
The requisite features must actually exist in the specific area at the time of designation, 
and the Services cannot include areas merely because there is a possibility for such 
features to develop at some future time. 
 

• Further revise the definition of “physical or biological features” to recognize that such 
features must have a greater biological significance than simply “support[ing] the life-
history needs of the species.”21  Congress explicitly required that the identified physical 
or biological features must be “essential to the conservation of the species.”22  “Essential” 
is a higher standard (i.e., absolutely necessary or indispensable) that does not include any 
or all habitat features that support a species.   
 

                                                           
15 16 U.S.C. § 1533(a)(3)(A)(i) (“The Secretary . . . shall . . . designate any habitat of such species which is then 
considered to be critical habitat”). 
16 50 C.F.R. § 424.12(b)(1), (2).   
17 Id. § 424.02.   
18 16 U.S.C. § 1533(c)(1) (requiring the Services to “specify with respect to each such [listed] species over what 
portion of its range it is endangered or threatened, and specify any critical habitat within such range.”) (emphasis 
added). 
19 50 C.F.R. § 424.02.   
20 16 U.S.C. 1532(5)(A)(i).   
21 50 C.F.R. § 424.02.   
22 16 U.S.C. § 1532(5)(A)(i).   
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• Account for the existence of state, county, local and voluntary management and 
protection measures when determining whether physical or biological features “may 
require special management considerations or protection.”23  Areas with existing habitat 
management and protective measures (included those provided by habitat conservation 
plans, candidate conservation agreements with assurances, safe harbor agreements, etc.) 
may render critical habitat redundant, and designation of those areas may provide no 
added benefits for the species.  The Services should consult with and take input from the 
managers of the voluntary conservation plans before designating critical habitat. 
 

• Revise the regulations to provide specific criteria for the designation of unoccupied 
habitat.24  Without such standards, the Services cannot consistently determine whether an 
unoccupied area is essential for conservation of the species.  The Services should also 
reinstate their previous requirement that a designation of unoccupied habitat will only 
occur “when a designation limited to its present range would be inadequate to ensure the 
conservation of the species.”25  This regulation is consistent with Congressional intent, 
and maintains the proper relationship between occupied and unoccupied habitat. 

 
C. Revisions to Economic Analysis of Critical Habitat Designations 
 
The Services must also revise how the economic and other impacts of a critical habitat 

designation will be determined and analyzed when considering whether to exclude an area from 
critical habitat.26  Most importantly, the use of an incremental impacts analysis (i.e., “with and 
without the designation”) is insufficient for fulfilling the economic impacts analysis required 
under ESA Section 4(b)(2).27  By attributing almost all of the regulatory burdens and economic 
costs arising under the ESA to the listing decision, the Services incorrectly identify only those 
marginal costs that are “solely” attributed to a later designation of critical habitat.  This approach 
ignores baseline economic conditions and fails to fully consider how a critical habitat 
designation will impact a particular area, such as the effect on future property values and lost 
conservation opportunities on private land.  In addition, rather than considering impacts at a scale 
that the Secretary determines to be appropriate, the Services should use a scale that ensures that 
the economic analysis can be relied on to determine, consistent with the ESA, that a “particular 
area” may be excluded.28  Finally, the Services should use quantitative assessment 
methodologies, to the maximum extent practicable, and only rely on qualitative assessments of 
economic impacts when there is insufficient quantitative data available to conduct an economic 
impacts analysis consistent with the requirements of the ESA and the Data Quality Act.   

 

                                                           
23 50 C.F.R. § 424.12(b)(1)(iv).   
24 Id. § 424.12(b)(2).   
25 Id. § 424.12(e) (2015).   
26 For additional information, see NESARC’s comments, dated October 23, 2012, submitted in Docket Nos.  FWS-
R9-ES-2011-0073 & NOAA-120606146-2146-01. 
27 50 C.F.R. § 424.19(b).   
28 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(2). 
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D. Clarify the Listing Process and Increase State and Local Government 
Involvement 

 
Species do not receive protection under the ESA until they are listed as either endangered 

or threatened.29  These decisions are frequently dictated by petitions to list species, which trigger 
mandatory and inflexible statutory deadlines for the Services to act.30  The Services have no 
ability to prioritize actions for imperiled species, lack the resources to act in a timely manner, 
and are often forced to make decisions without full and thorough consideration of scientific data.  
These petition deadlines are enforced through litigation and settlements, without public 
involvement, which further perpetuates the underlying problem.31 

 
To help alleviate these issues, the Services should identify opportunities for the greater 

involvement of, and collaboration with, state and local government agencies.32  State and local 
governments have unique authorities and expertise on the management, protection, and 
conservation of species and habitat within their jurisdiction.  However, other than requiring 
petitioners to provide notice to State agencies prior to submitting petitions,33 and notices to State 
agencies and counties of proposed regulations,34 the expertise of these entities has been largely 
marginalized in the implementation of listing and critical habitat decisions.  The Services should 
better use the expertise and abilities of State and local government agencies by providing a 
greater role in the listing and critical habitat designation process.35 

 
The Services should also promulgate regulations to define the operative terms within the 

statutory definitions of “endangered species” and “threatened species.”36  The phrases “in danger 
of extinction,” “foreseeable future,” and “significant portion of its range” (“SPR”) are vague and 
demand codification through the rulemaking process.  In addition, when a species is determined 
to be threatened or endangered within a SPR, the Services should limit the listing classification 
(and any designated critical habitat) to that identified portion of the species’ range, and not apply 
it range-wide.37  Further clarification of these terms is necessary to provide regulatory certainty 
to the ESA listing process. 
                                                           
29 Id. § 1533(a)(1). 
30 Id. § 1533(b)(3). 
31 For revisions that could be made to improve the petition process, see NESARC’s comments, dated September 18, 
2015 and May 23, 2016, submitted in Docket No.  FWS-HQ-ES-2015-0016. 
32 16 U.S.C. § 1535(a) (“In carrying out the program authorized by this chapter, the Secretary shall cooperate to the 
maximum extent practicable with the States.”). 
33 50 C.F.R. § 424.14(b). 
34 16 U.S.C. § 1533(b)(5)(A)(ii). 
35 For example, the Services should ensure that the best scientific and commercial data available is provided to state 
and local governments and is also publicly available on the internet.  See State, Tribal, and Local Species 
Transparency and Recovery Act, H.R. 1274, 115th Cong. § 2 (as amended and reported by H. Comm. on  Nat. Res., 
Oct. 4, 2017). 
36 Id. § 1532(6), (20). 
37 For additional information, see NESARC’s comments, dated March 8, 2012, submitted in Docket No. FWS-R9-
ES-2011-0031. 
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E. Improve Recovery Planning to Achieve the Goal of Delisting Species 
 

The primary purpose of the ESA is to identify threatened and endangered species and to 
undertake efforts to protect and, ultimately, recover such species.  Section 4(f) of the ESA directs 
FWS, with limited exceptions, to develop and implement recovery plans for listed species.38  
FWS is required, to the maximum extent practicable, to prioritize the recovery of those listed 
species most likely to benefit from such plans, and to also include “objective, measurable 
criteria” for delisting species.39  However, many species do not have recovery plans and, 
consequentially, no criteria for delisting.   

 
The Services’ regulations state that “[a] species may be delisted on the basis of recovery 

only if the best scientific and commercial data available indicate that it is no longer endangered 
or threatened.”40  This provision should be revised to better link the recovery planning process 
with the actual delisting of species.  Given that recovery plans are required to include “objective, 
measurable criteria,” the regulations should require the establishment of meaningful and 
enforceable delisting criteria, with measures that are practicable and affordable to implement, 
and require the delisting of a species when those criteria are achieved. 

 
F. Promote and Enhance the Use of Voluntary Conservation Measures 

 
Voluntary conservation efforts have been at the heart of most successful species recovery 

efforts.  NESARC strongly urges FWS to promote and encourage these conservation efforts by 
creating new avenues for States, local governments, private property owners and other non-
federal entities to proactively participate in species recovery efforts.  In addition, NESARC 
requests that FWS, in collaboration with NMFS, take the following actions: 
 

• Identify opportunities to streamline the development and approval of habitat conservation 
plans (“HCPs”) for incidental take permits.41  By reducing delays and minimizing the 
costs, the Services can further incentivize the use of HCPs as a conservation mechanism. 
 

• Eliminate the policy, currently followed in the Pacific Northwest regions, that prohibits a 
single Service from issuing a Section 10 permit if it would cover lands and practices that 
may affect a listed species under the jurisdiction of the other Service. 
 

• Issue guidance insisting on cooperation with the NMFS in processing proposed HCPs and 
other conservation agreements, and further instruct FWS staff to focus on the 
conservation benefits from working with landowners and other stakeholders.  

 

                                                           
38 16 U.S.C. § 1533(f)(1).   
39 Id. §§ 1533(f)(1)(A), 1533(f)(1)(B)(2).   
40 50 C.F.R. § 424.11(d)(2).   
41 For additional information, see NESARC’s comments on the Services’ draft HCP Handbook, dated August 29, 
2016, submitted in Docket Nos. FWS-HQ-ES-2016-0004 & NOAA-NMFS-2016-0004. 
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• Encourage agency staff to pursue conservation partnerships through voluntary projects 
with private landowners and others and increased the use of candidate conservation 
agreements with assurances and Section 4(d) rules for threatened species. 
 

• Revoke Section 9 of the HCP Handbook adopted in December 2016.42  This section 
establishes agency policy on applying the “maximum extent practical” mitigation 
standard for HCPs.  It requires detailed economic analysis of the applicant’s financial 
books and implies that if the applicant would still make a profit from its intended lawful 
activities, there is not sufficient mitigation.  The concept of practicality needs to be 
applied to both the applicant and the agency, and must account for limited agency 
resources and maintain incentives for the applicant to implement the HCP.  

 
II. Rescission of Mitigation and Compensatory Mitigation Policies 
 
 In a 2015 Presidential Memorandum entitled “Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources,” 
DOI and other agencies were directed to implement a “net benefit goal” for mitigating impacts to 
natural resources.  In response, FWS published two policies that established a net conservation 
gain or no net loss standard for mitigation and ESA compensatory mitigation, and adopted a 
preference for a landscape-scale approach to conservation.43  As NESARC explained previously, 
these policies impermissibly exceed FWS’s statutory authority under the ESA, include vague and 
overly broad conservation objectives, and unnecessarily burden the regulated community.44  
When applied to voluntary conservation efforts for at risk and listed species, they discourage 
participation and create substantial impediments to such projects. 
 
 On March 26, 2017, the President issued Executive Order 13783, entitled “Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” which revoked the 2015 Presidential 
Memorandum and generally directed the suspension, revision, or rescission of existing agency 
actions related to or arising from it.  Following the Executive Order, Secretary Zinke issued 
Secretarial Order 3349 which initiated a review of all such agency actions, and established 
deadlines for the completion of the review and identification of subsequent measures to address 
the covered policies.  In accordance with these directives, NESARC requests that FWS act 
expeditiously to rescind both the Mitigation Policy and the ESA Compensatory Mitigation 
Policy. 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
42 Joint U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service Habitat Conservation Planning 
Handbook, 81 Fed. Reg. 93,702 (Dec. 21, 2016). 
43 Mitigation Policy, 81 Fed. Reg. 83,440 (Nov. 21, 2016); ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy, 81 Fed. Reg. 
95,316 (Dec. 27, 2016). 
44 For additional information, see NESARC’s comments on the Mitigation Policy, dated June 13, 2016, submitted in 
Docket No. FWS-HQ-ES-2015-0126; and NESARC’s comments on the ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy, 
dated October 17, 2016, submitted in Docket No. FWS-HQ-ES-2015-0165. 
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III. Conclusion 
 

NESARC greatly appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments to DOI.  We 
respectfully request that you take these comments into full consideration when contemplating 
revisions to FWS’s ESA regulations and policies. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Tyson Kade  
NESARC Counsel 
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The Energy and Wildlife Action Coalition (“EWAC”) submits this summary in response 

to Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 

Secretarial Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” and the resulting U.S. Department of 
the Interior (“DOI”) request for public comments (Document No. 2017-13062) regarding how 
DOI can improve implementation of regulatory reform initiatives and policies and identifying 
regulations for repeal, replacement, or modification.1   

EWAC is a national coalition formed in 2014 whose members consist of electric utilities, 
electric transmission providers, renewable energy entities operating throughout the United States, 
and related trade associations.  The fundamental goals of EWAC are to evaluate, develop, and 
promote sound environmental policies for federally protected wildlife and closely related natural 
resources while ensuring the continued generation and transmission of reliable and affordable 
electricity.  EWAC supports public policies, based on sound science, that protect wildlife and 
natural resources in a reasonable, consistent, and cost-effective manner. 

Since its inception, EWAC has provided extensive comments to the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (“USFWS”) in response to numerous rulemakings, guidance documents, and 
policy statements that have shaped federal wildlife regulation in recent years.  While the majority 
of EWAC’s previous public comments addressed the proposed versions of rules, policies, and 
guidelines, in most instances our comments/recommendations were not addressed, and the final 
versions of these rules, policies, and guidance documents remained largely consistent with the 
proposed versions.  Given the lack of meaningful change between proposed and final versions of 
rules and policies with respect to EWAC’s concerns, we believe EWAC’s prior comments 
remain relevant to the current DOI regulatory reform initiative and ask that they be given 
additional consideration at this time.  We have endeavored to make this public comment letter a 
short summary of prominent regulatory issues that have arisen—primarily under the Endangered 
Species Act and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act—and to provide DOI and USFWS 
with a toolbox to consider our complete comments on these issues (see individual links to 
lengthier comments and papers provided within the table below).   

We appreciate the opportunity to raise these persistent concerns and to assist DOI in a 
targeted reconsideration of prior regulatory and administrative actions.  Should any questions 
arise, please feel free to contact the following EWAC representatives: 

Richard J. Meiers, EWAC Policy Chair, jim.meiers@duke-energy.com, 980-373-2363 

John M. Anderson, EWAC Policy Director, janderson@nossaman.com, 202-887-1441 

 Alan M. Glen, Nossaman, LLP, Partner, aglen@nossaman.com, 512-813-7943 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                
1 82 Fed. Reg. 28,429 (June 22, 2017).   
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USFWS Regulations, Policies, and Practices in Need of Modification as  

Identified by the Energy and Wildlife Action Coalition 
 

USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

        Endangered Species Act – Section 10 Incidental Take Permitting  

1.  Joint U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service and National 

Marine Fisheries Service 

Habitat Conservation 

Planning and Incidental 

Take Permit Processing 

Handbook, 81 Fed. Reg. 

93,702 (Dec. 21, 2016) 

(“HCP Handbook”) 

 

 

The original HCP Handbook has proved helpful to the 

regulated community since its publication in 1996.  However, 

the 2016 revisions to the HCP Handbook create unnecessary 

complexity and are geared primarily to large-scale HCPs, 

neglecting the project-scale or low-effect HCPs that make up 

the majority of HCPs.  Further, the revised HCP Handbook 

contains inconsistent language regarding the compensatory 

mitigation standards under the Endangered Species Act 

(“ESA”). 

EWAC recommends that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (“USFWS”) and National Marine Fisheries 

Service (“NMFS”) (together, “Services”) withdraw, 

refine, and re-propose the December 21, 2016, revision 

of the HCP Handbook.  The Services should revise the 

HCP Handbook to be consistent with foundational 

ESA requirements (including the appropriate 

mitigation standard) and to be less fixated on complex, 

large-scale HCPs, which could perhaps be addressed in 

a separate chapter or appendix covering special 

considerations for large-scale HCPs.  As currently 

written, the HCP Handbook at least implies that 

ordinary HCPs will be burdened with procedures and 

analyses that should be reserved only to large-scale 

HCPs. 

The Services should also ensure that a final Handbook 

clearly delineated the need for national consistency on 

similarly situated issues and should establish a clear 

chain of command for addressing the key issues that 

frequently arise. 

See prior EWAC comments, “2015-09-16 EWAC 

Review of ESA Handbooks” and “2016-08-29 EWAC 

Comments on Draft HCP Handbook,” both available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 



 

 

USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

2.  ITP monitoring costs Over the past decade, USFWS has increasingly focused on 

seeking an unattainable level of precision and predictability 

when advising on monitoring programs for HCPs.  This has 

led to excessive costs, and, in some instances, the costs of 

monitoring exceed mitigation/conservation costs.  Often, data 

generated through compliance monitoring is of little value in 

informing permit management or assisting with future agency 

decision making.  Project proponents do not possess 

boundless budgets to implement HCPs.  In many instances, 

by increasing the costs of monitoring, funds are diverted 

away from potential conservation actions.   

Through either guidance or rulemaking, USFWS 

should establish a policy that simplifies monitoring to 

be commensurate with the impacts of the authorized 

incidental take.  Monitoring requirements for HCPs 

should be reasonable in terms of both the type and 

amount of data USFWS seeks to collect as well as the 

costs of the monitoring effort.   EWAC members 

would prefer that permitting costs prioritize species 

conservation over monitoring precision. 

3.  Low-effect HCPs Under even the best circumstances, the process to obtain an 

ITP often takes two to 10 years.  USFWS has created a 

mechanism—the “low-effect HCP”—to streamline projects 

that seek an ITP where impacts to the environment are low.  

However, this mechanism is used inconsistently across 

USFWS Regions.  A nationwide policy that encourages the 

use of low-effect HCPs could decrease some existing 

disincentives for seeking incidental take authorization and 

would help to reduce the burden on the regulated community 

and USFWS resources.  

USFWS should issue a policy to provide guidance to 

Service Regions and to the regulated community 

regarding the use of low-effect HCPs.  USFWS should 

emphasize increased deployment of this permitting 

mechanism.   
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

         Endangered Species Act - Various 

4.  Services’ joint 2016 

critical habitat rules and 

policy: 

Implementing Changes to 

the Regulations for 

Designating Critical 

Habitat, 81 Fed. Reg. 

7,414 (Feb. 11, 2016) 

(codified at 50 C.F.R. 

§§ 424.01, 424.02, 424.12) 

Definition of Destruction 

or Adverse Modification 

of Critical Habitat, 81 Fed. 

Reg. 7,214 (Feb. 11, 2016) 

(codified at 50 C.F.R. 

§ 402.02) 

Policy Regarding 

Implementation of Section 

4(b)(2) of the Endangered 

Species Act, 81 Fed. Reg. 

7,226 (Feb. 11, 2016) 

The 2016 critical habitat rules and policy greatly expand 

USFWS’ authority to designate critical habitat, including 

the asserted authority to designate unoccupied habitat prior 

to designating occupied habitat and to designate areas that 

do not now contain physical or biological features of 

suitable habitat for a given species but could potentially 

gain the features needed by the species in the future.  

Under the Services’ new interpretation of what is 

“essential” for the conservation of a species (i.e., critical 

habitat), unoccupied habitat may now be designated as 

critical habitat where it is unoccupied, unsuitable habitat at 

the time of designation.  Courts have previously held that 

each of the elements of the ESA section 3 definition of 

critical habitat must be satisfied for a critical habitat 

designation to be valid.  See, e.g., Cape Hatteras Access 

Preservation Alliance v. U.S. Dep’t of the Interior, 344 

F.Supp.2d 108 (D.D.C. 2004); Home Builders Ass’n of N. 

Cal. v. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv., 268 F.Supp.2d 1197 

(E.D. Cal. 2003).  The rulemakings and policy appear 

designed to counteract these decisions and to provide the 

Services with greater flexibility to designate critical habitat 

that is not consistent with the statutory criteria.  The 

previous critical habitat rules were faithful to the structure, 

language, and longstanding USFWS interpretation of the 

ESA sections 3 and 4 critical habitat provisions. 

USFWS should initiate a new rulemaking to rescind the 

2016 critical habitat rules and policy and to reinstate the 

critical habitat rules that were previously in place.  

See prior EWAC comments, “2014-10-09 EWAC 

Comments re CH Proposed Rules and Policy,” available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

5.  Threatened species 

designations  

While the language of ESA section 9(a)(1) applies the “take” 

prohibition only to endangered wildlife species, USFWS in 

1978 promulgated what is referred to as a “blanket rule” that 

extended the “take” prohibition to all threatened wildlife 

species, whether already designated or designated at any time 

in the future, unless a “special” 4(d) rule is promulgated for a 

particular threatened species.  43 Fed. Reg. 18,181 (Apr. 28, 

1978), amended 44 Fed. Reg. 31,580 (May 31, 1979) and 70 

Fed. Reg. 10,493 (Mar. 4, 2005), codified at 50 C.F.R. 

§ 17.31.  USFWS adopted the blanket rule under its 

discretionary authority, found in ESA section 4(d), to extend 

some or all of the section 9 “take” prohibition to a threatened 

species.  NMFS takes the opposite approach; the ESA section 

9 “take” prohibition does not extend to threatened species 

unless NMFS promulgates a species-specific 4(d) rule to 

apply some or all of the “take” prohibition to that species.  

USFWS should amend its regulations to no longer 

apply the “take” prohibition universally to all 

threatened species through the “blanket rule” and, 

instead, to require USFWS to make a decision whether 

the “take” prohibition should apply to each individual 

threatened wildlife species.  If the determination is yes, 

then USFWS can promulgate a species-specific rule 

that tailors the “take” prohibition to that particular 

species’ characteristics and risk factors.  This approach 

would align with the approach taken by NMFS. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

6.  ESA status reviews on 

delisting petitions 

Oftentimes USFWS does not meet its statutorily-required 

deadlines for downlisting and delisting petitions (e.g., for the 

Ute ladies’ tresses orchid, USFWS made a positive 90-day 

finding back in 2004, but has yet to complete and publish the 

status review and the 12-month finding).      

USFWS’ exclusion of downlistings and delistings in its 

National Listing Workplan and its Methodology for 

Prioritizing Status Reviews and Accompanying 12-Month 

Findings on Petitions for Listing Under the Endangered 

Species Act means that USFWS decisions on downlisting and 

delisting petitions likely will be delayed and postponed.  

Downlisting and delisting petitions, in instances where the 

best available science is clear that the species merits 

downlisting or delisting, should be given high priority and 

receive prompt attention. 

USFWS should update its National Listing Workplan 

to include delisting activities.  The USFWS 

Methodology for Prioritizing Status Reviews and 

Accompanying 12-Month Findings on Petitions for 

Listing Under the Endangered Species Act  should also 

be amended to incorporate factors relevant to 

delistings.  

As part of this proposed exercise, USFWS should also 

consider updating its recovery planning processes by 

incorporating criteria for downlistings and delistings 

into recovery plans.  By including this information in 

the recovery plans, transparent goals will be established 

at the outset for all stakeholders to work towards in 

removing species from the ESA lists.  

Further, as many species do not have recovery plans, 

USFWS should establish a methodology to ensure that 

a recovery plan for each ESA-listed species is 

prioritized and completed in order to move towards 

recovery goals.  
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

        Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act – Incidental Take Permitting 

1.  Revisions to Regulations 

for Eagle Incidental Take 

and Take of Eagle Nests, 81 

Fed. Reg. 91,494 (Dec. 16, 

2016) (codified at 50 C.F.R. 

part 22) 

 

 

Since inception of the BGEPA eagle incidental take permit 

program in 2009, USFWS has issued a limited number of 

eagle incidental take permits (e.g., only a few for wind energy 

facilities).  Currently, over 60 permit applications are 

pending, with other developers/operators waiting for the 

process to improve before filing an application.  The 

USFWS-approved method of modeling calculates a measure 

of risk at nearly every wind energy facility, suggesting the 

need for each to seek an eagle permit.  Absence of a 

streamlined eagle incidental take permitting process remains a 

significant disincentive for project proponents that may 

otherwise seek permits for projects that pose a moderate or 

low risk to eagles.  Industry is supportive of an eagle 

incidental take permit program so long as it provides a 

reasonable and efficient permitting process and so long as 

mitigation is based on the degree of risk and is commensurate 

with impacts.   

USFWS should establish a low-risk permit pathway for 

bald eagles and golden eagles under the BGEPA eagle 

incidental take permit program through which the vast 

majority of facilities (e.g., wind energy, electric 

transmission/distribution, etc.) can receive incidental 

take coverage under a general permit.  

See prior EWAC comments, “2014-09-22 EWAC 

Comments re NOI to Prepare Eagle Permit EA or EIS” 

and “2016-07-05 EWAC comments re Revisions to 

Eagle Rule,” both available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns Recommended USFWS Actions 

2.  Implementation of the eagle 

incidental take permit 

program (50 C.F.R. part 22) 

USFWS’ December 16, 2016, revisions to the rules governing 

the eagle incidental take permit program (“2016 Rule”) 

include requirements that significantly increase the cost of the 

program for the regulated community.  On several occasions, 

EWAC has heard that USFWS has not determined how to 

implement several aspects of the revised eagle permit 

program regulations.  This acknowledged gap in effective 

USFWS administration of the program creates delays and 

uncertainties, posing a significant problem for the regulated 

community.   

In general, USFWS should prioritize reducing the 

burden under the eagle incidental take permit program 

through guidance and/or amendment of 50 C.F.R. 

§ 22.26 in order to: 

 Update the USFWS collision risk model to more 

realistically predict eagle incidental take for bald 

eagles and golden eagles, distinctly.  The 

agency’s current approach significantly 

overestimates mortalities.  Erring on the extreme 

conservative end of estimates dramatically 

increases the minimization and mitigation costs 

for the regulated community. 

 Remove the third-party monitoring requirement. 

 Clarify the availability of waivers for 

preconstruction survey requirements.  Waivers 

should be available to: (1) existing projects; 

(2) projects with pending applications for eagle 

incidental take permits; and (3) projects that had 

coordinated survey efforts with USFWS prior to 

December 2016.  

Please note that EWAC members are not suggesting 

that the 2016 Rule be rescinded.  Rather, EWAC seeks 

improvements to the 2016 Rule and the 

implementation of the eagle permit program that would 

result in a reduction of burden on the regulated 

community and USFWS staff and resources.   
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

     General Administrative Issues 

1.  Permitting administration 

issues 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Permitting delays, excessive permit conditions, and related 

permit processing issues are largely caused by the lack of 

adequate program funding, personnel shortages, and the 

tasking of field staff with administration of permit programs 

where those staff, in many instances, are not incentivized to 

issue permits and are not formally trained in project 

management.  These deficiencies can prolong permitting 

timelines by years and create inconsistencies in analyses of 

applications, interpretation of regulations, and permit 

conditions between offices and regions.     

In order to address this, USFWS should: (1) ensure that 

adequate funding and resources are provided to 

effectively manage the permitting programs; and 

(2) establish a Permitting Office both at Headquarters 

and at each of the regional offices to serve as a 

centralized clearinghouse for ESA and BGEPA 

permits.  This Permitting Office would oversee, 

prioritize, and ensure uniformity in permit processing, 

thereby increasing consistency and predictability for 

the regulated community in, and the efficacy of, the 

permitting programs.  Under this recommended 

Permitting Office organization, the permitting officers 

would serve the role of managing processes, ensuring 

consistencies across offices and regions, and 

expediting permit processing.  Field staff would 

continue to serve as valuable technical experts during 

the permitting process, analyzing information provided 

by the applicant and providing recommendations to the 

permitting officer(s). 

See prior EWAC comments, “2017-04-26 EWAC 

Comments re Migratory Birds Eagles OBM 

Information Collection,” available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns Recommended USFWS Actions 

2.  Use of guidance as de facto 

regulation 

EWAC believes that voluntary guidance is often very 

beneficial to the regulated community; EWAC members have 

a long history working with the Services and other 

appropriate stakeholders on the development of voluntary 

guidance documents such as the Land-Based Wind Energy 

Guidelines.  However, EWAC is particularly concerned that 

either at the time guidance is adopted, or subsequent to its 

adoption, what may have initially been considered by the 

Services to be voluntary guidance in effect becomes 

mandatory, de facto regulation although it has not undergone 

any public notice and comment process. 

 

EWAC suggests the following key principles for the 

Services’ consideration: 

1. The Services should create and maintain consistent 

approaches across its regions and field offices for 

developing all regulatory guidance. 

2. Field personnel should be trained that voluntary 

guidance is just that and shall not to be treated as 

mandatory either through informal assertion or 

other regulatory processes, such as a condition to 

unrelated permitting.    

3. The relative level of outside involvement in the 

development of guidance should depend on the 

degree of potential impacts to protected wildlife 

and the relative burdens the guidance may place 

on the regulated community.   

4. There should be a national point of contact within 

both NMFS and USFWS to review instances in 

which guidance may have been inappropriately 

developed or applied.   

5. Any proposal by the Services to develop written 

guidance should always receive review by and 

input from the offices of the Solicitor (USFWS) or 

the General Counsel (NFMS) concerning the 

process through which any such guidance is 

planned to be developed and applied.    



   
 

10 
 

USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

3.  U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service Mitigation Policy, 

81 Fed. Reg. 83,440 (Nov. 

21, 2016) (revising the 1981 

USFWS Mitigation Policy) 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service Endangered Species 

Act Compensatory 

Mitigation Policy, 81 Fed. 

Reg. 95,316 (Dec. 27, 

2016) 

 

 

Both policies adopt standards that exceed USFWS authority.  

The revised Mitigation Policy stresses use of full mitigation 

hierarchy (i.e., first avoid, then minimize, then mitigate), 

expresses a preference for deployment of “advance 

mitigation,” and incorporates the new “net benefit” (or at 

least “no net loss”) mitigation standard (to the extent these do 

not conflict with specific statutory authorities).  USFWS also 

incorporates the new, heightened mitigation standard of “net 

benefit” or “no net loss” in the ESA Compensatory Mitigation 

Policy and seeks to require mitigation sequencing, both of 

which are inconsistent with the ESA’s own mitigation 

standards and courts’ interpretations of ESA “minimize and 

mitigate” language. 

While DOI Secretarial Order 3349 (issued March 29, 

2017) pulled back the Obama-era mitigation policies, 

no such policies are currently in place to replace them.  

Yet, fundamental issues associated with these policies 

remain, and USFWS staff often seeks to apply the 

1981 Mitigation Policy despite its express statement of 

inapplicability to mitigation under the ESA.  Therefore, 

USFWS should revisit, rework, and reissue these 

policies to ensure consistency throughout all permit 

programs that rely on these policies.  A refined and re-

proposed ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy that is 

consistent with the statutory language and limitations 

of the ESA could be helpful to both the regulated 

community and USFWS. 

See prior EWAC comments, “2016-06-13 EWAC 

comments re Proposed Revisions to FWS Mitigation 

Policy” and “2016-10-17 EWAC Comments on ESA 

Compensatory Mitigation Policy,” both available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 
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Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Lawyer, Mark" <mark_lawyer@ios.doi.gov>
To: Amy Holley <Amy_Holley@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry Rae
<kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Alan Mikkelsen <amikkelsen@usbr.gov>, James Hess
<jhess@usbr.gov>, William Werkheiser <whwerkhe@usgs.gov>, Judy
Nowakowski <jnowakowski@usgs.gov>, Richard Cardinale
<richard_cardinale@ios.doi.gov>, Michael Nedd <mnedd@blm.gov>, Peter Mali
<pmali@blm.gov>, Scott Angelle <scott.angelle@bsee.gov>, Thomas Lillie
<thomas.lillie@bsee.gov>, "Cruickshank, Walter"
<walter.cruickshank@boem.gov>, Emily Lindow <Emily.Lindow@boem.gov>,
"Owens, Glenda H." <gowens@osmre.gov>, Maureen Foster
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Michael Reynolds
<michael_reynolds@nps.gov>, Jennifer Wyse <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>, Greg
Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Michael Black <mike.black@bia.gov>, Weldon
Loudermilk <weldon.loudermilk@bia.gov>, Debrah McBride
<debrah.mcbride@bia.gov>, "Domenech, Douglas"
<douglas_domenech@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Megan Apgar <Megan_Apgar@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry Rodgers
<kerry_rodgers@ios.doi.gov>, Juliette Lillie <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fall 2017 Unified Agenda of Federal Regulatory and Deregulatory
Actions and Regulatory Plan and Regulatory Reform



The attached documents were delivered to the Regulatory Task Force members
and supplement a data call that was sent to bureau regulatory contacts.  Please
help offices, bureaus, and Assistant Secretaries meet the deadlines in the attached
memo.

-- 

Mark Lawyer

Deputy Director - Policy and Regulatory Affairs
Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Office of the Secretary
Department of the Interior

Email: mark_lawyer@ios.doi.gov
Voice: (202) 208-5257

Fax: (202) 219-2100 
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Department of the Interior  
Fall 2017 Semiannual Agenda and Regulatory Plan 

Supplemental Instructions 
 
Submit the Agenda and Regulatory Plan by memorandum through your Assistant 
Secretary to the Director, Office of Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs 
by September 5. 
 
General Instructions:  

 
● NEW REQUIREMENT: Bureaus must update ROCIS with changes to the regulatory 

agenda.  Bureaus are responsible for their own ROCIS data entry.  Bureaus must 
categorize each rule as deregulatory, regulatory, exempt, waived, or other. (See 
definitions for these categories in Attachment 3 to the EOP memorandum. “Regulatory” 
means a significant regulatory action or significant guidance document).  ROCIS has 
added a dropdown menu for this E.O 13771 categorization. Changes may be made in 
ROCIS at any time before the agenda is locked. 

● The Agenda submission should provide an exhaustive list of the regulatory activities 
planned for the year (e.g. Civil Penalties annual adjustments must publish no later than 
January 15). The submission must be comprised of: 

o Change Report: Generated from ROCIS after edits are made by the bureaus. 
o Redlined Agenda Review Report: Print the Agenda Review Report for your 

bureau from ROCIS (contact OES if you do not know how to do this). Mark 
changes to the Agenda Review Report in red ink, as we have done during 
previous agenda cycles. 

o NEW REQUIREMENT: List of all RINs (including title of action), ranked in 
priority order. All new RINs must be approved by your Assistant Secretary. 

o E.O. 13771 Primary Worksheet 

o E.O. 13771 ICR Worksheet 

● The Plan submission will be comprised of: 

o Clean Document 
o E-copy to OES 

● All of the documents in the Agenda and Plan submissions must be surnamed by the 
bureau Director and Assistant Secretary.  

● To meet OMB’s submission deadline, we (the Office of Executive Secretariat and 
Regulatory Affairs) must have all of your materials by September 5.  If you cannot 
submit your official agenda and plan by the deadline, please contact us immediately.  

Plan Submission: 
 

● A narrative plus a select few “core priority” regulations 
● Summarize regulatory and deregulatory priorities 
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o Address recent legislative and programmatic activities 
o Present aggregated number of regulatory and deregulatory actions 

● Describe the most important significant regulatory and deregulatory actions for the 
upcoming year (through October 18, 2018): 

o Group your regulations by the 13771 designations (deregulatory, regulatory, 
exempt, waived, or other). 

o Within each 13771 category, group by stage of rulemaking (prerule, proposed 
rule, final rule). 

o Provide preliminary cost estimates for 13771 actions. 
o Do not include actions likely to be completed before October 2017. 

● If you designate a regulation as a Regulatory Plan entry, it must: 
o Be significant, as defined by Executive Order 12866.  
o “Embody the core of [the Department’s] regulatory priorities,” as required by the 

Regulatory Plan instructions.   
o Contain a Statement of Need (Sec. 4(c)(1)(D) of EO 12866)* 
o Include preliminary cost estimates for 13771 actions.* 

 
*Supply this data in ROCIS; don’t add it to your plan narrative.   

 
Agenda Submission: 
 

● If you designate a rule as a Regulatory Plan entry, you must supply the additional 
information required by the OMB regulatory plan guidelines.  Supply this data in ROCIS; 
don’t add it to your plan narrative.   

● Be sure that each required data element for a final rule doesn’t have any items checked as 
“undetermined.” 

 
Item-specific instructions for agenda update and new-entry forms 

 
Legal 
Deadline 

● Relate statutory and judicial deadlines to a specific rulemaking stage 
(e.g., “final rule due to Federal Register by 8/31/15.”) 

Abstract ● Describe in three or four sentences the action you’re taking and the 
results you seek.  You may be able to use the abstract from your 
regulatory alert form. 

● Do not include legal citations.   

Timetable ● Note OMB's emphasis on the need for accurate and timely dates.    
● The next action date must be between November 2017 and October 

2018.   Avoid using "next action undetermined."     
● Long-term is 11/00/2018 
● If you’ve included a rule in the agenda for more than one year and have 

no action planned for the next year, delete the rule.  Mark as withdrawn 
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in the timetable and provide the date. 
● Make sure that your ANPRMs, NPRMs, and Interim Final Rules include 

a Comment Period End. 
● Ensure that you have an FR cite for all published actions. 

 
E.O. 13771 Worksheets: 
 

● Includes both a Primary Worksheet and an ICR Worksheet. 
● All regulations with a preliminary designation in ROCIS of either regulatory1 or 

deregulatory must be reported on the Primary Worksheet. 
● All information collection reviews must be included on the ICR Worksheet. 
● Include FY17 updates and FY18 (and beyond) designations. 
● Where significant uncertainty underlies an estimate, a range or even a qualitative 

presentation is preferred.  
 
 

                                                           
1 Regulatory-is either (i) a significant regulatory action as defined in Section 3(f) of EO 12866; or (ii) a significant 
guidance document (e.g., significant interpretive guidance) reviewed by OIRA under the procedures of EO 12866. 



Date: 08/23/20171004-AE39Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Resource Management Planning

1004-AE39 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
43 U.S.C. 1711 to 1712

CFR CITATION:
43 CFR 1600

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
The final rule published December 12, 2016 (81 FR 89850) and became effective January 11, 2017.  The final rule
was nullified by a joint resolution of disapproval under the Congressional Review Act, signed by the President on
March 27, 2017 (Pub. L. 115-12).  This action conforms to Public Law 115-12 by changing the Code of Federal
Regulations to reflect the regulations as they existed before the effective date of the final rule that was nullified under
the Congressional Review Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 02/24/2016 81 FR 9674

NPRM Comment Period Extended 04/22/2016 81 FR 23666

NPRM Comment Period End 04/25/2016

NPRM Comment Period Extended End 05/25/2016

Final Action 12/12/2016 81 FR 89580

Final Action Effective 01/11/2017

Final Rule; CRA Revocation 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

10Page 1 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171004-AE39Agenda Review Report

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Leah Baker, Division Chief, Division Support, Planning and NEPA,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management,
20 M Street SE.,
Washington, DC  20006
PHONE: 202 219-7282,
FAX: 202 912-7129,
EMAIL: lbaker@blm.gov

10Page 2 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171004-AE51Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Onshore Oil and Gas Operations--Annual Civil Penalties Inflation Adjustments

1004-AE51 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Federal Civil Penalties Inflation Adjustment Act Improvements Act of 2015

CFR CITATION:
43 CFR 3163.2

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule adjusts the level of civil monetary penalties contained in the Bureau of Land Management's regulations under
the Federal Civil Penalties Inflation Adjustment Act Improvements Act of 2015 and Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) guidance.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

10Page 3 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171004-AE51Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Ian Senio, Division Chief, Regulatory Affairs,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management,
Room 2134 LM,
20 M Street SE.,
Washington, DC  20003
PHONE: 202 452-5049,
FAX: 202 245-0050,
EMAIL: isenio@blm.gov

10Page 4 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171004-AE52Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Rescission of the 2015 BLM Hydraulic Fracturing Rule

1004-AE52 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Other Significant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
25 U.S.C. 396d; 25 U.S.C. 2107; 30 U.S.C. 189; 30 U.S.C. 306; 30 U.S.C. 359; 30 U.S.C. 1751; 43 U.S.C. 1732(b); 43
U.S.C. 1733; 43 U.S.C. 1740

CFR CITATION:
43 CFR 3160

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This Proposed Rule would rescind the Bureau of Land Management's 2015 Final Rule, Oil and Gas; Hydraulic
Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands (2015 Final Rule).  Consistent with the President's January 30, 2017,
Executive Order on Reducing Regulation and Controlling Regulatory Costs, the Department of the Interior has been
reviewing existing regulations to determine whether revisions or rescissions are appropriate to streamline the
regulatory process and eliminate duplicative regulations.  As part of this process, the Department has determined that
the 2015 Final Rule does not reflect those policies and priorities, and therefore is proposing to rescind the 2015 Final
Rule.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

10Page 5 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171004-AE52Agenda Review Report

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Steven Wells, Division Chief, Fluid Minerals Division,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management,
Room 2134 LM,
20 M Street SE.,
Washington, DC  20003
PHONE: 202 912-7143,
FAX: 202 912-7194,
EMAIL: s1wells@blm.gov

10Page 6 of
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Date: 08/23/20171004-AE53Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Revision or Rescission of the 2016 Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation
Rule

1004-AE53 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Economically Significant

UNFUNDED MANDATES: Undetermined

Major under 5 USC 801

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
25 U.S.C. 396d; 25 U.S.C. 2107; 30 U.S.C. 189; 30 U.S.C. 306; 30 U.S.C. 359; 30 U.S.C. 1751; 43 U.S.C.1732(b); 43
U.S.C. 1733; 43 U.S.C. 1740; Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Pub. L. 109-58)

CFR CITATION:
43 CFR 3100; 43 CFR 3160; 43 CFR 3170

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This Proposed Rule would revise or rescind the Bureau of Land Management's 2016 Final Rule, Waste Prevention,
Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation.  Consistent with the President's March 28, 2017,
Executive Order on Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth, the Department of the Interior has been
reviewing existing regulations to determine whether revisions or rescissions are appropriate to promote the
development or use of domestically produced energy resources.  As part of this process, the Department is reviewing
the 2016 Final Rule and expects to propose a rule to determine whether revision or rescission of the 2016 Final Rule
is appropriate or necessary due to its regulatory burden on American energy production and State and local jobs.
 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Undetermined

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:

10Page 7 of
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Date: 08/23/20171004-AE53Agenda Review Report

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Steven Wells, Division Chief, Fluid Minerals Division,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management,
Room 2134 LM,
20 M Street SE.,
Washington, DC  20003
PHONE: 202 912-7143,
FAX: 202 912-7194,
EMAIL: s1wells@blm.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171004-AE54Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation; Delay and Suspension of
Implementation Dates for Certain Requirements

1004-AE54 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Economically Significant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
25 U.S.C. 396d; 25 U.S.C. 2107; 30 U.S.C. 189; 30 U.S.C. 306; 30 U.S.C. 359; 30 U.S.C. 1751; 43 U.S.C. 1732(b); 43
U.S.C. 1733; 43 U.S.C. 1740

CFR CITATION:
43 CFR 3164.1; 43 CFR subpart 3170; 43 CFR subpart 3179

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This proposed rule would temporarily suspend and delay certain requirements contained in a final rule that published
in the Federal Register on November 18, 2016 (81 FR 83008).  The final rule went into effect on January 17, 2017.
 Some of its provisions have delayed implementation dates that have not yet gone into effect.  The delays and
suspensions are consistent with the President's March 28, 2017, Executive Order on Promoting Energy Independence
and Economic Growth and its requirement that the BLM review the previous, related final rule to determine whether
revisions, rescissions, or suspensions are appropriate.  The proposed rule would suspend until July 17, 2019,
provisions pertaining to: waste minimization plans; flaring and venting of gas during drilling and production operations,
and during well completions and related operations; determining the emissions levels of storage vessels; and
minimizing gas vented during downhole well maintenance and liquids unloading.  The proposed rule would delay until
July 17, 2019 (or by 18 months) provisions pertaining to: gas capture; measuring and reporting gas volumes vented
and flared; existing approvals to flare royalty free; replacing pneumatic controllers; and leak detection and repair.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/00/2017

Final Action 11/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
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Date: 08/23/20171004-AE54Agenda Review Report

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED: Undetermined

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:
Related to 1004-AE53

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Steven Wells, Division Chief, Fluid Minerals Division,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management,
Room 2134 LM,
20 M Street SE.,
Washington, DC  20003
PHONE: 202 912-7143,
FAX: 202 912-7194,
EMAIL: s1wells@blm.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171010-AD90Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Negotiated Noncompetitive Leasing for the Use of Sand, Gravel, and Shell Resources on the Outer Continental Shelf
(OCS)

1010-AD90 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
67 Stat. 462, as amended; 43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
30 CFR 583

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule proposes to create a new part 583 to address the use of Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) sand, gravel, or shell
resources for shore protection, beach replenishment, wetlands restoration, or use in construction projects funded in
whole or part by, or authorized by, the Federal Government. The proposed changes to the rule codify the current
procedures and describe the negotiated noncompetitive agreement process for qualifying projects.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 03/22/2016 81 FR 15190

NPRM Comment Period End 05/23/2016

Final Action 11/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171010-AD90Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:
Previously reported as 1010-AD51

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Deanna Meyer-Pietruszka, Chief, OPRA,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Ocean Energy Management,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 208-6352,
EMAIL: deanna.meyer-pietruszka@boem.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171010-AD98Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Consumer Price Index Adjustments of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 Limit of Liability for Offshore Facilities

1010-AD98 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Routine and Frequent

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
33 U.S.C. 2704(d)(4)

CFR CITATION:
30 CFR 553

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Statutory, 11/30/2017, The law requires adjustment for inflation not less than every 3 years.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
The Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (OPA) requires inflation adjustments to the offshore facility limit of liability not less than
every three years to reflect significant increases in the CPI-U.  (33 U.S.C. 2704(d)(4)).

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 11/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171010-AD98Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:
Related to 1010-AD87

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Robert Sebastian, Special Advisor, Office of Policy, Regulation and Analysis,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Ocean Energy Management,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 513-0507,
EMAIL: robert.sebastian@boem.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171010-AD99Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Oil and Gas and Sulphur Operations in the Outer Continental Shelf--Civil Penalties Inflation Adjustments

1010-AD99 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Info./Admin./Other

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
28 U.S.C. 2461 (2015 Act); 43 U.S.C. 1350(b)(1) (Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (OCSLA); 33 U.S.C. 2701 (OPA)

CFR CITATION:
30 CFR 550; 30 CFR 553

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Statutory, 01/15/2018, The law requires adjustment annually.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule adjusts the level of the maximum civil monetary penalties contained in the Bureau of Ocean Energy
Management (BOEM) regulations pursuant to the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (OCSLA), the Oil Pollution Act of
1990 (OPA), the Federal Civil Penalties Inflation Adjustment Act Improvements Act of 2015 (2015 Act), and Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) guidance.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171010-AD99Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Robert Sebastian, Special Advisor, Office of Policy, Regulation and Analysis,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Ocean Energy Management,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 513-0507,
EMAIL: robert.sebastian@boem.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171014-AA13Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Incorporation of Updates of Crane Standards

1014-AA13 (Long-Term Actions) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
30 U.S.C. 1751; 31 U.S.C. 9701; 43 U.S.C. 1334

CFR CITATION:
30 CFR 250

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
In June 2015, the Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement (BSEE) proposed to incorporate by reference the
Seventh Edition of the American Petroleum Institute's (API) Specification "Offshore Pedestal-Mounted Cranes" (API
Spec 2C) into BSEE regulations. This standard was rewritten by API to provide more detailed specifications for design
and manufacture of pedestal-mounted cranes to address their intended use.  The final rule will allow BSEE to
reference the best and most up-to-date requirements for the safe design and construction of pedestal-mounted cranes
for Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) fixed platforms.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/15/2015 80 FR 34113

NPRM Comment Period End 07/15/2015

Final Action 11/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

6Page 1 of
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Date: 08/23/20171014-AA13Agenda Review Report

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://regulations.gov (enter BSEE-2014-0002)

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://regulations.gov (enter BSEE-2014-0002)

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Lakeisha Harrison, Chief, Regulations and Standards Branch,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement,
45600 Woodland Road,
Sterling, VA  20166
PHONE: 703 787-1552,
FAX: 703 787-1555,
EMAIL: lakeisha.harrison@bsee.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171014-AA23Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Oil-Spill Response Requirements for Facilities Located Seaward of the Coast Line

1014-AA23 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Other Significant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
33 U.S.C. 1321

CFR CITATION:
30 CFR 254

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
The current part 254 regulations, mandated under the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (as amended by the Oil
Pollution Act of 1990) and promulgated in 1997, establish the procedures by which the Bureau of Safety and
Environmental Enforcement (BSEE) requires, reviews, and approves oil spill response plans (OSRP).  Since the
regulations were initially promulgated, there have been many significant improvements across the national response
system and also advances in response technologies.  Specifically, this notice will provide an update based on lessons
learned from the 2010 BP Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill, two decades of agency oversight, and extensive research
conducted by BSEE.  BSEE will seek public comment through this ANPRM on the results and recommendations of the
latest regulatory study, Worst Case Discharge and Oil Spill Response Equipment Capabilities Analyses for Offshore
Oil and Gas Facilities, commissioned by BSEE specifically to inform potential updates to 40 CFR part 254.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
ANPRM 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: Businesses, Organizations

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No
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Date: 08/23/20171014-AA23Agenda Review Report

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://https://www.regulations.gov/docket?D=MMS-2007-OMM-0059

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Lakeisha Harrison, Chief, Regulations and Standards Branch,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement,
45600 Woodland Road,
Sterling, VA  20166
PHONE: 703 787-1552,
FAX: 703 787-1555,
EMAIL: lakeisha.harrison@bsee.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171014-AA31Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Cost Recovery Adjustment

1014-AA31 (No Stage) # Paper Print: Yes

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
31 U.S.C. 9701

CFR CITATION:
30 CFR 250

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This supplemental proposal will seek additional comments on the proposed adjustments to 31 cost recovery fees to
allow the Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement to recover the full costs of the services it provides to the oil
and gas industry. It complies with the Independent Office Appropriations Act of 1952, which established that
government services should be self-sustaining to the extent possible, and with OMB Circular A-25, which requires
federal agencies to biannually review user charges and to determine whether new fees should be established for
agency services.  Rulemaking is the only method available to update these fees and comply with the intent of
Congress to recover government costs when a special benefit is bestowed on an identifiable recipient. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 11/17/2016 81 FR 81033

NPRM Comment Period End 02/16/2017 82 FR 1284

Supplemental NPRM 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Yes

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: Businesses

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No
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Date: 08/23/20171014-AA31Agenda Review Report

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://regulations.gov (enter "BSEE-2016-0003")

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://regulations.gov (enter "BSEE-2016-0003")

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Kimberly Monaco,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 703 787-1658
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Date: 08/23/20171029-AC63Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Stream Protection Rule

1029-AC63 (No Stage) # Paper Print: Yes

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Other Significant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
30 U.S.C. 1201 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
30 CFR VII

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
The final rule published December 20, 2016 (81 FR 93066) and became effective January 19, 2017.  The final rule
was nullified by a joint resolution of disapproval under the Congressional Review Act, signed by the President on
February 16, 2017 (Pub. L. 115-5).  This action conforms to Public Law 115-5 by changing the Code of Federal
Regulations to reflect the regulations as they existed before the effective date of the final rule that was nullified under
the Congressional Review Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
ANPRM 11/30/2009 74 FR 62664

ANPRM Comment Period End 12/30/2009

NPRM 07/27/2015 80 FR 44436

NPRM Comment Period Extended 09/10/2015 80 FR 54590

NPRM Comment Period End 09/25/2015

NPRM Comment Period Extended End 10/26/2015

Final Action 12/20/2016 81 FR 93066

Final Action Effective 01/19/2017

Final Rule; CRA Revocation 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Yes

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: Businesses
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Date: 08/23/20171029-AC63Agenda Review Report

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: State

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED: Undetermined

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Dennis Rice, Regulatory Analyst,
Department of the Interior, Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement,
1951 Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 208-2829,
EMAIL: drice@osmre.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-AU96Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of the Hawaiian Hawk From the List of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife

1018-AU96 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We are considering new information on the status of the Hawaiian hawk, which is currently listed as an endangered
species.  Following this assessment, we will make a final determination on our proposed rule to remove the Hawaiian
hawk from the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM--Reclassification 08/05/1993 58 FR 41684

NPRM--Delisting 08/06/2008 73 FR 45680

NPRM Comment Period End 10/06/2008

NPRM Comment Period Reopened 02/11/2009 74 FR 6853

NPRM Comment Period End 04/13/2009

NPRM Comment Period Reopened 06/05/2009 74 FR 27004

NPRM Comment Period End 08/04/2009

NPRM Comment Period Reopened 02/12/2014 79 FR 8413

NPRM Comment Period End 04/14/2014

Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No
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GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:
Previously reported as 1018-AB88

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov

208Page 2 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171018-AV82Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Permits; Revisions to Banding or Marking Permits

1018-AV82 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 668 to 668d

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 21.22

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We are revising our migratory bird banding and marking regulations to: (1) Reflect the transfer of authority for the
Federal bird banding and marking permit program to the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS); (2) define the qualification
guidelines for different levels of banding and marking authorization; and (3) address changes in banding and marking
technology.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Diana M. Whittington, Fish and Wildlife Biologist, Division of Migratory Bird Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-2010,
FAX: 703 358-2272,
EMAIL: diana_whittington@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-AW04Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of Eureka Dunes Evening Primrose and Eureka Valley
Dunegrass From the List of Endangered and Threatened Plants

1018-AW04 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to remove Eureka Dunes evening primrose and Eureka Valley
dunegrass from the List of Endangered and Threatened Plants, due to recovery. The two plants are found in
California.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 02/27/2014 79 FR 11053

NPRM Comment Period End 04/28/2014

Final Action 12/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-AW51Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Permits; Permit Exceptions for Captive-Reared Mallard Ducks

1018-AW51 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 40 Stat. 755 (16 U.S.C. 703); Pub. L. 95-616, 92 Stat. 3112 (16 U.S.C. 712(2)); Pub. L. 106-
108, 113 Stat.1491, note following 16 U.S.C. 703

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 21.13

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
In carrying out our responsibility to safeguard migratory waterfowl protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of
1918, we propose to revise the regulations regarding permit exceptions for captive-reared mallard ducks. We take this
action to address our concerns about conflicts that result from the intermingling of captive-reared mallards with wild
ducks in the United States. We may place restrictions on the release of free-ranging (hereafter, free-flying) captive-
reared mallards and shooting of free-flying captive-reared mallards to conform to hunting seasons and bag limits for
wild mallards.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Paul Padding, Atlantic Flyway Representative, Division of Migratory Bird Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
11510 American Holly Drive,
Laurel, MD  20708
PHONE: 301 497-5851,
EMAIL: paul_padding@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Wildlife and Fisheries; Clean Vessel Act Grant Program; Financial Assistance

1018-AW66 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
33 U.S.C. 1322 as amended; 16 U.S.C. 777c

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 85

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose to update regulations that tell States how to apply for and receive grants from the Clean Vessel Act
program. The program provides funds for States to install facilities for boaters to dispose of septic waste from
recreational vessels with holding tanks, and to provide information and education on the use, location, and benefits of
pump-out facilities. The rule would codify guidelines from 1994 and combine them with revised regulations from 1994
and 1997. The revisions would reflect changes in the U.S. Code, improve program management and understanding,
and update information based on experience and current technology. The Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership
Council, a group chartered by the Federal Advisory Committee Act, published a June 2008 report that identified 30
recommendations for improving the program in the areas of administration, reporting, funding, project maintenance,
and operation.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
ANPRM 09/14/2015 80 FR 55078

ANPRM Comment Period End 11/13/2015

NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: State

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No
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ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/CVA/CVA.htm

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Lisa E. Van Alstyne, Fish and Wildlife Administrator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Policy, Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: WSFR,
Falls Church, VA  22041
PHONE: 703 358-1942,
FAX: 703 358-1705,
EMAIL: lisa_van_alstyne@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Permits; Abatement Permits

1018-AW75 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 40 Stat. 755 (16 U.S.C. 703); Pub. L. 95-616; 92 Stat. 3112 (16 U.S.C. 712(2)); Pub. L. 106;
Pub. L. 108; 113 Stat 1491, note following 16 U.S.C. 703

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 21.32

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose regulations governing the use of raptors (birds of prey) in abatement activities. Abatement is the use of
trained raptors to flush, haze, or take birds (or other wildlife, when allowed) to mitigate depredation problems, including
threats to human health and safety. We allowed this activity beginning with publication of Migratory Bird Permit
Memorandum 5, dated August 22, 2007. We propose to promulgate regulations that provide a new permit and better
guidance for the activity, rather than continuing to issue Special Purpose permits for it.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
ANPRM 07/06/2011 76 FR 39368

ANPRM Comment Period End 10/04/2011

ANPRM Comment Period Reopened 11/02/2011 76 FR 67650

ANPRM Comment Period Reopened End 12/02/2011

NPRM 04/01/2015 80 FR 17374

NPRM Correction 04/22/2015 80 FR 22467

NPRM Comment Period End 06/30/2015

Final Action 06/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No
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GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: State

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Jerry E. Thompson, National Migratory Bird Permit Coordinator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2016,
FAX: 703 358-2217,
EMAIL: jerry_e_thompson@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Revising Regulations; Implementing the Wild Bird Conservation Act of 1992

1018-AW83 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
61 U.S.C. 4901 to 4916

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 15

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose to revise our regulations implementing the Wild Bird Conservation Act of 1992, which have not been
substantively updated since 1993. We plan to revise these regulations in light of our experiences in implementing the
legislation and regulations over the past 15 years, and also to streamline and clarify certain aspects of the current
regulations.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Undetermined

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: Yes

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Craig Hoover, Chief, Division of Management Authority,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: IA,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2162,
FAX: 703 358-2298,
EMAIL: craig_hoover@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-AX24Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Permits; Revisions to Special Purpose Permit Regulations for Game Birds

1018-AX24 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 40 Stat 755, 16 U.S.C. 703 to 712; Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956, 16 U.S.C. 742a to j; Pub.
L. 106-108, 113 Stat 1491

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 21

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose to revise the regulations regarding captive-bred migratory waterfowl and other game birds (those species
for which hunting regulations are established in 50 CFR 20.11).  We take this action to address public concerns
resulting from a final rule we published on March 1, 2010 (75 FR 9316), which revised the regulations for the muscovy
duck (Cairina moschata), and to consolidate and simplify permitting for captive-bred game birds. We also propose to
combine Special Purpose Game Bird permits with Waterfowl Sale and Disposal permits, and to establish a permit
exemption for domesticated varieties of ducks that are readily distinguishable in appearance from wild members of
their species and to prohibit their release to the wild.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/01/2010 75 FR 60691

NPRM Comment Period End 12/30/2010

Second NPRM 06/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No
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# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Jerry E. Thompson, National Migratory Bird Permit Coordinator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2016,
FAX: 703 358-2217,
EMAIL: jerry_e_thompson@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-AX99Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of the Hualapai Mexican Vole From the List of Endangered
and Threatened Wildlife

1018-AX99 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to remove the Hualapai Mexican vole, a species in Arizona, from
the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife, because the best scientific or commercial data available when the
subspecies was listed were in error.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/04/2015 80 FR 31875

NPRM Comment Period End 08/03/2015

NPRM Comment Period Reopened 12/22/2016 81 FR 93879

NPRM Comment Period Reopened End 01/23/2017

Final Action 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Reclassifying the Tidewater Goby From Endangered to Threatened

1018-AY03 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 03/07/2014

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
In 2014, we proposed to reclassify the tidewater goby, a fish found in California, from endangered to threatened under
the Endangered Species Act.  We are now reviewing new scientific information and anticipate publishing a revised
proposed rule.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 03/13/2014 79 FR 14340

NPRM Comment Period End 05/12/2014

NPRM--Revised 04/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-AY05Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of Eastern Cougar From the List of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife

1018-AY05 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to delist the eastern cougar, formerly found in eastern North
America, due to extinction.  

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/17/2015 80 FR 34595

NPRM Comment Period End 08/17/2015

NPRM Comment Period Reopened 06/28/2016 81 FR 41925

NPRM Comment Period Reopened End 07/28/2016

Final Action 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-AY30Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Eagle Permits; Modifications to Regulations Governing Take to Protect Interests in Particular Localities

1018-AY30 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Other Significant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 668 to 668d

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 22

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
The Service is refining its management objectives for bald eagles and golden eagles, and made revisions to eagle
nonpurposeful take permit regulations and eagle nest take regulations. In April 2012, the Service published an
advance notice of proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) to solicit preliminary public input on possible revisions to the permit
regulations. In 2014, the Service published a notice of intent to prepare an environmental assessment or
environmental impact statement and held five public scoping meetings around the United States. Based on comments
received on the ANPRM, public input received during the 2014 public scoping process, and internal agency scoping,
the Service addressed a variety of topics in this rule, including but not limited to: eagle population objectives;
programmatic permit standards and duration; criteria for eagle nest removal permits; compensatory mitigation;
refinement of the low-risk permit category; and adaptive management and monitoring.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 09/11/2009 74 FR 46836

ANPRM 04/13/2012 77 FR 22278

ANPRM Comment Period End 07/12/2012

Notice 06/23/2014 79 FR 35564

Notice Comment Period End 09/22/2014

NPRM 05/06/2016 81 FR 27934

NPRM Comment Period End 07/05/2016

Final Action 12/16/2016 81 FR 91494
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ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action Effective 01/17/2017

Information Collection Requirements 01/23/2017 82 FR 7708

Final Action--Correction 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Eliza Savage, Eagle Program Manager, Division of Migratory Bird Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2329,
EMAIL: eliza_savage@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Multi-Year Hunting and Fishing License Certification for the Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program

1018-AY75 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 661; 16 U.S.C. 669; 16 U.S.C. 777; 16 U.S.C. 742a; 16 U.S.C. 742f(a)(4); 16 U.S.C. 1531; 16 U.S.C. 2901
to 2911; 16 U.S.C. 3741 to 3744; 16 U.S.C. 3951; 16 U.S.C. 460l-4 to 460l-11; 33 U.S.C. 1322; 43 U.S.C. 1356a(b);
Pub. L. 104-421; Pub. L. 108-421; Annual Appropriations Acts

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 80

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This proposed rule will address how we count multi-year hunting and fishing licenses for States to report total license
holders for their annual apportionments from the Service's Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration (WSFR) Trust Funds
under the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish Restoration Acts. These funds go to
support grants and cooperative agreements that fund projects that conserve, protect, and enhance fish, wildlife, their
habitats, and the hunting, sport fishing, and recreational boating opportunities they provide. State fish and game
agencies have repeatedly asked for action on this issue, so initiation of an action to change inadequate language in
our current implementing regulations is not controversial.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Local, State, Tribal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
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INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Peter Barlow, Fish and Wildlife Administrator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Policy, Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: WSFR,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-2119,
FAX: 703 358-1705,
EMAIL: peter_barlow@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for the Sonoyta Mud Turtle

1018-AZ02 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Judicial, 09/21/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Sonoyta mud turtle under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). This turtle is
found in freshwater habitats in Pima County, Arizona, and also in Mexico, and is a current candidate for listing under
the ESA.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/21/2016 81 FR 64829

NPRM Comment Period End 11/21/2016

Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov

208Page 28 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171018-AZ18Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Fee Exemption Program for Low-Risk Business Users at Designated Ports

1018-AZ18 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 668; 16 U.S.C. 704; 16 U.S.C. 712; 16 U.S.C. 1382; 16 U.S.C. 1538(d) to (f); 16 U.S.C. 1540(f); 16 U.S.C.
3371 to 3378; 16 U.S.C. 4223 to 4244; 16 U.S.C. 4901 to 4916; 18 U.S.C. 42; 31 U.S.C. 9701

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 14

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We have implemented a fee program that exempts certain businesses from base inspection fees at designated ports.
The program exempts businesses that exclusively import or export shipments that we would consider to be small and
of low value. This program will serve as an interim measure while we reassess our current user fee system.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Interim Final Rule 10/26/2012 77 FR 65321

Interim Final Rule Effective 10/26/2012

Interim Final Rule Comment Period End 12/26/2012

Final Action 06/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: Businesses

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Paul Beiriger, Special Agent in Charge,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Investigations, Office of Law Enforcement,
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: OLE,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1949,
FAX: 703 358-1947,
EMAIL: paul_beiriger@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Critical Habitat Designation for Three Hawaiian Big Island Plant
Species

1018-AZ38 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Statutory, 10/17/2013

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination to designate critical habitat for three Hawaiian plant species (Mezoneuron
kavaiense,  Isodendrion pyrifolium, and Bidens micrantha ssp. ctenophylla) under the Endangered Species Act. These
three species are listed as endangered. We are correcting maps for four other listed plant species with currently
designated critical habitat. These species are found in seven multispecies critical habitat units on lands owned by the
U.S. National Park Service, State of Hawaii, County of Hawaii, and private interests. Fifty-five percent of the area is
already designated as critical habitat for previously listed plant and animal species.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/17/2012 77 FR 63928

NPRM Comment Period End 12/17/2012

NPRM Comment Period Reopened 04/30/2013 78 FR 25243

NPRM Comment Period Reopened End 05/30/2013

NPRM Comment Period Reopened 07/02/2013 78 FR 39698

NPRM Comment Period Reopened End 09/03/2013

NPRM Comment Period Reopened 05/20/2016 81 FR 31900

NPRM Comment Period Reopened End 06/06/2016

Final Action 09/00/2017
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REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal, Local, State

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
General Permit Procedures; Fees and Clarifications

1018-AZ65 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 668a; 16 U.S.C. 704; 16 U.S.C. 712; 16 U.S.C. 742j-l; 16 U.S.C. 1374(g); 16 U.S.C. 1382; 16 U.S.C.
1538(d); 16 U.S.C. 1539; 16 U.S.C. 1540(f); 16 U.S.C. 3374; 16 U.S.C. 4901 to 4916; 18 U.S.C. 42; 19 U.S.C. 1202;
31 U.S.C. 9701

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 13

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose to revise our general permitting regulations, primarily to propose increases in permit application fees for
various programs to better reflect the Service’s costs for reviewing permit applications.  Most of the permit application
fees have not been amended since 2005.  While a portion of the proposed fee increases are to address rising
operational costs, the increases also reflect increased complexity in evaluating some application types and the need
for improved technology to better streamline the process and reduce burdens on the permitted communities.  In
addition, the proposed fee increases are to be more in line with OMB circular A25. We also propose several changes
to clarify the permit application reconsideration and appeal process, to correct contact information, and to make other
minor changes.  Permits to be affected are those that allow people to carry out otherwise prohibited activities under
the Endangered Species Act, Lacey Act, Migratory Bird Treaty Act, Wild Bird Conservation Act, Marine Mammal
Protection Act, and the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: Businesses

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None
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# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: Yes

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Timothy Van Norman, Chief, Branch of Permits, Division of Management Authority, International Affairs,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: IA,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2350,
FAX: 703 358-2281,
EMAIL: tim_vannorman@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Permits; Control Order for Introduced Migratory Bird Species in Hawaii (Cattle Egrets and Barn Owls)

1018-AZ69 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 16 U.S.C. 703 to 712

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 21

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule will add a control order to apply to cattle egrets and barn owls, two introduced and invasive migratory bird
species in Hawaii. The ranges of both species have expanded to occupy all of the Hawaiian islands. Both species
have been found to prey on endemic endangered or threatened species. Without this order, control of the two species
would require issuing depredation permits, which would add to State and Federal agency costs for control activities
that will benefit listed species.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 11/04/2013 78 FR 65955

NPRM Comment Period End 02/03/2014

Final Action 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: State

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Jerry E. Thompson, National Migratory Bird Permit Coordinator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2016,
FAX: 703 358-2217,
EMAIL: jerry_e_thompson@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Importation, Exportation, and Transportation of Wildlife

1018-AZ71 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 668; 16 U.S.C. 704; 16 U.S.C. 712; 16 U.S.C. 1382; 16 U.S.C. 1538(d) to (f); 16 U.S.C. 1540(f); 16 U.S.C.
3371 to 3378; 16 U.S.C. 4223 to 4244; 16 U.S.C. 4901 to 4916; 18 U.S.C. 42; 31 U.S.C. 9701

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 14

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
FWS proposes to change its regulations in response to mandates from Executive Order 13659, Streamlining the
Export/Import Process for America's Businesses, and the Safe Port Act (Public Law 109-347), which lay out the
implementation of the International Trade Data System (ITDS). The proposed rule will address changes in declaration
requirements and exemptions for wildlife as defined under the Endangered Species Act, including changes needed to
operate within the single-window environment of ITDS, which enables interfacing with other Federal inspection
agencies. The proposal will also clarify prior notification requirements and clearance and clearance refusal options,
and add the ability for FWS to offer a conditional release of certain wildlife in order to coordinate release activities
under ITDS among agencies operating at the borders.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
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INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: Yes

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Paul Beiriger, Special Agent in Charge,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Investigations, Office of Law Enforcement,
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: OLE,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1949,
FAX: 703 358-1947,
EMAIL: paul_beiriger@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Non-Subsistence Take of Wildlife and Public Participation and Closure Procedures on National Wildlife Refuges in
Alaska

1018-BA31 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 460(k) et seq.; 16 U.S.C. 668dd to 668ee, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 742(a) et seq.; 16 U.S.C. 3101 et seq.,
as amended; 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 36

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
The final rule published August 5, 2016 (81 FR 52248), and became effective September 6, 2016.  The final rule was
nullified by a joint resolution of disapproval under the Congressional Review Act, signed by the President on April 3,
2017 (Pub. L. 115-20).  This action conforms to Public Law 115-20 by changing the Code of Federal Regulations to
reflect the regulations as they existed before the effective date of the final rule that was nullified under the
Congressional Review Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 01/08/2016 81 FR 887

Hearing 01/08/2016 81 FR 886

NPRM Comment Period Extended 02/26/2016 81 FR 9799

NPRM Comment Period End 03/08/2016

NPRM Comment Period Extended End 04/07/2016

Final Action 08/05/2016 81 FR 52248

Final Action Effective 09/06/2016

Final Rule; CRA Revocation 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No
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GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: State

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Stephanie Brady, Fish and Wildlife Biologist,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
1011 Tudor Road,
MS 211,
Anchorage, AK  99503
PHONE: 907 306-7448,
EMAIL: stephanie_brady@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Administrative Requirements Under the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish
Restoration Acts; Phase 1 of 4

1018-BA33 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 669; 16 U.S.C. 777

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 80

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We begin a process of directing State fish and wildlife agencies on how to receive funds and implement conservation
projects under the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish Restoration Act. Under
these Acts, we distribute annual apportionments to States from trust funds derived from excise tax revenues and fuel
taxes. We will publish an advance notice of proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) with a proposed rule (NPRM). This is the
first of a four-phase rulemaking. This phase will introduce some more difficult topics for discussion and future
resolution via the ANPRM, while using the NPRM to propose changes to definitions; changes regarding topics such as
predator control, real property, program income, matching funds requirements, and program symbols; and updates for
consistency with 2 CFR 200. We will post additional information, when it is available, at
https://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WRR.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
ANPRM 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal, State

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
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INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:
Related to 1018-BB84;
Related to 1018-BB85;
Related to 1018-BB86

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Lisa E. Van Alstyne, Fish and Wildlife Administrator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Policy, Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: WSFR,
Falls Church, VA  22041
PHONE: 703 358-1942,
FAX: 703 358-1705,
EMAIL: lisa_van_alstyne@fws.gov

208Page 42 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171018-BA41Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem Population of
Grizzly Bears From the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife

1018-BA41 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to identify the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem (GYE) grizzly bear
population of Montana, Idaho, and Wyoming as a distinct population segment (DPS) and revise the List of Endangered
and Threatened Wildlife by removing grizzly bears within the GYE DPS.  

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 03/11/2016 81 FR 13174

NPRM Comment Period End 05/10/2016

NPRM Comment Period Reopened 09/07/2016 81 FR 61658

NPRM Comment Period Reopened End 10/07/2016

Final Action 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Reclassifying Borax Lake Chub From Endangered to Threatened

1018-BA43 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will propose to reclassify the Borax Lake chub from endangered to threatened.  This species is found in Oregon.   

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Lists of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Corrections of Errors for Descriptions of Listing Locations for
Wildlife Species Listed Both in the United States and Foreign Countries

1018-BA54 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule would make non-substantive, editorial updates to the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife (List) to
correct errors for several species of wildlife in the "Where listed" column. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Harvest Regulations for the Alaska-Chukotka Polar Bear Population; Limits to the Taking of Polar Bears and Harvest
Reporting Requirements

1018-BA66 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1423

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 18

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We are proposing to implement the annual taking limit for the Alaska-Chukotka polar bear population, adopted by the
Commissioners to the Agreement Between the Government of the United States of America and the Government of
the Russian Federation (Agreement). This proposed rule would also establish certain prohibitions on the taking of
polar bears by Alaska Native peoples from this population and establish new reporting requirements. This action is
necessary to ensure the total allowable take, apportioned to the United States under the Agreement, is not exceeded

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
ANPRM 11/08/2016 81 FR 78560

ANPRM Comment Period End 01/09/2017

NPRM 06/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No
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INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: Yes

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Patrick Lemons, Chief, Marine Mammals Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
1011 East Tudor Road,
Anchorage, AK  99503
PHONE: 907 786-3668,
EMAIL:  patrick_lemons@fws.gov

Charles Hamilton, Special Assistant, Marine Mammals Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
1011 East Tudor Road,
MS-341,
Anchorage, AK  99503
PHONE: 907 786-3800,
FAX: 907 786-3816,
EMAIL: charles_hamilton@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the
Guadalupe Fescue

1018-BA74 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et. seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Judicial, 09/09/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final listing determination on our proposal to list the Guadalupe fescue as an endangered species
under the Endangered Species Act. This plant is found in the Chihuahuan Desert of west Texas and Mexico. We will
also make a final determination on the designation of critical habitat for the Guadalupe fescue.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/09/2016 81 FR 62450

NPRM Comment Period End 11/08/2016

Final Action 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: Yes

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Subsistence Management Regulations for Public Lands in Alaska; 2017-2018 and 2018-2019 Subsistence Taking of
Fish and Shellfish

1018-BA76 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 3124

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 100; 36 CFR 242

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
FWS and the U.S. Forest Service (U.S. Department of Agriculture) will revise the regulations for seasons, harvest
limits, methods, and means for the taking of fish and shellfish for subsistence uses in Alaska during the 2017-2018
and 2018-2019 regulatory seasons. The Federal Subsistence Board will also address customary and traditional use
determinations for fish and shellfish.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 02/22/2016 81 FR 8675

NPRM Comment Period End 04/01/2016

Final Action 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:
Forest Service, JOINT

AGENCY CONTACT:
Theo Matuskowitz, Regulations Specialist, Office of Subsistence Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
MS 121,
1011 East Tudor Road,
Anchorage, AK  99503
PHONE: 907 786-3867,
FAX: 907 786-3898,
EMAIL: theo_matuskowitz@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Injurious Wildlife Species; Listing Salamanders Due to Risk of Salamander Chytrid Fungus

1018-BA77 (Long-Term Actions) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Other Significant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
18 U.S.C. 42, as amended

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 16

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We are reviewing public comments received on the January 13, 2016, interim rule that added 201 species to the
injurious wildlife list, and we are evaluating the Order Caudata to confirm or revise which salamander species should
be listed in the regulations as injurious to prevent the risk of introduction into the United States of Batrachochytrium
salamandrivorans, a fungus that causes fatal infections in European salamanders. The fungus affects only
salamanders and is not yet known to be found in the United States.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Interim Final Rule 01/13/2016 81 FR 1534

Interim Final Rule Effective 01/28/2016

Interim Final Rule Comment Period End 03/14/2016

Final Action 00/00/0000

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: Businesses

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No
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INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: Yes

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Susan Jewell, Fish and Wildlife Biologist,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Fish and Aquatic Conservation,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: FAC,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2416,
FAX: 703 358-2044,
EMAIL: susan_jewell@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Black
Warrior Waterdog

1018-BA78 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Judicial, 10/06/2017, MDL settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on a proposal to list the Black Warrior waterdog as an endangered species under
the Endangered Species Act. This salamander species is found in streams in the Black Warrior River Basin in
Alabama. We will also make a final determination on the designation of critical habitat for the Black Warrior waterdog.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/06/2016 81 FR 69500

NPRM Comment Period End 12/05/2016

Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED: Undetermined

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removing Textual Descriptions of Critical Habitat Boundaries for
Plants on the Hawaiian Islands

1018-BA80 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Info./Admin./Other

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.; E.O. 13563

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule will remove the textual descriptions of the critical habitat boundaries from certain entries at 50 CFR 17.99
(plants on the Hawaiian Islands) that have maps sufficient to stand as the official delineation of the critical habitat
designation. This rule does not increase, decrease, or in any other way change the critical habitat designations from
which we are removing the textual descriptions of boundaries. This action will save taxpayer resources. We are taking
this action in accordance with our May 1, 2012, revision of the regulations related to publishing textual descriptions of
critical habitat boundaries in the Code of Federal Regulations and as part of our response to Executive Order 13563
(January 18, 2011), which directs Federal agencies to review their existing regulations and then to modify or
streamline them in accordance with what they have learned.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 12/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Carey Galst, Chief, Branch of Listing and Policy Support,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Ecological Services Program,
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1954,
FAX: 703 358-1954,
EMAIL: carey_galst@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removing Textual Descriptions of Critical Habitat Boundaries for
Wildlife

1018-BA81 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Info./Admin./Other

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.; E.O. 13563

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule removes the textual descriptions of the critical habitat boundaries from certain entries at 50 CFR 17.95
(wildlife) that have maps sufficient to stand as the official delineation of the critical habitat designation. This rule does
not increase, decrease, or in any other way change the critical habitat designations from which we are removing the
textual descriptions of boundaries. This action will save taxpayer resources. We are taking this action in accordance
with our May 1, 2012, revision of the regulations related to publishing textual descriptions of critical habitat boundaries
in the Code of Federal Regulations and as part of our response to Executive Order 13563 (January 18, 2011), which
directs Federal agencies to review their existing regulations and then to modify or streamline them in accordance with
what they learn.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Carey Galst, Chief, Branch of Listing and Policy Support,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Ecological Services Program,
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1954,
FAX: 703 358-1954,
EMAIL: carey_galst@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Subsistence Harvest in Alaska; Exempting Subsistence Hunters From Duck Stamp Purchase

1018-BA88 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 703 to 712; Federal Duck Stamp Act of 2014 (Pub. L. 113-264)

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 20; 50 CFR 32; 50 CFR 92

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose to amend the regulations governing subsistence hunting of migratory birds in Alaska by adding an
exemption for rural subsistence migratory bird hunters in Alaska to purchase a Duck Stamp. Doing so will comport with
the intent of Congress as written in the Federal Duck Stamp Act of 2014.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Ronald Kokel, Wildlife Biologist, Division of Migratory Bird Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-1714,
FAX: 703 358-2217,
EMAIL: ronald_kokel@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Hunting; Application for Approval of Corrosion-Inhibited Copper Shot as Nontoxic for Waterfowl Hunting

1018-BB06 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 40 Stat. 755 (16 U.S.C. 703); Pub. L. 95-616, 92 Stat. 3112 (16 U.S.C. 712(2)); Pub. L. 106-
108, 113 Stat. 1491, Note following 16 U.S.C. 703

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 20

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
Environ-Metal, Inc., of Sweet Home, Oregon, has applied for approval of shot composed of copper as nontoxic for
waterfowl hunting in the United States. The shot formulation is at least 99.9 percent copper by weight, with a
corrosion-inhibiting coating to prevent release of copper into the terrestrial or aquatic environments. We have initiated
review of the shot as required under the criteria in the nontoxic shot approval procedures in our regulations.
Our approval of this shot formulation would increase the nontoxic shot options for hunters of migratory waterfowl. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Ronald Kokel, Wildlife Biologist, Division of Migratory Bird Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-1714,
EMAIL: ronald_kokel@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Technical Corrections of Taxonomy and Nomenclature for Wildlife
and Plant Species on the Lists of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants

1018-BB21 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule would update the Lists of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Endangered and Threatened  Plants
(Lists) by making taxonomic corrections to the scientific names and  other corrections to information on the Lists, for
approximately 40 species that occur primarily in California and Nevada.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Subsistence Management Regulations for Public Lands in Alaska--Applicability and Scope; Tongass National Forest
Submerged Lands

1018-BB22 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 3; 16 U.S.C. 472; 16 U.S.C. 551; 16 U.S.C. 668dd; 16 U.S.C. 3101 to 3126; 16 U.S.C. 3551 to 3586; 43
U.S.C. 1733

CFR CITATION:
36 CFR 242; 50 CFR 100

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
In an October 17, 2011, order, the U.S. District Court for Alaska enjoined the United States to promptly initiate
regulatory proceedings for the purpose of implementing the subsistence provisions in title VIII of the Alaska National
Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) with respect to submerged public lands within Tongass National Forest and
directed entry of judgment. To comply with the order, the Federal Subsistence Board (Board) needs to initiate a
regulatory proceeding to identify those submerged lands within the Tongass that did not pass to the State of Alaska at
Statehood and, therefore, are subject to the subsistence provisions of ANILCA. The Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) started a review of hundreds of pre-Statehood (January 3, 1959) withdrawals in the marine waters of the
Tongass following the Court’s order. In April and October of 2015, BLM submitted initial listings of submerged land to
the Board. This rule will add those listings to the subsistence regulations to ensure compliance with the Court order.
Additional listings will be published as BLM continues its review of pre-Statehood withdrawals.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/08/2016 81 FR 36836

NPRM Comment Period End 08/08/2016

Final Action 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
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GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:
Forest Service, JOINT

AGENCY CONTACT:
Theo Matuskowitz, Regulations Specialist, Office of Subsistence Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
MS 121,
1011 East Tudor Road,
Anchorage, AK  99503
PHONE: 907 786-3867,
FAX: 907 786-3898,
EMAIL: theo_matuskowitz@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Federal Migratory Bird Hunting and Conservation Stamp Contest Regulations; Revisions to Artwork Requirements and
Administrative Updates and Corrections

1018-BB23 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
5 U.S.C. 301; 16 U.S.C. 718(j); 31 U.S.C. 9701

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 91

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will revise the regulations governing the annual Migratory Bird Hunting and Conservation Stamp Contest (also
known as the Federal Duck Stamp Contest). Amendments will take effect for the 2016 contest. Historically, each
artwork entry has been required to depict species of migratory waterfowl from a list of 5 or fewer identified as eligible
each year. For 2016, each artwork entry must depict species of migratory waterfowl from a list of 5 or fewer identified
as eligible, as before, and also include an appropriate non-waterfowl migratory bird species in the artwork design. The
revisions will also update or correct common names and spelling of species on our list of contest design subjects, as
well as hand-delivery, mail, and Internet site information.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 02/11/2016 81 FR 7279

NPRM Comment Period End 03/14/2016

NPRM Comment Period Extended 03/15/2016 81 FR 13769

NPRM Comment Period Extended End 03/21/2016

Supplemental NPRM 06/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None
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# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://www.fws.gov/birds/get-involved/duck-stamp.php

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Suzanne Fellows, Program Coordinator, Federal Duck Stamp Office,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike MS:MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041
PHONE: 703 358-2145,
FAX: 703 358-2282,
EMAIL: suzanne_fellows@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Subsistence Harvest in Alaska; Use of Non-Edible Bird Parts in Authentic Alaska Native Handicrafts for
Sale

1018-BB24 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
10 U.S.C. 703 to 712

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 92

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose changes to the permanent subsistence migratory bird harvest regulations in Alaska. These
changes would enable Alaska Natives to sell authentic native articles of handicrafts or clothing that contain inedible
byproducts from migratory birds that were taken for food during the Alaska migratory bird subsistence harvest season.
These regulations are being developed under a co-management process involving the Service, the Alaska Department
of Fish and Game, and Alaska Native representatives. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/17/2016 81 FR 39618

NPRM Comment Period End 08/16/2016

Final Action 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://fws.gov/migratorybirds/

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Donna Dewhurst, Wildlife Biologist,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Office of the Alaska Migratory Bird Co-management Council,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
1011 East Tudor Road,
Anchorage, AK  99503
PHONE: 907 786-3499,
FAX: 907 786-3641,
EMAIL: donna_dewhurst@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB27Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for the Lesser Prairie-Chicken

1018-BB27 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the lesser prairie-chicken under the Endangered Species Act. The lesser
prairie-chicken is a grouse species native to Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for the Texas Hornshell

1018-BB34 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Judicial, 08/10/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to list the Texas hornshell as endangered under the Endangered
Species Act. This mussel species is found in freshwater streams in Texas and New Mexico. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 08/10/2016 81 FR 52796

NPRM Comment Period End 10/11/2016

NPRM Comment Period Reopening and Announcement of Public Meetings 05/30/2017 82 FR 24654

NPRM; Public Meetings of 06/13/2017 and 06/15/2017 05/30/2017 82 FR 24654

NPRM Comment Period Reopening End 06/29/2017

Final Action 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No
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INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Subsistence Management Regulations for Public Lands in Alaska; 2018-2019 and 2019-2020 Subsistence Taking of
Wildlife

1018-BB38 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 3; 16 U.S.C. 472; 16 U.S.C. 551; 16 U.S.C. 668dd; 16 U.S.C. 3101 to 3126; 18 U.S.C. 3551 to 3586; 43
U.S.C. 1733

CFR CITATION:
36 CFR 242; 50 CFR 100

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the U.S. Forest Service (U.S. Department of Agriculture) will revise the
regulations for seasons, harvest limits, methods, and means for the taking of wildlife for subsistence uses in Alaska
during the 2018-2019 and 2019-2020 regulatory seasons. The Federal Subsistence Board will also address customary
and traditional use determinations for wildlife.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 05/17/2017 82 FR 22621

NPRM Comment Period End 06/16/2017

Final Action 06/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Theo Matuskowitz, Regulations Specialist, Office of Subsistence Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
MS 121,
1011 East Tudor Road,
Anchorage, AK  99503
PHONE: 907 786-3867,
FAX: 907 786-3898,
EMAIL: theo_matuskowitz@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB39Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of Hidden Lake Bluecurls From the List of Endangered and
Threatened Plants

1018-BB39 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to remove Hidden Lake bluecurls, a plant endemic to an alpine
lake in California, from the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Plants due to recovery.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 01/05/2017 82 FR 1296

NPRM Comment Period End 03/06/2017

Final Action 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Hunting; 2017-2018 Migratory Game Bird Hunting Regulations

1018-BB40 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Economically Significant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

Major under 5 USC 801

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 703 to 712; 16 U.S.C. 742(a) to 742(j)

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 20

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose to establish annual hunting regulations for certain migratory game birds for the 2017-18 hunting season.
We annually prescribe outside limits (frameworks), within which States may select hunting seasons. This proposed
rule provides the regulatory schedule, describes the proposed regulatory alternatives for the 2017-18 duck hunting
seasons, requests proposals from Indian tribes that wish to establish special migratory game bird hunting regulations
on Federal Indian reservations and ceded lands, and requests proposals for the 2018 spring and summer migratory
bird subsistence season in Alaska. Migratory game bird hunting seasons provide opportunities for recreation and
sustenance; aid Federal, State, and tribal governments in the management of migratory game birds; and permit
harvests at levels compatible with migratory game bird population status and habitat conditions.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM; Request for Tribal Proposals 06/10/2016 81 FR 38050

NPRM; Announcement of Meetings 06/10/2016 81 FR 38050

NPRM; Supplemental Proposals; Meetings 08/12/2016 81 FR 53391

NPRM; Deadline for Tribal Proposals 12/01/2016

NPRMs/Multiple Proposed Frameworks Comment Period End 01/15/2017

NPRM 02/09/2017 82 FR 10222

NPRM Comment Period End 03/13/2017

Final Rule 05/30/2017 82 FR 24786

Final Action Effective 05/30/2017
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ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/00/2017

Final Action 07/00/2017

Final Action 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: State, Tribal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Ronald Kokel, Wildlife Biologist, Division of Migratory Bird Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-1714,
FAX: 703 358-2217,
EMAIL: ronald_kokel@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB41Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removing Deseret Milk-Vetch From the List of Endangered and
Threatened Plants

1018-BB41 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will propose to remove the Deseret milk-vetch from the List of Endangered and Threatened Plants, due to
recovery of the species.  This species is found in Utah.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB45Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for the Yellow Lance

1018-BB45 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 03/31/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for a mussel species, the yellow lance, under the Endangered Species Act. The
yellow lance is found in North Carolina and Virginia.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 04/05/2017 82 FR 16559

NPRM Comment Period End 06/05/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for the Louisiana Pine Snake

1018-BB46 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Judicial, 10/06/2016

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to list the Louisiana pine snake as a threatened species under the
Endangered Species Act. This species is found in open pine forest and longleaf pine savannah in Louisiana and
Texas.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/06/2016 81 FR 69454

NPRM Comment Period End 12/05/2016

Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for Four Everglades Plants

1018-BB48 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 10/11/2017, MDL settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final listing determination on our proposal to list pineland sandmat, Florida pineland crabgrass, and
Everglades bully as threatened species, and Florida prairie-clover as an endangered species under the Endangered
Species Act. These plants are found in Florida.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/11/2016 81 FR 70282

NPRM Comment Period End 12/12/2016

Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for the Kenk's Amphipod

1018-BB50 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2016, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to list the Kenk’s amphipod as an endangered species under the
Endangered Species Act. This crustacean species is found in freshwater springs in Maryland.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/30/2016 81 FR 67270

NPRM Comment Period End 11/29/2016

Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for the Western Glacier Stonefly and Meltwater
Lednian Stonefly

1018-BB52 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to list the western glacier stonefly and meltwater lednian stonefly
as threatened species under the Endangered Species Act. These two species are found in cold, glacier-fed streams in
Montana.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/04/2016 81 FR 68379

NPRM Comment Period End 12/05/2016

NPRM Comment Period Reopened 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:
Related to 1018-BB53

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for the I'iwi

1018-BB54 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Judicial, 09/20/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to list the i'iwi as a threatened species under the Endangered
Species Act. This bird species is found in Hawaii.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/20/2016 81 FR 64416

NPRM Comment Period End 11/21/2016

Final Action 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

208Page 97 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171018-BB54Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB55Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for the Pearl Darter

1018-BB55 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Judicial, 09/21/2017, MDL settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to list the pearl darter as a threatened species under the
Endangered Species Act. This fish species is found in freshwater streams of slow to moderate current in Mississippi. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/21/2016 81 FR 64857

NPRM Comment Period End 11/21/2016

Final Action 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB55Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB64Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination for the San Fernando Valley Spineflower

1018-BB64 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Judicial, 09/15/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to list the San Fernando Valley spineflower as a threatened
species under the Endangered Species Act. This species is found in California. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/15/2016 81 FR 63454

NPRM Comment Period End 11/14/2016

Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB64Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Hunting; 2018-2019 Migratory Game Bird Hunting Regulations

1018-BB73 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: Yes

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Economically Significant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

Major under 5 USC 801

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 703 to 711; 16 U.S.C. 742a-j

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 20

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose to establish annual hunting regulations for certain migratory game birds for the 2018-2019 hunting
season. We annually prescribe outside limits (frameworks), within which States may select hunting seasons. This
proposed rule provides the regulatory schedule, describes the proposed regulatory alternatives for the 2018-2019
duck hunting seasons, requests proposals from Indian tribes that wish to establish special migratory game bird hunting
regulations on Federal Indian reservations and ceded lands, and requests proposals for the 2018 spring and summer
migratory bird subsistence season in Alaska. Migratory game bird hunting seasons provide opportunities for recreation
and sustenance; aid Federal, State, and tribal governments in the management of migratory game birds; and permit
harvests at levels compatible with migratory game bird population status and habitat conditions.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/00/2017

Supplemental 08/00/2017

NPRM; Proposed Frameworks 12/00/2017

NPRM; Proposed Tribal Regulations 01/00/2018

Final Rule; Final Frameworks 03/00/2018

Final Rule; Final Tr bal Regulations 05/00/2018

Final Rule; Final Season Selections 05/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Yes
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SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: Businesses

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: State, Tribal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Ronald Kokel, Wildlife Biologist, Division of Migratory Bird Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-1714,
EMAIL: ronald_kokel@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB74Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Establishment of Two Nonessential Experimental Populations of
Oregon Silverspot Butterfly in Oregon

1018-BB74 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule would designate two areas in northwest Oregon as nonessential experimental population areas for
reintroduction of Oregon silverspot butterflies.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/23/2016 81 FR 94296

NPRM Comment Period End 02/21/2017

Final Action 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB74Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
National Wildlife Refuge System; Refuge-Specific Hunting and Sport Fishing Regulations, 2017-18

1018-BB75 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
5 U.S.C. 301; 16 U.S.C. 664; 16 U.S.C. 668dd to 668ee; 16 U.S.C. 715i

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 32

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose to make additions to refuge-specific regulations and expand hunting and fishing opportunities for the 2017
to 2018 hunting and sport fishing season. This action is part of an annual update for the National Wildlife Refuge
System that ensures adequate public notice of openings and changes. We operate hunting and fishing programs on
refuges to implement the National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act of 1997 directives to facilitate compatible
priority wildlife-dependent recreational opportunities. The benefits of these changes and openings are the
enhancement of conservation stewardship and outdoor recreation, and improvement of the management of game
species and their habitats.  Costs have been minimized through proper public notification and compliance to the
legislative authority and policy.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Undetermined

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Aaron Mize, Chief, Branch of Conservation Planning and Policy, National Wildlife Refuge System,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: NWRS,
Falls Church, VA  22041
PHONE: 703 358-2678,
EMAIL: aaron_mize@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB76Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of the Monito Gecko From the List of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife

1018-BB76 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose to remove the Monito gecko from the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife due to
recovery. This species is endemic to the island of Monito, located 68 kilometers west of Puerto Rico.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB76Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB77Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Migratory Bird Permits; Removing a Depredation Order for Scrub Jays and Steller's Jays in Washington and Oregon

1018-BB77 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 703 to 712

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 21

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We are withdrawing our proposed rule to remove 50 CFR 21.46, a regulation that sets forth a depredation order for
scrub jays and Steller’s jays in Oregon and Washington. We had proposed to remove this regulation as we had
received no reports of activities undertaken under the provisions of section 21.46 in the last 10 years. However, we
have recently received several reports under this depredation order, so we are now withdrawing the proposed rule.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:
Previously reported as 1018-AX92

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Jerry E. Thompson, National Migratory Bird Permit Coordinator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2016,
FAX: 703 358-2217,
EMAIL: jerry_e_thompson@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BB78Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing the Contiguous U.S. Distinct Population Segment of the North
American Wolverine

1018-BB78 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to list a distinct population segment of wolverine (Gulo gulo luscus)
occurring in the contiguous United States as a threatened species under the Endangered Species Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/18/2016 81 FR 71670

NPRM Comment Period End 11/17/2016

NPRM Reopening of Comment Period 10/18/2016 81 FR 71670

NPRM Reopening Comment Period End 11/17/2016

Final Action 09/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of the Black-capped Vireo From the Federal List of
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife

1018-BB79 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to remove the black-capped vireo from the List of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife due to recovery.  This species breeds and nests in south-central Oklahoma, Texas, and the
northern states of Mexico (Coahuila, Nuevo Leon, Tamaulipas), and winters along Mexico's western coastal states.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/15/2016 81 FR 90762

NPRM Comment Period End 02/13/2017

Final Action 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: Yes

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Reclassification of Lepanthes eltoroensis From Endangered to
Threatened

1018-BB83 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will propose to reclassify Lepanthes eltoroensis, an orchid species endemic to El Yunque National Forest in Puerto
Rico, from endangered to threatened.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 11/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Administrative Requirements Under the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish
Restoration Acts; Phase 2 of 4

1018-BB84 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 669; 16 U.S.C. 777

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 80

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We continue the process of directing State fish and wildlife agencies on how to receive funds and implement
conservation projects under the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish
Restoration Act. Under these Acts, we distribute annual apportionments to States from trust funds derived from excise
tax revenues and fuel taxes. This is the second phase of a four-phase rulemaking. This phase will possibly include
response to pending bills before Congress; include some more difficult topics through an advance notice of proposed
rulemaking (ANPRM); and propose changes to more settled topics, including definitions, topics related to the
continued Federal connection to the project, audits, third-party labor, and contact information on coordination grants.
We will publish an ANPRM with a proposed rule. Further information, as it becomes available, will be posted at
https://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WRR.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
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INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:
Related to 1018-BA33;
Related to 1018-BB85;
Related to 1018-BB86

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Lisa E. Van Alstyne, Fish and Wildlife Administrator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Policy, Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: WSFR,
Falls Church, VA  22041
PHONE: 703 358-1942,
FAX: 703 358-1705,
EMAIL: lisa_van_alstyne@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Administrative Requirements Under the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish
Restoration Acts; Phase 3 of 4

1018-BB85 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 669; 16 U.S.C. 777

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 80

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We continue the process of directing State fish and wildlife agencies on how to receive funds and implement
conservation projects under the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish
Restoration Act. Under these Acts, we distribute annual apportionments to States from trust funds derived from excise
tax revenues and fuel taxes. This is the third phase of a four-phase rulemaking. After we review and reflect on the
status of the rulemaking from phases 1 and 2, Phase 3 may or may not contain an advance notice of proposed
rulemaking, depending on the need. The preamble will continue to thoroughly describe the approach and will address
topics and progress achieved to date. Phase 3 may include new topics as needed or relevant. We will continue to work
with our partners to distribute information on participation. Further information, as it becomes available, will be posted
at https://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WRR.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
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INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:
Related to 1018-BA33;
Related to 1018-BB84;
Related to 1018-BB86

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Lisa E. Van Alstyne, Fish and Wildlife Administrator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Policy, Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: WSFR,
Falls Church, VA  22041
PHONE: 703 358-1942,
FAX: 703 358-1705,
EMAIL: lisa_van_alstyne@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Administrative Requirements Under the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish
Restoration Acts; Phase 4 of 4

1018-BB86 (Prerule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 669; 16 U.S.C. 777

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 80

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We continue the process of directing State fish and wildlife agencies on how to receive funds and implement
conservation projects under the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act and Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish
Restoration Act. Under these Acts, we distribute annual apportionments to States from trust funds derived from excise
tax revenues and fuel taxes. This is the final phase of a four-phase rulemaking. The first three phases will combine a
proposed rule (NPRM) with an advanced notice of proposed rulemaking (ANPRM), allowing us to collect comments on
more difficult topics through the ANPRM and use the regulatory process to refine direction and gain support. Topics
that are less difficult or that have already been resolved and need to move to regulation will be presented in the
NPRM. Phase 4 is expected to be the final phase and may include new topics as needed or relevant. We expect to
reach conclusion for all topics introduced. The preamble will continue to thoroughly describe the approach and will
address topics and progress achieved to date. We will continue to work with our partners to distribute information on
participation. Further information, as it becomes available, will be posted at https://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WRR.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
ANPRM 11/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No
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ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:
Related to 1018-BB84;
Related to 1018-BB85;
Related to 1018-BA33

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Lisa E. Van Alstyne, Fish and Wildlife Administrator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Policy, Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: WSFR,
Falls Church, VA  22041
PHONE: 703 358-1942,
FAX: 703 358-1705,
EMAIL: lisa_van_alstyne@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of the Gypsum Wild-Buckwheat From the List of
Endangered and Threatened Plants

1018-BB87 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to remove Eriogonum gypsophilum (gypsum wild-buckwheat) from
the List of Endangered and Threatened Plants, due to recovery.  This species is a regionally endemic, perennial plant
species in New Mexico. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 01/06/2017 82 FR 1657

NPRM Comment Period End 03/07/2017

Final Action 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Eagle Permits; Revisions to Regulations for Eagle Permits for Indian Religious Use

1018-BB88 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 668 to 668d

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 22

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, propose revisions to the eagle Indian Religious Use permit.  The revisions are
intended to add clarity to the Indian Religious Use eagle permit regulations, improve their implementation, and
increase compliance, while providing protection for eagles.  

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Undetermined

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Paul Beiriger, Special Agent in Charge,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Investigations, Office of Law Enforcement,
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: OLE,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1949,
FAX: 703 358-1947,
EMAIL: paul_beiriger@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Reclassifying Kuenzler Hedgehog Cactus From Endangered To
Threatened on the List of Endangered and Threatened Plants

1018-BB89 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to reclassify Kuenzler hedgehog cactus from endangered to
threatened.  The species occurs in New Mexico.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 01/06/2017 82 FR 1677

NPRM Comment Period End 03/07/2017

Final Action 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Reclassifying Tobusch Fishhook Cactus from Endangered to
Threatened on the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Plants

1018-BB90 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to reclassify Tobusch fishhook cactus from endangered to
threatened. This species occurs in Texas.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/29/2016 81 FR 95932

NPRM Comment Period End 02/27/2017

Final Action 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removal of the Lesser Long-Nosed Bat From the List of Endangered
and Threatened Wildlife

1018-BB91 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a final determination on our proposal to remove the lesser long-nosed bat from the List of Endangered
and Threatened Wildlife, due to recovery. The lesser long-nosed bat is found from the southwestern United States
southward through Mexico.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 01/06/2017 82 FR 1665

NPRM Comment Period End 03/07/2017

Final Action 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program; National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program

1018-BB92 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 3951 to 3956

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 84

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
FWS periodically updates all regulations for which the FWS Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program is
responsible. The National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program regulations were last revised in 2002. Since
that time, cost principles, ranking criteria, and grants administration have evolved, and regulations must reflect those
changes. The rulemaking process will help FWS communicate important program changes to the public and solicit
input on how best to address areas where we have discretion on statute implementation. We expect to publish a
proposed and final rule that will target the clarification of Criterion 11 for scoring grant applications in this rule.
Currently, criterion 11 is unclear, and we will change it to reflect the consensus in meetings where we have worked to
arrive at better guidance for the section.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal, State, Tribal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Peter Barlow, Fish and Wildlife Administrator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Policy, Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: WSFR,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-2119,
FAX: 703 358-1705,
EMAIL: peter_barlow@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Island
Marble Butterfly

1018-BB96 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the island marble butterfly under the Endangered Species Act. This butterfly is
found in Washington State.  We will, if prudent and determinable, also propose to designate critical habitat for the
Island marble butterfly.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Nonessential Experimental Population of Red Wolves in North
Carolina

1018-BB98 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will propose to revise the designation for the nonessential experimental population of red wolves in North Carolina.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
ANPRM 05/23/2017 82 FR 23518

ANPRM Comment Period End 07/24/2017

NPRM 12/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Undetermined

FEDERALISM AFFECTED: Undetermined

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Subsistence Management Regulations for Public Lands in Alaska; Subsistence Taking of Fish; Cook Inlet Area

1018-BB99 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 3124

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 100; 36 CFR 242

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We plan to propose to revise the regulations for seasons, harvest limits, methods, and means for the subsistence
taking of fish in the Cook Inlet Area of Alaska. This action would also reorganize regulations addressing the Kenai
River specifically, in order to provide clarity for the public and allow the Federal Subsistence Board to correct
regulatory conflicts that have arisen based on recent rulemaking.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 08/00/2017

Final Action 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

208Page 141 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171018-BB99Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:
Forest Service, JOINT

AGENCY CONTACT:
Theo Matuskowitz, Office of Subsistence Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
MS 121, 1011 E. Tudor Road,
Anchorage, AK  99503-6199
PHONE: 907 786-3867,
FAX: 907 786-3898,
EMAIL: theo_matuskowitz@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Reclassifying the Kirtland's Warbler From Endangered to Threatened

1018-BC01 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will propose to reclassify the Kirtland’s warbler from endangered to threatened on the List of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife. This species is found in Michigan, Wisconsin, South Carolina, and Florida in the United States. It
is also found in Canada during the breeding season, and in the Bahamas during the winter period.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removing Gaura neomexicana ssp. coloradensis (Colorado Butterfly
Plant) From the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Plants

1018-BC02 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will propose to remove Oenothera coloradensis, currently listed as Gaura neomexicana ssp.
coloradensis and commonly known as Colorado butterfly plant, from the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened
Plants due to recovery.  This plant is found in Colorado, Nebraska, and Wyoming.  Accordingly, we also propose to
remove the designated critical habitat for this plant at 50 CFR 17.96(a).

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removing Water Howellia From the List of Endangered and
Threatened Plants

1018-BC03 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will propose to remove water howellia from the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Plants due to recovery
of the species.  This species is found in California, Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and Montana.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Civil Penalties; 2018 Inflation Adjustments for Civil Penalties

1018-BC05 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 470aa to 470mm; 16 U.S.C. 470aaa to 470aaa-11; 16 U.S.C. 668 to 668d; 16 U.S.C. 1361 to 1384; 16
U.S.C. 1401 to 1407; 16 U.S.C. 1531 to 1544; 16 U.S.C. 3371 to 3378; 16 U.S.C. 4201 to 4245; 16 U.S.C. 4901 to
4916; 16 U.S.C. 5201 to 5207; 16 U.S.C. 5301 to 5306; 18 U.S.C. 42 and 43; 25 U.S.C. 3001 to 3013; sec.107, Pub.
L. 114-74, 129 Stat. 599

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 11

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Statutory, 01/15/2018

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We are issuing a final rule, in accordance with the Federal Civil Penalties Inflation Adjustment Act Improvements Act
of 2015 (Inflation Adjustment Act) and Office of Management and Budget (OMB) guidance, to adjust for inflation the
statutory civil monetary penalties that may be assessed for violations of Service-administered statutes and their
implementing regulations. We are required to adjust civil monetary penalties annually for inflation according to a
formula specified in the Inflation Adjustment Act. This rule replaces the previously issued amounts with the updated
amounts after using the 2018 inflation adjustment multiplier provided in the OMB guidance.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
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INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Paul Beiriger, Special Agent in Charge,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
Branch of Investigations, Office of Law Enforcement,
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: OLE,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1949,
FAX: 703 358-1947,
EMAIL: paul_beiriger@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Subsistence Management Regulations for Public Lands in Alaska; 2019–20 and 2020–21 Subsistence Taking of Fish
and Shellfish Regulations

1018-BC06 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 3124

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 100; 36 CFR 242

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
FWS and the U.S. Forest Service (U.S. Department of Agriculture) will revise the regulations for seasons, harvest
limits, methods and means, and customary and traditional use for the subsistence taking of fish and shellfish during
the 2019-2021 regulatory seasons on Federal public lands in Alaska.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Theo Matuskowitz, Regulations Specialist, Office of Subsistence Management,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
MS 121,
1011 East Tudor Road,
Anchorage, AK  99503
PHONE: 907 786-3867,
FAX: 907 786-3898,
EMAIL: theo_matuskowitz@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
National Wildlife Refuge System; Refuge-Specific Hunting and Sport Fishing Regulations, 2018-2019

1018-BC07 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
5 U.S.C. 301; 16 U.S.C. 664; 16 U.S.C. 668dd to 668ee; 16 U.S.C. 715i

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 32

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We propose to make additions to refuge-specific regulations and expand hunting and fishing opportunities for the 2018
to 2019 hunting and sport fishing season. This action is part of an annual update for the National Wildlife Refuge
System that ensures adequate public notice of openings and changes. We operate hunting and fishing programs on
refuges to implement the National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act of 1997 directives to facilitate compatible
priority wildlife-dependent recreational opportunities. The benefits of these changes and openings are the
enhancement of conservation stewardship and outdoor recreation, and improvement of the management of game
species and their habitat.  Costs have been minimized through proper public notification and compliance to the
legislative authority and policy.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Undetermined

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
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INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Aaron Mize, Chief, Branch of Conservation Planning and Policy, National Wildlife Refuge System,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: NWRS,
Falls Church, VA  22041
PHONE: 703 358-2678,
EMAIL: aaron_mize@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removing Foskett Speckled Dace From the List of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife

1018-BC09 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will propose to remove Foskett speckled dace, found in Oregon, from the List of Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife due to recovery.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 11/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Undetermined

FEDERALISM AFFECTED: Undetermined

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Reclassifying Hawaiian Goose From Endangered to Threatened
With 4(d) Rule

1018-BC10 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will propose to reclassify the Hawaiian goose from endangered to threatened under the Endangered Species Act
(ESA).  We will also propose to establish regulations for the conservation of the species under section 4(d) of the ESA.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Undetermined

FEDERALISM AFFECTED: Undetermined

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Removing Interior Least Tern From the List of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife

1018-BC11 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will propose to remove the interior least tern from the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife due to recovery. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Don R. Morgan, Chief, Branch of Recovery and State Grants, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2444,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: don_morgan@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Depredation Orders for Double-Crested Cormorants; Removal of Regulations

1018-BC12 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 703 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 21.47 and 21.48

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
On May 25, 2016, the District Court for the District of Columbia ordered that both the Aquaculture Depredation Order
and the Public Resources Depredation Order for double-crested cormorants be vacated until the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service) performs a new and legally adequate environmental assessment or environmental impact statement
for national cormorant management orders in compliance with the requirements of the National Environmental Policy
Act.  The court concluded that the Service did not take careful enough consideration of the effects of the depredation
orders on cormorant populations and other affected resources (fisheries, vulnerable species, and habitats) and failed
to consider a range of reasonable alternatives in the remanded 2014 environmental assessment. Therefore, this rule
removes the regulations setting forth the provisions of the orders at 50 CFR 21.47 and 21.48.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Rule 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal, State, Tribal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:
Related to 1018-AI39;
Related to 1018-AW11;
Related to 1018-AX82

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Jerry E. Thompson, National Migratory Bird Permit Coordinator,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: MB,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2016,
FAX: 703 358-2217,
EMAIL: jerry_e_thompson@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation For the
Panama City Crayfish

1018-BC14 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Panama City crayfish under the Endangered Species Act. This crayfish is
found in Florida. We will also, if prudent and determinable, propose to designate critical habitat for the Panama City
crayfish.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determinations and Critical Habitat Designations for the
Florida Keys Mole Skink and the Cedar Key Mole Skink

1018-BC15 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Florida Keys mole skink and Cedar Key mole skink under the Endangered
Species Act. Both lizard species are found in Florida. We will also, if prudent and determinable, propose to designate
critical habitat for the Florida Keys mole skink and Cedar Key mole skink under the Endangered Species Act. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

208Page 165 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171018-BC15Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for Three
Southeast Darters

1018-BC16 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement for trispot darter and bridled darter.
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2018, Settlement agreement for holiday darter.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the holiday darter, trispot darter, and bridled darter under the Endangered
Species Act. These fish are found in Alabama, Georgia, and Tennessee. We will, if prudent and determinable, also
propose to designate critical habitat for the holiday darter, trispot darter, and bridled darter under the Endangered
Species Act. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Blackfin
Sucker

1018-BC20 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the blackfin sucker under the Endangered Species Act. The blackfin sucker is
a fish found in Kentucky. We will also, if prudent and determinable, propose to designate critical habitat for the blackfin
sucker under the Endangered Species Act. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the
Northern Rocky Mountains Distinct Population Segment of the Fisher

1018-BC24 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the northern Rocky Mountains distinct population segment (DPS) of the fisher
under the Endangered Species Act. The fisher DPS is found in Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming. We will, if prudent and
determinable, also propose to designate critical habitat for the northern Rocky Mountains (DPS) of the fisher under the
Endangered Species Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
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RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC26Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the White-
Tailed Prairie Dog

1018-BC26 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the white-tailed prairie dog under the Endangered Species Act. The white-
tailed prairie dog is found in Wyoming, Colorado, Utah, and Montana. We will, if prudent and determinable, also
propose to designate critical habitat for the white-tailed prairie dog under the Endangered Species Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determinations and Critical Habitat Designations for the
Carolina Madtom and Neuse River Waterdog

1018-BC28 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Carolina madtom and Neuse River waterdog under the Endangered
Species Act. The Carolina madtom is a fish, and the Neuse River waterdog is a newt. Both species are found only in
North Carolina. We will also, if prudent and determinable, propose to designate critical habitat for the Carolina madtom
and Neuse River waterdog under the Endangered Species Act. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC32Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Eastern
Population of the Boreal Toad

1018-BC32 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the eastern population of the boreal toad under the Endangered Species Act.
The eastern population of the boreal toad is found in Colorado, Idaho, New Mexico, Nevada, Utah, and Wyoming. We
will also, if prudent and determinable, propose to designate critical habitat for the boreal toad under the Endangered
Species Act. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC34Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the
Wright's Marsh Thistle

1018-BC34 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Wright’s marsh thistle under the Endangered Species Act. This plant
species is found in Arizona and New Mexico. We will also, if prudent and determinable, propose to designate critical
habitat for the Wright’s marsh thistle under the Endangered Species Act. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 08/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC36Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Oregon
Cascades-California Population of the Black-Backed Woodpecker

1018-BC36 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Oregon Cascades-California population of the black-backed woodpecker
under the Endangered Species Act. This population is found in California, North Dakota, and Oregon. We will, if
prudent and determinable, also propose to designate critical habitat for the Oregon Cascades-California population of
the black-backed woodpecker under the Endangered Species Act. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
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AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC38Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Pacific
Walrus

1018-BC38 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Pacific walrus under the Endangered Species Act. This species is found in
Alaska. We will, if prudent and determinable, also propose to designate critical habitat for the Pacific walrus under the
Endangered Species Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC40Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for Bicknell's
Thrush

1018-BC40 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for Bicknell’s thrush under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). This migratory
songbird is found in the northeastern United States. We will, if prudent and determinable, also propose to designate
critical habitat for Bicknell’s thrush under the ESA. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC42Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Big
Blue Springs Cave Crayfish

1018-BC42 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Big Blue Springs cave crayfish under the Endangered Species Act. This
species is found in Florida. We will also, if prudent and determinable, propose to designate critical habitat for this
species under the Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov

208Page 188 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171018-BC44Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Candy
Darter

1018-BC44 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the candy darter under the Endangered Species Act. This fish species is found
in Virginia and West Virginia. We will, if prudent and determinable, also propose to designate critical habitat for the
candy darter under the Endangered Species Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC46Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for Barbour's
Map Turtle

1018-BC46 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 09/30/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for Barbour’s map turtle under the Endangered Species Act. This turtle is found in
Alabama, Florida, and Georgia. We will, if prudent and determinable, also propose to designate critical habitat for
Barbour’s map turtle under the Endangered Species Act. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC50Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determinations and Critical Habitat Designations for 14
Southern Nevada Springsnails

1018-BC50 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make listing determinations for 14 species of springsnails under the Endangered Species Act. These snails are
found in Nevada and Utah. We will, if prudent and determinable, also propose to designate critical habitat for 14
species of springsnails under the Endangered Species Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED: Undetermined

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the
Barren's Topminnow

1018-BC52 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 12/31/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Barren’s topminnow under the Endangered Species Act. This fish species
is found in Tennessee. We will, if prudent and determinable, also propose to designate critical habitat for the Barren’s
topminnow under the Endangered Species Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC54Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Technical Correction of Taxonomy and Nomenclature for the
Orangutan

1018-BC54 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We are updating the List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife in accordance with the Endangered Species Act, by
making taxonomic corrections to scientific name as well as to other information on the List, for the orangutan, which
occurs primarily in Indonesia and Malaysia. The taxonomic corrections involve no substantive changes to the List, or
to any applicable regulations.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Janine M. Van Norman, Chief, Branch of Foreign Species, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2370,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: janine_vannorman@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC56Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Tinian
Monarch

1018-BC56 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Tinian monarch under the Endangered Species Act. This bird species is
found in the Northern Mariana Islands. We will, if deemed prudent and determinable, also propose to designate critical
habitat for the Tinian monarch. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC56Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC57Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Hermes
Copper Butterfly

1018-BC57 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Hermes copper butterfly under the Endangered Species Act. This butterfly
is found in California, and is currently a candidate for listing under the Endangered Species Act. We will, if prudent and
determinable, also propose to designate critical habitat for the Hermes copper butterfly under the Endangered Species
Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC57Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC59Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the San
Joaquin Valley Giant Flower-Loving Fly

1018-BC59 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Judicial, 12/31/2017, Settlement agreement.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the San Joaquin Valley giant flower-loving fly under the Endangered Species
Act. This insect species is found in California. We will, if prudent and determinable, also propose to designate critical
habitat for the San Joaquin Valley giant flower-loving fly under the Endangered Species Act. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

208Page 203 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171018-BC59Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC62Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Listing Determination and Critical Habitat Designation for the Sierra
Nevada Red Fox

1018-BC62 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
We will make a listing determination for the Sierra Nevada red fox under the Endangered Species Act. This fox is
found in California. We will, if deemed prudent and determinable, also propose to designate critical habitat for the
Sierra Nevada red fox found in California.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: Undetermined

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Federal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC62Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Sarah Quamme, Chief, Unified Listing Team, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
PHONE: 703 358-1796,
FAX: 703 358-1800,
EMAIL: sarah_quamme@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC64Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Technical Correction for the Tonkin Snub-Nosed Monkey

1018-BC64 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
50 CFR 17

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rulemaking would make a non-substantive, technical correction to regulations pertaining to threatened primates to
remove the Tonkin snub-nosed monkey, a species in Vietnam, as this species is now listed as endangered.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171018-BC64Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Janine M. Van Norman, Chief, Branch of Foreign Species, Ecological Services Program,
Department of the Interior, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
5275 Leesburg Pike,
MS: ES,
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808
PHONE: 703 358-2370,
FAX: 703 358-1735,
EMAIL: janine_vannorman@fws.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171024-AD93Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Glen Canyon National Recreation Area--Off-Road Vehicle Use

1024-AD93 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
54 U.S.C. 100101; 54 U.S.C. 100301; 54 U.S.C. 100302; 54 U.S.C. 100751; 54 U.S.C. 100752; 54 U.S.C. 100753; 54
U.S.C. 102101; 54 U.S.C. 320102

CFR CITATION:
36 CFR 7

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
The rule would authorize off-road vehicle use, designate routes and areas, and establish criteria for operations of off-
road vehicles.  This rule is required by the terms of a 2008 court-approved settlement agreement between the NPS
and environmental groups.  If this rule is not issued, the plaintiffs could re-litigate their claims and a court could require
the NPS to stop all off-road vehicle use at the Recreation Area.

# STATEMENT OF NEED:
This rule is required by the terms of a 2008 court-approved settlement agreement between the NPS and
environmental groups.  If this rule is not issued, the plaintiffs could re-litigate the NPS to stop all off-road vehicle use at
the Recreation Area.

# SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

# ALTERNATIVES:

# ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

# RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 10/00/2017

Final Action 09/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Local, State

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
John Calhoun, Regulations Program Specialist,
Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 208-2862,
EMAIL: john_calhoun@nps.gov

12Page 2 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171024-AE03Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Fire Island National Seashore--Off-Road Vehicle Use

1024-AE03 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
54 U.S.C. 100101; 54 U.S.C. 100301; 54 U.S.C. 100302; 54 U.S.C. 100751; 54 U.S.C. 100752; 54 U.S.C. 100753; 54
U.S.C. 102101; 54 U.S.C. 320102

CFR CITATION:
36 CFR 7

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule would define terms, designate driving routes, and driving conditions and would establish permit conditions for
using off-road vehicles.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171024-AE03Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:
http://

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
John Calhoun, Regulations Program Specialist,
Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 208-2862,
EMAIL: john_calhoun@nps.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171024-AE19Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act Regulations Revision

1024-AE19 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
25 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.

CFR CITATION:
43 CFR 10

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule would revise the full set of Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) regulations to
streamline requirements for museums and Federal agencies. The rule would describe the NAGPRA process in
accessible language with clear time parameters, eliminate ambiguity, and clarify terms.
 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 04/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171024-AE19Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
David Tarler, Training, Civil Enforcement, and Regulations,
Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
National NAGPRA Program,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 354-2108,
EMAIL: david_tarler@nps.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171024-AE24Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Cape Lookout National Seashore; Off-Road Vehicle Management

1024-AE24 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
54 U.S.C. 100101; 54 U.S.C. 100301; 54 U.S.C. 100302; 54 U.S.C. 100751; 54 U.S.C. 100752; 54 U.S.C. 100753; 54
U.S.C. 102101; 54 U.S.C. 320102

CFR CITATION:
36 CFR 7

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule would allow for adaptive management of off-road vehicle (ORV) use at Cape Lookout National Seashore to
protect and preserve natural and cultural resources and provide a variety of visitor experiences while minimizing
conflicts among user groups. The rule would also designate routes and establish ORV operational requirements and
restrictions.  This rule is required by the terms of a 2008 court-approved settlement agreement between the NPS and
environmental groups. If this rule is not issued, the plaintiffs could re-litigate their claims and a court could require the
NPS to stop all off-road vehicle use at the Seashore.

# STATEMENT OF NEED:
This rule is required by the terms of a 2008 court-approved settlement agreement between the NPS and
environmental groups.  If this rule is not issued, the plaintiffs could re-litigate their claims and a court could require the
NPS to stop all off-road vehicle use at the Seashore.

# SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

# ALTERNATIVES:

# ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

# RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/18/2015 80 FR 79013

NPRM Comment Period End 02/16/2016

Final Action 10/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No
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# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
John Calhoun, Regulations Program Specialist,
Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 208-2862,
EMAIL: john_calhoun@nps.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171024-AE31Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Rocky Mountain National Park--Bicycling

1024-AE31 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
54 U.S.C. 100101; 54 U.S.C. 100751; 54 U.S.C. 320102

CFR CITATION:
36 CFR 7.7

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule would authorize and allow for management of bicycling on a 2-mile segment of the East Shore trail
within Rocky Mountain National Park. The rule is necessary because the National Park Service general regulation at
36 CFR 4.30 requires promulgation of a special regulation to authorize bicycling on trails outside of developed areas. 

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 12/01/2015 80 FR 75022

NPRM Comment Period End 02/01/2016

Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

12Page 9 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
John Calhoun, Regulations Program Specialist,
Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 208-2862,
EMAIL: john_calhoun@nps.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171024-AE32Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Free Distribution of Other Message Bearing Items in NPS Units Nationwide

1024-AE32 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
54 U.S.C. 100101; 54 U.S.C. 100751; 54 U.S.C. 320102

CFR CITATION:
36 CFR 2.52

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule would allow the free distribution of message-bearing items that do not meet the definition of "printed matter"
in existing regulations, as long as the activity occurs in areas designated as available for First Amendment activities.
 Examples include readable electronic media; clothing and accessories; buttons; pins; and bumper stickers.  

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 10/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
John Calhoun, Regulations Program Specialist,
Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 208-2862,
EMAIL: john_calhoun@nps.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171006-AA56Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Use of Reclamation Land, Facilities, and Waterbodies

1006-AA56 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Not Yet Determined

CFR CITATION:
43 CFR 429

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This proposed rule will be a minor amendment to 43 CFR part 429. The proposed revisions to 43 CFR part 429 will
bring it into compatibility with the requirements of 43 CFR part 5, Commercial Filming and Similar Projects and Still
Photography on Certain Areas Under Department Jurisdiction.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2018

Final Action 12/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171006-AA56Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Jill Nagode, Regulatory Contact/ Bureau of Reclamation,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,
Denver Federal Center,
P.O. Box 25007,
Building 67,
Denver, CO  80225
PHONE: 303 445-2055,
EMAIL: jnagode@usbr.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171028-AA06Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Removal of Regulations Governing the Water-Resources Research Program and the Water-Resources Technology
Development Program

1028-AA06 (Final Rule Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
42 U.S.C. 10303

CFR CITATION:
30 CFR 402

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
The United States Geological Survey is eliminating part 402 of 30 CFR as mandated by Executive Order 12866
because the programs described in the regulations no longer exist, and regulations in this part are, therefore, no
longer necessary.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
Final Action 11/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171028-AA06Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Earl Greene, Hydrologist,
Department of the Interior, Geological Survey,
Water Mission Area,
5522 Research Park Drive,
Baltimore, MD  21228
PHONE: 443 498-5505,
EMAIL: eagreene@usgs.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF13Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Adequate Yearly Progress/Accountability

1076-AF13 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Pub. L. 107-110; 115 Stat. 1425

CFR CITATION:
25 CFR 30

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule will allow the Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) to follow a uniform accountability system of academic
standards, assessments, and adequate yearly progress calculation for BIE-funded schools, rather than the current
system of using 23 States' accountability systems.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 07/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF13Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Elizabeth Appel, Director, Office of Regulatory Affairs,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 273-4680,
EMAIL: elizabeth.appel@bia.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF17Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Management and Administration of Osage Mineral Estate

1076-AF17 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
sec. 3, 34 Stat. 543; secs. 1, 2, 45 Stat. 1478; sec. 3, 52 Stat. 1034; sec. 2(a), 92 Stat.1660

CFR CITATION:
25 CFR 226

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
In 2011, the United States and the Osage Nation signed a settlement agreement covering management of the Osage
Nation's oil and gas mineral estate. As a result of settlement negotiations, the parties agreed to a negotiated
rulemaking to revise the relevant regulations.  The final rule published in May 2015, but because of a court order and
remand the rule never became effective.  This proposed rule would revise the regulations governing leasing Osage
reservation lands for oil and gas mining.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 08/28/2013 78 FR 53083

NPRM Comment Period End 10/28/2013

Final Action 05/11/2015 80 FR 26994

Final Action Effective 07/10/2015

Final Rule--Correction to CFR 06/17/2016 81 FR 39572

NPRM 11/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Tribal

12Page 3 of
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF17Agenda Review Report

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://www.bia.gov/whoweare/as-ia/orm/25CFR226

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Robert Impson, Eastern Oklahoma Area Director,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Suite 700,
545 Marriott Drive,
Nashville, TN  37214
PHONE: 918 781-4600
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF24Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Education Contracts Under the Johnson-O'Malley Act

1076-AF24 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
25 U.S.C. 455 to 457

CFR CITATION:
25 CFR 273

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule would correct section 273.12 of the regulations regarding when students are eligible for benefits by deleting
the requirement for Indian students to have 1/4 or more degree of Indian blood.  Deletion of this requirement is
consistent with past practice and court order.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 01/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Tribal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF24Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Elizabeth Appel, Director, Office of Regulatory Affairs,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 273-4680,
EMAIL: elizabeth.appel@bia.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF30Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Indian Trader Regulations

1076-AF30 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
sec. 5, 19 Stat. 200, sec. 1, 31 Stat. 1066 as amended; 25 U.S.C. 2; 25 U.S.C. 9; 25 U.S.C. 261 and 262; 94 Stat.
544; 18 U.S.C. 437; 5 U.S.C. 301

CFR CITATION:
25 CFR 140

LEGAL DEADLINE:
NPRM, Statutory, 03/31/2016

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule would update regulations that were promulgated in 1957, and have not been updated since, to replace the
outdated and currently unused system for licensing Indian traders.  

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
ANPRM 12/09/2016 81 FR 89015

ANPRM Comment Period End 04/10/2017

NPRM 03/00/2018

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF30Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://www.bia.gov/whoweare/as-ia/orm/25CFR140

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Elizabeth Appel, Director, Office of Regulatory Affairs,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 273-4680,
EMAIL: elizabeth.appel@bia.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF31Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Indian Electric Power Utilities

1076-AF31 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Info./Admin./Other

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
5 U.S.C. 301; sec. 2, 49 Stat.1039 to 1040; 54 Stat. 422; sec. 5, 43 Stat. 475 to 476; 45 Stat. 210 to 211; sec. 7, 62
Stat. 273

CFR CITATION:
25 CFR 175

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule updates regulations promulgated in 1991, to rewrite the provisions in plain language.  Currently, no
substantive changes are anticipated.  This rule affects only three facilities serving six tribes: Colorado River; Mission
Valley; and San Carlos Apache.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Undetermined

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF31Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:
http://www.bia.gov/whoweare/as-ia/orm/epu

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Elizabeth Appel, Director, Office of Regulatory Affairs,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 273-4680,
EMAIL: elizabeth.appel@bia.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF36Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Off-Reservation Trust Acquisitions and Action on Trust Acquisition Requests

1076-AF36 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

Major status under 5 USC 801 is undetermined

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
R.S. 161: 5 U.S.C. 301; 46 Stat. 1106, as amended; 46 Stat. 1471, as amended; 70 Stat. 290, as amended; 70 Stat.
626; 75 Stat. 505; 77 Stat. 349; 78 Stat. 389 and 747; 82 Stat. 174, as amended; 82 Stat. 884; 84 Stat. 120 and 1874;
86 Stat. 216, 530 and 744; 88 Stat. 78, 81, 1716, 2203, and 2207; 25 U.S.C. 2, 9, 409a, 450h, 451, 464 to 465, 487 to
489, 501 to 502, 573 to 574, 576, 608, 608a, 610, 610a, 622, 624, 640d-10, 1466, and 1495; Other authorizing acts;
48 Stat. 985, as amended; 49 Stat. 1967, as amended; 53 Stat. 1129; 63 Stat. 605; 69 Stat. 392, as amended; ...

CFR CITATION:
25 CFR 151.11; 25 CFR 151.12

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule revises existing regulations governing off-reservation trust acquisitions to establish new items that must be
included in an application and threshold criteria that must be met for off-reservation acquisitions before National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance will be required.  The rule will also reinstate the 30-day delay for taking
land into trust following a decision by the Secretary or Assistant Secretary.  

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED: No

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: Tribal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

# ENERGY AFFECTED: No

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No
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Date: 08/23/20171076-AF36Agenda Review Report

USER SORT CODES:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Elizabeth Appel, Director, Office of Regulatory Affairs,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 273-4680,
EMAIL: elizabeth.appel@bia.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171012-AA20Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Repeal of Consolidated Federal Oil & Gas and Federal & Indian Coal Valuation Reform Rule

1012-AA20 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Other Significant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Not Yet Determined

CFR CITATION:
30 CFR 1202; 30 CFR 1206

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This Notice of Proposed Rulemaking will seek public comment on the potential repeal of the Consolidated Federal Oil
& Gas and Federal & Indian Coal Valuation Reform Rule before first royalty reporting is due under that rule. It is
necessary to reduce the regulatory uncertainty and burden of changes to oil, gas, and coal royalty valuation. Only a
new rulemaking or Congressional action can repeal the rule.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 04/04/2017 82 FR 16323

NPRM Comment Period End 05/04/2017

Final Action 09/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: State, Tribal

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED: Undetermined

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

4Page 1 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171012-AA20Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Latell Armand Southall, Regulatory Specialist,
Department of the Interior, Office of Natural Resources Revenue,
MS 64400B,
P.O. Box 25165,
Denver, CO  80225-0165
PHONE: 303 231-3221,
FAX: 303 231-3362,
EMAIL: armand.southall@onrr.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171012-AA21Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Federal Oil and Gas and Federal and Indian Coal Valuation

1012-AA21 (Proposed Rule
Stage)

# Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Not Yet Determined

CFR CITATION:
30 CFR 1206

LEGAL DEADLINE: None
None

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) will seek public comments regarding the need to update the
existing Federal oil and gas and Federal and Indian coal royalty valuation rules.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
ANPRM 04/04/2017 82 FR 16325

ANPRM Comment Period End 05/04/2017

NPRM 10/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: State, Tribal

FEDERALISM AFFECTED: Undetermined

ENERGY AFFECTED: Undetermined

INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:

4Page 3 of

* - Missing data
# - Will not print in agenda



Date: 08/23/20171012-AA21Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Mike DeBerard, Supervisory Minerals Revenue Specialist,
Department of the Interior, Office of Natural Resources Revenue,
Denver Federal Center,
6th Avenue and Kipling Street, Building 53,
PO Box 25165,
Denver, CO  80225
PHONE: 303 231-3884,
EMAIL: michael.deberard@onrr.gov
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Date: 08/23/20171093-AA20Agenda Review Report

RIN:

TITLE:
Appraisals and Valuations of Indian Land

1093-AA20 (No Stage) # Paper Print: No

# REGULATORY PLAN: No

PRIORITY: Substantive, Nonsignificant

# UNFUNDED MANDATES: No

# MAJOR: No

LEGAL AUTHORITY:
Pub. L. 114-178

CFR CITATION:
43 CFR 100

LEGAL DEADLINE:
Final, Statutory, 06/22/2017, Pub. L. 114-178 sec. 305.

OVERALL DESCRIPTION OF DEADLINE:

ABSTRACT:
This rule establishes the minimum qualifications for individuals to prepare appraisals and valuations of Indian trust
property and allows an appraisal or valuation by a qualified person to be considered final without being reviewed or
approved by Interior. This rule is necessary to implement provisions of the Indian Trust Asset Form Act.

STATEMENT OF NEED:

SUMMARY OF LEGAL BASIS:

ALTERNATIVES:

ANTICIPATED COSTS AND BENEFITS:

RISKS:

TIMETABLE:
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 09/22/2016 81 FR 105319

NPRM Comment Period End 11/21/2016

Final Rule 06/00/2017

REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS REQUIRED: No

# SMALL ENTITIES AFFECTED:
GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED: None

# FEDERALISM AFFECTED: No

ENERGY AFFECTED:
INTERNATIONAL IMPACTS: No

USER SORT CODES:
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Date: 08/23/20171093-AA20Agenda Review Report

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

URL FOR MORE INFORMATION:

URL FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS:

RELATED RIN:

RELATED AGENCY:

AGENCY CONTACT:
Elizabeth Appel, Director, Office of Regulatory Affairs,
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs,
1849 C Street NW.,
Washington, DC  20240
PHONE: 202 273-4680,
EMAIL: elizabeth.appel@bia.gov
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Regulatory Reform 
Comment Summary Reports 

 
ACTION ITEM 
 
DOI bureaus must submit Comment Summary Reports through their Directors to their Assistant 
Secretaries no later than the first of each month. Reports will provide information about 
comments received in the previous month, using the 25th as a cut-off date. 
 

Comment Period Comment Summary Reports 
Due to Assistant Secretary 

November 26 – December 25 January 1  

December 26 – January 25 February 1 

January 26 – February 25 March 1 

February 26 – March 25 April 1 

March 26 – April 25 May 1 

April 26 – May 25 June 1 

May 26 – June 25 July 1 

June 26 – July 25 August 1 

July 26 – August 25** September 1 

August 26 – September 25 October 1 

September 26 – October 25 November 1 

October 26 – November 25 December 1 
  
** In 2017, this comment period is shorter and runs from August 9 –August 25 because 
summaries had already been created for comments received through August 8, 2017. In 2018, 
the normal comment period will resume as identified in the table.  
 
Meeting this schedule will allow the Assistant Secretaries to review the Reports before the 
monthly Regulatory Reform Task Force meetings that are held during the first week of each 
month.  
 
Regulatory contacts at each bureau are encouraged to streamline review processes – wherever 
possible – within the bureau such that the Reports will be approved by the bureau’s Director in 
time for delivery to the Assistant Secretary by the first of each month.  
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INSTRUCTIONS 
 
1. Review the comments received for your bureau in www.regulations.gov and complete the 

“Comment Summary Template” (see below) for each comment. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

2. Compile all of the comment summaries (including all of the information in the template) into 
a Comment Summary Report.  

 
3. Move the Report through your bureaus for approval by the Director in time to submit the 

Report to the Assistant Secretary by the first of each month (see schedule on previous page). 
 
Note on Other DOI Bureaus and Offices:   
 
The public can choose to specify the following DOI bureaus when submitting a comment: IA, 
BLM, BOEM, BOR, BSEE, NPS, OSMRE, FWS, and USGS.  There is a catch-all category in 
www.regulations.gov that allows the public to comment on “Other Interior agencies and offices.” 
The Exec Sec will review comments submitted to this “Other” category and assign them to the 
appropriate DOI offices and bureaus on a rolling basis to be summarized and send to the 
Assistant Secretary for approval in accordance with these instructions.  
  

To find comments specific to your bureau, go to www.regulations.gov and: 

a) Enter this Docket No. in the “Search” box:  DOI-2017-0003. 

b) In left margin, under “Document Type” unclick all boxes except “Public Submissions” 
so that only “Public Submissions” is checked. 

c) In the upper right-hand corner, in the “Sort by” drop-down, sort by “Title (A-Z)” or 
“Title (Z-A)”. 

d) The documents specific to your bureau are titled with your bureau’s acronym and 
assigned sequential numbers for tracking.**  

e) Look for the comments received during the comment period of review (e.g. February 
26 – March 25) and summarize them using the template below.  

** If your bureau does not have any comments for the review period, you do not 
need to submit a Comment Summary Report for that period but please inform your 
Assistant Secretary that no comments were received. 
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[TEMPLATE] 

COMMENT SUMMARY REPORT 

Bureau:   

Number of Comments Received This Period: [After you have sorted for your bureau’s comments 
on www.regulations.gov using the instructions above, click on each comment and then click on 
“Show More Details” under the Document Information heading on the right side of the screen. 
This will reveal the date the comment was received.] 

Total Number of Comments Received: [The comments are titled in www.regulations.gov using 
sequential numbers so the total number of comments can be easily determined.] 

Comment Summaries: 

[Provide this information  for each comment received] 

• Commenter: [If many comments or form letters were received on a topic, please specify that 
here. If the comment is from an individual, note that in the following manner: “Individual 
(LAST NAME, FIRST NAME)”] 

o ID: [This is a unique identifier assigned by www.regulations.gov and can be viewed 
when you click on the comment. E.g., ID: DOI-2017-0003-0055] 

o RE: [Describe the topic covered by the comment in a few words] 

o Summary: [Briefly explain the issues raised in the comment] 

o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment: [Identify other bureaus addressed in the 
comment and briefly explain how they are addressed]. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [Briefly explain what the bureau recommends as 
an appropriate action to address the comment. Examples may include – but are not 
limited to – the following actions: 

 consider preparing a formal response  

 consider initiating a review of the pertinent regulations 

 consider working with other affected bureaus to determine an appropriate action 

 likely no action needed – comment is too vague to warrant a response.] 
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Comment Summaries 
 Needing Recommended Dispositions 

 
Comments Received from June 22 – August 8 

 
INSTRUCTIONS:   
 

1. Add recommended dispositions for the comment summaries below for your bureau. 

2. Include the comment summaries for your bureau in the Comment Summary Report that is 
due to the Assistant Secretary on September1 .  

 
BIA, IA, BIE 
 

● National Federation of Independent Businesses (NFIB): 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0013   

o 25 CFR 140 (Licensed Indian Traders).  Revise to reduce or eliminate the Department’s 
imposition in Indian Country of licensing requirements, government price controls, and 
government product controls. Require any person desiring to trade in Indian country to 
provide BIA with their Federal tax identification number, among other information, and 
allow BIA revocation of licenses.  

o 25 CFR 140 (Licensed Indian Traders).  Recommend to Congress the repeal of the Indian 
Trader statutes. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
  

● Anonymous:   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0014 

o Review any regulations that interact or overlap with the Dept. of Education or Dept. of 
Health Human Services on Indian Education and health to cooperate and reorganize. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT]  
   

● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0023 
RE:  Taking land into trust in Alaska 

o Reconsider the practice of taking Alaska Native land into trust.  The Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) extinguished all aboriginal claims to Alaska land and 
transferred money and land to Alaska Native Corporations.   

o For political reasons, based on strained interpretations of laws prior to ANCSA, etc., the 
Obama Administration allowed land to be taken into trust in Alaska.   
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o The initial application (Craig Tribal Association) is small, but what happens when 
applications start coming for larger communities and business ventures start materializing 
on trust land and obtain significant economic advantages from the trust status? This will 
lead to disparate economic consequences. 

o Failure to follow ANCSA expands the already confusing land management system in 
Alaska. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Eliot, Bruce) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0031 
RE:  Tribal reservations 

o We are experiences Tribal abuse and overreach both locally and statewide in 
Washington. 

o The continued maintenance of the Tribal reservation system is an anachronism and failed 
social experiment.  We are faced with the dilemma of “what is an Indian,” only 20 % 
reside on reservations, and those who choose to remain wards of the government are 
more harmed than benefitted.  

o One local Tribal leader publicly says he wants to control all of Skagit Co. and return it to 
pre-European settlement status.  

o County residents are taxed without representation, hundreds of county property owners 
are denied the right to drill wells for personal water consumption under the state-enforced 
“in-stream flow rule” and local farmers are denied irrigation water.   

o There are concerns as to the concept of Tribal sovereignty, the validity of treaties, and 
“means test” of tribes with successful casinos.  

o Where is all of SITC’s money going when they have a successful casino and enterprises 
but their Tribal members still live in squalor?  

o Convert Tribal reservations to Tribal corporations to level the playing field and turn 
reservation lands over to Tribes and nullify existing treaties.  This would get the 
government out of the “welfare” business. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Whiteley, William) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0040 
RE:  Indian Reorganization Act of 1934 

o The Indian Reorganization Act of 1934 violated the Isaac Stevens Treaties and the U.S. 
Constitution by re-creating Tribal governments.  The 1934 Act is the root of all evil in the 
Indian policy of this country.  The only solution is to retreat to the Constitutional and 
treaty requirements in effect before this drastic Act was passed. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Roberts, Richards) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0041 
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RE:  Effect of Tribes on property value 
o I own property near Indian country and a casino and in 14 years, my property value has 

declined almost 40% because: 
▪ Indian netting of walleyes on lake areas causing closure of walleye season for 

two years; 
▪ Giving Indians open seasons for taking fish and game year-round; 
▪ Indian and federal policy trying to establish a new reservation where one does 

not exist; 
▪ Crime, Native gang, and ongoing drug problems spilling outside the reservation; 
▪ Increased property taxes; 
▪ Tribe buying up properties and posting them “no trespassing;” 
▪ Tribe obtaining land into trust and removing it from local tax rolls; 
▪ Tribe is a major contributor to a local political party; 
▪ Federal policy allows the Tribe to control many of the State of Minnesota DNR 

decisions.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Individual (Anonymous, Jon) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0055 
RE:  Tribes 

o Alleviate unnecessary burdens placed on the American people with regard to Tribal 
governments and stop the expansion, recognition of Tribal governments.  End these old 
laws that financially rob the American people. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Mant, RE) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0056 
RE:  Tribes 

o “I don’t know exactly how much we can profitably say about Indian politics before 
Europeans started displacing them, but it appears to have been one of live and let live, so 
arguments about possessiveness are somewhat moot to begin with.” 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Willman, Elaine) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0057 
RE:  Indian Reorganization Act of 1934 

o The Indian Reorganization Act (IRA) is the backbone of federal Indian policy and has 
been extended, expanded, and abused beyond the original intent of Congress. It is as if a 
mother gives the oldest son (Natives) preferential treatment because the second-born son 
(non-Natives) came later. 
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o There is no tribal sovereignty recognized in the U.S. Constitution, but such sovereignty 
has acquired a power beyond States and individuals.  States have continually relinquished 
their State authority in deference to Tribes.   

o Tribes may directly finance political parties and candidates, non-Native governments 
may not.  Tribes’ businesses are tax-exempt, non-Native businesses are taxed to the max.  
Tribal members can hold elected office anywhere, passing laws that apply to non-Natives 
but not Tribal members.  Tribes have priority over most of the river and water systems 
because they were here first and the non-Native’s needs don’t matter.   

o Federal Indian policy requires perpetual debt and shame for all who came second.  
o The Federal government should recognize that all ethnic cultures in our country choose to 

preserve their history and traditions out of genuine love and respect for their ancestry. 
They do not demand or require payment from the Federal government to do so.  It should 
no longer be the burden of every American taxpayer of many backgrounds to remain 
indentured servants to fund one ethnicity.  We are all Americans and Indians have been 
citizens since 1924.  We are either equal or not. 

o REPEAL THE IRA OF 1934 TO RESTORE ONE NATION UNDER GOD. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Individual (Conger, George) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0058 
RE:  Tribes in Washington State 

o End the lack of fee simple ownership of supposed reservation land of certain Tribes in 
Washington State and their dependence on the Federal Government once and for all.  
Enact a law that gives Tribes fee simple ownership of the lands in the Elliott Bay Treaties 
excluding certain lands and end so-called trust benefits.   

o This would benefit Tribes and those around the “reservations” by ending Federal 
subsidies, eliminating differences in legal treatment of criminal and civil crimes and 
Indian corporations, nullifying the Grey Wolf decision of the 9th Circuit, and giving 
Tribal corporations and citizens exactly the same rights as all other citizens. 

o The current situation creates about five different types of “citizenship” in the areas in and 
around the reservations. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Dawson, Marlene) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0059 
RE:  Tribes in Washington State 

o The Lummi Business Council (LIBC) in Washington State rejected the Indian 
Reorganization Act (IRA).  There was no intent, per Indian Claims Commission findings, 
to support tribalism for this group or other Point Elliot reservations.  None of the four 
reservations were placed into trust according to SOL Opinion M-36181. 

o The intent of the IRA was to help support tribes where they continued to exist, but none 
of these reservations qualify.  One cannot “restore” to something that which it never was.   
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o Stanley Speaks [Regional BIA Director] communicated to LIBC that Interior wanted to 
delete from their Tribal constitution any Interior oversight so Interior would not be held 
accountable for overreach by Tribal leadership.  Instead, individuals and non-Indians 
must address the overreach.  Interior’s “covering” for these Indian groups, which don’t 
qualify for putting lands into trust or governmental authority must be corrected. 

o I sued to address a 5% utility tax adopted by LIBC in the early 1980’s on any business on 
the Lummi reservation, which is rolled over to the individual rate payer.  The Tribal 
judge ruled that he could not determine jurisdiction and that I would have to go to Federal 
court, but I had no intention of paying those costs.  Interior must correct abuse of what 
are intended to be only “communities” of Indians.  The treaties never intended them to 
have “governmental” authorities related to taxing, zoning, etc. 

o I was told that LIBC is federally recognized, but this analysis is wrong.  Instead it is the 
acceptance of land into trust that affirms tribal governmental authority.  To this end, trust 
lands are being created out of thin air for these groups with no valid standing.  

o Correct the record for what Indian groups qualify for the IRA.  Make clear for the people 
residing within the historic public domain reservations and for the city and county 
governments that surround these Indian communities.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Montonye, James) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0060 
RE:  Tribes in Washington State 

o There should be uniform State enforcement of fishing.  
o Tribes and their untaxed casinos provide undisclosed campaign contributions creating 

politicians unwilling to discuss issues related to water adjudications and fish.  
o Timeline included.  Highlights are:  Treaty of Point Elliott was a cession treaty in which 

the 22 Indian groups assigned to the four reservations ceded all rights to those 
reservations.  In 1934, the Indian Reorganization Act (IRA) restored to “trust” some 
reservations.  Lummis rejected the Act and the Nooksacks didn’t qualify.  Generic IRA 
tribal constitutions were inappropriately given out to others in our region. The Indian 
Claims Commission established that the remaining groups were not tribes, but BIA 
persists in treating them as tribes.  

o Salish tribes integrate into commodity communities, meaning salmon for cash.   
o Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife should have power over all fishing, water 

rights, and taxation.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

BLM 
 

● Anonymous  
● ID: DOI-2017-0003-0012  
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o 43 CFR part 2800 (Rights-of-Way under FLPMA). A flood-control-district official in 
Arizona wants the BLM to expedite lease applications for public-safety communications 
equipment installed on Federal lands.  Commenter has had two lease applications for 
environmental monitoring stations pending in local BLM field office since late 2015 and 
was recently told it could take another 2 years to get them approved. (Doc ID: DOI-2017-
0003-0012) 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0023 
RE:  43 CFR part 1600 (Planning, Programming, Budgeting) 

o The BLM should reduce or restrict the number of, or stop expanding, Areas of 
Environmental Concern (ACECs) in Alaska. ACECs are de facto withdrawals that violate 
the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act. They have a negative effect on the 
economic value of mineral deposits in the ACEC and in adjacent lands.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Keener, Jeff) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0024 
RE:  43 CFR part 3800 (Mining Claims Under the General Mining Laws)  

o Family-scale mining operations in Alaska are being wiped out by BLM regulations. Since 
2009, BLM has required supplemental questionnaires to the standard Plan of Operations 
submittal, which are cumbersome for operators. These should be eliminated. Also, there 
should be a time limit, for example, 30 days for the agency to respond to an initial Plan of 
Operations for Small-Scale mining, 15 days to respond to an amendment to an approved 
Plan. The U.S. Bureau of Mines should be re-instated to help miners.  

o Reinstate the public’s ability to apply for patent to mineral locations.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● American Petroleum Institute 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0043 
RE:  40 CFR part 1506 (Other requirements of NEPA; Agency responsibility), 43 CFR 3162.3-1 
(Conduct of operations), 43 CFR part 3000 (Oil and gas leasing)  

o BLM should prioritize timely completion of oil and gas leasing and permit decisions and 
incorporate this priority into performance standards for agency staff. 

o Leases should be issued within 60 days of an accepted high bid and APDs should be 
issued within 30 days of submission of a complete permit application.  

o BLM should issue guidance to District Offices that says APDs should be deemed 
submitted within 10 days unless BLM provides clear written reasons to the lessee.  

o Once those issues are resolved, the BLM cannot raise new completeness issues.  
o Ad hoc requirements for APDs, that have no basis in regulation or law, such as asking 

companies to perform extra cultural, wildlife, flood plain surveys, should be reviewed to 
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determine their consistency with the Secretarial Order.  If these requirements are not 
consistent, then they should be withdrawn or terminated.  

o CEQ guidelines on time limits for the NEPA process (3 months for EAs and 12 months 
for EISs) should be followed. Direct staff to use existing CXs unless an EA is clearly 
shown to be necessary. The NEPA process should tier from recent reviews of similar, 
nearby project where circumstances have not materially changed. BLM should use 
Determination of NEPA Adequacy where appropriate.  

o Secretary should review existing guidance documents to determine their consistency with 
the Secretarial Order.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Berkshire Hathaway Energy 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0044 
RE:  43 CFR part 2800 (Rights-of-Way under FLPMA)  

o The BLM needs to do a better job of coordinating its environmental reviews and 
stipulations for power lines with other agencies to save time and avoid duplicative action.  

o BLM documents should refer to and incorporate the Avian Power Line Interaction 
Committee’s document, “Best Management Practices for Electric Utilities in Sage-grouse 
Habitat.” This document is updated as new information becomes available and reflects 
the best current science. 

o  Aerial ROWs should not be required to undergo NEPA analyses. The NEPA process 
should be made consistent across all Field Offices in order to eliminate confusion, reduce 
project costs, and delays.  

o At the start of projects, the BLM should provide ROW permit holders with a staff 
directory and a list of key contacts to make it easier to identify staff and their roles 
because agency websites are not clear on this.  

o The BLM should acknowledge the feedback it receives from the public on various 
planning documents.  

o The BLM needs to expedite maintenance-project applications by following a 
standardized review schedule that’s transparent to applicants and by meeting set 
timelines. Tribes, state, local, and other Federal agencies and stakeholders should be 
involved in the review process as early as possible. The BLM should not be allowed to 
add stipulations after initial analysis and approval has occurred. Stakeholders should not 
be allowed to use the NEPA process to unduly delay projects and their concerns should 
be based on science and not on emotion.  

o The BLM should implement a streamlined and expedited approval process for electric 
utility ROW project renewals. There should be a process for applicants to take their 
concerns to the State Director rather than be directed back to field-office managers who 
may not be responsive. Applicants should not be required to analyze environmental 
impacts on portions of their transmission-line ROWs that cross private lands. Perch 
discouragers are not effective and should not be required.  
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o Requirements that applicants wash vehicles before they can conduct work in ROWs is 
burdensome and do not protect against the spread of invasive species.  

o The BLM should reconsider requiring companies to install new power lines underground. 
Underground lines cost more, are less reliant, disturb more ground, and may not always 
be feasible.  

o The BLM should use CXs as much as possible for power-line maintenance projects.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Columbia Law School, Sabin Center for Climate Change Law   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0045 
RE:  43 CFR subpart 3179 (Waste Prevention and Resource Conservation), 43 CFR subpart 
3160 (Onshore Oil and Gas Operations: General)  

o The BLM’s existing energy regulations protect local communities and avoid 
environmental harm.  

o The Waste Prevention rule is necessary and provides important public benefits that 
significantly outweigh costs. Its benefits include mitigation of climate change, 
improvements in public health, increased quality of life in communities where oil and gas 
development occurs; additional revenues from gas sales and increased royalties; and 
increased employment resulting from new job creation in the gas-capture industry.  

o Retaining the hydraulic fracturing rule is essential to meeting the BLM’s statutory duty to 
protect Federal lands under its control. Fracking can impact drinking water resources; 
reduce air quality; contaminate soil from spills and leaks; result in land clearing, visual 
impacts, construction noise, and disturbance of archaeological and cultural resources; and 
create visitor safety hazards from equipment and other facilities.  

o Revising or repealing existing energy and climate-related regulations will have 
significant environmental impacts which requires the DOI to prepare an EIS.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Pendery, Bruce) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0046 
RE:  43 CFR subpart 3179 (Waste Prevention and Resource Conservation), 43 CFR subpart 
3160 (Onshore Oil and Gas Operations: General)  

o These regulations should be retained in their current form and fully implemented. It took 
years to develop these rules and they involved massive amounts of public involvement. 
Abandoning these rules now would be a massive waste of public resources and time. It is 
shameful that you would even consider these changes and abandon these efforts now.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Wilmarth, David) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0061 
RE:  [Unspecified] 
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o The setback that restricts mining within a set distance like 200 feet from a stream often 
makes it impossible to mine the stream because mineable ground is in that area.  When 
the stream is diverted to avoid the mining area, that should be enough to protect the 
stream and water.  A setback of 20 feet would be more appropriate just to protect the 
diversion.   

o The existing setback costs jobs without providing any environmental benefit and 
eliminates side streams from being prospected for placer gold.   

o On larger waterways where boats frequent a maximum setback of 50 feet seems better 
and some cases 100 feet.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Anonymous, SRM) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0062 
RE:  New Oil and Gas rules that replace Onshore Oil & Gas Orders 3, 4, and 5 at 43 CFR 
3173.29 (Requirements for Site Security and Production Handling; Immediate assessments), 3174 
(Measurement of Oil; Immediate assessments), 3175 (Measurement of Gas; Immediate 
assessments) 

o Immediate assessments have been forced into rule that are unfair, ineffective, and place 
unnecessary burdens on oil and gas operators.   

o 43 CFR 6163.1(b) was crafted to state that immediate assessments were to be enforced 
“without exception” prior to going to State Director Review – this is unreasonable, 
unrealistic and a waste of government personnel time and resources 

o This is unfair because it treats mom & pop operators exactly the same as a major 
corporation, with potentially devastating economic impact. 

o Declare the immediate assessment aspects of these rules unenforceable.  With an 
administration that is more sensible to the struggles of business, I cannot overstate how 
completely unreasonable these assessments are. 

o The broad-brush approach of 43 CFR 3163.1.b “Remedies for Acts of NonCompliance” 
must be nullified so that the field can implement reasonable discretion. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Power Company of Wyoming LLC (PCW) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0075 
RE:  Competitive Processes, Terms, and Conditions for Leasing Public Lands for Solar and Wind 
Energy Development and Technical Changes and Correction. 

o This regulation adds an additional $47 to $106M in costs to our project and will inhibit 
job creation and impose costs that exceed benefits for renewable energy developers. 

o We’ve been developing the nation’s largest renewable energy project on BLM land, the 
Chokecherry and Sierra Madre Wind Energy Project (CCSM Project) (see comment for 
details on project).   

o To date, PCW has invested over $70M in private capital in developing and permitting the 
project.  These costs were anticipated and included in our analysis of economic viability.  
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We did not, however, anticipate or forecast a new lease and fee structure from BLM for 
this project. 

o BLM proposed the rule in September 2014 and we provided extensive comments about 
the economic implications and recommended grandfathering projects because they 
enjoyed not benefits from the regulation and should therefore bear no cost.  Others raised 
similar comments.  We also briefed OMB on our concerns in July 2016. DOI finalized 
the regulations in November 2016.   

o The application of the rule to our project and others in development prior to the 
regulatory initiative inhibits job creation, imposes costs that exceed benefits, and fails to 
accomplish the stated policy objectives of the regulation.  

o The rule requires ROW holders for wind development to pay two types of fees: (1) an 
acreage rental fee; and (2) a megawatt (MW) capacity fee based on the nameplate 
capacity approved in the ROW grant.  To further complicate matters it also provides the 
ROW holder must choose between either a Standard Rate Adjustment or Scheduled Rate 
Adjustment.  See comment for calculations on how this increases costs at least $46 
million and potentially as much as $106 million. 

o Despite providing our estimates of impacts at every stage of the input process, the BLM 
estimate of economic impact of the rule was only $5 million.  This low estimate did not 
make this rule eligible for repeal under the Congressional Review Act, but since the rule 
has been effective, operational solar projects in California and Nevada are also facing 
massive rent increase. 

o PCW made significant private investments in developing this project in hopes of 
strengthening energy independence, creating jobs in rural areas, and making a reasonable 
return on our investment.  Mid-stream, the rules of the game were changed by this 
regulation, resulting in additional unforeseen operational costs.  Despite expressing our 
concerns, the final rule failed to grandfather our project.  We urge you to reconsider how 
this rule is applied to projects in development and modify the rule to apply only to 
prospective projects.  This regulation undermines the stated goal of facilitating the 
advancement of renewable energy on public lands.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

BOEM 
 

● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0025 
RE:  The plan to develop a new national OCS leasing program 

o We recommend removing the recent Obama-era additional restriction in the Hanna Shoal 
area (in the Chukchi Sea).  The withdrawal of that area negatively affected a number of 
then-existing leases, including three by Shell, seven by Repsol, and five in the immediate 
adjacent area that covered similar petroleum prospects.  The restriction raised the costs 
for exploration and mitigation costs just for planning and exploration. 
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o The Hanna Shoal area is in a high petroleum potential area and restricting it increased the 
costs of operation. The Obama Administration did this to discourage oil and gas 
exploration in the Arctic (a consistent fundraising promise by Democrat candidates in the 
lower 48). 

o Effectively manage responsible energy production with ocean stewardship.  The efforts to 
redo the OCS leasing plan under EO 13795 and SO 3350 is a positive step in the right 
direction. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 
 

BOR 
 

● Western Urban Water Coalition (WUWC) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0064 

o See WUWC’s comments under FWS, below. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
FWS 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0015   

o FWS employees using heavy-handed tactics to interfere with local projects citing 
possible federal violations with no proof. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0016   

o Failure of certain offices and individuals within FWS to respond to FOIA requests. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0017   
o Review rules allowing FWS employees to serve on the board of directors for not-for-

profit environmental agencies.  In one case, an employee is serving on the board of a land 
trust that purchased parcels of land that was then used to influence projects the FWS was 
a party to. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0018   
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o Prohibit FWS employees from accepting compensatory mitigation payments and 
directing them to organizations on which they serve on the board of directors (cites 
example of FWS employee brokering dollars from a FWS compensatory mitigation 
payment project with a developer then funneling those dollars to an organization in which 
he serves on the board). 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● American Falconry Conservancy 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0019  

o Request the elimination of FWS regulatory oversight regarding any and all activities with 
the personal use, in contrast to harvest, of birds of prey (raptors), because States have 
adopted regulatory provisions for the protection of wild raptors, so Federal involvement 
is redundant and costly.  Specific Federal provisions that should be eliminated include: 

▪ Allowing FWS to inspect to ensure birds are being treated humanely 
▪ Requirement to submit a Migratory Bird Acquisition and Disposition Report 

(Form 3-186A) to FWS for any wild take or transfer of raptors  
▪ Inclusion of hybrid falcons scope of requirements 
▪ Continued management of the formerly threatened peregrine falcons as 

threatened, rather than allowing a harvest of 5% 
▪ The prohibition on acquiring golden eagles in livestock depredation situations. 
▪ Interpretation of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of 

Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) in a manner more restrictive than other nations. 
▪ Inclusion of raptors in the Wild Bird Conservation Act 
▪ Raptor propagation, abatement, education regulations, all of which should be left 

to States to regulate. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Anonymous   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0020 
o FWS’s protection of foreign species with no funding or expertise just duplicates foreign 

government’s CITES rules.  It is impossible to sell captive-bred listed species from one 
state to another without a massive permitting process; this inhibits legal breading of 
wildlife.  The ESA should apply only to native species. Animal rights groups petition for 
listing a species knowing FWS cannot meet the legal deadlines and then sue FWS to earn 
money for themselves. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0027 
RE:  Management of Alaska public lands and wildlife 

o Alaska wants to manage their own public lands and wildlife.  
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o State of Alaska was blocked in their efforts to manage game and predator populations by 
FWS "biological diversity" program.  The State feels this is causing declines in animal 
populations, not protecting them.  The State wants to be allowed to manage their own 
wildlife.   

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Jordan, R) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0028 
RE:  FWS regulation of exotic pets 

o FWS has made owning a parrot “bureaucratic red tape and potential arrest.”   
o Noon-profits habitually sue the Service over exotic animals causing FWS to spend 

resources defending those lawsuits.   
o Permit to sell exotic species of parrot that was born in the U.S. can take two years and 

requires showing benefit to wild species in a third-world country. 
o The agenda now is to attack U.S. pet owners and their rights.  
o Get control of the Endangered Species Act and the Wild Bird Conservation Act now. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Individual (Ingram, James) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0029 
RE:  Regulation of falconry 

o 262 regulations can be eliminated from the Falconry Standards.  
o Every State that allows falconry has adopted more restrictive regulations, so the Federal 

regulations are redundant.   
o FWS does not have authority to determine the use and care of raptors in falconry; it is 

only responsible for evaluation of raptor populations for safe harvest of wild raptors and 
sale and commerce of raptors.  Birds born in captivity are private property.  

o No similar regulations apply to other species, such as someone who has captive bred a 
Mallard duck.   

o The regulations require States to conduct warrantless searches. 
o The FWS study showed falconers have zero impact on raptor populations, the peregrine 

falcon population has exploded, yet FWS severely limits the number of birds that can be 
taken.  Remove the restrictions.  

o FWS has disallowed the practice of legally harvesting golden eagles, even though 
Congress allows for it in the Eagle Act.  This is unnecessary regulation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Rush, Barbara) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0036 
RE:  Regulation of oil and gas at Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Continue to regulate oil and gas leases and practices at Hagerman National Wildlife 
Refuge. 
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o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Mason, George) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0037 
RE:  “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) as it relates to 
Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Do not alter or repeal “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) 
as it relates to Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge. 

o The refuge provides habitat for many species and is a prime recreational mecca for the 
Northern Texas region. 

o For years, the refuge has enjoyed a partnership with the oil company that maintains the 
drilling and storage facilities there. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Hill, Carl) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0038 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Unless oil and gas companies are held to strong regulations, they will have little respect 
for anything but their wallets.  

o Attached picture of rusting pipeline.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Individual (John, Mike) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0048 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Cooperate with local communities when establishing parks.   
o FWS establishes parks without adequate funding, expecting the locals to pick up the 

slack.  This makes it hard for farmers trying to make a living off the land.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Anonymous  

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0049 
RE:  FWS employee 

o A group of landowners opposing major transmission/infrastructure project in Nebraska 
met and a FWS employee attended on taxpayer dollars 

o A Facebook post for the opposition group stated that FWS is key to stopping the 
infrastructure project and stated that the FWS employee would be present to answer 
questions   

o Control employees and keep them from taking sides. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Columbia Law School, Sabin Center for Climate Change Law   
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ID: DOI-2017-0003-0050 
RE:  NPS and FWS rule identified in SO 3349 

o Existing regulations addressing energy development on Federal land have important 
benefits, including those identified in SO 3349 

▪ The NPS Rule, and FWS Rule, establish important environmental safeguards and 
will not have significant economic impacts 

▪ See comment summary under BLM for comments on BLM rules. 
o DOI regulations are needed to address the program of global climate change 
o DOI must consider the environmental impacts of regulatory changes 
o Includes as attachments: 

▪ 30-page document "Veyrier - Job Creation in the Emerging Methane Leak 
Detection and Repair Industry - 2017" 

▪ GAO Publication - National Wildlife Refuges – 2010 
▪ GAO Publication -  Federal Oil and Gas Leases – 2010 
▪ 83-page document "Stokes - The Emerging U.S. Methane Mitigation Industry - 

2014"   
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Anonymous   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0051 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o End “WOTUS” [Waters of the United States]  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Western Urban Water Coalition  

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0073 
RE:  ESA, Mitigation, NEPA, etc. 

o Streamline and work collaboratively with western water supply agencies to ensure these 
agencies can meet water supply needs and water quality requirements. 

o Tax Exemption for Water Conservation Rebates 
▪ Water supply and management utilities and companies create the incentive for 

customers to conserve by providing rebates to lower the cost to the consumer for 
water-saving measures and equipment purchases, but IRS has determined they 
are taxable.  Encourage Treasury Department to exempt water conservation 
rebates provided to customers form the definition of income for federal tax 
purposes, based on the connection between energy and water conservation. 

o Comprehensive Reimbursement Agreements 
▪ Develop comprehensive and uniform guidance that encourages the use of 

reimbursement agreements through which applicants can pay for permit 
processing costs.  Such agreements must ensure the objectivity of the reviews 
and agency actions made pursuant to reimbursement programs.  

o Endangered Species Act Reform 
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▪ Increase use of procedures and mechanisms that allow applicants to provide 
financial and in-kind assistance to cover the costs of ESA reviews. 

▪ Reopen the HCP Handbook, issued December 21, 2016, for public review and, 
pending review, reinstate the previous HCP Handbook. 

▪ Reopen regulations defining adverse modification of critical habitat and 
establishing the procedures for designating critical habitat and exclusions.  The 
rules are too stringent in their treatment of habitat in areas “unoccupied at the 
time of listing” and in determining what is “essential to the conservation of the 
species.”  The policy for exclusion from critical habitat does not provide 
sufficient flexibility for areas subject to conservation plans developed under other 
laws. 

▪ Develop policy guidance to define how exclusions from critical habitat will be 
made based on economic impacts of designation on regulatory entities, rather 
than following an ad-hoc process. 

▪ Develop regulations to define the meaning of ESA’s “best available science” test. 
▪ Develop guidance and revise regulations to give nonfederal designated 

representatives a greater consultative role in formal consultation 
o Mitigation Policies 

▪ Review each bureau’s mitigation policies to eliminate the requirement that 
mitigation provide a “net environmental benefit” not only for projects supporting 
energy independence, but also for water infrastructure and wildfire treatment 
projects. 

o National Environmental Policy Act Reform 
▪ Revise NEPA regulations and handbooks to require: (1) development of an 

interagency coordination plan whenever more than one agency is involved in 
permitting, so there is simultaneous preparation and review of NEPA; (2) a 30-
day deadline for agency review of submitted NEPA studies; (3) that 
administrative appeals of NEPA issues can be brought only by parties who 
participated in the NEPA administrative process and raised the issue; (4) use the 
regulation that provides EAs need only analyze the proposed action and may 
proceed without considering additional alternatives when there are no unresolved 
conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources; (5) expand CATEX’s 
to exempt larger acreages for wildfire prevention treatments and rehabilitation of 
burden areas. 

o Maximum Utilization of Existing Facilities 
▪ Examine and revise its standards and directives on project expansion, use of 

excess capacity, water sharing, use of storage and conveyance facilities for non-
project water, places of use, and fair value pricing. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Neria, Meredith) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0053 
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RE:  2016 rule on Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights 
o Do not want the updated rules from 2016 to be undone.   
o We need our public lands to be protected even as they are used by the oil and gas 

industry. 
o The oil and gas industry should be responsible for proper care and thorough clean0up of 

public lands, including refuge lands.   
o Consider the long-term effect of allowing the oil and gas industry, which has a poor track 

record of allowing pollution and not cleaning up thoroughly, 
o Do not allow the dismantling of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 

 
● Individual (John, Mike) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0054 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o “t” [apparent typo] 
● RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT]  

 
NPS 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0021 

o It is shortsighted to rescind regulations that would permanently harm NPS lands for the 
purpose of creating jobs in dying industries. NPS lands should be left untouched for the 
benefit and ownership of future generations. States should not be given ownership or 
control of NPS lands. The Department should better understand the value of tourism.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0026 
RE:  Alaska Predator Rule 

o Rescind the November 23, 2015 prohibition of harvesting certain predator species in 
Alaska’s national preserves immediately.  The rule provided that NPS would not adopt 
the State’s wildlife management actions in Alaska’s national preserves. This was Federal 
overreach, invited a lawsuit from the State, and should have been avoided. 

o The State has primary responsibility for wildlife management in Alaska. Federal 
disagreements about State population control methods on preserve lands should not mean 
that NPS usurps legal authority to manage wildlife. The Alaska Constitution grants the 
State primary responsibility to manage wildlife. The Alaska National Interest Lands 
Conservation Act (ANILCA) authorizes hunting regulations that NPS preempted.  

o Publish a new rule that reverses the Obama Administration direction and restores primary 
State management authority. The pending lawsuit can be dismissed and parties can return 
to the status quo envisioned at statehood.  
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o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0032 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Parks should be preserved for Americans’ love of nature and the awe and retreat these 
treasures provide. No drilling permits should be allowed on park land. They have been set 
aside for people’s enjoyment, not company profits. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Arthur, Elizabeth) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0033 
RE:  9B Regulations 

o The General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights were much needed and 
conscientiously implemented through a responsible process that adhered to legal 
requirements and larger principles. It is short-sighted and misguided to revert back to the 
1978 policy, which did not address horizontal drilling and hydraulic fracturing.  

o Reconsider this deregulatory stampede and evaluate our energy infrastructure needs in a 
more measured light. 

o The 9B regulations contain important advances: there is value in ensuring land 
reclamation without taxpayer obligation and it is unjustifiable to have non-compliant, 
grandfathered wells continue to operate without improvement.  Our NPS system must be 
cared for rather than extracted at a huge cost to all of us.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Individual (Waring, Bonnie) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0034 
RE:  Regulations identified for review [unspecified] 

o I am a practicing biologist with a PhD in ecology and I focus on terrestrial carbon cycle 
and impacts of climate change.  The regulatory reform is an attempt to roll back 
environmental protections to subsidize the oil and gas industry. My objections are 
grounded in my scientific training. 

o Many of the supposedly onerous regulations targeted restrict mining and oil/gas 
extraction. Extracting and burning fossil fuels contribute to the most serious issue facing 
the global community today: climate change. To stay below the “safe” warming limit of 2 
degrees C, the global community can only emit 500 gigatons of CO2 equivalent.  We’ve 
released more than half this amount just since 2000.  Increasing America’s reliance on 
fossil fuels is disastrous for everyone, especially at the cost of leading in renewable 
energy technology. 

o Many of the regulations are aimed at protecting populations of species in decline.  Are 
they “onerous’ if they interfere with resource exploitation? This cannot be answered 
without assessing the value of intact, biodiverse ecosystems and their services. Our best 
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estimates determine that the value far exceeds global GDP.  Nowhere is this mentioned in 
the regulatory reform.  The only language on “valuation” refers to oil and gas royalties, 
which clearly indicates the motivations. 

o The proposed rule is vague, which would create difficulties.  How are “regulatory costs 
that exceed benefits” to be quantified? Are the long-term economic consequences of 
oil/gas exploration on public lands accounted for, or only the short-term benefits of 
resource extraction? Can the normal duties of BLM/NPS/FWS be accused of “inhibiting 
job creation”? This creates a loophole that imperils all of America’s treasured and wild 
ecosystems. 

o Addressing outdated or inconsistent regulations is important but should never come at the 
cost of Interior’s core mission: to protect our tremendous wealth of natural resources for 
future generations of Americans.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Alaska Falconers Association (AFA) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0065 
Re:  Alaska Subsistence Collections Rule, 36 CFR 13 

o Eliminate the section of the Alaska Subsistence Collections Rule, 36 CFR 13, that 
specifically addresses the prohibition on the take of live raptors from the wild in 
ANILCA established preserves in Alaska.   

o Falconry is an ancient art, family endeavor, and lifetime commitment to the raptor.  It is 
important to be able to responsibly acquire wild raptors from our federal public lands to 
continue this passion and pass it on to future generations.  Taking raptors from the wild is 
the backbone of the art and practice of falconry.  

o Federal and State governments recognize falconry as an age-old form of hunting and 
have implemented regulations that allow falconry to flourish and mandate an 
apprenticeship process prior to licensing. 

o The prohibition in the Alaska Subsistence Collections Rule on the take of wild raptors 
from ANILCA-established NPS preserve units in Alaska makes this responsible use of 
public lands illegal.   

o The prohibition is in direct conflict with State and Federal regulations that allow that use 
and conflicts with the authority granted to the State to manage species on ANILCA-
established preserve units.   

▪ The State of Alaska manages the take of raptors, which are a non-subsistence 
species, on NPS ANILCA-established preserves.   

▪ DOI allows the take of raptors from the wild under 50 CFR 21.29.   
o Set aside the section of the Alaska Subsistence Collections Rule that prohibits the 

acquisition of live raptors by licensed falconers from ANILCA-established preserve 
unites in Alaska for the legal practice of falconry.  This rule as it applies to the take of 
live raptors for falconry purposes eliminates a use of public lands by the public in direct 
conflict with current regulations that allow that use.  
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o There was no outreach to the Alaska falconry community affected by the prohibition and 
the comment period on the rule went under the radar because the prohibition was hidden 
in the body of the multiple page subsistence text.  NPS did not reach out to Alaska 
falconers regarding this prohibition.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● Coalition to Protect America’s National Parks 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0066 
RE:  9B Regulations 

o The revisions published as final in November 2016 to 36 CFR Part 9, Subpart B (“9B 
regulations”) governing the exercise of non-federal oi land gas rights in NPS units 
outside Alaska. 

o NPS’s statutory purpose is to promote and regulate use of the National Park System “to 
conserve the scenery, natural and historic objects, and wild life in the System units and to 
provide for the enjoyment of the scenery, natural and history objects, and wild life in 
such manner and by such means as will leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of 
future generations.”  54 U.S.C. 100101 et seq.  This is known as NPS’s “conservation 
mandate”.   

o Of the 417 NPS units, there are currently 12 parks with a combined total of 534 non-
federal oil and gas operations, and up to 30 other parks with the potential for future 
operations.  

o The 9B regulations were originally put in place in 1978 but grandfathered existing 
operations.  As of 2016, few of the operations expired so they were never subject to the 
regulations – essentially exempting 45% of the oil and gas operations occurring in parks 
today. The 1978 regulations also exempted operations not requiring access through 
federal property, which accounts for another 15% of operations.   This left 60% of oil and 
gas operations occurring on park lands unregulated that often did not follow best 
management practices and caused unacceptable impacts to park resources and values 
including surface water quality degradation, soil and ground water contamination, air 
quality degradation, etc. (see list in comment for specifics and complete list and 
descriptions of examples that could be addressed through simple mitigation). 

o Another shortcoming of the 1978 regulations was its outdated bonding limit of $200k per 
operator per park, regardless of the actual cost of reclamation or how many sites the 
operator had within a park.   (See comment for example of insufficiency).  

o The 2016 revision was much needed and long overdue and included many important 
improvements:  (1) Eliminating exemptions for grandfathered operations and operations 
not requiring access across federal property; and (2) Eliminating the inadequate limit on 
bonding by making the bond amount equal to the estimated cost of reclamation for each 
operation.  (See comment for list of other improvements). 

o Main goals of EO 1377 is to identify regulations for repeal, replacement, or modification 
considering those that eliminate jobs, are outdated, etc.  With regard to the 9B 
regulations: 
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▪ The 2016 regulations do not impose a significant economic impact to an operator 
conducting oil and gas activities in parks and are unlikely to eliminate oil and gas 
jobs or inhibit job creation. The potential for new oil and gas jobs creation in 
parks is insignificant compared to the number of jobs supported by park visitor 
spending (see comment for statistics).  By ensuring safe and clean oil and gas 
development the 9B update supports this visitor economy. 

▪ The 2016 replaced the outdated 1978 regulations and are necessary and effective. 
▪ The 2016 updates do not impose a significant economic impact in parks (see 

comment for discussion).  The improved visitor experience opportunities directly 
benefit and support local economies. 

▪ The 2016 updates eliminated a serious inconsistency in the administration of 
operations by eliminating the outdated exemptions so that ALL operations are 
managed consistently. The updates were made through a fully transparent 
process. 

▪ The 2016 updates do not derive from directives that have been subsequently 
rescinded or modified; rather, the updates derived from NPS’s Organic Act. 

o The “two-for-one” reduction is an attention-grabbing soundbite but arbitrary and 
capricious.  The extensive experience of our members in promulgating NPS regulations 
over the past 40+ years is that there is no practical or simplistic way to reasonably 
identify the overall number of regulations that are necessary and appropriate for effective 
management because of the ever-changing number and variety of activities in parks.  The 
number of regulations needed at any time is a moving target that must be guided by the 
legal and policy foundations of NPS. This is not compatible with an arbitrary “two-for-
one” reduction goal. 

o The 9B updates in 2016 were necessary to (1) strengthen the NPS’s ability to fulfill its 
mission to protect park resources and visitor values; (2) provide equitable financial 
compensation and surety to protect the public’s resources and taxpayer dollars, and (3) 
create and improve efficiencies in the regulatory requirements. 

o NPS has a legal duty to manage oil and gas developing in NPS in a manner that is 
consistent with the NPS Organic Act and related management policies.  The 2016 
revision was necessary and full consistent.  We strongly oppose any move by the 
Department to change or repeal the 2016 9B regulations.   

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

● The Wilderness Society, Western Environmental Law Center, National Parks 
Conservation Association, Center for American Progress, National Audubon Society, 
Natural Resources Defense Council, Earthjustice 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0067 
RE:  Regulations under review [Unspecified] 

o The public has not been afforded an opportunity to comment on expansion of 
energy development on public lands or agency structures or other EOs or SOs.  
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Decisions are being made without public involvement that will upend decades of 
public work to balance the many uses of public lands and waters. 

o We have grave concern that any decision to rescind or revise regulations, policies, 
or other actions not result in degradation of our lands, waters, air, or natural 
heritage. DOI and USDA orders create a framework for energy development as 
the “dominant” use of public lands.  We are gravely concerned that this 
fundamentally inconsistent with the missions of BLM, NPS, FWS, and USFS. 

o We object to the premise that there is a need to “alleviate unnecessary regulatory 
burdens.”  Instead, guidance and direction benefits the American people, saving 
lives, protecting clean air and water, conserving resources, all while allowing 
economic growth.   

o Ensure the public can provide meaningful input into management of public lands. 
o We encourage the Secretaries of Interior and Agriculture to discuss these vital 

issues. 
o None of the legal mandates authorize DOI or USDA to establish energy 

development as the dominant use of public lands – it is either an allowable use to 
be balanced or is subservient to protection of resources.  Any action that enshrines 
energy development as the dominant use of public lands is invalid. 

o Land Management Agencies with Multiple-Use Mandates – BLM & USFS 
▪ Federal courts have consistently rejected efforts to elevate energy 

development over other public uses of lands and doing so would violate 
FLPMA and NFMA. 

o Land Management Agencies with Conservation/Preservation Mandates – NPS & 
FWS 

▪ Encouraging development is not part of NPS or FWS mission.  Federal 
courts ruled that decisions that fail to promote conservation for NPS lands 
and activities that are not compatible with conservation of National 
Wildlife Refuges cannot be upheld.  

o NEPA & NHPA Overlays – All Land Management Agencies 
▪ NEPA requires agencies to attain the widest range of beneficial uses of the 

environment without degradation, and the orders establishing energy 
development as the dominant use of public lands flouts NEPA 
requirements. Similarly, NHPA requires agencies to respect cultural 
resources and follow certain processes.  The orders risk endangering 
invaluable cultural resources and undermining NHPA obligations, which 
must be addressed prior to approving energy development.  

o Congress directed DOI to implement management to further the public interest, 
not just the economic interest of extractive industries. It is inappropriate to tailor 
regulations, policies, guidance and decisions to the exclusive benefit of energy 
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development.  Take heed of your legal mandates to balance uses and, in many 
cases, prioritize conservation, recreation, and other pursuits.  
RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

OSMRE 

● Individual (Sandmeier, Michael) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0035 
RE:  [Unspecified] 

o As a citizen of Colorado, I would like to see regulatory reform between the 
Colorado Division of Reclamation Mining and Safety (DRMS) and OSMRE.  I 
am opposed to local boards having broad authority over Federal public lands and 
small-scale prospectors and miners.  Requiring permits for prospecting or mining 
on Federal public lands is an affront to Federal mining rights of the public.   

o DRMS authority should be limited to reclamation, not requiring permission of 
citizens to use their own land for which they pay taxes. That should be the job of 
OSMRE and not a seven-person State board. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 
 

USGS 

● The Wilderness Society, Western Environmental Law Center, National Parks 
Conservation Association, Center for American Progress, National Audubon Society, 
Natural Resources Defense Council, Earthjustice 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0070 
RE:  Regulations under review [Unspecified] 

o The public has not been afforded an opportunity to comment on expansion of 
energy development on public lands or agency structures or other EOs or SOs.  
Decisions are being made without public involvement that will upend decades of 
public work to balance the many uses of public lands and waters. 

o We have grave concern that any decision to rescind or revise regulations, policies, 
or other actions not result in degradation of our lands, waters, air, or natural 
heritage. DOI and USDA orders create a framework for energy development as 
the “dominant” use of public lands.  We are gravely concerned that this 
fundamentally inconsistent with the missions of BLM, NPS, FWS, and USFS. 

o We object to the premise that there is a need to “alleviate unnecessary regulatory 
burdens.”  Instead, guidance and direction benefits the American people, saving 
lives, protecting clean air and water, conserving resources, all while allowing 
economic growth.   
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o Ensure the public can provide meaningful input into management of public lands. 
o We encourage the Secretaries of Interior and Agriculture to discuss these vital 

issues. 
o None of the legal mandates authorize DOI or USDA to establish energy 

development as the dominant use of public lands – it is either an allowable use to 
be balanced or is subservient to protection of resources.  Any action that enshrines 
energy development as the dominant use of public lands is invalid. 

o Land Management Agencies with Multiple-Use Mandates – BLM & USFS 
▪ Federal courts have consistently rejected efforts to elevate energy 

development over other public uses of lands and doing so would violate 
FLPMA and NFMA. 

o Land Management Agencies with Conservation/Preservation Mandates – NPS & 
FWS 

▪ Encouraging development is not part of NPS or FWS mission.  Federal 
courts ruled that decisions that fail to promote conservation for NPS lands 
and activities that are not compatible with conservation of National 
Wildlife Refuges cannot be upheld.  

o NEPA & NHPA Overlays – All Land Management Agencies 
▪ NEPA requires agencies to attain the widest range of beneficial uses of the 

environment without degradation, and the orders establishing energy 
development as the dominant use of public lands flouts NEPA 
requirements. Similarly, NHPA requires agencies to respect cultural 
resources and follow certain processes.  The orders risk endangering 
invaluable cultural resources and undermining NHPA obligations, which 
must be addressed prior to approving energy development.  

o Congress directed DOI to implement management to further the public interest, 
not just the economic interest of extractive industries. It is inappropriate to tailor 
regulations, policies, guidance and decisions to the exclusive benefit of energy 
development.  Take heed of your legal mandates to balance uses and, in many 
cases, prioritize conservation, recreation, and other pursuits.  
RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: [INSERT] 



 
Bureau Regulatory Contacts 

Bureau Name Email Phone 
BLM Ian Senio Ian_Senio@blm.gov (202) 653-5287 
BOEM Loren Thompson loren.thompson@boem.gov (202) 208-5890 
BSEE Lakeisha Harrison Lakeisha.harrison@bsee.gov (703)787-1552 
OSMRE John Trelease jtrelease@osmre.gov (202) 208-7126 
FWS Susan Wilkinson Susan_Wilkinson@fws.gov (703) 358-2506 
NPS John Calhoun John_calhoun@nps.gov (202) 513-7112 
BOR Jill Nagode JNagode@usbr.gov (303) 445-2055 
USGS Margo Harris mrharris@usgs.gov (703) 648-7411 
BIA Elizabeth Appel Elizabeth.Appel@bia.gov (202) 273-4680 
ONRR Matt Williams matt.williams@onrr.gov (202) 513-0664 
OS Jennifer Stevenson Jennifer_stevenson@ios.doi.gov (202) 208-3169 

 



EO 13771 Worksheet Instructions
Executive Order 13771, Reducing Regulation and Controlling Regulatory Costs , includes new requirements 
for the fall 2017 Unified Agenda of Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions.  Office of Management and Budget 
Memorandum M-17-21, Guidance Implementing Executive Order 13771, Titled “Reducing Regulation and 
Controlling Regulatory Costs ”, includes guidance on implementing the requirements of EO 13771.  This tab 
explains the steps you should take to complete the EO 13771 Worksheet.  Each agency is required to provide 
their preliminary designations in ROCIS as part of their agenda submission and submit a fully completed EO 
13771 Worksheet by September XX, 2017.

https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/whitehouse.gov/files/omb/memoranda/2017/M-17-21-OMB.pdf

Steps to complete the EO 13771 Worksheet

Step 1: Data Entry
After carefully reviewing the 2017 Unified Agenda of Federal Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions Data call 
and evaluating potential entries into the EO 13771 Worksheet, please complete the following:

Step 1.A: Pre-planning
Prior to completing the EO 13771 Worksheet, you should identify all regulatory actions and guidance covered 
by EO 13771 as well as any EO 13771 designated information collection requests (ICRs).  Once you have 
identified those items, you should add to the  Primary Worksheet all regulatory action and guidance covered by 
EO 13771.  Do not include EO 13771 designated information collection requests (ICRs) on the Primary 
worksheet.  All EO 13771 designated information collection requests (ICRs) should be included on the ICR 
Worksheet.

Step 1.B: Worksheet Navigation
Once in the EO 13771 Worksheet, please take some time to familiarize yourself with the new tool. Since the 
previous version, we have added three new features:

(i) Active Links: At the header of each field (columns) is a link to helpful information about that field. 

(ii) Tool Tips: When selecting a data cell in the worksheet, a tool tip will appear providing instructions on how 
to fill in the associated cell. These offer quick assistance to the user.

(iii) Data Validation: Data validation sets requirements for the type of data in each field. The EO 13771 
worksheets require quantitative data to be in a numerical format and dates to be represented as (mm/dd/yyyy). 

Step 1.C: Primary Worksheet Entries

If you have questions about a specific field and are unsure about what information to include, please contact 
your desk officer prior to submitting uploading the Primary Worksheet to the Unified Agenda MAX page.

Step 1.D: ICR Worksheet Entries

If you have questions about a specific field and are unsure about what information to include, please contact 
your desk officer prior to submitting uploading the ICR Worksheet to the Unified Agenda MAX page.”

Step 1.E: Fiscal Year Designation 



While agencies’ Agenda submissions apply to Fiscal Year 2018, agencies must provide both Fiscal Year 2017 
updates and Fiscal Year 2018 (and beyond) designations in their EO 13771 Worksheet. Information provided 
in the EO 13771 Worksheet will be used to assess agency compliance with the Fiscal Year 2017 and 2018 cost 
allowances. As such, agencies should ensure that OIRA has the most accurate information for each fiscal year. 
The accounting period for the Fiscal Year 2017 offset requirements will close September 30, 2017.

Step 2: Data Review
Please run a review of your EO 13771 Worksheet entries before uploading the worksheets to the Unified 
Agenda MAX page. At this stage, please take one last look at your entries to assure accuracy and 
completeness. Your Desk Officer (DO) must clear all changes to the EO 13771 Worksheet after the upload into 

Step 2.A: Cost and Burden Data Review
Please make sure that all data entered into the EO 13771 Worksheet is appropriate to the field’s data 
requirements. 

Step 2.B: Qualitative Data Review
Please make sure that the qualitative data is accurate for each of the fields. Some of the qualitative data fields 
are open to allow agencies the freedom to define each action. Please make sure that these fields match the 
identification data provided such as the RIN or OMB control number. The worksheet displays only 250 
characters at a time, if your qualitative data exceeds the limit on the worksheet the qualitative data is available 
but not on display. 

Step 3: Finalization
After the review of all entries, please upload the EO 13771 Worksheet into the Unified Agenda MAX page.

https://max.omb.gov/maxportal/home.do
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Agency Sub-agency OMB Control Number Action Title Type of Action Preliminary Summary Expected 
Finalization

Regulatory/ 
Deregulatory

Statutorily or 
Judicially-Required

Reference (Statute or 
Judicial Identifier)

Deadline for Statutorily or 
Judicially-Required Action Date

Initial Total 
Annualized Burden 

Hours 

New Total 
Annualized Burden 

Hours

Change in 
Annualized Burden 

Hours

Initial Total 
Annualized Costs

New Total 
Annualized Costs

Change in 
Annualized Costs

Length of Time that Costs or Cost 
Savings Occur

(in years)

Mentioned in 
Fiscal Year 

Budget

Primary North American Industry 
Classification System (NAICS) 1

Primary North American Industry 
Classification System (NAICS) 2

0000 - Test test test-0000 Information Collection Request 8/8/2018 Deregulatory 100 50 -50 100 20 -80 1 FY 2017
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0



Primary Worksheet
ID Field Name Action Type Field Explanation
1 RIN Identification Information 

1.1 Agency Drop Down
Please select the agency name. The agency name is in the RISC/OIRA Consolidated 
Information System (ROCIS) format.

1.2 Sub-Agency Fill in
Please provide the sub-agency using the same format as in the RISC/OIRA 
Consolidated Information System (ROCIS).

1.3 Identification Number Fill in

Please provide the identification number for this regulation (RIN) or other agency 
identifier (i.e., Federal Register number and/or Regulations.gov docket number) if a 
RIN or OMB control number is not available.

1.4 Action Title Fill in
Please provide a brief title for the action.

1.5 Type of Action Drop Down
Using the dropdown box, please identify the type of action. If "other", please identify 
the type of action in the Preliminary Summary.  

1.6 Preliminary Summary Fill in

Please briefly provide your best preliminary summary of the Information Collection 
Request, together with any additional information about your initial estimates of 
burden hours, costs or cost savings, or NAICS impacts.  Please identify caveats or 
limitations for information provided, including whether it is pre-decisional, 
deliberative, or draft. Please also note if an action has both regulatory and deregulatory 
provisions.

2 EO 13771 Designation

2.1  Executive Order 12866 Significance 
Recommendation Drop Down

Please use the dropdown box. For rules, please use the ROCIS filing for the EO 12866 
recommendation. For guidance, please provide your recommendation. For Information 
Collection Requests, choose “N/A”.

2.2 Executive Order 13771 Bundled, Joint, 
or Single Designation Drop Down

Please select the EO 13771 bundle status of this action. Please use “Single” if there is 
only one action associated with the identified RIN. If there is multiple actions 
associated with a RIN, please select either “Bundled” or “Joint-Rulemaking”. 

2.3 Expected Finalization Date
Please format the Date as – Data (mm/dd/yyyy) 

2.4 Regulatory/ Deregulatory Drop Down

Using the dropdown box, please identify whether the action is regulatory or 
deregulatory. If neither applies, please choose "N/A" and identify the reason within the 
Preliminary Summary.

3 Legal Information 

3.1 Statutorily or Judicially-Required Drop Down

Using the dropdown box, please identify whether the (de)regulatory action is based on 
a statutory or judicial deadline and, if so, whether the judicial deadline is based on a 
settlement agreement or consent decree.

3.2 Reference (Statute or Judicial 
Identifier) Fill in

Please provide the reference statute (i.e., citation to the U.S. Code) or judicial 
identifier (i.e., the federal case number).

3.3 Deadline for Statutorily or Judicially-
Required Action Date

Please provide the date for the statute or judicially-required action. Please provide the 
date in the (mm/dd/yyyy) format.

4 Economic Information Costs or Cost Savings (Annualized Monetized $millions/year in 2016 dollars)

4.1 Primary Cost Estimate at 7 percent Accounting 
Value 

To the extent possible, please provide your preliminary best estimate of the burden 
hours, costs or cost savings of the action. (Please annualize the cost estimates in 
millions of 2016 dollars at the identified discount rate). 

4.2 Primary Cost Estimate at 3 percent Accounting 
Value 

To the extent possible, please provide your preliminary best estimate of the burden 
hours, costs or cost savings of the action. (Please annualize the cost estimates in 
millions of 2016 dollars at the identified discount rate). 

4.3 Low Range Estimate at 7 percent Accounting 
Value 

To the extent possible, please provide your preliminary best estimate of the burden 
hours, costs or cost savings of the action. (Please annualize the cost estimates in 
millions of 2016 dollars at the identified discount rate). 

4.4 Low Range Estimate at 3 percent Accounting 
Value 

To the extent possible, please provide your preliminary best estimate of the burden 
hours, costs or cost savings of the action. (Please annualize the cost estimates in 
millions of 2016 dollars at the identified discount rate). 



4.5 High Range Estimate at 7 percent Accounting 
Value 

To the extent possible, please provide your preliminary best estimate of the burden 
hours, costs or cost savings of the action. (Please annualize the cost estimates in 
millions of 2016 dollars at the identified discount rate). 

4.6 High Range Estimate at 3 percent Accounting 
Value 

To the extent possible, please provide your preliminary best estimate of the burden 
hours, costs or cost savings of the action. (Please annualize the cost estimates in 
millions of 2016 dollars at the identified discount rate). 

4.7
Length of Time that Costs or Cost 
Savings Occur
(in years)

Round 
Number

Please identify the length of time in years during which costs or cost savings are 
expected to occur. If the timeframe is expected to be indefinite, then please write 
“indefinite” in the cell.

4.8 Mentioned in Fiscal Year Budget Drop Down 
Using the dropdown box, please identify the most recent or anticipated fiscal year for 
this the (de)regulatory action.

5 Industry Impact Classification Information 

5.1 Primary North American Industry 
Classification System (NAICS) 1 Fill in

Please provide the NAICS code that you would provide in response to the “Affected 
Sectors” field in ROCIS. For (de)regulatory actions not in ROCIS, please identify the 
affected NAICS for the action. The preference is to have six (6) numbers for the 
NAICS code, but we request that you provide at least four (4) numbers. To the extent 
that a (de)regulatory action affects multiple NAICS, the agency should list the NAICS 
most effected in “NAICS 1”, the second most effected in “NAICS 2” and note any 
other NAICS affected in the Preliminary Summary. If no one industry is expected to 
incur at least 25% of the estimated regulatory cost, please leave blank. 

5.2 Primary North American Industry 
Classification System (NAICS) 2 Fill in https://www.census.gov/cgi-bin/sssd/naics/naicsrch?chart=2017

ICR Worksheet
ID Field Name Action Type Field Explanation
1 OMB Identification Information 

1.1 Agency Drop Down Please select the agency name. The agency name is in the RISC/OIRA Consolidated 
Information System (ROCIS) format.

1.2 Sub-Agency Fill in Please provide the sub-agency using the same format as in the RISC/OIRA 
Consolidated Information System (ROCIS).

1.3 OMB Control Number Fill in Please provide the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) control number, or other 
agency identifier (i.e., Federal Register number and/or Regulations.gov docket 
number) if a RIN or OMB control number is not available.

1.4 Action Title Fill in Please provide a brief title for the action.

1.5 Type of Action Drop Down Using the dropdown box, please identify the type of action. If "other", please identify 
the type of action in the Preliminary Summary.  

1.6 Preliminary Summary Fill in Please briefly provide your best preliminary summary of the Information Collection 
Request, together with any additional information about your initial estimates of 
burden hours, costs or cost savings, or NAICS impacts.  Please identify caveats or 
limitations for information provided, including whether it is pre-decisional, 
deliberative, or draft. Please also note if an action has both regulatory and deregulatory 
provisions.

2 EO 13771 Designation
2.1 Expected Finalization Date Please format the Date as – Data (mm/dd/yyyy) 

2.2 Regulatory/ Deregulatory Drop Down Using the dropdown box, please identify whether the action is regulatory or 
deregulatory. If neither applies, please choose "N/A" and identify the reason within the 
Preliminary Summary.

3 Legal Information 
3.1 Statutorily or Judicially-Required Drop Down Using the dropdown box, please identify whether the (de)regulatory action is based on 

a statutory or judicial deadline and, if so, whether the judicial deadline is based on a 
settlement agreement or consent decree.

3.2 Reference (Statute or Judicial 
Identifier)

Fill in Please provide the reference statute (i.e., citation to the U.S. Code) or judicial 
identifier (i.e., the federal case number).



3.3 Deadline for Statutorily or Judicially-
Required Action

Date Please provide the date for the statute or judicially-required action. Please provide the 
date in the (mm/dd/yyyy) format.

4 Economic Information Costs or Cost Savings (Annualized Monetized $millions/year in 2016 dollars)
4.1 Initial Total Annualized Burden Hours Fill in Please provide the initial total burden hours for the action (If this is a new collection, 

please leave this field blank). 

"At present, ICR’s burden is often an average over a three-year period. When 
reporting burden hours, please do so in an annualized value."

4.2 New Total Annualized Burden Hours Fill in Please provide the new total burden hours for the action (If this is a new collection, 
please fill in this field). 

"At present, ICR’s burden is often an average over a three-year period. When reporting 
burden hours, please do so in an annualized value."

4.3 Change in Annualized Burden Hours Calculated This is a calculated field. This field calculates the change between the initial and new 
burdens (please do not fill in this field).  

"At present, ICR’s burden is often an average over a three-year period. When reporting 
burden hours, please do so in an annualized value."

4.4 Initial Total Annualized Costs Fill in Please provide the initial total cost for the action (If this is a new collection, please 
leave this field blank). 

“Annualized Costs” is the sum of non-hourly burden cost and cost to the federal 
government. 

4.5 New Total Annualized Costs Fill in Please provide the new total costs for the action (If this is a new collection, please fill 
in this field). 

“Annualized Costs” is the sum of non-hourly burden cost and cost to the federal 
government. 

4.6 Change in Annualized Costs Calculated This is a calculated field. This field calculates the change between the initial and new 
total costs (please do not fill in this field).

“Annualized Costs” is the sum of non-hourly burden cost and cost to the federal 
government. 

4.7 Length of Time that Costs or Cost 
Savings Occur (in years)

Round 
Number

Please identify the length of time in years during which costs or cost savings are 
expected to occur. If the timeframe is expected to be indefinite, then please write 
“indefinite” in the cell.

4.8 Mentioned in Fiscal Year Budget Drop Down Using the dropdown box, please identify the most recent or anticipated fiscal year for 
this the (de)regulatory action.

5 Industry Impact Classification Information 
5.1 Primary North American Industry 

Classification System (NAICS) 1
Fill in Please provide the NAICS code that you would provide in response to the “Affected 

Sectors” field in ROCIS. For (de)regulatory actions not in ROCIS, please identify the 
affected NAICS for the action. The preference is to have six (6) numbers for the 
NAICS code, but we request that you provide at least four (4) numbers. To the extent 
that a (de)regulatory action affects multiple NAICS, the agency should list the NAICS 
most effected in “NAICS 1”, the second most effected in “NAICS 2” and note any 
other NAICS affected in the Preliminary Summary. If no one industry is expected to 
incur at least 25% of the estimated regulatory cost, please leave blank. 

5.2 Primary North American Industry 
Classification System (NAICS) 2

Fill in https://www.census.gov/cgi-bin/sssd/naics/naicsrch?chart=2017
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1004     BLM 5
1010     BOEM 3
1014     BSEE 3
1029     OSMRE 1
1018     FWS 104
1024     NPS 6
1006 BOR 1
1028     USGS 1
1076     BIA 6
1012     ONRR 2
1093     OS 1
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From: Mott, Seth
To: Benjamin Tuggle
Subject: Fwd: For Review: Climate Change Briefing Paper
Date: Friday, January 19, 2018 1:03:48 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft 4-10-17.docx

PDD Memo - NCT and Climate Change Jan 12 2018.docx

IF you do come to town next week, we should find time to sit down with Jason on this stuff he
has prepared for a briefing with Greg.  I've deleted some of the documents he refers to, so you
can focus  on the main (?) points

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Jan 12, 2018 at 12:52 PM
Subject: For Review: Climate Change Briefing Paper
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: "Hudson, Michael" <michael_hudson@fws.gov>

Hi Seth,

Attached please find for review the briefing paper for Dr. Tuggle's planned discussion with
PDD Sheehan.  Several members of the NCT and other Service staff offered feedback and had
excellent comments which we've incorporated.

In addition to the briefing paper, I have attached several files that Dr. Tuggle may want to use
or share with PDD Sheehan.  The NCTC file is still draft, but everything else is something
we've produced previously.

Please let us know if you have any questions or if we can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (FWS) 202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial Order 

3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance 
that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the heads of all agencies to 
identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that requires, among other things, each bureau and office 
to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to Executive Order 
13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy and staff 

responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental policy on climate 
change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 056 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate Adaptation 
Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance preparedness, 
adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-
climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  

 
 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP



4.  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, NOAA, 
USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate training and education 
goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work 
with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work.  

 
9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication completed 

in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to help employees 
integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies into planning activities. 
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation: This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with FWS support and input, presents a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural 
resource management and conservation.  

 
 

IV. Next Steps 
The Fish and Wildlife Service has identified some examples of how it has stepped down climate change 
policy into guidance or criteria into project approvals or rankings in various FWS programs. 

(b) (5) DPP



1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NAWCA 
Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat. Grant decisions are based on scoring that 
includes categories such as waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and 
long-term conservation.  One criterion used in Standard NAWCA Grant proposal ranking is “Long-
term Conservation and Climate Change” which may include up to 3 points for climate change 
considerations out of a total possible score of 100.  For Small Grants under NAWCA, “Climate 
Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 possible point out of a total of 15. In FY16, $66 
million was available for NAWCA grants.  
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/ProposalInstructions.pdf 

 
2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NMBCA 

Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and throughout their life 
cycles.  Project proposals must identify whether the project reduces the effects of a predicted or 
current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or habitat and are scored up to 3 points 
(out of 60 total points) in proposal ranking. In FY16, $3.91 million was available for NMBCA 
grants. https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/nmbcaApplicationInstructions.pdf 

 
3. Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal grant 
funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats. The 
application states that additional points toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for 
projects that significantly incorporate climate change considerations in project design. In 2016, 
grants to States under this program totaled $5.6 million.  
https://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG-NOFA2015.pdf 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an internal 

FWS program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering federally listed species 
on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides project funding for on-the-ground 
conservation efforts.  Climate change is about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration 
of CRI Projects.  In 2016, $6.8 million was available for funding projects under this program. 

     https://www.fws.gov/refuges/whm/cri 
 

5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration, 
with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program annually provides grants 
of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. territories to protect, restore and 
enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. The grants are funded through the Sport 
Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment 
and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal 
watershed management, conservation of threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other 
factors” includes a request for how the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how 
it will be affected by climate change impacts. In January 2017, $17 million in grants to States were 
awarded under this program. 
https://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants/pdfs/FY2018NCWG_NoticeAndInstructions.pdf 

 
 



6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): Projects 
conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and aquatic 
communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve the quality of life 
for the American people.  The application process requests information from project applicants to 
identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no scoring or ranking criteria is based 
on this information, and it is used for internal reporting purposes only. In 2016, $1.8 million was 
available for funding projects under this program. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological Services): 

CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for federally listed species 
and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered Species Act.  The projects reflect the 
collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of review and scoring, each proposal is assessed 
for project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change and may be assigned 
additional points for such work. In 2017, grant awards included $9.48 million for Habitat 
Conservation Planning Assistance, 19.64 million for Habitat Conservation Plan land acquisition, and 
$11.16 million for Recovery land acquisition. 
 https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/pdf/FY17_CESCF-NOFO_FINAL.pdf 

 
 
 



 

INFORMATION MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRINCIPAL DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
 

DATE:   January 12, 2018 
FROM:   Dr. Benjamin Tuggle, Assistant Director, Science Applications 
SUBJECT:  Climate Change and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  
 
BACKGROUND 
Environmental conditions are changing rapidly and include the effects of climate change, which 
are compounding existing impacts to fish and wildlife and adding new ones.   This poses 
significant challenges for accomplishing the Service mission. Without acknowledging and 
factoring them into our work, these changes are expected to increasingly result in impacts on 
ecosystems, the economic and cultural services they provide, and local, State, and Tribal 
communities. Service climate change-related efforts promote efficient and cost-effective 
management.  As part of this effort, the Service’s National Climate Team (NCT) works 
internally and with partners to anticipate and address these challenges to trust resources.   
 
DISCUSSION 
Why must the Service consider climate change impacts? 
● Climate change affects stakeholders who rely on healthy natural resources for recreation and 

livelihood: hunters and anglers, wildlife-related industries, State fish and game agencies, and 
Tribes. The more detrimental the changes linked to climate change, the more focus, response, 
staff resources, and funding that are required by States and other partners to address those 
changes. 

● The effects of climate change, particularly in combination with other existing stressors, are 
affecting every aspect of the Service mission and already are resulting in habitat loss, range 
shifts, population declines, changes in bird migration patterns, spread of invasive species, 
greater wildfire frequency and intensity, and a higher incidence of insect and disease 
outbreaks.  These effects will continue into the future and are likely to increase. 

● Service lands and facilities, and those of States and partners we support, are facing increasing 
climate-related challenges including more frequent or severe floods, fires, sea level rise, and 
drought. Understanding the risks to Federal, State, Tribal and private infrastructure helps the 
Service prevent loss of structures and habitat and avoid costly replacement in the future.   

● The Service has a long-standing commitment and legal responsibilities to manage resources 
based on a strong science foundation.  For example, the Refuge System Mission and Guiding 
Principles state “We subscribe to the highest standards of scientific integrity and reflect this 
commitment in the design, delivery and evaluation of all our work;” several sections of the 
Endangered Species Act require the use of the best scientific information available; and DOI 
and Service scientific integrity policies guide our work.  

 
What is the National Climate Team (NCT)? 
● The Service-wide, cross-programmatic NCT is comprised of professional staff  who provide 

relevant technical expertise and facilitate communications on climate change science, 
adaptation, outreach, policy, and guidance to the Service and its partners. 

● The NCT’s FY18 Workplan has five key priorities: Provide Technical Assistance and 
Internal Coordination, Review the 2010 Climate Change Strategic Plan, Improve 
Communications, Enhance Partnerships and External Coordination, and Facilitate Delivery 



 

of Training.   
 
What are examples of the Service’s climate change-related accomplishments?  
● The Service collaborated with the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA) to 

assist States in voluntarily incorporating climate science and adaptation into State Wildlife 
Action Plans.  

● Following Hurricane Sandy, the Service led more than 30 projects to restore coastal marshes, 
wetlands, and shoreline; create or open connections to rivers and streams for fish passage; 
and reduce the risk of future flooding and damage to local infrastructure. This work benefited 
National Wildlife Refuges and National Fish Hatcheries and surrounding communities. 

● The Service provides climate-related technical capacity such as decision support tools, 
modeling, vulnerability assessments, and other science products that manage and synthesize 
large amounts of data.  Examples include: an application matching 16 climate variables and 
nonnative species’ ranges to better predict the risk of invasive species introductions; a 
Weather Severity Index to help estimate influences of climate change on waterfowl 
populations, habitat, and hunter opportunity; and the FishVis Mapper for identifying 
vulnerabilities of riverine habitat and fishes to climate change in the Midwest.  

● The Service recognizes that some climate changes result in beneficial conditions.  For 
example, part of the basis for the Service downlisting the wood stork from endangered to 
threatened was modeling which projected habitat expansion due to changing climate.  

● The Service works with partners to improve understanding of species adaptive capacity to 
cope with changing climate; this will help improve status assessments and the effectiveness 
of conservation planning and management..  

● The Service developed tools to assess vulnerability of its infrastructure. For example, Fish 
and Aquatic Conservation developed a tool that is currently being applied to National Fish 
Hatcheries to evaluate how climate change may impact hatchery infrastructure and 
operations in the Pacific Northwest.  

● Where feasible, the Service implements projects to reduce energy use, such as retrofitting 
existing facilities, incorporating the latest energy efficient products into designs for new 
construction, and expanding renewable energy availability.  As a result, the Service has 
reduced its energy consumption per gross square foot by an impressive 24.6% from the FY 
2015 energy intensity baseline.  This reduction has resulted in a savings of nearly $2 million 
since FY 2015. 

● Developed at the direction of Congress and published in 2013, following public review, the 
Service helped lead the development of the National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants Climate 
Adaptation Strategy with the States and other partners. The Strategy advocates a coordinated 
response across management and jurisdictional boundaries in light of environmental changes 
being observed across the nation.  

● The Service’s National Conservation Training Center (NCTC) designed and offered climate-
related courses to address natural resource management needs of the Service and its partners.  

 
NEXT STEPS 
The Service will continue to pursue opportunities, within existing capacities and consistent with 
Departmental guidance such as Secretarial Order 3360 and our Director’s Office, to better 
conserve trust resources in the face of a changing climate, including continuing work to 
implement the NCT FY18 Workplan.   



REGULATIONS 

AN E&E NEWS PUBLICATION

This E&E Daily story was sent to you by: Hilda.diaz-
soltero@aphis.usda.gov

From: Craig Martin
To: David Hoskins; David Miko; John Schmerfeld; Su Jewell
Cc: Russell Husen; helen.speights@sol.doi.gov
Subject: Fwd: From E&E Daily -- REGULATIONS: Key Dems press Zinke for info on reg review task force
Date: Wednesday, May 3, 2017 12:20:01 PM

FYI: first I've heard about this regulatory review within DOI. 

Craig

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Diaz-Soltero, Hilda  - APHIS" <Hilda.Diaz-Soltero@aphis.usda.gov>
Date: May 3, 2017 at 10:32:56 AM EDT
To: "Gina_Ramos@blm.gov" <Gina_Ramos@blm.gov>, Hilary Smith
<Hilary_Smith@ios.doi.gov>, "Craig Martin, Chief" <Craig_Martin@fws.gov>
Cc: "Diaz-Soltero, Hilda  - APHIS" <Hilda.Diaz-Soltero@aphis.usda.gov>,
"Andreozzi, Phillip C - APHIS" <Phillip.C.Andreozzi@aphis.usda.gov>
Subject: Fwd: From E&E Daily -- REGULATIONS: Key Dems press Zinke
for info on reg review task force

Was this the task given to Scott Cameron?

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Hilda.diaz-soltero <email_this@eenews.net>
Date: May 3, 2017 at 10:22:20 AM AST
To: <Hilda.diaz-soltero@aphis.usda.gov>
Subject: From E&E Daily -- REGULATIONS: Key Dems press
Zinke for info on reg review task force
Reply-To: <Hilda.diaz-soltero@aphis.usda.gov>

This



Key Dems press Zinke for info on reg review
task force
Arianna Skibell, E&E News reporter
Published: Wednesday, May 3, 2017

Key House Democrats are pushing back at recent Department of
the Interior efforts to roll back regulations and are questioning the
role of acting Deputy Secretary of the Interior James Cason.

House Natural Resource Committee ranking member Raúl
Grijalva (D-Ariz.) and Subcommittee on Oversight and
Investigations ranking member Donald McEachin (D-Va.)
yesterday sent a letter to Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke
demanding additional information on a newly established
regulatory task force.

President Trump's February executive order on regulations
requires agencies to establish a panel to identify rules for
modification or repeal.

The lawmakers noted that the members of the task force, first
reported by E&E News, include five political "beachhead"
employees and one career staffer but no Senate-confirmed
personnel or staff with clear technical expertise in land
management, wildlife management, environmental protection or
safety regulation.

They added that there is no information "about how this task
force will operate, where it fits in the regulatory review process
created by SO 3349, whether any of its activities or decisions will
be transparent and be made known to the public, whether it will
accept public comments, or any other logistical detail."

They demanded Zinke release more information about how the
task force plans to operate, while emphasizing that the task force
should not operate in the dark.

"The American people deserve to know why certain regulations
are or are not being considered for repeal or modification, how
decisions to repeal or modify regulations are being made, and
the true health, safety, environmental, and economic impacts of
making changes to those regulations," they wrote.

Cason's review authority

In a separate letter, the lawmakers raised questions about an
April 12 memo Zinke sent to department secretaries directing



them to ensure all bureau heads and office directors report to the
acting deputy secretary on all "proposed decisions" that have
"nationwide, regional, or statewide impacts."

The memo also said that decisions should not be made until the
acting deputy secretary has "reviewed the report and provided
clearance."

"While the memo purports to be in part for the purpose of
allowing the Acting Deputy Secretary to learn more about how
Departmental decisions are made, the person currently filling the
role of Acting Deputy Secretary, Mr. James Cason, served as
Associate Deputy Secretary for the Department of the Interior
from 2001 through 2009, and would be expected to already have
a good understanding about Departmental processes,"
yesterday's letter pointed out.

Grijalva and McEachin asked Zinke to disclose any guidance
issued to Interior agencies explaining the extent of Cason's
review authority. They also asked what authority Cason has over
grants and regulatory decisions, and for further clarification over
the terms "nationwide, regional, or statewide impacts."
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From: Matthew Huggler
To: Shaun Sanchez
Subject: Fwd: FWS BP on Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rule
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 5:17:54 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

FWS HQ - Non-Fed Oil Gas Activities on NWRS BP.docx
50 CFR Part 29D.pdf
ATT00002.htm

See attached...

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Huggler, Matthew" <matthew_huggler@fws.gov>
Date: March 31, 2017 at 3:51:07 PM EDT
To: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>,  Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, "Guertin,
Stephen" <Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>
Subject: FWS BP on Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rule

Maureen, Virginia -

Also at our Tuesday afternoon meeting this week, you requested a briefing paper
on our non-federal oil and gas rule.  Please see the attached briefing paper and
attachment.

If you need any additional information, please let us know.  

We are also working on the related reviews requested by Secretarial Order 3349.

Thanks and have a nice weekend,

- Matt

---
Matthew C. Huggler
Deputy Assistant Director - External Affairs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: EA
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
(703) 358-2243 (office)
(202) 460-8402 (cell)



INFORMATION/BRIEFING MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY 

 

DATE:  March 29, 2017 

FROM: Jim Kurth, Acting Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

SUBJECT: Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Activities within the National Wildlife 
Refuge System 

To provide an overview of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (FWS) management of non-
federal oil and gas activities within the National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS), particularly 
the applicable rule at 50 CFR, Part 29D. 

BACKGROUND 

• Non-Federal oil and gas exploration and development occurs in NWRS lands where mineral 
rights remain in private, state or tribal ownership. FWS’s data indicate that up to 4,000 oil 
and gas wells lie on 107 NWRS units.  Many of these wells have been properly plugged and 
require no further management actions, meaning that the actual number of non-Federal wells 
operating within the NWRS is likely 2,500 – 3,000. 

DISCUSSION 

• Oil and gas rights holders are entitled to reasonable access to explore for and develop their 
oil and gas resources on National Wildlife Refuges.  

• Activities associated with developing these resources have negative impacts on wildlife, 
habitat, wildlife-dependent recreation, and the health and safety of employees and visitors, 
which compromises the purposes for which the surrounding refuge was established.  
However, many of these impacts can be avoided or minimized through coordination and 
cooperation between FWS staff and the operator. 

• While FWS has had many local successes working with oil and gas operators to achieve 
resource protections in tandem with oil and gas development, there are many examples of 
unnecessary and preventable impacts on natural resources.  

• The Government Accountability Office (GAO) primarily attributed these management 
shortfalls to FWS personnel lacking the necessary clarity of authorities and regulatory tools 
which it deemed essential for effective oil and gas management. As a result, FWS 
promulgated a rule which allows for the continued exercise of non-Federal oil and gas rights 
while avoiding or minimizing unnecessary impacts. 

• The FWS oil and gas rule at 50 CFR, Part 29D: 
o Does not prohibit oil and gas development on NWRS lands, but establishes national 

regulatory consistency to the benefit of both oil and gas operators and refuge 
managers; 

o Is specifically designed to avoid regulatory burdens and ensure  benefits to refuge resources 
and uses outweigh regulatory burdens and costs; 

o Avoids procedural and operational duplication with state regulatory programs by 
focusing on surface activities and establishes the functional equivalent of a “surface 
use agreement” between the Service and operator; 



o Contains a permitting process centered around flexible, site-specific operating 
standards for operations that create new impacts (e.g., new operations and expansion 
of existing operations) and ensures operators reclaim and restore habitat disturbed by 
their activities to protect wildlife for future generations; 

o Analysis led us to NOT select the environmentally preferred alternative specifically 
because costs (to both the Service and the regulated community) outweighed the 
benefits; and, 

o Will apply to about 400 businesses (5 percent of all U.S. oil and gas extraction 
businesses). 

NEXT STEPS 

On December 14, 2016, the FWS oil and gas rule became final and is currently being 
implemented with existing staff resources. 

On March 29, 2017, the Secretary of the Interior issued Secretarial Order 3349.  The Order 
implements the review of agency actions directed by the President’s Executive Order entitled, 
“Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth.”  Among other things, the Secretarial 
Order directs FWS to review its oil and gas rule within 21 days to determine whether it is fully 
consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the Executive Order.  FWS is currently 
conducting this review.     

ATTACHMENTS 

• 50 CFR, Part 29D 
 

• GAO reports: 
 

o 2003 GAO Report: http://www.gao.gov/assets/240/239441.pdf 
 

o 2007 GAO Report: http://www.gao.gov/assets/100/95007.pdf 
 

o 2015 OIG 
Report: https://www.doioig.gov/sites/doioig.gov/files/CREVFWS00022014Public
1 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

50 CFR Parts 28 and 29 

[Docket No. FWS–HQ–NWRS–2012–0086; 
FXRS12610900000–156–FF09R24000] 

RIN 1018–AX36 
 

Management of Non-Federal Oil and 
Gas Rights 
AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Final rule. 

Executive Summary 
This rule revises the existing 

regulations at subpart C, part 29, of title 
50 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) and adds new regulations at 
subpart D of 50 CFR part 29 to govern 
the exercise of non-Federal oil and gas 
rights within refuges outside of Alaska. 
This revision improves the effectiveness 
of the Service to protect refuge resources 
and uses from avoidable, unnecessary 
impacts by non-Federal oil and gas 
operations. It will also bring consistency 
and clarity for both operators and the 
Service as to the process by which 

• Fees for new access beyond that 
held as part of the operator’s oil and gas 
right; 

• Financial assurance (bonding); 
• Penalty provisions; 
• Exemption of refuges in Alaska 

from these requirements; 
• Codification of some existing 

Service policies and practices. 
Background 
Advance Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking, Proposed Rule, and Public 
Comment Period 

This rulemaking effort began on 
      operators may access non-Federal oil February 24, 2014, when we issued an 
SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service), are finalizing 
regulations governing the exercise of 
non-Federal oil and gas rights outside of 
Alaska in order to improve our ability 
to protect refuge resources, visitors, and 
the general public’s health and safety 
from potential impacts associated with 
non-Federal oil and gas operations 
located within refuges. The exercise of 
non-Federal oil and gas rights refers to 
oil and gas activities associated with 
any private, State, or tribally owned 
mineral interest where the surface estate 
above such rights is administered by the 
Service as part of the Refuge System. 
The existing non-Federal oil and gas 
regulations have remained unchanged 
for more than 50 years and provide only 
vague guidance to staff and operators. 
This rule will make the regulations 
more consistent with existing laws, 
policies, and industry practices. It is 
designed to provide regulatory clarity 
and guidance to oil and gas operators 
and refuge staff, provide a simple 
process for compliance, incorporate 
technological improvements in 
exploration and drilling technology, and 
ensure that non-Federal oil and gas 
operations are conducted in a manner 
that avoids or minimizes impacts to 
refuge resources. 
DATES: This rule is effective December 
14, 2016. 
ADDRESSES: Supplementary documents 
prepared in conjunction with 
preparation of this rule, including an 
economic analysis and an 
environmental impact statement, and 
the public comments received on the 
proposed rule are available at 
www.regulations.gov at Docket No. 
FWS–HQ–NWRS–2012–0086. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Scott Covington, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Division of Natural Resources 
and Planning, MS: NWRS, 5275 
Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, VA 22041; 
telephone 703–358–2427. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

and gas on the National Wildlife Refuge 
System (NWRS). The Service defines the 
National Wildlife Refuge System to 
consist of all lands, waters, and interests 
therein that it administers (25 CFR 
25.12) and does not apply its regulations 
to the non-Federal lands found within 
refuge boundaries (i.e., inholdings). 

The Service promulgated the current 
regulations at 50 CFR 29.32 to govern 
the exercise of non-Federal mineral 
rights on the NWRS more than 50 years 
ago, and they have not been updated 
since. The current regulations outline a 
general policy to minimize impacts to 
refuge resources to the extent 
practicable from all activities associated 
with non-Federal mineral exploration 
and development where access is on, 
across, or through federally owned or 
controlled lands or waters of the NWRS. 
However, they have been ineffective at 
protecting refuge resources because they 
do not provide operators or refuge staff 
with an explicit process or requirements 
for operating on refuge lands, resulting 
in inconsistency in protections for 
refuge resources and uses. 

Therefore, updating these regulations 
is a necessary exercise of the Service’s 
authority to ensure that we are meeting 
our responsibilities under the National 
Wildlife Refuge System Administration 
Act (NWRSAA), as amended by the 
National Wildlife Refuge System 
Improvement Act (NWRSIA) (16 U.S.C. 
668dd et seq.), to protect refuge 
resources and uses while ensuring that 
mineral rights holders have reasonable 
access to develop their non-Federal oil 
and gas. 

Key components of the rule include: 
• A permitting process for new 

operations; 
• A permitting process for well- 

plugging and reclamation for all 
operations; 

• Information requirements for 
particular types of operations; 

• Operating standards so that both the 
Service and the operator can readily 
identify what standards apply to 
particular operations; 

advance notice of proposed rulemaking 
(ANPR) (79 FR 10080) to assist us in 
developing the proposed rule. The 
ANPR had a 60-day comment period, 
ending April 25, 2014. On June 9, 2014, 
we reopened the comment period for 
another 30 days, ending July 9, 2014 (79 
FR 32903). We received comments from 
unaffiliated private citizens (36), 
conservation organizations (14), State 
agencies (8), counties (2), Alaska Native 
Corporations (2), a tribal agency, oil and 
gas owners and operators (6), business 
associations (5), and a Federal agency, 
along with almost 80,000 form letter 
comments from members of two 
environmental organizations. The 
majority of commenters were in favor of 
strengthening and expanding the 
regulations to better protect refuge 
resources and values. Some commenters 
requested that we not revise the existing 
regulations, while others questioned 
whether the Service had the statutory 
authority to regulate non-Federal oil and 
gas operations on refuges. 

We utilized these comments to 
prepare the proposed rule, which we 
published on December 11, 2015 (80 FR 
77200), and opened, with the associated 
draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS), a 60-day comment period. During 
this comment period we received 
approximately 39,600 responses (mostly 
form letters) indicating general support 
regulating oil and gas activities on 
refuges and our proposed rule. 
However, many commented that the 
proposed rule did not go far enough in 
regulating these activities, with some 
requesting a ban on any oil and gas 
activity, or at least hydraulic fracturing, 
in refuges. We also received 12 letters 
from State agencies, oil and gas 
associations, oil companies, and an 
individual opposing the rulemaking. 
Primary reasons for opposition are that 
these entities believe that the Service 
lacks authority to regulate private oil 
and gas and existing State and Federal 
regulations are sufficient to protect 
refuges. More information on the ANPR, 
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proposed rule, and public comments is 
available at http://www.fws.gov/refuges/ 
oil-and-gas/rulemaking.html and also at 
www.regulations.gov at Docket No. 
FWS–HQ–NWRS–2012–0086. 

A detailed discussion of all changes 
made after consideration of comments 
on the proposed rule is contained in the 
Summary of and Response to Public 
Comments section below. 

Non-Federal Oil and Gas on the NWRS 
Non-Federal oil and gas rights exist 

within the NWRS in situations where 
the oil and gas interest has been severed 
from the estate acquired by the United 
States, either because: 

• The United States acquired 
property from a grantor that did not own 
the oil and gas interest; or 

• The United States acquired the 
property from a grantor that reserved the 
oil and gas interest from the 
conveyance. 

Non-Federal oil and gas interests can 
be held by individuals, partnerships, 
for-profit corporations, nonprofit 
organizations, tribes, or States and their 
political subdivisions. We recognize 
that interests in non-Federal oil and gas 
are property rights that may be taken for 
public use only with payment of just 
compensation in accordance with the 
Fifth Amendment of the U.S. 
Constitution. Application of this rule is 
not intended to result in the taking of a 
property interest, but rather to impose 
reasonable regulations on activities that 
involve or affect federally owned lands 
and resources of the NWRS to avoid or 
minimize impacts from such activities 
to the maximum extent practicable. 

These regulations do not apply to the 
development of the Federal mineral 
estate, including Federal oil and gas, 
which are administered by the Bureau 
of Land Management (BLM), under the 
Mineral Leasing Act and the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act. In 
areas where oil and gas rights are owned 
by the United States, and leasing is 
authorized, the applicable regulations 
are found at 43 CFR part 3100 et seq. 
There is a general prohibition to leasing 
Federal oil and gas on refuge lands (43 
CFR 3101.5–1). These regulations do not 
apply to refuges located in Alaska. 

Examples of non-Federal oil and gas 
operations conducted on refuges 
include: Geophysical (seismic) 
exploration; exploratory well drilling; 
field development well drilling; oil and 
gas well production operations, 
including installation and operation of 
well flowlines and gathering lines; 
enhanced recovery operations; well 
plugging and abandonment; and site 
reclamation. 

Impacts of Oil and Gas Activities on 
Refuge Resources and Uses 

Oil and gas activities have the 
potential to adversely impact refuge 
resources and uses in some or all of the 
following manners: 

• Surface water quality degradation 
from spills, storm water runoff, erosion, 
and sedimentation; 

• Soil and groundwater 
contamination from existing drilling 
mud pits, poorly constructed wells, 
improperly conducted enhanced 
recovery techniques, spills, and leaks; 

• Air quality degradation from dust, 
natural gas flaring, hydrogen sulfide gas, 
and emissions from production 
operations and vehicles; 

• Increased noise from seismic 
operations, blasting, construction, oil 
and gas drilling and production 
operations; 

• Reduction of roadless areas on 
refuges; 

• Noise and human presence effects 
on wildlife behavior, breeding, and 
habitat use; 

• Disruption of wildlife migration 
routes; 

• Adverse effects on sensitive and 
endangered species; 

• Viewshed (an area of land, water, or 
other environmental element that is 
visible to the human eye from a fixed 
vantage point) intrusion by roads, 
traffic, drilling equipment, production 
equipment, pipelines, etc.; 

• Night sky intrusion from artificial 
lighting and gas flares; 

• Disturbance to archaeological and 
cultural resources associated with 
seismic exploration and road/site 
preparation, associated with 
maintenance activities, or by spills; 

• Visitor safety hazards from 
equipment, pressurized vessels and 
lines, presence of hydrogen sulfide gas, 
and leaking oil and gas that can create 
explosion and fire hazards; 

• Wildlife mortality from oil spills or 
entrapment in open-topped tanks or 
pits, poaching, and vehicle collisions; 

• Fish kills from oil and oilfield brine 
spills; and 

• Vegetation mortality from oilfield 
brine spills. 
Service Authority To Regulate Non- 
Federal Oil and Gas Activities 

As noted in the preamble to the 
proposed rule, one of the principal 
recommendations of the 2003 
Government Accountability Office 
report to Congress was for the Service to 
clarify its regulatory authority with 
respect to the exercise of non-Federal oil 
and gas rights within the Refuge System. 
We provided in the preamble to the 

proposed rule an explanation of the 
basis for the Service’s authority. As 
further discussed below, the Service 
received opposing public comments on 
its analysis. While some commenters 
asserted that the Service lacked the 
authority to regulate such private 
property rights, others agreed that we do 
have this regulatory authority. 

After carefully considering the public 
comments, as well as engaging in 
further discussions with the Office of 
the Solicitor of the Department of the 
Interior, the Service concludes that the 
National Wildlife Refuge System 
Administration Act, as amended in 1997 
by the National Wildlife Refuge System 
Improvement Act (NWRSAA) (16 U.S.C. 
668dd et seq.), provides us the statutory 
authority to promulgate these 
regulations. In turn, Congress’s 
authority to enact the NWRSAA is the 
Property Clause of the United States 
Constitution, which provides it the 
power ‘‘to dispose of and make all 
needful Rules and Regulations 
respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United 
States.’’ U.S. Const. art IV, sec. 3, cl. 2. 

In 1997, Congress declared the 
Service’s mission to be: ‘‘to administer 
a national network of lands and waters 
for the conservation, management, and 
where appropriate, restoration of the 
fish, wildlife, and plant resources and 
their habitats within the United States 
for the benefit of present and future 
generations of Americans.’’ (16 U.S.C. 
668dd(a)(2)). The NWRSAA further 
directs the Secretary of the Interior, in 
administering the System, to: 

• Provide for the conservation of fish, 
wildlife, and plants, and their habitats 
within the NWRS; 

• Ensure that the biological integrity, 
diversity, and environmental health of 
the NWRS are maintained for the benefit 
of present and future generations of 
Americans; 

• Ensure that the mission of the 
NWRS and the purposes of each refuge 
are carried out; 

• Ensure effective coordination, 
interaction, and cooperation with 
owners of land adjoining refuges and 
the fish and wildlife agency of the States 
in which the units of the NWRS are 
located; 

• Assist in the maintenance of 
adequate water quantity and water 
quality to fulfill the mission of the 
NWRS and the purposes of each refuge; 

• Recognize compatible wildlife- 
dependent recreational uses as the 
priority general public uses of the 
NWRS through which the American 
public can develop an appreciation for 
fish and wildlife; 
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• Ensure that opportunities are 
provided within the NWRS for 
compatible wildlife-dependent 
recreational uses; and 

• Monitor the status and trends of 
fish, wildlife, and plants in each refuge. 

To carry out its mission and these 
statutory directives to administer the 
Refuge System, Congress provided the 
Service the authority  to  issue 
regulations to carry out the NWRSAA 
(16 U.S.C. 668dd(b)(5)), as well as to 
prescribe regulations to ‘‘permit the use 
of any areas within the System for any 
purpose .......... ’’ (16 U.S.C. 
668dd(d)(1)(A)). In this regard, the 
statutory authority of the Service is 
substantially similar to that of the 
National Park Service (NPS), which 
since 1979 has regulated the exercise of 
non-federal oil and gas rights within the 
Park System on the basis of its authority 
to issue regulations ‘‘necessary or 
proper for the use and management of 
System units’’ (54 U.S.C. 100751). 

The rule ‘‘applies to all operators 
conducting non-Federal oil and gas 
operations outside of Alaska on Service- 
administered surface estates held in fee 
or less-than fee (excluding coordination 
areas) or Service-administered waters 
within the boundaries of the refuge to 
the extent necessary to protect those 
property interests.’’ Thus, the regulation 
directly relates to the Service mission 
‘‘to administer a national network of 
lands and waters for the conservation, 
management, and where appropriate, 
restoration of the fish, wildlife, and 
plant resources and their habitats ....... ’’ 
and various statutory directives, 
including the conservation of fish and 
wildlife within the NWRS and ensuring 
their biological integrity. The rule, 
therefore, falls within the Service’s 
authority to issue regulations to carry 
out the NWRSAA (16 U.S.C. 
668dd(b)(5)). Regulating the use of 
Service-administered surface estates and 
waters also falls within the Service’s 
statutory authority to issue regulations 
to ‘‘permit the use of any areas within 
the System for any purpose ........ ’’ 

Several relatively recent appellate 
court decisions support our 
interpretation of the NWRSAA. In 
Burlison v. United States (533 F.3d 419 
(6th Cir. 2008)), the appeals court held 
that the Service’s authority to permit the 
use of roads on refuge lands included 
the power to reasonably regulate a 
reserved easement within a refuge: 

We do conclude, however, that the Fish 
and Wildlife Service may legitimately 
exercise the sovereign police power of the 
Federal Government in regulating the 
easement. Section 668dd(d)(1)(B) delegates 
the power to the Secretary of the Interior (and 
the Fish and Wildlife Service) ‘‘under such 

 
regulations as he may prescribe,’’ to ‘‘permit 
the use of . . . any areas within the System 
for purposes such as . . . roads.’’ 

Id. at 438. Burlison also relied on the 
decision of the U.S. Court of Appeals 
Eighth Circuit in Duncan Energy Co. v. 
United States Forest Service, 50 F.3d 
584 (8th Cir. 1995), which upheld the 
Forest Service’s authority to regulate 
non-Federal oil and gas rights on the 
basis of statutory authority that is also 
very similar to that of the NWRSAA: 

Under the Bankhead-Jones Farm  Tenant 
Act, Congress directed the Secretary of 
Agriculture ‘‘to develop a program of land 
conservation and land utilization.’’ 7 U.S.C. 
Sec. 1010 (1988). The Act directs the  
Secretary to make rules as necessary to 
‘‘regulate the use and occupancy’’ of acquired 
lands and ‘‘to conserve and utilize’’ such 
lands. 7 U.S.C. Sec. 1011(f) (Supp.V.1993). 
The Forest Service, acting under the 
Secretary’s direction, manages the surface 
lands here as part of the National Grasslands, 
which are part of the National Forest System. 
See 16 U.S.C. Sec. 1609(a) (1988). Congress 
has given the Forest Service broad power to 
regulate Forest System land. See, e.g., 7  
U.S.C. Sec. 1011 (1988 & Supp.V.1993); 16 
U.S.C. Sec. 551 (Supp.V.1993). 
Id. at 589. Similarly, the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit has 
interpreted the NWRSAA to authorize 
the Service to regulate access and use of 
refuge lands by holders of valid interests 
in land. School Board of Avoyelles 
Parish v. United States Department of 
the Interior (647 F.3d 570 (5th Cir. 
2011)). The School Board administered 
an enclosed estate within the refuge and 
under Louisiana property law was 
entitled to a right of passage over 
neighboring property to the nearest 
public road. The Service did not dispute 
that a right to cross refuge lands existed, 
but asserted it could condition such use, 
and imposed permit limits on the times 
of day and types of vehicles that could 
use the right-of-way to access the 
enclosed estate. Reversing the district 
court, the Fifth Circuit affirmed the 
authority under the NWRSAA and 
Service regulations to require a permit 
and to impose reasonable conditions for 
‘‘any person entering a national wildlife 
refuge’’ even where that person held 
property rights afforded under the laws 
of Louisiana. Citing Burlison and a 
series of Supreme Court and circuit 
court cases interpreting the Property 
Clause, the Fifth Circuit held that 
requiring a permit for entry and use, and 
imposing reasonable restrictions on the 
exercise of the non-Federal property 
rights, was well within Federal authority 
under the Property Clause. 

The primary arguments that the 
Service lacks the necessary regulatory 
authority are based on the analysis 
contained in a 1986 memorandum from 

the Associate Solicitor, Division of 
Conservation and Wildlife (‘‘1986 
Opinion’’) that concluded the Service 
then lacked the authority from Congress 
to adopt regulations requiring permits 
for access by holders of mineral 
interests, unless the authority was 
provided for in the deed by which the 
United States acquired title to the 
surface estate. That opinion relied in 
part on Caire v. Fulton, 1986 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 31049 (W.D. La. 1986), an 
unpublished district court decision, 
where the United States had explicitly 
agreed during eminent domain 
proceedings to delete from the proposed 
deed a provision authorizing Service 
regulation of the oil and gas interests 
not being acquired. 

The 1986 Opinion was also premised 
on a provision of the Migratory Bird 
Conservation Act (MBCA), originally 
enacted in 1929 and amended in 1935, 
that now provides: 

The Secretary of the Interior may do all 
things and make all expenditures necessary 
to secure the safe title in the United States 
to the areas which may be acquired under 
this subchapter, but no payment shall be 
made for any such areas until the title thereto 
shall be satisfactory to the Attorney General 
or his designee, but the acquisition of such 
areas by the United States shall in no case 
be defeated because of rights-of-way, 
easements, and reservations which from their 
nature will in the opinion of the Secretary of 
the Interior in no manner interfere with the 
use of the areas so encumbered for the 
purposes of this subchapter, but such rights- 
of-way, easements, and reservations retained 
by the grantor or lessor from whom the 
United States receives title under this 
subchapter or any other Act for the 
acquisition by the Secretary of the Interior of 
areas for wildlife refuges shall be subject to 
rules and regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior for the occupation, 
use, operation, protection,  and 
administration of such areas as inviolate 
sanctuaries for migratory birds or as refuges 
for wildlife; and it shall be expressed in the 
deed or lease that the use, occupation, and 
operation of such rights-of-way, easements, 
and reservations shall be subordinate to and 
subject to such rules and regulations as are 
set out in such deed or lease or, if deemed 
necessary by the Secretary of the Interior, to 
such rules and regulations as may be 
prescribed by him from time to time. (16 
U.S.C. 715e) 

The Service broadly construes its 
statutory authority to issue regulations 
‘‘to permit the use of any area within the 
System for any purpose’’ and that the 
NWRSAA, not the MBCA, is therefore 
the controlling authority with respect to 
regulating non-federal oil and gas rights. 
While the specific facts of the 
unreported decision in Caire have 
always suggested that it was of limited 
precedential value, the Fifth Circuit’s 



Federal Register / Vol. 81, No. 219 / Monday, November 14, 2016 / Rules and Regulations 79951 
 

decision in Avoyelles Parish is the 
controlling juridical authority to apply 
in that circuit. Moreover, even if the 
MBCA provisions were construed to 
limit the applicability of the NWRSAA 
authority, which clearly it does not, 
those limits would apply only to lands 
acquired under that Act. As of the end 
of Fiscal Year 2015, approximately 31.3 
percent of the total 8,100,204.93 acres of 
Federal lands and interests in lands in 
252 of the Nation’s approximately 560 
National Wildlife Refuges have been 
purchased under authority of the 
MBCA. 

In our review of various deeds used 
by the Service over the years to acquire 
lands and interests in lands that make 
up the NWRS, we find many variations 
were used and that it is not possible to 
review or summarize here all such 
provisions, or ensure that we are 
familiar with the circumstances 
surrounding each acquisition of NWRS 
lands that did not include oil and gas 
rights. As part of the pre-application 
meeting with the Service (see § 29.91), 
and/or the submission of a permit 
application (see § 29.94), we will 
provide the opportunity to receive 
copies of any deeds and other relevant 
information that the applicant believes 
would control or otherwise limit the 
applicability of any provision of this 
rule to the particular applicant’s 
operations. We intend this process to 
ensure on a case-by-case basis that the 
Service fully considers all relevant 
information concerning the particular 
acquisitions before imposing specific 
requirements on the applicant’s 
operations. The Service will respect 
applicable deed conditions; however, 
the rule requirements will apply to the 
extent that they do not conflict with 
such deed conditions, which we believe 
will be the situation in most cases. The 
Solicitor’s Office has withdrawn the 
1986 Opinion on the basis that the 
opinion is out of date and does not 
reflect the current state of law with 
regard to the Service’s full authorities to 
manage lands within units of the 
NWRS. The Solicitor will be issuing a 
new opinion in the near future that sets 
out the supporting legal analysis of the 
underlying authorities upon which the 
Service is adopting this rule. 
Final Rule 
Summary of Final Rule 

The rule generally requires that 
operators receive permits for new non- 
Federal oil and gas activities on the 
NWRS; provide a regulatory framework 
to achieve the necessary protections for 
refuge resources; and improve 
regulatory consistency to the benefit of 

both refuge resources and oil and gas 
operators. The rule contains 
performance-based standards that 
provide flexibility to resource managers 
and operators to use evolving 
technologies within different 
environments to achieve the standards. 
It establishes standards for surface use 
and site management, specific resource 
protections, spill prevention and 
response, waste management, and 
reclamation. Additionally, the rule 
contains procedures for permit 
applications and Service review and 
approval. Finally, there are provisions 
for financial assurance (bonding), access 
fees, mitigation, change of operator, 
permit modification, and prohibitions 
and penalties. We incorporated public 
input received during the rulemaking 
process to shape the rule. 
Permitting Approach 

The permitting process allows the 
Service to ensure that refuge resources, 
as well as public health and safety, are 
protected to the greatest extent 
practicable. Under the rule, the Service 
requires the following: 

a. New operations are by permit only. 
Operators conducting new operations 
must obtain an operations permit before 
commencing new or modified 
operations within a refuge (§ 29.42). 
This requirement addresses exploration, 
drilling, production, enhanced recovery 
operations, transportation, plugging, 
and reclamation operations. We 
encourage operators to contact the 
Service early in the process so that the 
Service can provide suggestions to 
improve the application. Additionally, 
an operator will be authorized to begin 
operations only after the operator has 
received all other required State and 
Federal permits. 

b. Operations under an existing 
Service permit may continue under the 
terms of that permit, but must comply 
with existing Federal, State, and local 
laws and regulations and the applicable 
general terms and conditions of this rule 
(§ 29.43). Operators are required to 
obtain a new permit or amend their 
existing permit if they propose to 
conduct new operations or modify their 
existing operations (i.e., proposed 
activities outside the scope of their 
existing approval that will have impacts 
on refuge resources as determined by 
the Service). At the time of reclamation, 
the Service will review existing permits 
and modify them as necessary to ensure 
compliance with all Service reclamation 
standards. 

c. Operators with operations not 
under a Service permit being conducted 
prior to the effective date of this rule, or 
prior to a boundary change or 

establishment of a new refuge, are 
considered ‘‘pre-existing operators’’ and 
may continue to operate as they have 
been, but they must comply with 
existing Federal, State, and local laws 
and regulations and the applicable 
general terms and conditions of this rule 
(§ 29.44). Additionally, these operators 
are required to obtain an operations 
permit for any new operations or for any 
modification to their existing operation. 
Finally, once production operations 
cease, the operator must obtain an 
operations permit for plugging and 
reclamation, or to maintain their well(s) 
in extended shut-in status. 

d. All operators must have a permit 
for plugging and reclamation and 
comply with all Service reclamation 
standards. 

e. When pre-existing operations are 
transferred, the new operator must 
obtain an operations permit. 

f. Wells drilled from outside refuges or 
on non-Federal inholdings to access 
non-Federal minerals are exempt from 
these regulations. 

g. Operations on refuges in Alaska are 
exempt from these regulations. 
However, the performance-based 
standards of this rule may be used, as 
appropriate, as guidance in determining 
how an operator would meet the various 
requirements of ANILCA and ANCSA to 
protect refuge resources and uses. 

The Service finds that this permitting 
process is the best way to manage oil 
and gas operations and protect refuge 
resources on the NWRS and using time, 
place, and manner stipulations are the 
most effective way for the Service to 
avoid or minimize impacts. The ‘‘place’’ 
factor in the ‘‘time, place, and manner’’ 
equation is often most important in 
terms of ability to protect an 
environmental resource. The risks 
created by a poorly selected location 
cannot easily be overcome with even the 
best operational methods. Conversely, 
proper site selection can do much to 
mitigate the effects of accidents or 
environmentally unsound practices. The 
‘‘time’’ factor restricts the timing of 
operations to remove or minimize 
impacts on resources that are only 
seasonally present. The ‘‘manner’’ factor 
is the method in which oil and gas 
activities are conducted, using best 
management practices. Therefore, 
requiring a permit that contains such 
stipulations is the most effective way to 
avoid or minimize impacts of new 
operations. 

Proper site planning, timing 
restrictions, and best management 
practices established through the permit 
process for new operations will 
accomplish great improvements in 
resource protection. Because existing 
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operations with a special use permit 
already have stipulations in those 
permits that have been implemented to 
protect refuge resources and uses, they 
are allowed to continue their operations 
under the terms of that permit. 
Furthermore, the Service is not 
requiring a permit for operators with 
existing operations not currently under 
a permit (pre-existing operations) 
because a majority of the impacts 
avoided or mitigated under the permit 
have already occurred, and the permit 
process can result in substantial 
administrative and operational costs on 
both the Service and the operator. These 
costs (similar to those of permitting new 
operations) could be disproportional to 
the environmental benefits gained 
where the operator’s well has already 
been drilled and the area of operations 
(access route, well site, production 
facilities, and routes for gathering lines) 
has already been established. 

Our analysis found that the Service 
could eliminate many of the ongoing, 
unnecessary impacts to refuge resources 
and uses resulting from the production 
phase of pre-existing operations by 
enforcing State laws and regulations on 
Service-administered lands and waters. 
Making violation of applicable State 
laws related to oil and gas a prohibited 
act under the rule allows the Service to 
enforce these requirements as Federal 
requirements, and so gives us greater 
enforcement capabilities in ensuring 
that unnecessary impacts from these 
operations, such as leaks and spills, are 
avoided or minimized. This approach to 
permitting allows the Service to focus 
its limited time and resources on those 
new operations that create the highest 
level of incremental impacts. Also, by 
requiring all operators, pre-existing, 
existing with a Service-issued permit, 
and new, to have a permit for plugging 
and reclamation, we can ensure 
rehabilitation of impacted habitat. 

When a well is drilled on inholdings 
or non-Federal adjacent lands, impacts 
to refuge resources are avoided or 
minimized to a great extent. Therefore, 
the Service’s approach of exempting 
downhole aspects of these operations 
that occur within a refuge from the 
regulations is intended to provide an 
incentive for operators to use drilling 
from a surface location not administered 
by the Service in order to reach their oil 
and gas rights under the refuge- 
administered surface estate. However, 
anytime an operator needs to physically 
cross Service land for access, including 
access to a non-Federal surface location, 
such as an inholding, to conduct 
operations, then the operator must 
comply with the applicable provisions 
of this subpart for obtaining approval 

from the Service for such access, 
including obtaining an operations 
permit covering the new access or 
modification to the existing access. 

Operating Standards 
The Service developed this rule using 

a suite of performance-based standards 
that establish goals and define a desired 
level of protection for refuge resources 
and uses. This approach provides 
flexibility to resource managers and 
operators to best protect refuge 
resources and uses over time and across 
various environments by uses of varied 
technologies and methods. Resource 
managers and operators will identify 
and develop specific actions and best 
management practices that are then 
incorporated into operations permits. In 
contrast, prescriptive regulations define 
specific requirements of time, place, and 
manner and may not fully consider how 
these measures achieve the desired level 
of resource protection or how they may 
apply in different environments. The 
Service examined other Federal and 
State oil and gas regulations and 
determined that the performance-based 
standards approach provided the most 
efficient means of successfully avoiding 
or minimizing the effects of oil and gas 
operations on refuge resources and 
visitor uses. A one-size-fits-all (i.e., 
prescriptive) approach does not work 
due to the widely differing 
environments found at the various 
refuges with non-Federal oil and gas 
rights across the country. A 
performance-based standards model has 
been successfully used by NPS for more 
than 35 years and applied in the context 
of a permit that contains specific actions 
an operator must take to meet the 
regulatory standards. 

In developing and analyzing the rule 
and alternatives, the Service found that 
the preponderance of impacts and risks 
of impacts to refuge resources associated 
with exploration and development of oil 
and gas emanate from surface activities. 
However, mishaps below the surface 
can adversely affect the surficial 
groundwater systems that are important 
to the success of many national wildlife 
refuges. This finding holds true for 
operations that include the use of 
hydraulic fracturing. The Service found 
that well drilling and production 
operations that include the use of 
hydraulic fracturing have similar types 
of surface activities (e.g., road and pad 
construction, tractor-trailer truck traffic, 
use of water, use of chemicals, use of 
large diesel-powered engines, 
generation of waste) as operations that 
do not include hydraulic fracturing. 
Hydraulic fracturing operations, 
particularly those used in combination 

with horizontal drilling techniques to 
access oil or gas in shale or other ‘‘tight’’ 
formations, usually increase the scope, 
intensity, and duration of activities 
commonly associated with oil and gas 
well drilling and completion, as well as 
the pressures to which the well casings 
are subjected. 

In the context of this rule, the term 
‘‘hydraulic fracturing’’ means those 
operations conducted in an individual 
wellbore designed to increase the flow 
of hydrocarbons from the rock formation 
to the wellbore through modifying the 
permeability of reservoir rock by 
applying fluids under pressure to 
fracture it. It does not include the 
comprehensive list of all oil and gas 
activities associated with development 
that happens to include hydraulic 
fracturing. While the rule’s operating 
standards are not specific to hydraulic 
fracturing operations, they were 
developed with the expectation that 
hydraulic fracturing will occur on  
refuge lands and give the Service the 
ability to effectively manage the 
additional impacts that hydraulic 
fracturing may have on refuge resources 
and uses. 

The Service notes that BLM has 
recently promulgated regulations 
addressing hydraulic fracturing on 
Federal and Indian lands at 43 CFR part 
3160 (80 FR 16128, March 26, 2015). We 
carefully considered the recently 
promulgated BLM oil and gas 
regulations on hydraulic fracturing. 
(The Service also notes that those 
regulations have been set aside by the 
U.S. District Court in Wyoming, and 
that decision is on appeal to the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Tenth 
Circuit.) The Service and BLM take 
different approaches to operating 
standards because of our differing 
statutory bases for regulating the 
exercise of oil and gas rights. 
Specifically, the BLM has regulatory 
authority over the development of the 
Federal mineral estate, including 
Federal oil and gas resources under 
Federal and Indian lands. Instead, these 
Service regulations address private 
property rights within refuges and are 
based on the authorities and directives 
of the NWRSAA, including ‘‘to 
administer a national network of lands 
and waters for the conservation, 
management, and where appropriate, 
restoration of the fish, wildlife, and 
plant resources and their habitats within 
the United States for the benefit of 
present and future generations of 
Americans.’’ Therefore, the Service’s 
regulations are focused on avoiding or 
minimizing impacts to federally owned 
and administered lands and resources of 
the NWRS to the maximum extent 
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practicable by using the most 
technologically feasible, least damaging 
oil and gas development methods to 
protect refuge resources and uses. 

The rule maintains the non- 
prescriptive operating standards from 
the proposed rule, which are similar to 
the existing NPS regulations in 36 CFR, 
subpart B (the ‘‘9B’’ regulations), and 
provide operators flexibility to design 
operations while protecting refuge 
resources, uses, and visitor health and 
safety. The Service’s approach is to 
review an operator’s submissions to 
determine if they are avoiding or 
minimizing impacts to the maximum 
extent practicable, and if not, to include 
in the operating permits the terms and 
conditions that will ensure that they do 
so. 
State Regulations 

The Service’s goal in this rule is to 
provide a regulatory regime that 
complements State regulatory programs 
to the benefit of the surface estate and 
the resources for which we are 
entrusted, while not compromising the 
ability of operators to develop their 
resource. The Service and State oil and 
gas agencies have fundamentally 
different missions. The Service’s legal 
mandate is to conserve fish, wildlife, 
and plant resources and their habitats 
for the benefit of present and future 
generations. In contrast, State oil and 
gas regulations typically focus on the 
protection of mineral rights and 
‘‘conservation’’ of the oil and gas 
resources (i.e., minimizing waste of oil 
and gas resources). From a regulatory 
perspective, management of oil and gas 
operations is necessary in order for the 
Service to protect its surface resources 
and meet its congressionally mandated 
mission. 

The Service’s intention is to avoid or 
minimize potential procedural and 
operational duplication of State 
programs, while working cooperatively 
to achieve common objectives between 
the Service, States, and operators. The 
Service received several comments from 
the public on the effectiveness of State 
regulations in protecting refuge 
resources and uses, and that issue is 
discussed further below in our response 
to comments. 

In the context of enforcing State oil 
and gas regulations, the Service focus is 
on noncompliance issues that have the 
potential to adversely affect refuge 
resources and visitor uses. Making 
violation of non-conflicting provisions 
of State oil and gas law and regulations 
a prohibited act under the rule allows us 
to enforce on refuges as a matter of 
Federal law, the same requirements 
already imposed on operators by a State. 

States may not have enough inspectors 
to ensure companies are meeting State 
standards. Louisiana, the State with the 
most non-Federal oil and gas production 
on refuge lands, recently reported that it 
lacks an adequate number of inspectors 
and its inspection rate is too low. Under 
this rule, Refuge Law Enforcement will 
work cooperatively with States to 
ensure that operators on refuges are 
meeting Service and State regulatory 
requirements with a minimum of 
duplication. 
Summary of and Response to Public 
Comments 

A summary of substantive comments 
and Service responses is provided 
below followed by a table that sets out 
changes we have made to the proposed 
rule based on the analysis of the 
comments and other considerations. 
Authority 

1. Comment: We received comments 
both in opposition to and in support of 
our general authority to manage oil and 
gas operations on Refuge lands. 
Commenters opposing our authority 
generally noted that they believe the 
Service has limited authority to regulate 
oil and gas operations based on the 
authority by which the Service acquired 
the land and specific deed language in 
the Migratory Bird Conservation Act 
(MBCA; 16 U.S.C. 715e) and the 
Supreme Court decision in United 
States v. Little Lake Misere Land Co. 
(412 U.S. 580,597–98 (1973)), which 
interpreted the MBCA to require the 
Service to express in the deed language 
that non-Federal mineral rights will be 
subject to regulation. Commenters also 
cited subsequent case law and the 
legislative history of both the National 
Wildlife Refuge System Administration 
Act, as amended by the National 
Wildlife Refuge System Improvement 
Act (16 U.S.C. 668dd) (NWRSAA and 
NWRSIA), to contend that the Service 
has not since been granted specific 
authority to regulate non-Federal 
mineral rights and so, absent specific 
deed language, the Service is limited to 
common law in protecting refuge 
resources and uses from impacts 
associated with oil and gas operations. 

Other commenters expressed support 
for our general authority and 
responsibility to promulgate regulations 
to manage non-Federal oil and gas based 
on the Property Clause of the 
Constitution (U.S. Const.) and the 
NWRSIA, as well as subsequent case 
law that has held that the Service does 
have the authority to reasonably 
regulate access to private rights on the 
NWRS (see Sch. Bd. of Avoyelles Par. v. 
U.S. Dep’t of Interior, 647 F.3d 570, 581, 

581 n.4 (5th Cir. 2011); Burlison v. 
United States, 533 F.3d 419, 434–35 
(6th Cir. 2008)). 

Service Response: We have carefully 
considered all the comments, and the 
Service concludes that the NWRSAA, as 
amended by the NWRSIA, provides us 
the statutory authority pursuant to 
Congress’ Property Clause powers to 
promulgate and implement these 
regulations as further explained in the 
preamble to the proposed rule. 
Furthermore, we conclude these 
regulations are also consistent with 
common law principles that a mineral 
rights holder’s access to their minerals 
cannot unreasonably impact the surface 
estate. These regulations respect an 
operator’s right to use the surface estate 
on refuges while protecting and 
minimizing impacts to refuge resources 
and uses to comply with the unique 
mission of these public lands ‘‘for the 
conservation, management, and where 
appropriate, restoration of the fish, 
wildlife, and plant resources and their 
habitats within the United States for the 
benefit of present and future generations 
of Americans.’’ (16 U.S.C. 668dd(a)(2)). 
For additional information on our 
authorities, see the section on Service 
Authority to Regulate Non-Federal Oil 
and Gas Activities. With regard to the 
comment citing the Supreme Court Case 
U.S. v. Little Lake Misere Land Co., as 
we state in the Service Authority to 
Regulate Non-Federal Oil and Gas 
Activities section, the Service will 
respect applicable deed conditions, 
however, the rule requirements will 
apply to the extent that they do not 
conflict with such deed conditions. 
Acquisition of Minerals Under the 
NWRS 

2. Comment: The Service received 
several comments suggesting that the 
Service consider buying all non-Federal 
mineral rights to ensure complete 
protection of refuge resources and uses 
from these activities. 

Service Response: The Service has 
determined that acquisition of all 
mineral rights in refuges is financially 
infeasible and unnecessary to protect 
refuge resources and uses. While the 
Service did not undertake a costly and 
time-intensive evaluation of the fair 
market value of the non-Federal oil and 
gas rights within the NWRS, in the EIS 
associated with this rulemaking we did 
consider full acquisition of such oil and 
gas rights, but this alternative was 
dismissed from further consideration 
because it was financially infeasible and 
unnecessary. Relying on our general 
knowledge of what acquiring a mineral 
right can cost in areas where there is 
potential for oil and gas development, 
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we conclude that it would be too costly 
for the Service to acquire all mineral 
rights that exist within the NWRS. 

Additionally, the Service concludes 
that it can sufficiently protect refuge 
resources and uses as required by the 
NWRSAA and provide access to 
operators for developing their non- 
Federal oil and gas rights under this 
rule, and so acquisition of all mineral 
rights is unnecessary. Under the rule, 
the Service will determine on a case-by- 
case basis, and in collaboration with 
prospective operators, whether a 
proposed operation meets the operating 
standards and approval standards 
contained in this rule. If the proposed 
operation cannot meet Service standards 
for protecting refuge resources and uses, 
the Service has general statutory 
authority to acquire the mineral right 
from a willing seller in those instances. 
Rule’s Function With State and Federal 
Regulations 

3. Comment: Several comments stated 
that State regulations fully accomplish 
all the necessary protections of NWRS 
resources and uses, and, therefore, the 
proposed rule is duplicative and 
unnecessary. Commenters contended 
that many of the operational restrictions 
of the proposed rule were duplicative or 
in conflict with State regulations, 
although no specific examples were 
provided. The Service also received 
comments that supported the Service’s 
analysis that State regulations are not 
uniformly designed or intended to fully 
protect the surface owner’s interests or, 
as in this case, mandates of the Service 
to protect NWRS resources and uses. 

Service Response: While developing 
the proposed rule, the Service reviewed 
the oil and gas regulations of 43 States. 
Because of the differences between the 
objectives of State regulation and the 
rule, we found that State regulations do 
not fully address necessary protections 
for the conservation of fish and wildlife 
resources and public use on refuges. 
The Service’s legal mandate is to 
conserve fish, wildlife, and plant 
resources and their habitats for the 
benefit of present and future 
generations. In contrast, State oil and 
gas regulations typically focus on the 
protection of mineral rights and 
conservation of oil and gas resources 
(i.e., minimizing waste). States do 
provide for protection of surface and 
groundwater via well design 
requirements, setbacks, and oil 
pollution control measures. However, 
State programs vary in these areas, and 
also in regard to protection of many 
other surface resources and surface use 
conflicts. 

Most States are consistent in deferring 
to landowners and operators to work out 
many of the details of surface uses, and 
formal surface use agreements between 
landowner and operator are common. In 
some States, like Oklahoma and New 
Mexico, oil and gas companies are 
required by statute to enter into these 
agreements before production begins. A 
surface use agreement may direct the 
specific locations of access routes, 
drilling sites, and flowlines that are 
placed on the property. Timing 
considerations may be critical for 
protections of wildlife that may be 
present only seasonally. The final 
regulations provide a consistent set of 
procedures and operational standards 
which when incorporated into an 
operations permit are the functional 
equivalent of a ‘‘surface use agreement’’ 
between the Service and operator. 

Furthermore, the Service has carefully 
designed this rule to work in concert 
with the State oil and gas regulatory 
processes. The Service has analyzed 
which aspects of State oil and gas 
regulatory regimes are generally 
sufficient for protecting refuge resources 
and uses and which are not, and have 
sought to regulate in this rule only those 
activities where State regulatory regimes 
are not generally sufficient. Our analysis 
found the preponderance of impacts to 
refuge resources and uses associated 
with oil and gas activities emanate from 
surface uses, not the downhole aspects 
of an operation. Our analysis also found 
that there is a possibility of impacts to 
groundwater from downhole operations, 
so the rule provides the Service with the 
ability to go further than State 
regulations when necessary to protect 
groundwater. 

Accordingly, the rule does not 
regulate most downhole activities 
related to an operation, including well 
construction and blowout prevention. 
The regulation does include a downhole 
operating standard to prevent the escape 
of fluids to the surface and for isolation 
and protection of usable water zones 
throughout the life of a well. Otherwise, 
the Service finds that State regulations 
are sufficient to ensuring that downhole 
operations are protective of refuge 
resources and uses, as well as public 
safety. As this example shows, the 
Service regulations avoid unnecessary 
procedural and operational duplication 
with State programs, and reflect the 
Service’s intention to work 
cooperatively with States and operators 
to achieve common objectives. 

4. Comment: Additionally, the Service 
received comments that recommended 
the Service not rely on State regulations 
to protect refuge resources and uses 
from the impacts associated with pre- 

existing operations, believing that the 
Service has been somewhat 
contradictory in its analysis that State 
regulations are not sufficient, but then 
relying on State regulations to protect 
refuge resources and uses from pre- 
existing operations in the proposed rule. 

Service Response: The Service has 
considered these comments and would 
like to clarify its prior explanation why 
relying on existing Federal and State 
regulatory regimes is sufficiently 
protective. As required by Executive 
Order (E.O.) 12866, the Service analyzed 
the costs and benefits of each regulatory 
requirement being considered. This 
analysis found that new operations 
create the greatest additional impacts on 
refuges and that proper site planning, 
timing restrictions, and best 
management practices (BMPs) through a 
permit system accomplish the greatest 
improvement in resource protection. 
The permit process focuses on the full 
suite of time, place, and manner 
considerations on those new operations 
that create the highest level of 
incremental impacts. By applying a 
reclamation standard for all operations 
on refuges, including pre-existing 
operations, the rule also ensures long- 
term rehabilitation of habitat damaged 
by all operations. 

While applying the full regulatory 
requirements to pre-existing operations 
may provide some incremental 
protection for refuge resources and uses, 
it would not retroactively eliminate a 
majority of the impacts to refuge 
resources and uses that have already 
taken place as a result of pre-existing 
operations. For example, pre-existing 
wells have already been drilled, the area 
of operations (access route, well site, 
production facilities, and routes for 
gathering lines) established, and 
impacts to refuge resources, such as to 
geology and soils, wetlands, and 
wildlife-dependent recreation, have all 
occurred prior to this rule being 
effective. 

In terms of ongoing impacts from 
production, our analysis indicates that 
an operator’s compliance with State 
laws will serve to improve protection of 
refuge resources and uses from ongoing 
impacts from these operations, in areas 
such as removal of waste, storage of 
chemicals, and leak and spill 
prevention. Where individual States’ 
regulations do not specifically address 
an issue, the Service will continue to 
work cooperatively with operators to 
reduce impacts, or risks of impacts, to 
refuge resources and uses. This 
approach enables managers to focus 
limited resources on those operations 
with the greatest possible impacts to 
refuge resources and uses rather than an 
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indiscriminate administration  of 
permits for the approximately 4,000 pre- 
existing operations. A general permit 
requirement would necessitate the 
Service to roughly double its oil and gas 
management resources from current 
levels, while the administrative costs to 
operators of pre-existing wells would be 
approximated to be initially $1,800 per 
well annually. Our analysis indicates 
these costs, in general, would be 
inefficiently applied and 
disproportionately high in general 
relative to the benefits to refuge 
resources and uses. 
Scope: Inholdings 

5. Comment: The Service received 
comments both expressing a lack of 
authority for the Service in regulating 
inholdings as well as comments 
asserting that the Service has both the 
authority and the responsibility to 
regulate operations on private lands, 
including inholdings, under the 
Property Clause and the NWRSIA, 
which commenters contend granted the 
Service the authority to regulate outside 
the boundaries of the Refuge to the 
extent that such activities interfere with 
the designated purpose of Federal lands 
(citing Minnesota v. Block, 660 F.2d 
1240, 1249 (8th Cir.1981)). Some 
commenters also noted that the Service 
has taken a different approach from the 
NPS and suggested the Service adopt 
the NPS approach to inholdings. 

Service Response: The Service has 
carefully considered these comments; 
however, the Service has concluded that 
no change should be made in the rule, 
which appropriately balances refuge 
protection, private property rights, and 
feasibility of administration. As 
discussed in the Final EIS, there are 
some potential cross-boundary impacts 
from oil and gas development on refuge 
resources and uses, such as spills or 
leaks migrating into refuge lands or 
waters or noise disturbance on wildlife 
and visitor experience. The Service has 
always worked, and will continue to 
work, with operators on inholdings and 
adjacent lands to mitigate or avoid any 
potential cross-boundary impacts, 
particularly those that may impact 
species protected under the Endangered 
Species Act. For instance if an operator 
were proposing to site an operation 
close to a refuge boundary, we might ask 
them to set the operation back, ensure 
they have proper spill or leak protection 
methods, and site the operation away 
from any waterways that flow into a 
refuge. Furthermore, even when 
exempted from these regulations, 
operators do not have a right to cause 
unreasonable damage to refuge 
resources and uses and are responsible 

for any damage done from their 
operations (e.g., leaks or spills). Existing 
Federal and/or State laws provide 
enforcement remedies for activities on 
non-Federal lands that damage Refuge 
resources and uses. Additionally, by not 
imposing regulations on inholdings or 
non-Federal adjacent lands, the Service 
is incentivizing operators to locate such 
operations off refuges. 

As to the differences between the 
proposed revisions to the NPS 9B 
regulations (80 FR 65572; October 26, 
2015) and this rule, an operator working 
on both NWRS and NPS lands will 
experience little difference in regulatory 
resource and use protections, regulatory 
structure based on performance 
standards, operations permit processes 
and requirements, monitoring and 
compliance, and other terms and 
conditions. However, there are some 
variations between the two proposed 
rules necessitated by differing 
authorities and missions and the scope 
and resources of the two agencies’ non- 
Federal oil and gas programs. The 
existing and future potential for 
operations on inholdings within the 
NPS is much smaller than that of the 
NWRS, and, therefore, the 
administrative burden is more 
manageable for NPS’s oil and gas 
program to regulate activities on 
inholdings to the extent necessary to 
protect park resources and uses. 

In designing this rule, the Service has 
carefully considered the environmental 
benefits of these regulations in light of 
the Service’s mission and limited 
resources and has chosen to prioritize 
regulation of activities on Service lands. 
As noted above, the Service defines the 
National Wildlife Refuge System to 
consist of all lands, waters, and interests 
therein that it administers (25 CFR 
25.12) and does not apply its regulations 
to the non-Federal lands found within 
refuge boundaries (i.e., inholdings). 
Furthermore, the Service has concluded 
that it can manage the cross-boundary 
impacts from inholdings and non- 
Federal adjacent lands through 
cooperation with operators instead of 
through direct regulation, which places 
a heavy administrative burden on the 
Service and operators. 
Scope: Operations on Non-Federal Land 

6. Comment: The Service received 
similar comments regarding directional 
drilling operations on non-Federal land 
as it did for inholdings, recommending 
that the Service extend regulations 
beyond the NWRS to operations on 
private lands as described in the 
Modified Proposed Rule alternative of 
the DEIS. We also received comments 
from others that the Service has no 

authority to do so. Some commenters 
also noted that the Service has taken a 
different approach from the NPS and 
suggested the Service adopt the NPS 
approach to directional drilling 
operations. 

Service Response: The Service has 
considered these comments; however, 
we have not extended the rule to 
operations on inholdings and non- 
Federal adjacent lands from which there 
is directional drilling under Service- 
administered surface estate. The Service 
has a clear legal and policy directive to 
protect refuge lands and resources, and 
having oil and gas operations sited off 
refuge property is preferable to having 
impacts occur on refuge lands. Our 
analysis shows avoiding the cost and 
time delay of Service regulation 
provides an incentive for operators to 
drill from a non-Federal surface location 
to reach their oil and gas rights within 
a refuge. Exempting downhole 
operations that occur inside a refuge 
from these regulations will result in 
fewer wells drilled on refuge- 
administered lands and waters resulting 
in an overall benefit to refuge resources 
and uses (avoidance or minimization of 
direct impacts). 

If the Service extended its regulation 
beyond the NWRS as evaluated in 
Alternative C of the EIS, the Service 
could require actions, such as noise 
abatement or visual screening, which 
serve to reduce cross-boundary effects 
on Service resources and uses. However, 
these benefits to resources and uses 
could evaporate, and many adverse 
consequences could occur, if just a 
small percentage of wells that otherwise 
would have been located outside a 
refuge are drilled in a refuge. Gains in 
resource protection under Alternative C 
would likely be lost due to loss of the 
incentive to locate operations outside 
the refuge. Locating all operations 
(surface and downhole) inside the 
boundary of a refuge would subject 
refuge resources and values to the long- 
term impacts of surface occupancy 
within the park—impacts that would 
last years, if not decades. Therefore, the 
Service concludes the best course of 
action is to maintain the incentive in the 
proposed rule to encourage operators to 
locate operations outside a refuge. 

The Service will continue to work 
with operators, landowners, and other 
permitting agencies to address issues 
that may arise from operations on non- 
Federal adjacent lands. For example, the 
Service could advocate for setbacks 
from the refuge boundary or waterways 
and strong spill control and response 
measures to reduce the risk of damage 
to refuge resources from accidents. As 
mentioned above, even where exempt 
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from these regulations, operators do not 
have a right to cause unreasonable 
damage to refuge resources and uses and 
are responsible for any damage done 
from these operations (e.g., leaks or 
spills). 

Additionally, based on the comments 
the Service received, it appears that 
some commenters misunderstood the 
NPS rule as related to operations on 
non-Federal lands outside the park 
boundary from which there is 
directional drilling underneath a park 
unit. NPS’s regulatory authority over 
directional drilling operations begins at 
the subsurface point where the 
proposed operations (borehole) cross the 
park boundary and enter federally 
owned or administered lands or water, 
and applies to all infrastructure and 
activities within a park unit. 
Additionally the NPS provides an 
exemption to the operations permit 
requirement for these in-park operations 
if it determines they ‘‘pose no 
significant threat of damage to park 
resources.’’ In the many decades that the 
NPS has had this exemption in place, it 
has not made a single finding that such 
operations pose a significant threat. In 
only a few instances has NPS included 
in its determination suggestions to the 
operator to modify its planned 
operations in any way. 

The Service has concluded that the 
risk of any impacts to refuge resources 
by the Service not regulating the portion 
of a wellbore beneath a refuge is 
exceedingly low. The Service has 
carefully designed this rule to ensure 
that it is prioritizing its limited 
resources on those oil and gas activities 
that have the greatest impact to refuge 
resources and uses. Commenters from 
both industry and non-governmental 
organizations have asked the Service to 
ensure it has the resources to effectively 
implement this rule. The Service has 
carefully analyzed its resources and 
capabilities and has specifically tailored 
this rule to ensure maximum refuge 
protection within the constraints of its 
management capabilities. The Service 
agrees with commenters that it must 
ensure that it has sufficient resources to 
implement the rule in order for it to be 
successful. Balancing the low risk of 
impacts from the downhole aspects of 
these directional-drilling operations on 
refuge resources and uses with the high 
administrative costs of regulating all of 
these operations, the Service has 
exempted these operations in the rule. 

Hydraulic Fracturing and Regulation of 
Downhole Activities 

7. Comment: Several commenters 
requested that the Service ban hydraulic 
fracturing completely from the NWRS. 

Service Response: The Service 
considered these comments, as well as 
other information and studies provided 
by commenters regarding hydraulic 
fracturing, and we have concluded that 
the additional information provided did 
not justify a change from the proposed 
rule’s approach to hydraulic fracturing. 
Comments requesting the ban on 
hydraulic fracturing used the term to 
encompass all the activities and impacts 
that are associated with oil and gas 
development that happens to use 
hydraulic fracturing. These comments 
did not provide new information to the 
Service. 

The information provided by 
commenters was available and 
considered by the Service in developing 
the proposed rule. The Service has 
determined that the actual process of 
hydraulic fracturing does not create 
impacts or risks of impacts that are so 
elevated above those of conventional oil 
and gas operations in general that a 
hydraulic fracturing ban is justified. It is 
the Service’s policy that ‘‘scientific and 
scholarly information that we consider 
in our decision-making must be robust, 
of the highest quality, and the result of 
the most rigorous scientific and 
scholarly processes as can be achieved’’ 
(212 FW 7). 

As the Service has noted in the EIS 
accompanying the rule, studies show 
that oil and gas operations that include 
hydraulic fracturing stimulation 
methods can negatively affect 
surrounding resources and the 
environment and can increase the risks 
of such impacts where appropriate 
measures are not taken before, during, 
and after hydraulic fracturing operations 
(e.g., improper cementing of casing and 
well integrity issues or surface 
mismanagement of fracking and 
flowback fluids). However, studies also 
show that proper implementation of 
such measures can substantially 
reduce—to a level close to that of 
conventional well operations—the risks 
to the surrounding environment from 
hydraulic fracturing operations. 

Based on the Service’s review of 
studies provided during the public 
comment period, we do not find that a 
ban on hydraulic fracturing completion 
methods in refuges is necessary or 
appropriate at this time. The Service 
will continue to revisit and update its 
policy as more information on hydraulic 
fracturing completion methods becomes 
available. Further, the Service notes that 
well completion programs using 
hydraulic fracturing were not given 
approval under the proposed rule. The 
rule also does not give such approval, 
and includes operating and approval 
standards developed with the 

knowledge that hydraulic fracturing 
operations will likely be proposed by 
operators and were designed to ensure 
that operators employ technologically 
feasible least-damaging methods that 
will not impact refuge resources and 
uses. The Service will consider 
hydraulic fracturing operations on a 
case-by-case basis and analyze potential 
impacts on refuge resources and uses 
under the regulations’ approval 
standards. 

8. Comment: The Service was asked to 
clarify how the rule would, or would 
not, be impacted by BLM’s impending 
fracking rule and associated litigation. 

Service Response: As explained in the 
proposed rule, we have taken different 
approaches to regulating hydraulic 
fracturing activities based on our 
different statutory authorities and the 
specific needs of the NWRS. The 
Service has concluded that our rule is 
consistent with our statutory authorities 
and, therefore, should not be affected by 
the pending litigation. 

9. Comment: The Service received 
several comments recommending that 
the Service extend its regulations to 
more comprehensively cover all aspects 
of downhole operations, particularly 
with regard to wellbore construction 
standards for operations that include  
use of hydraulic fracturing. Commenters 
also requested that the Service require 
baseline flowback requirements. On the 
other hand, the Service received 
comments that that Service regulation 
will only duplicate existing State and 
Federal requirements that fully address 
these downhole issues. 

Service Response: The Service 
analyzed both the costs and benefits of 
further regulating downhole operations 
on the NWRS through this rulemaking 
and found the increased costs necessary 
to hire and maintain engineering staff to 
oversee our own separate downhole 
requirements and standards would not 
likely provide a comparable benefit in 
reduction of impacts or risks of impacts 
to surface resources. The Service 
reviewed and considered the comments 
and studies provided by the public on 
this issue, but found they did not  
change the Service’s analysis of the 
benefits. On the other hand, the Service 
did identify additional costs for both the 
Service and industry if the Service were 
to regulate downhole operations. The 
Service would need additional 
specialized technical staff to evaluate 
proposals and subsequently  monitor 
and inspect downhole operations for 
compliance. Industry costs would 
involve providing downhole well 
construction information such as 
drilling, mud, casing, cementing, and 
stimulation programs. This information 
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is developed as a matter of course by 
industry, so there would be some 
minimal costs to provide copies of these 
programs. 

Recognizing the public concern 
regarding impact to water resources 
from these activities and the Service’s 
responsibility to ensure that it protects 
these resources, the rule does include 
standards for well control and isolation 
and protection of usable water 
(§ 29.119(a)(3) and (4)). The standard 
serves to inform the public and the 
operators that the Service retains 
regulatory control for management and 
protection of all its resources including 
groundwater. However, as discussed 
above, the Service would have to 
substantially augment its engineering 
capacity to review, approve, and 
monitor downhole well construction. 
Comprehensive Service regulation of 
downhole wellbore construction and 
maintenance for the isolation and 
protection of usable water would 
duplicate state programs in many areas, 
and thus provide a diminished return in 
terms of reduction of risks to 
groundwater. Additionally, the rule 
includes provisions (information 
requirements, operating standards, and 
reporting requirements) that address the 
management of wastes including 
flowback fluids. Under the rule, all new 
hydraulic fracturing operations will be 
conducted under new operations permits 
or modifications to existing Service-
approved permits. Thus, new operations 
under the rule are required to provide for 
management of flowback fluids, 
including tanks to capture and 
temporarily store flowback fluids, no 
use of earthen pits, and prompt removal 
of wastes from the refuge. 
Easements 

10. Comment: Some commenters 
requested clarity on the applicability of 
these regulations to easements. 

Service Response: The definition of 
the National Wildlife Refuge System 
includes less than fee interests in land 
such as easements (50 CFR 25.12). 
Therefore, the exercise of non-federally 
owned oil and gas rights underneath the 
Service’s easement estate are subject to 
these regulations to the extent necessary 
to protect the interests held by the 
United States under the easement (see 
§ 29.40(b)). The Service holds many 
unique and varied easement interests 
throughout the United States. For this 
reason, it is difficult to generalize how 
the rule applies to any particular 
easement. To determine the 
applicability of these regulations, the 
Service will review the terms of the 
legal instrument by which the United 
States acquired or reserved its easement 

interest to determine what regulation is 
appropriate in relation to that interest. 
Oil and gas operations will be subject to 
some and not necessarily all, of the 
requirements and standards of this 
subpart. Depending on the easement 
interest acquired, the Service may 
require an operator to obtain a permit 
from the Service to ensure that 
operations minimize the destruction of 
vegetative cover, control spread of 
invasive species, and/or avoid 
ecologically sensitive habitats by using 
technologically feasible, least-damaging 
methods. On the other hand, if an 
operator avoids burning, draining, 
filling, or dredging wetlands on one of 
the Service’s conservation easements 
acquired for the purpose of protecting 
wetlands, the operator is likely exempt 
from these regulations. 

Ultimately, the Service wants to 
ensure it is notified of operations that 
may affect the Service’s less-than-fee 
interests and work cooperatively with 
the landholder and mineral rights 
holder, if different, to minimize or avoid 
impacts to our conservation interest in 
the land. However, the Service will 
continue to provide reasonable access to 
mineral rights holders for the 
development of their mineral rights, as 
we do on fee-title lands of the NWRS. 
The Service will work with operators 
and landowners in determining what is 
reasonable to protecting the Service’s 
property interests under the easement. 
Oil and Gas Operations in Alaska 

11. Comment: The Service received 
several comments on how the proposed 
rule would affect oil and gas operations 
on refuges in Alaska and asking for 
clarification from the Service on how 
the rule would work in conjunction  
with the Alaska National Interest Lands 
Conservation Act (94 Stat. 2371; Pub. L. 
96–487) and implementing regulations 
(43 CFR part 36). The Service got several 
comments recommending that the 
Service should clarify and revise the 
rule to fully recognize the controlling 
role of ANILCA and its implementing 
regulations in Alaska, and to address 
other issues. For instance, the Service 
received a comment to specifically 
replace the multiple references to 
ANILCA with the following blanket 
provision stating that ANILCA and 
implementing regulations at 43 CFR part 
36 govern access, including but not 
limited to access to inholdings in 
Alaska, in lieu of the provisions of the 
non-Federal oil and gas regulations in 
subpart D: ‘‘In lieu of the provisions of 
this subpart, authorization and 
management of access in Alaska, 
including but not limited to access to 
inholdings, shall be governed by the 

applicable provisions in 43 CFR part 
36.’’ Additionally, it was recommended 
that the final regulations should clarify 
that the only operations permit that 
would be required with regard to access 
across the NWRS associated with oil 
and gas development activities on 
private inholdings in Alaska would be 
a right-of-way issued pursuant to title XI 
of ANILCA and the regulations at 43 
CFR part 36. 

Service Response: We agree with the 
many comments we received that our 
rule was unclear about how this rule 
applies to operations in Alaska. After 
careful consideration of comments 
received on this issue, the Service has 
concluded that the rule does not need 
to include operations in refuges in 
Alaska as the existing Departmental 
regulations implementing section 
1110(a) of ANILCA, access to 
inholdings, provide sufficient protection 
of refuge resources and use. The Service 
has revised § 29.41 ‘‘When does this 
subpart apply to me?’’ to clarify that the 
rule does not apply to operators in 
Alaska. In addition to this revision, the 
Service has removed any reference to 
ANILCA in other provisions of this rule. 
The specific references in various parts 
of the proposed rule were more 
confusing than helpful. 

Refuges in Alaska will continue to be 
governed by title XI of the Alaska 
National Interest Lands Conservation 
Act (ANILCA; 16 U.S.C. 410hh–410hh– 
5, 16 U.S.C. 3101 et seq., 43 U.S.C. 1601 
et seq.), and the Department’s 
implementing regulations and standards 
found at 43 CFR part 36. Additionally, 
section 22(g) of the Alaska Native  
Claims Settlement Act of 1971 (ANCSA) 
(43 U.S.C. 1601–1624) and its 
implementing regulations found at 50 
CFR 25.21 will continue to apply to 
lands conveyed to Alaska Native 
Corporations that are within the 
boundaries of a National Wildlife 
Refuge in existence on the date of 
enactment of ANCSA. However, the 
performance-based standards outlined 
in this rule may be used, as appropriate, 
as guidance in determining how an 
operator would meet the various 
requirements of ANILCA and ANCSA to 
protect refuge resources and uses. 
ANILCA provides the Service with the 
authority to ensure that operators 
accessing non-Federal mineral rights 
underneath refuges in Alaska must work 
cooperatively with the Service through 
a permitting process outlined in section 
1110 and 43 CFR part 36 to avoid or 
minimize impacts from these operations 
to refuge resources and uses. For 
example, under the ANILCA 
regulations, the Service may require an 
operator to: Obtain a permit for 
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operations on federally owned surface 
estate; provide the Service with 
financial assurance; restrict the time, 
place, and manner of activities as 
necessary to protect refuge resources 
and uses; and ensure the operation is 
properly plugged and reclaimed after 
production operations are complete. 

12. Comment: The Service also 
received comments asking to further 
clarify that this rule would not be used 
to regulate activities conducted on 
Alaska Native Corporation (ANC)- 
owned or other non-Federal lands in 
Alaska. 

Service Response: The scope of this 
rule is limited to activities on Federal 
lands within the National Wildlife 
Refuge System. In the case of refuges in 
Alaska, it does not apply to inholdings 
or non-Federal adjacent lands. 
Commenters generally seemed to be 
clear about the scope of this rule on this 
point, and, therefore, the Service 
concludes it does not need to clarify this 
further in the final rule. As discussed 
above, access through refuges to ANC- 
owned or other non-Federal lands in 
Alaska will continue to be governed by 
ANILCA, ANCSA, and their 
implementing regulations. 

13. Comment: The Service also 
received comments recommending that 
the Service clarify further how the 
operations standards outlined in the 
proposed rule would apply  to 
operations under an ANILCA permit. 
Based on concern about how some of 
the standards would further limit 
landowners’ ability to specify route or 
method of access and, therefore, 
diminish their rights to adequate and 
feasible access to inholdings as 
authorized under ANILCA, these 
commenters asked that the Service not 
apply these operation standards to 
operations in Alaska. On the other hand, 
the Service also received comments 
asking that the final rule avoid citing 
specific sections of the operating 
standards that may apply to operations 
under an ANILCA permit, because 
doing so would raise doubts about the 
application of the rest of the rule to 
these operations (see 80 FR 77206; 
December 11, 2015). 

Service Response: As discussed 
above, this rule does not apply to oil 
and gas operations in Alaska. However, 
the Service has developed these 
operating standards through a thorough 
analysis of what is needed to properly 
protect refuge resources and uses. 
Therefore, to the extent consistent with 
these existing ANCSA and ANILCA 
regulations, the Service may use these 
standards as guidance in approving 
operations and issuing permits under 
existing regulations applicable to 

Alaska. The standards that will be 
applicable will be determined on a case- 
by-case basis and will only be used if 
consistent with the standards outlined  
in ANILCA and its implementing 
regulations. 

14. Comment: Other commenters 
recommended that the Service apply the 
rule more comprehensively to 
operations in Alaska, believing that 
ANILCA is not sufficient at protecting 
NWRS resources and uses from impacts 
of oil and gas operations. 

Service Response: The Service has 
concluded that ANILCA provides 
sufficient regulation of oil and gas 
operations in Alaska where the Service 
has been able to effectively work with 
operators to minimize or avoid impacts 
to refuge resources and uses while 
providing operators access to their 
minerals under the existing regulations. 
As discussed above, implementation of 
the existing ANILCA regulations 
provides stringent protection of refuge 
resources and uses and provides the 
Service the appropriate tools for 
regulating non-Federal oil and gas 
operations on refuge-administered 
surface estate. As one commenter 
suggested, if the Service does, in the 
future, decide we need different tools to 
effectively manage oil and gas resources 
in Alaska, we can propose revisions to 
the ANILCA implementing regulations. 

15. Comment: The Service received a 
comment highlighting the fact that the 
statutory authority and obligation to 
review and approve geological and 
geophysical exploration plans per 
section 1002 of ANILCA (16 U.S.C. 
3142) (and associated regulations at 50 
CFR part 37) has expired (see 
Memorandum Decision and Order, U.S. 
District Court for the District of Alaska 
(State of Alaska v. Jewell, et al. Case No. 
3:14-cv–00048–SLG)), and 
recommending that the final rule should 
clarify that the Service cannot accept 
further applications for geological or 
geophysical exploration for oil and gas 
in the coastal plain of the Arctic Refuge. 
The comment also recommended that 
the final rule should also explicitly 
mention prohibitions on oil and gas 
leasing, development, and production in 
the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (16 
U.S.C. 3143). 

Service Response: The Service agrees 
that we cannot accept any further 
application for geological or geophysical 
exploration in the coastal plain of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge and that 
oil and gas leasing is prohibited in the 
refuge for the reasons stated in the 
comment; however, the recommended 
revisions are not necessary in the final 
rule because they are outside the scope 
of this rulemaking. 

Existing Production Operations Under a 
Service Permit 

16. Comment: The Service received 
comments that the proposed rule was 
unclear as to which provisions of this 
subpart applied to existing operators 
under a Service-issued permit. 

Service Response: The Service agrees 
with the commenter that the proposed 
rule was not clear as to which 
provisions of the rule applied to existing 
operators with a Service-issued permit. 
For operations being conducted under 
§ 29.43, all administrative or operational 
requirements that are specific to 
obtaining or operating under an 
operations permit issued under this 
subpart do not apply. The operator with 
an existing permit may continue to 
operate under the terms and conditions 
of that Service-issued permit, unless the 
operator proposes to modify its 
operations or propose new operations 
not covered by the existing Service- 
issued permit, such as plugging and 
reclamation. If an operator wishes to 
modify their operations or proposes new 
operations outside the scope of their 
existing Service-issued permit, the 
permit will need to be amended such 
that any modification or new operation 
meets applicable operating standards of 
the rule. We have revised § 29.43 
accordingly. 

17. Comment: Several commenters 
recommended that operators conducting 
production operations under a currently 
approved special use permit should be 
required to obtain a new permit under 
the proposed rule, as the Service 
considered in Alternative C of the DEIS, 
to ensure that they are following certain 
performance-based standards regarding 
waste management and disposal, leaks, 
spills, and pits. 

Service Response: The Service has 
been very successful at working with 
operators through these Special Use 
Permits (SUP) to ensure that impacts to 
refuge resources and uses are avoided 
and minimized. As explained above, the 
Service has concluded that a new 
permit requirement for these existing 
operations would bring little to no 
beneficial impacts to refuge resources 
and uses, and would impose an 
unnecessary administrative burden on 
the Service and operators by requiring a 
new permit to replace the existing 
permit. In issuing permits to existing 
operators, the Service considered and 
included many provisions to protect 
refuge resources and uses, such as waste 
management and disposal, spill 
prevention, and spill response. Some 
SUPs have authorized the creation of 
reserve pits, while others have 
prohibited them. Such inconsistency in 
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the future has been addressed and 
eliminated by this rule. The Service has 
decided that requiring these operators to 
get a new permit is not reasonable or 
appropriate, considering that these 
operators have been cooperative in 
working with the Service to protect 
refuge resources and uses and have 
reasonable expectations from their work 
with us that the operations permitted by 
the Service in their SUP are sufficient. 
However, as discussed above, any 
modifications to their operations or 
proposals for new operations not 
covered by the original permit are 
subject to all applicable requirements of 
part 29. 

Also, the Service has further clarified 
in § 29.43, as discussed above, that an 
existing operator must comply with the 
Service’s plugging provisions at 
§§ 29.180 and 29.181. Some commenters 
stated there should be a clear 
requirement for operators with an 
approved SUP to provide financial 
assurance prior to proceeding with 
plugging and reclamation. The Service’s 
intent under § 29.43 is to allow 
operators who have cooperated with the 
Service in conducting activities under a 
Service-issued permit to continue under 
the terms and conditions that have been 
agreed upon. While financial assurance 
would provide the benefit of ensuring 
the public does not become responsible 
for plugging and reclamation costs 
should an operator default or abandon 
their operation, based on the knowledge 
and experiences of current and past 
refuge managers engaged in oil and gas 
oversight, we were not able to identify 
any well becoming orphaned by an 
operator within the past 20 years. 
Therefore, the Service declines to add a 
financial assurance provision at great 
cost to these operators with little benefit 
to refuge resources and uses. However, 
if an operator’s original permit did not 
include authorization to conduct 
plugging and reclamation, the operator 
would be required to amend their 
Service-issued permit or obtain a new 
operations permit, either of which 
requires compliance with the plugging 
and reclamation provisions of this rule, 
including providing financial assurance. 
Pre-Existing Operations 

18. Comment: The Service received 
several comments suggesting the Service 
clarify how pre-existing operations 
would be subject to provisions of the 
rule absent a new permit requirement. 
One commenter expressed concern that 
the proposed rule did not include a 
mechanism for ensuring pre-existing 
operations are following the 
requirements of the rule. Additionally, 
commenters wanted more clarity as to 

what general terms and conditions 
apply to pre-existing operations. 

Service Response: The Service agrees 
that the rule should further clarify 
which provisions of the subpart would 
apply to these classes of operations. For 
operations being conducted under 
§ 29.44, all administrative or operational 
requirements that are specific to 
obtaining or operating under an 
operations permit issued under this 
subpart do not apply unless the operator 
chooses to obtain a new operations 
permit instead of amending their 
existing permits under the terms and 
conditions of that permit. We have 
made this clarification in the rule at 
§ 29.44. Additionally, we agree the 
language needs to be clearer as to the 
plugging and reclamation 
responsibilities of a pre-existing 
operator. After production operations 
have been completed, a pre-existing 
operator must obtain an Operations 
Permit from the Service, either to 
maintain the well in shut-in status or to 
plug and reclaim operations in 
compliance with this subpart. The 
Service has made this clarification in 
§ 29.63. Finally, the Service has made 
specific revisions to the rule at § 29.64 
that identify the specific ‘‘General 
Terms and Conditions’’ applicable to 
pre-existing operations. 

The Service has concluded it does not 
need to impose a permit requirement on 
pre-existing operators in order to notify 
them of the applicable requirements of 
the rule or to ensure they are in 
compliance with its requirements. The 
Service has a duty to ensure that all pre- 
existing and existing operators are 
notified of the requirements of the rule. 
The Service is working on guidance 
documents for all classes of operators, 
including pre-existing operators. 
Additionally, the Service has already 
developed relationships with many of 
the pre-existing operators. The Service 
will be in contact with operators to 
ensure they are informed about the 
requirements of the rule. 

19. Comment: Some commenters 
agree with the Service’s proposed 
approach not to require operations 
permits for pre-existing operations 
during the production phase. Other 
commenters believe that pre-existing 
operations should be subject to the same 
requirements as new operations under 
the rule (as the Service considered in 
Alternative C of the DEIS), specifically 
requiring a new permit for pre-existing 
operators that would ensure that they 
are following the applicable 
performance-based standards of the 
proposed rule, including waste 
management and disposal, spill 
prevention and response, and the 

general prohibition on the use of pits, 
for example; and/or obtaining financial 
assurance for the full cost of plugging 
and reclamation during the production 
phase. 

Service Response: After weighing the 
comments on both sides of the issue, the 
Service has decided to continue the 
approach outlined in the proposed rule 
that a pre-existing operator not be 
required to get a permit or post financial 
assurance during the production phase 
of its operation. In the cost-benefit 
analysis and environmental impact 
statement, the Service evaluated the 
range of alternatives related to the 
management of pre-existing operations 
from no additional regulatory oversight 
to full regulatory oversight. The Service 
did identify unnecessary impacts to 
refuge resources and uses related to the 
ongoing production phase of pre- 
existing operations, but also recognized 
the potential to apply a different, more 
efficient approach to address many of 
the refuge resource and use issues for 
this class of operation. 

The primary issue with pre-existing 
operations, as identified by refuge 
managers, is that reclamation has not 
been typically or consistently performed 
in a way that restores disturbed areas to 
productive habitat. This issue is 
addressed by the rule. First, in 
accordance with § 29.63 (which has 
been revised to clarify), after production 
operations have been completed, a pre- 
existing operator must obtain an 
Operations Permit from the Service, 
either to maintain the well in shut-in 
status or to plug and reclaim operations 
in compliance with this subpart, 
including the requirement that an 
operator obtain financial assurance at 
this time. Second, a pre-existing 
operator is subject to the reclamation 
standards of § 29.117(d), which provides 
for removing all above-ground 
structures, equipment, roads, well pads, 
and contaminating substances, 
reestablishing native vegetation, 
restoring conditions to pre-disturbance 
hydrologic functions, and restoring 
disturbed areas to productive habitat. 

Our analysis found that the Service 
could eliminate many of the ongoing, 
unnecessary impacts to refuge resources 
and uses resulting from the production 
phase of pre-existing operations by 
making violation of non-conflicting 
State laws and regulations relating to oil 
and gas operations a prohibited act in 
the rule. Though not required to obtain 
a Service operations permit during 
production, the Service would have 
greater authority to ensure these 
operations are in compliance with 
applicable laws because Refuge Law 
Enforcement would be able to enforce 
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State law on the NWRS. Any violation 
of State laws on the NWRS would 
constitute a violation of the law under 
the rule, and all applicable penalties 
and prohibitions would apply. 

State laws usually address ongoing 
impacts from these pre-existing 
operations, such as waste disposal and 
prevention and cleanup of leaks and 
spills. Where an individual State’s 
regulations do not specifically address 
an issue, the Service would continue to 
work cooperatively with State agencies 
and operators to reduce impacts or risks 
to refuge resources and uses. For 
example, in an assessment of State 
regulations conducted by the Ground 
Water Protection Council (GWPC) for 
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE), 
the GWPC found that 23 of 27 oil- 
producing States assessed required oil 
production site storage tanks to have 
secondary containment dikes to contain 
leaks and spills (GWPC 2014). 
Additionally, the GWPC (2014) reported 
that 23 of the 27 States require reporting 
and remediation of spills and 13 of the 
27 States specify cleanup standards for 
spills. Some States also have siting or 
setback requirements for pits 
(production skim pits and reserve pits) 
with some States prohibiting the use of 
pits in 100-year floodplains or in areas 
with shallow aquifers (GWPC 2014). An 
operator’s compliance with these types 
of laws and the Service’s ability to assist 
in the enforcement of these laws would 
provide additional protection to refuge 
resources and uses. 

While full regulation of pre-existing 
operations during their  production 
phase would provide some additional 
protection to refuge resources and uses, 
it would not be able to remedy a 
majority of the impacts to refuge 
resources and uses caused when the 
operators chose the time, place, and 
manner of these pre-existing operations. 
For example, on existing operations, the 
operator’s well has already been drilled 
and the area of operations (access route, 
well site, production facilities, and 
routes for gathering lines) were 
established, and impacts to refuge 
resources, such as geology and soils, 
wetlands, and wildlife-dependent 
recreation, occurred prior to the 
acquisition of a refuge. The Service 
could require actions not addressed by 
applicable State rules—site maintenance 
for erosion control, vegetation 
management, noise abatement, 
housekeeping, for examples—by 
imposing a permit requirement and 
undergoing the associated 
administrative processes and costs. Our 
analysis estimated that approximately 
4,000 wells operated by perhaps 400 
different operators would fall under the 

operations permit requirement. Many 
wells could be grouped under a single 
operations permit by an operator, but 
the volume of operations permit 
applications required would likely 
exceed 1,000. The Service would need 
to roughly double its oil and gas 
management resources from current 
levels, while the administrative costs to 
operators of pre-existing wells is 
estimated to be approximately $1,800 
per well. 

Based on our analysis, we determined 
enforcing a pre-existing operator’s 
compliance with State laws and 
regulations best meets the purposes and 
needs of revising the existing rule and 
will provide the maximum protection of 
refuge resources when balanced with 
the cost to operators and to the Service 
for administration. This approach 
enables managers to focus limited 
resources on those operations with the 
greatest possible impacts to refuge 
resources and uses rather than an 
indiscriminate administration  of 
permits for the approximately 4,000 pre- 
existing operations. Comments from the 
public have not provided us with 
substantial new information that would 
change our analysis or conclusion. 

20. Comment: The Service received a 
comment requesting that we revise the 
definition of ‘‘modification,’’ so that a 
pre-existing operation must obtain a 
permit when they transfer operators. 

Service Response: After considering 
this comment, the Service agrees that a 
change in operator should trigger the 
requirement that the new operator 
obtain an Operations Permit from the 
Service. However, revising the 
definition of modification is not the best 
way to accomplish this objective. 
Instead, the Service has revised the rule 
language to replace ‘‘operation’’ with 
‘‘operator’’ in § 29.44 to clarify that the 
exempt status follows an operator not an 
operation. Also, in § 29.171, we have 
included language that would allow an 
operator to continue operations for 90 
days while the operator files the permit 
application and posts bond to ensure 
continuity of new operations. The new 
operator would need to obtain an 
Operations Permit that meets operating 
standards and general terms and 
conditions of the rule, including posting 
of financial assurance. The Service will 
not require a change in the time or place 
of these operations, but rather will 
ensure that any ongoing unnecessary 
impacts from these operations are 
avoided or minimized by requiring the 
new operator to employ 
‘‘technologically feasible, least 
damaging methods’’ moving forward. 
This change in what constitutes loss of 
pre-existing status ensures that more 

operations on the NWRS will be 
operating under Service standards 
sooner, and provides greater protection 
of refuge resources and uses from the 
ongoing unnecessary impacts of pre- 
existing operations. 

21. Comment: We received comments 
from the public requesting that the rule 
require more than just basic information 
from pre-existing operators on refuge 
lands (e.g., mitigation, spill control, 
emergency preparedness plans). 
Commenters stated that the Service 
should require other important 
information necessary for the proper 
management and conservation of refuge 
resources from these pre-existing 
operators. For instance, one comment 
suggested that the Service’s requirement 
in proposed § 29.61 for a scaled map 
that delineates only an ‘‘area of 
operation’’ may not be sufficiently 
detailed to provide refuge managers 
with baseline information to monitor 
operations, changes in operations, and 
violations, and that the Service should 
require a scaled map, as well as detailed 
schematics of existing wells and 
infrastructure. 

Service Response: After further 
considering these comments, the 
Service has concluded that some 
additional, basic information from pre- 
existing operators would enhance the 
protection of refuge resources through 
better documentation of the equipment, 
materials, and operational practices 
being used on location. Additional 
operational information will also help to 
establish an operator’s reclamation 
responsibilities as well as a baseline for 
determining whether future actions 
constitute a modification as defined 
under § 29.50. Therefore, the Service 
has amended the rule at § 29.61 to 
require pre-existing operators to also 
submit to the Service: a brief description 
of the current operations and any 
anticipated changes to the current 
operations, including documentation of 
the current operating methods, surface 
equipment, and materials produced or 
used. 

22. Comment: Some commenters 
requested that the Service delete the 
phrases ‘‘subject to the provisions of 
this subpart’’ and ‘‘subject to applicable 
requirements of this subpart’’ from 
proposed §§ 29.43 and 29.44, believing 
that subjecting pre-existing operations 
and existing operations currently under 
a Service permit retroactively was 
inappropriate. 

Service Response: In developing the 
rule, the Service identified several key 
objectives that needed to be addressed 
in considering the extent to which to 
regulate pre-existing operations and 
operations already being conducted 
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under Service authorization. These 
objectives included that: (1) These 
operations not create additional 
unnecessary impacts on refuge 
resources and uses; and (2) all 
operations within refuges are eventually 
plugged and reclaimed to Service 
standards. Pre-existing operations and 
existing operations are subject to 
specific provisions of this rule that 
ensure that these objectives are met and 
that future activities of these operators 
do not result in additional, unnecessary 
impacts. Therefore, subjecting these 
operations to these provisions is not 
inappropriate, as the commenter 
suggested, because the provisions are 
not focused on retroactively regulating 
past activities and impacts of these 
operations (i.e., time, place, or manner 
of operations) but rather on regulating 
new or modified activities and impacts 
of these operations. 

Financial Assurance 
23. Comment: Some commenters 

expressed the desire that the Service go 
beyond what was in the proposed rule 
and periodically review reclamation 
costs and corresponding requirements 
for financial assurance, and update 
these estimates as necessary to 
accurately reflect the cost of reclamation 
upon the decommission of the well. 

Service Response: The concern that 
financial assurance amounts will 
become outdated and insufficient to 
ensure reclamation was already 
addressed in proposed § 29.152, which 
we, therefore, have not revised. The 
Service may require, or the operator 
may request, an adjustment to the 
financial assurance amount because of 
any circumstance that increases or 
decreases the estimated costs of 
plugging and reclamation. Cost changes 
due to inflation would be a 
circumstance that would allow the 
Service to require an adjustment in the 
amount of financial assurance. 

24. Comment: The Service also 
received comments that requiring 
financial assurance above and beyond 
financial assurance already required by 
the State is not necessary because the 
State bonds are sufficient. Commenters 
stated that this additional financial 
assurance requirement was ‘‘unfair and 
unreasonable,’’ and should only be done 
on a case-by-case basis as necessary to 
supplement bonds already lodged with 
the State. 

Service Response: The Service’s rule 
does not rely on State bonds to ensure 
timely well plugging and site 
reclamation to Service standards for two 
primary reasons: (1) Bonds furnished to 
operators by the State are not usually 
directly available to the Service to plug 

and reclaim that particular site; and (2) 
State bonding programs do not typically 
require well plugging and reclamation 
to Service standards. State bond 
amounts are generally insufficient in 
themselves to cover the actual costs of 
plugging and reclamation. However, 
States administer well plugging funds 
with money derived from sources other 
than forfeited bonds, e.g., permitting 
fees, taxes on production, or penalties. 
Most States with regulations overseeing 
oil and gas activities have developed 
programs for plugging and reclaiming 
orphaned wells, and, theoretically, the 
State may have sufficient funds to plug 
and reclaim orphaned wells on the 
NWRS. However, many State programs 
remain backlogged with a number of 
orphaned wells that need to be plugged 
or reclaimed. 

Orphaned wells  on  Federally 
managed lands do not usually rank  as 
top priorities on State lists for plugging. 
(Office of Inspector General, Report No. 
CR–EV–FWS–002–2014: Oil and Gas 
Development on U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service Refuges). So the bond that an 
operator furnishes to the State is often 
not available to ensure that wells are 
plugged and areas of operation 
reclaimed in the event of operator 
default or abandonment of the 
operation. Even where a State may 
expeditiously address plugging of an 
orphaned well on a refuge, State 
plugging programs typically do not 
require restoration of a site in a manner 
that meets Service standards in the rule 
(§ 29.117(d)). For these reasons, State 
bonds are typically not sufficient to 
ensure protection of refuge resources in 
the event that an operator defaults or 
abandons his or her operation. 

However, in the event that a State and 
the Service were in formal agreement 
that State plugging funds would be used 
to plug a well directly upon its 
becoming orphaned as well as to 
conduct site reclamation, the Service 
would consider this to be a condition 
under § 29.152 that would justify 
reducing the financial assurance 
required by the Service. 

Modification of Operations and Permits 
25. Comment: The Service received 

several comments requesting clarity of 
the proposed rule’s definition of 
‘‘modification’’ (proposed § 29.50). 
Some commenters wanted the Service to 
clarify the definition to ensure it 
includes certain changes. Specifically, 
one commenter suggested the Service 
amend the definition to read: ‘‘Examples 
of a modification could include, but are 
not limited to, drilling additional wells 
from the same pad, conducting 
hydraulic fracturing or other well 

stimulation activities, creating 
additional surface disturbance 
(expanding the footprint of a well pad, 
realigning a road, constructing new 
pipelines or gathering lines), or 
converting a natural gas well into a 
wastewater disposal well so that the 
resulting modification has notable 
impacts to the refuge resource.’’ 

Service Response: The Service agrees 
that many of the examples listed by the 
commenters require a pre-existing 
operator to obtain a new permit or an 
operator under an existing Service- 
issued permit to obtain an amendment 
to its permit, including drilling 
additional wells from the same pad, 
conducting hydraulic fracturing or other 
well stimulation activities, creating 
additional surface disturbance 
(expanding the footprint of a well pad, 
realigning a road, constructing new 
pipelines or gathering lines), or 
converting a natural gas well into a 
wastewater disposal well, will also 
likely be considered ‘‘modifying’’ an 
operation. The Service had identified 
several examples in the preamble of the 
proposed rule, and examples of a 
modification include drilling additional 
wells from the same pad, creating 
additional surface disturbance (e.g., 
expanding the footprint of a well pad, 
realigning a road), or converting a 
natural gas well into a wastewater 
disposal well, as these modifications 
will have impacts beyond the scope, 
intensity, and/or duration of existing 
impacts. This provision was not 
intended to apply to minor actions, such 
as repositioning of surface facilities 
within the current footprint of pre- 
existing operations, minor changes in 
color schemes, or minor, non-routine 
maintenance actions. 

The Service has decided it is not 
necessary to revise the definition of 
‘‘modification’’ in the rule to include 
these specific examples. Instead, these 
examples and others the Service 
develops in the future will be included 
in guidance documents provided to pre- 
existing operators and holders of 
existing Service authorizations as well 
as Service staff who will administer the 
rule. 

26. Comment: Another commenter 
recommended two changes to the 
regulations addressing modification of 
existing operations. First, the 
commenter asked the Service to add the 
word ‘‘significant’’ before ‘‘additional 
impacts’’ in the definition for 
‘‘modifying.’’ This change would clarify 
that modified permits are not (and 
should not be) required for minor 
modifications to operations that do not 
result in significant changes in effects to 
the environment. Second, proposed 
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§ 29.160 should be modified to clarify 
that the Service may amend a permit 
only when there is a ‘‘significant’’ or 
‘‘substantial’’ modification to the 
permitted operation. 

Service Response: The Service 
considered the addition of the word 
‘‘significant,’’ as well as other adjectives 
to provide more clarity for what the 
Service would consider to be a 
‘‘modification.’’ However, we decided 
that adding any such language was not 
useful, because such terms themselves 
remained subject to various 
interpretations. For instance, an 
operator, the Service, or a non- 
governmental organization or individual 
may have very different beliefs as to 
what constitutes a ‘‘significant’’ impact 
to refuge resources and uses. Therefore, 
we have provided several examples of 
what would likely constitute a 
modification (see above) to provide 
some clarification to our intentions in 
regulating modifications, and as 
previously stated we will provide 
further guidance documents for this 
purpose. However, determining whether 
a change is a ‘‘modification’’ of the 
operation must be done on a case-by- 
case basis because the details of when, 
where, and how such changes are 
accomplished will determine whether 
such a change is ‘‘beyond the scope, 
intensity, and/or duration of existing 
impacts.’’ Therefore, the Service did not 
revise the rule as suggested by this 
comment. 
Performance-Based Standards 

27. Comment: The Service received 
conflicting comments regarding our 
proposed approach of regulating oil and 
gas operations based on performance- 
based standards. Some commenters 
requested that the Service require 
prescriptive actions, at least in some 
instances. For example, one commenter 
suggested the general reclamation 
standard to ‘‘remove or neutralize 
contaminating substance’’ 
(§ 29.117(d)(3)) be modified to include a 
strict prohibition of onsite remediation 
of contaminants. Also, the Service 
received comments that these 
performance-based standards leave too 
much discretion to the Service to either 
be too lenient with operators or too 
strict. 

Service Response: Pursuant to 
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735), 
‘‘[e]ach agency shall identify and assess 
alternative forms of regulation and shall, 
to the extent feasible, specify 
performance objectives, rather than 
specifying the behavior or manner of 
compliance that regulated entities must 
adopt’’ (E.O. 12866(b)(8)). Consistent 
with the direction provided in E.O. 

12866, and as stated in the proposed 
rule, the rule is based on performance- 
based standards rather than prescriptive 
operating standards. A prescriptive 
standard may seem stricter because it 
ensures that an operator follows a 
certain practice that seems like it would 
protect refuge resources and uses and 
allows the operator no flexibility to use 
a less-protective standard. However, in 
implementation, these standards can, in 
some instances, have the unintended 
consequence of actually being more 
harmful to refuge resources and uses. 
For example, onsite remediation of a 
hydrocarbon spill may result in less 
overall impacts or risks of impacts by 
reducing heavy truck traffic than a 
prescriptive standard of requiring offsite 
removal of soils, which also increases 
the potential for introduction of  
invasive plant species associated with 
import of new fill material. The 
flexibility for refuge managers and 
operators to accomplish a desired end 
allows site-by-site evaluation of 
alternatives that are least damaging 
overall. Additionally, science and 
technology are constantly advancing, 
and new methodologies used today are 
much more environmentally protective 
than those available only a few years 
before. If these trends continue in the 
future, the performance-based standards 
in the rule easily adapt to those 
changing methodologies and will be at 
least as effective in the future as they are 
today. 

In response to comments that using 
performance-based standards leaves too 
much discretion to the Service, this rule 
will be accompanied by detailed 
guidance for both operators and Service 
staff on what are current best 
management practices for meeting these 
standards. This guidance will provide 
consistency of interpretation and 
application of the standards across the 
NWRS and decrease the possibility that 
the discretion afforded refuge managers 
will be misapplied. Furthermore, 
through compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
process at the site-specific permit level, 
the public will have the opportunity to 
review and comment on Service 
proposals. 

28. Comment: Other commenters were 
generally supportive of the more flexible 
approach, but recommend that the 
Service remove what they saw as more 
prescriptive standards in the rule in 
favor of more general goals to be 
achieved. For example, a commenter 
recommended removing the proposed 
regulations requiring the  installation 
and maintenance of secondary 
containment, applying seasonal 
restrictions, and specifying the location, 

type, and design of facilities (proposed 
§§ 29.111–29.119) as unreasonable, 
burdensome, and unlawfully 
diminishing the value of the mineral 
estate. The commenter suggested that 
the Service replace these standards with 
more general goals to be achieved to 
‘‘the extent technologically and 
economically feasible, and a 
requirement to use best management 
practices.’’ 

Service Response: The Service 
recognizes that some arguably 
prescriptive management practices are 
included in the suite of performance- 
based standards. The observation that 
an operator must install and maintain 
secondary containment is a good 
example (§ 29.111(b)). In part, the 
provision is prescriptive, but 
acknowledges the widespread use of the 
best management practice of secondary 
containment by industry and regulatory 
agencies to capture spills, prevent their 
spread, and facilitate their cleanup. In 
this instance, the Service does not 
envision any alternatives that would 
exclude the use of secondary 
containment and still meet the 
‘‘technologically feasible, least 
damaging method’’ standard, and so the 
provision serves to inform operators and 
the public of an aspect of the rule’s 
approach to managing contaminating 
substances. Additionally, the 
requirement still leaves flexibility for 
the refuge manager and operators to 
decide on the design and operation of 
the secondary containment system. 
Similarly, in a few other instances the 
Service has included practices that we 
find to be more informative but which 
may be seen as somewhat prescriptive; 
however, we have maintained flexibility 
for site-specific implementation. The 
rule includes the necessary general 
goals applied with the overall standard 
of technologically feasible, least 
damaging methods. The rule will result 
in best management practices being 
identified and included in the site- 
specific operations permit. 

29. Comment: One commenter asked 
whether what is practical for a 
particular operator would be a 
consideration in what is 
‘‘technologically feasible, least 
damaging methods.’’ 

Service Response: While we do 
consider economics in determining 
appropriate methods, we look at what is 
feasible in terms of industry-wide 
practice, not what is affordable for a 
specific operator. The Service does not 
intend to allow operators to use 
methods that unreasonably harm refuge 
resources and uses just because the 
operators don’t have the adequate 
financial resources to employ 
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technologically feasible, least damaging 
methods. 

30. Comment: The Service also 
received a comment that it does not 
have the authority to permit only the 
‘‘least damaging’’ operational methods 
and that the Service’s use of the term 
‘‘technologically feasible, least 
damaging methods’’ is not appropriate 
and should be replaced with ‘‘feasible 
methods’’ that are technologically and 
economically feasible, as determined by 
the best industry practices available. 
This commenter contended that the 
Service may only recommend, not 
require, the ‘‘least damaging’’ methods, 
stating that the mineral interest owner is 
not required to conduct its operations in 
a manner that is not economically or 
technologically feasible in order to 
access its mineral rights. 

Service Response: The Service has 
considered this comment and does not 
agree. First, we note that NPS has in fact 
used this standard for new operations 
since January 1979. This term, defined 
at § 29.50, ensures that the Service does 
not go beyond what is technologically 
feasible in the methods required of an 
operator and considers the industry- 
wide economics of those methods in 
making those decisions. It also ensures 
that an operator uses those methods that 
are least damaging of refuge resources 
and uses, which is a responsibility of 
the Service to maintain under the 
NWRSAA. Therefore, the Service 
concludes that requiring 
‘‘technologically feasible, least 
damaging methods’’ is well within the 
authority of the Service. 

31. Comment: The Service received 
several comments recommending that 
the Service remove any ambiguous 
language contained in the proposed  
rule, including the term ‘‘greatest extent 
practicable’’ found at proposed § 29.32. 
Commenters were concerned that such 
language would allow the operators the 
unnecessary ability to pressure the 
Service into allowing methods that are 
based more on economic factors rather 
than NWRS resource and use protection. 

Service Response: In response to these 
comments, the Service went back to the 
regulations to review for any ambiguous 
language. The Service did use these 
terms quite frequently in the preamble 
to the proposed rule where it outlined 
the Service’s general intent regarding 
the proposed rule. The Service has 
avoided using such ambiguous terms in 
the preamble to the final rule. When the 
Service reviewed the proposed rule text 
in consideration of this comment, we 
found that the term ‘‘greatest extent 
practicable’’ only appeared at § 29.32, 
which is a revised version of a general 
policy statement of the Service related 

to managing all non-Federal mineral 
rights. This language remains from the 
previous regulations found at § 29.32 
and pertains to rights other than oil and 
gas rights, so the Service decided not to 
revise this language at this time. Other 
than this section, the Service found one 
other instance of ambiguous language in 
the proposed rule (see in proposed 
§ 29.111(g) ‘‘to the extent reasonably 
practicable’’) and has removed such 
language. 
Timeline for Approval 

32. Comment: The Service sought 
comment on whether the 180-day 
timeline for final action is reasonable. 
The Service received some comments 
stating that this timeline was too long 
for operators to wait to get authorization 
on their permits. Other commenters 
suggested that this timeline was too 
short and would hinder the Service’s 
ability to fully comply with NEPA 
requirements. 

Service Response: The Service has 
considered these comments, but has 
determined that the timeline from the 
proposed rule should be maintained in 
the final rule. The timeline does provide 
for hard deadlines and limits the 
Service’s discretion to delay the 
processing of Operations Permit 
applications. For instance, under the 
rule, the Service has 30 days to conduct 
its ‘‘initial review’’ to determine 
whether an operator’s application is 
complete, request more information 
from the operator, or inform the 
operator that more time is necessary and 
provide written justification for the 
delay. Once the application is deemed 
complete, the Service must generally 
take final action within 180 days. Any 
additional time after the 180 days may 
be taken only if the operator agrees to 
additional time, or that time is  
necessary for the Service to comply with 
applicable laws and regulations. The 
Service’s purpose in using the 180-day 
timeframe is to provide operators with 
greater certainty regarding the 
permitting process. While the Service 
cannot always guarantee meeting this 
deadline and has, therefore, provided an 
extension provision in the rule, it is the 
Service’s intention to process these 
permits as quickly as possible and not 
unreasonably impede a private mineral 
rights owner’s right to access those 
minerals. 

33. Comment: One commenter 
recommended that the Service add a 
provision to the regulations that would 
provide a Categorical Exclusion under 
NEPA for permits issued under this 
subpart and additionally include a 
provision that compliance with the 
terms of the permit is ‘‘deemed to be not 

likely to adversely affect any species 
listed under the federal Endangered 
Species Act.’’ 

Service Response: The Service 
declines to adopt the commenter’s 
recommendation because it is beyond 
the scope of this rulemaking and we do 
not currently have the record that we 
would need to demonstrate to the 
Council on Environmental Quality to 
establish a new categorical exclusion. 
As the Service gains experience in 
implementing the rule, we may find that 
it is appropriate to pursue adoption of 
a new categorical exclusion. Similarly, 
with respect to the inclusion in the rule 
of a provision regarding compliance 
with the Endangered Species Act (ESA), 
we are unable to accept the 
recommendation because such 
determinations must be made on a case- 
by-case basis in compliance with 
section 7 of the ESA (16 U.S.C. 1531 et 
seq.). 
Information Requirements and Public 
Access to Information 

34. Comment: The Service received 
some comments that the proposed 
information requirements for permit 
applications (50 CFR 29.94–29.97) were 
extraordinarily extensive and unduly 
burdensome. These commenters 
believed that these sections, as well as 
§ 29.121(f), also unlawfully require the 
disclosure of confidential and/or 
proprietary information and requested 
that any provisions requiring the 
disclosure of such information be 
removed. These commenters also 
requested that the Service scale down 
information requirements to only the 
basic information needed for the Service 
to assess the location and type of 
operations that will be undertaken. 

Service Response: The Service 
carefully considered what information 
was necessary from operators so that the 
agency could properly administer non- 
Federal oil and gas activities on the 
NWRS and ensure that operators avoid 
or minimize impacts to refuge resources 
and uses. We analyzed each of the 
information requirements in compliance 
with the Regulatory Flexibility Act to 
ensure that the benefit of these 
information requirements to NWRS 
resources and uses were appropriate 
based on the administrative costs to the 
operator and the Service, and we 
concluded that all information 
requirements in the rule are appropriate. 
Furthermore, we understand that 
information requirements can be 
burdensome on operators, so in 
instances where the Service needs 
information gathered in compliance 
with other Federal or State laws under 
this rule, the Service does not require an 
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operator to duplicate that information 
but rather provide the Service copies 
(see, e.g., §§ 29.61(d), 29.121(g)). 

35. Comment: Commenters suggested 
that the Service information 
requirements are inadequate because 
they do not require full disclosure of 
chemicals used for hydraulic fracturing 
prior to obtaining a permit. They 
questioned how the Service could do a 
full analysis of the environmental risks 
of a hydraulic fracturing operation if 
they did not have all of the information 
regarding chemical uses by the operator. 
Commenters also stated that proposed 
§ 29.210 would allow operators to avoid 
any obligations to disclose the identity 
of fracking chemicals used simply by 
submitting nothing more than an 
affidavit in support of their claim that 
the information is confidential and the 
Service would have no power to 
disclose the information to the public if 
the operator were to provide it. 

Service Response: While an operator 
will be able to provide an affidavit to 
support the protection of proprietary or 
confidential information, an operator 
still must provide the Service any 
information the agency needs to fully 
assess the environmental impacts of an 
operator’s activities, including all 
chemical uses in the operation. 
Information requirements included 
under § 29.95(p) include identification 
of contaminating or toxic substances 
used or expected to be encountered 
during operations, including material 
safety sheets. In the rule, the Service 
also used the ‘‘including, but not 
limited to’’ term in the list of 
information requirements to reserve the 
ability to require additional information 
(see § 29.96) if necessary. 

The information requirements of 
§ 29.95(p) provide the Service with the 
necessary information upfront to 
sufficiently analyze the environmental 
risks of a hydraulic fracturing operation 
and to ensure that operators are 
following best management practices for 
storing and removing these chemicals. 
The post-operational chemical 
disclosure information that operators 
commonly provide via FracFocus is for 
the different purpose of identifying 
specific sources of contamination and 
responsible parties should 
contamination occur. 

36. Comment: One commenter 
requested the Service provide an easy 
way for the public to access information 
about proposed operations and report 
perceived violations, including the 
option for anonymity to encourage 
workers and others with sensitive 
positions to report problems. 

Service Response: The Service’s 
approval of any proposed operations on 

the NWRS will be done in compliance 
with NEPA, and the Service will 
provide the public with information 
about proposed operations and the 
opportunity to participate as afforded by 
that Act. As for reporting perceived 
violations, contact information for each 
refuge is readily available and is the 
fastest and most efficient way of 
notifying the Refuge of any perceived 
violations. We encourage the public and 
workers to contact that refuge with any 
concerns they may have regarding 
perceived violations by these operators. 
Such information can be provided to the 
refuge anonymously through letters, 
phone calls, or any other means that 
will allow an individual to feel 
comfortable doing so. 
Penalty and Enforcement Provisions 

37. Comment: The Service received 
several comments recommending that 
the final rule provide for robust 
enforcement of rule requirements and 
include specific penalties for non- 
compliance. For instance, commenters 
requested specific provisions regarding 
notifying and working with operators to 
bring them into immediate compliance; 
issuing formal written notices of non- 
compliance; specific penalties for non- 
compliance; seeking civil penalties for 
failure to comply with a notice of non- 
compliance; and for more egregious 
cases, filing a civil action in Federal 
court seeking an injunction or 
restraining order to stop damaging 
operations. One commenter also 
suggested that the Service adopt NPS 
current regulations for approval of an 
operations permit (50 CFR 9.37(a)) 
believing that the language contained in 
that section, if adopted by the Service, 
would provide the Service the ability to 
deny a permit if it is not protective 
enough of a refuge. 

Service Response: The Service 
considered these comments, but 
concluded that modifying our 
enforcement provisions as the 
commenter suggested is not warranted. 
In speaking with Refuge law 
enforcement, the Department of Justice, 
and the Solicitor’s Office, the Service 
finds these provisions provide sufficient 
tools for the Service to ensure 
compliance with this subpart on penalty 
and enforcement. Administrative 
corrective actions are not normally 
contained within the prohibited acts 
sections of regulations. The Service 
would adopt the recommended 
progressive enforcement action 
suggested by the comment through 
Service policy. 

Furthermore, the rule provides the 
Service the ability to deny a permit if 
the operator does not meet several 

requirements (§ 29.103). The Service 
finds that these requirements are both 
more specific and clearer than the 
language suggested by the commenter. 
These requirements have been carefully 
crafted to ensure that the Service’s 
approval (or denial) process for an 
Operations Permit meets the objectives 
of the rulemaking to ensure operations 
avoid or minimize impacts to refuge 
resources and uses. 

38. Comment: Additionally, a 
commenter requested that the Service 
provide further clarity on how 
prohibited acts and penalties apply to 
pre-existing operations and 
recommended that violation of the 
informational requirements, 
modifications, reclamation, general 
terms and conditions, and other 
operational requirements in §§ 29.60– 
29.64 be added to prohibited acts and 
penalties for pre-existing operations at 
§ 29.190. 

Service Response: The Service agrees 
with the commenter that the proposed 
rule could have been clearer as to which 
provisions apply to pre-existing 
requirements or not and has revised the 
rule accordingly at § 29.60 through 
§ 29.64 and § 29.190. A violation by a 
pre-existing operator of informational 
requirements, modifications 
requirements, reclamation requirements, 
and applicable general terms and 
conditions is considered a  prohibited 
act and subject to applicable penalties. 
Appeals 

39. Comment: The Service received 
comments that the two-tiered appeals 
process proposed in the regulations is 
unreasonable and unduly burdensome. 
There should be a single, expedited 
administrative appeal available for 
challenges to actions taken by the 
Service under the proposed regulations. 
This administrative decision should be 
directly appealable in Federal court. 

Service Response: The appeals 
process outlined at § 25.45 is the 
process by which the Service currently 
reviews all appeals of the Service’s 
permit decisions for public uses on 
refuge lands. The Service will not 
provide a different appeals process 
under this subpart, because we find that 
the current process works well and that 
the changes requested would lead to 
less consistency and efficiency for the 
administration of permits by the 
Service. The two-tiered appeals process 
provides additional opportunities to 
resolve disagreements, while preserving 
opportunities for judicial review of final 
agency action under the Administrative 
Procedure Act. As to the other concern 
raised by the commenter, we revised 
§ 29.200 to clarify that the decision of 
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the Regional Director will constitute the 
Service’s final agency action. 

Finally, in reviewing the appeals 
process under the proposed rule as it 
would relate to pre-existing operations, 
the Service realized that it needed to 
revise this section to provide an 
operator the opportunity to appeal 
decisions made by the Service that do 
not apply to a permit granted by the 
Service and so has added the following 
provision to § 29.200: ‘‘The process set 
forth in § 25.45 is to be used for any 
written decision concerning approval, 
denial, or modification of an operation 
made by the Service under this 
subpart.’’ 
Access 

40. Comment: The Service received 
comments requesting the final rule 
contain a provision stating that the 
Service cannot place conditions on 
operations in a permit that only allows 
an operator to access and traverse 
Federal lands (i.e., in order to access 
operations on non-Federal lands). 

Service Response: In administering 
access across Federal lands, the Service 
is required by law to analyze the 
impacts of authorizing that access under 
NEPA. Through that analysis, the 
Service may find impacts to refuge 
resources and uses resulting from 
operations on non-Federal land 
resulting from the authorization of that 
access. In those cases, the Service will 
work with those requesting access 
across Federal lands to minimize or 
avoid those impacts, and, if agreeable to 
both the Service and the operator, those 
avoidance or mitigation measures may 
be included in the access permit. 
However, as stated in the proposed rule 
and maintained in the rule, the Service 
has made clear that we are permitting 
the access and not regulating the 
operations on non-Federal land. 
Accordingly, no change in the 
regulatory text is required. 
Fees 

41. Comment: Some commenters 
suggested that the Service ensure that 
they are assessing the appropriate and/ 
or additional fees of operators in order 
to ensure that the Service has adequate 
funding to administer these operations. 
Additionally, the Service received 
comments stating that the agency 
should have full authority to charge fees 
to cover annual inspections as well as 
any more frequent inspections needed 
during construction and pre-production 
activities, as well as for repeat violators 
or higher risk operations. Commenters 
recommended that the Service replace 
‘‘may’’ with ‘‘will’’ at § 29.120(c), not 
understanding why the Service would 

not charge for the costs of processing 
and administering temporary access 
permits and operations permits, 
particularly in an era of limited agency 
budgets. Other commenters stated that 
fees cannot be required for access or 
administering operating permits that are 
already within the scope of the 
operator’s oil and gas right or other right 
provided by law and that there should 
be no fees for emergency access. 
Additionally, they stated that if an 
access fee can be applied, then it must 
be reasonable and cannot burden the 
underlying oil and gas right or 
otherwise diminish the value of the 
mineral estate. 

Service Response: After considering 
these comments, the Service did not 
revise the rule with respect to fees 
charged by the Service for either access 
or administering operations permits. 
Related to access fees, the Service is not 
charging for access that is pursuant to a 
deeded or statutory right to use the 
refuge-administered lands without 
payment, but only for access that is 
granted as a privilege ‘‘outside the scope 
of an operator’s oil and gas right’’ for 
which the fees are subject to the 
provisions of the Refuge Revenue 
Sharing Act (16 U.S.C. 715s). Such 
access is a special benefit that warrants 
a user charge commensurate with fees 
and charges for similar privileges and 
products made by private land owners 
in the vicinity or in accordance with 
local value (see 50 CFR 29.5). In terms 
of recovery costs of permit 
administration and operations 
monitoring allowed under § 29.120(c), 
the Service uses ‘‘may’’ instead of 
‘‘will’’ to provide flexibility to refuge 
managers and foster cooperation with 
operators. In some instances, operators 
may choose to share the costs with the 
Service in administering permits in 
order to expedite the process. For 
example, an operator may provide 
funding for a third-party contractor to 
prepare an environmental assessment 
for the Service during the permitting 
process. Periodic and annual 
inspections are aspects of administering 
a permit, and charging fees for such 
activities fall under that section. With 
flexibility in charging fees, operators 
and refuge managers may develop a mix 
of self-reporting and refuge monitoring 
that reduces administrative 
requirements on both parties. 
Implementation 

42. Comment: The Service got one 
comment suggesting that the Service 
have refuge-specific management plans. 

Service Response: The Service 
appreciated this comment and will 
further consider it in implementing the 

rule. The Service already has developed 
refuge-specific oil and gas management 
plans through Comprehensive 
Conservation Plans, Habitat 
Management Plans, or other planning 
documents created to manage specific 
refuges. On refuges where there is the 
potential of oil and gas development, 
they include management strategies for 
these operations. The Service will 
continue to develop and update these 
plans as necessary to ensure they are 
consistent with this rule. 

43. Comment: Several commenters 
from industry and non-governmental 
organizations expressed concern  that 
the Service does not have adequate 
staffing to properly implement the rule. 
In particular, some commenters 
expressed the need to ensure that, along 
with this rule, the Service has the 
necessary level of funding, staffing, and 
training to properly implement the rule, 
as highlighted by the 2007 Government 
Accountability Office (GAO) report that 
assessed the status of oil and gas 
operations on the National Wildlife 
Refuge System in 2007. Their report 
highlighted the inadequacy of the 
Service’s current regulations and, in 
part, led to the promulgation of these 
proposed revisions. The GAO stated that 
‘‘[w]e recommend[ ] that FWS determine 
the level of staffing necessary to 
adequately oversee oil and gas 
operations and seek the necessary 
funding to meet those needs through 
appropriations, the authority to assess 
fees, or other means.’’ The report further 
stated, ‘‘we recommend that FWS 
ensure that staff are adequately trained 
to oversee oil and gas activities’’ (GAO– 
07–829R). One comment requested the 
Service scale back the rule based on its 
limited resources. Another comment 
suggested that this rule may require 
assessing additional fees on operations, 
periodically ensuring that fees are 
adequate to cover the costs of 
monitoring and enforcement. 

Service Response: In crafting the 
proposed and final rules, the Service 
carefully considered the administrative 
burden the rule placed on operators and 
Service staff and on the resources 
required by the Service to successfully 
implement the rule. Therefore, the 
Service has weighed the cost of 
administration versus the resource 
benefits gained from regulation and 
decided on several occasions that were 
discussed in the responses to several 
comments above that the cost-benefit 
analysis did not support a more 
stringent regulatory regime. As 
promulgated, the rule prioritizes and 
regulates those activities with the largest 
potential impacts on refuge resources 
and uses. As discussed above, this is 
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one of the main reasons the Service for 
the most part has declined to regulate 
downhole activities associated with 
operations and to exempt inholdings 
and non-Federal adjacent lands from the 
rule. 

The Service currently has dedicated 
staff that manages oil and gas 
development on National Wildlife 
Refuge System lands. This rule brings 
more consistency and guidance to staff 
already dedicated to these issues. While 
there are additional responsibilities 
involved in processing operations 
permit applications and monitoring 
operations, the Service has determined 
this increase in need can be effectively 
met with the reallocation of refuge staff 
and resources. Additionally, the rule 
contains cost recovery or cost-sharing 
provisions that help ensure the Service 
has the necessary resources to 
implement the rule effectively and 
efficiently. 
Section-by-Section Recommendations 

The Service received several other 
recommendations on specific section 
revisions to the proposed rule. The 
Service has considered all of these 
recommendations and has made 
changes, as appropriate, to provisions of 
the rule as discussed below and/or 
outlined in the table in the section 
Changes from the Proposed Rule. 

44. Comment: The Service received 
comments requesting that the definition 
of ‘‘access’’ (proposed § 29.50) be 
revised so that ‘‘access’’ does not 
include use of an aircraft when the 
aircraft doesn’t take off of or land on 
Service-administered lands or waters. 
On the other hand, the Service received 
other comments recommending that the 
Service carry over the definition of 
‘‘access’’ to the final rule, at least 
subjecting aircrafts landing on non- 
Federal lands to timing limitations to 
avoid disturbing wildlife. 

Service Response: The Service has 
considered these comments and has 
revised § 29.50 to clarify that access 
does not include aircrafts that both take 
off from and land on inholdings or non- 
Federal adjacent lands, because the 
Service does not have the authority to 
condition aircraft landings outside of 
the NWRS. 

45. Comment: The Service received a 
comment asking that the Service further 
clarify the process for authorizing use of 
water outside of a State right and that 
it should be done in line with a 
compatibility determination. 

Service Response: The Service has 
concluded that determining sources of 
water for use in operations is best 
evaluated using the procedures and 
performance standards of the rule. 

Absent a demonstration by the operator 
that they have a right to use the water 
(e.g., State-held water right, specific 
deed language), water use, 
transportation, and storage on a refuge 
would be evaluated for the 
technologically feasible, least damaging 
method. Considerations would include, 
among other things, the volume of water 
needed, capacity of water sources to 
meet those needs and resulting 
consequences on aquatic resources, and 
transportation and storage methods. 

46. Comment: The Service received a 
comment suggesting the definition for 
‘‘usable water’’ includes water for 
wildlife purposes so that shallow-water 
aquifers, seeps, and springs will be 
protected for wildlife on the NWRS. 

Service Response: The definition for 
usable water does not need to be 
changed in the rule in order for the 
Service to protect water for wildlife 
purposes. The rule includes hydrologic 
standards (§ 29.113) and fish and 
wildlife protection standards (§ 29.112), 
as well as other standards, that serve to 
maintain water quality and quantity for 
use by wildlife. The term ‘‘usable 
water’’ is a specific term and definition 
that has been developed and used by 
other Federal agencies (i.e., the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
and BLM) to ensure protection of 
specific resources that may be impacted 
by oil and gas operations or other 
activities. So the Service did not revise 
this definition. 

47. Comment: The Service received a 
comment requesting that the Service 
remove fuel drums, pipes, oil, 
contaminated soil, etc., with any residue 
of oil or hazardous chemicals from the 
definition of ‘‘waste,’’ because they 
include ‘‘contaminating substances’’ 
and should be defined and treated as 
such. 

Service Response: The Service intends 
that these terms are not mutually 
exclusive, and something may be both 
‘‘waste’’ and a ‘‘contaminating 
substance.’’ An operator must comply 
with the applicable rule requirements 
for dealing with each. 

48. Comment: We received comments 
requesting that the Service increase the 
distance an operator is required to place 
operations away from surface waters 
from 500 feet to 2 miles based on BLM’s 
determination that ‘‘surface and 
groundwater contamination, due to oil 
and gas development . . . occurred 
between 1,000 to 1,800 feet from . . . 
drilling’’ in Colorado (BLM Grand 
Junction Resource Management Plan 
FEIS at 6-271). 

Service Response: The Service is 
aware of this BLM finding, but has 
concluded that a revision of the rule is 

not necessary to protect surface and 
groundwater resources from 
contamination. The establishment of 
setbacks of operations from sensitive 
resources such as surface waters or 
wetlands is based on common 
knowledge that providing time and 
space to react to incidents such as spills 
or poor operating practices is key to 
minimizing risks. However, there is no 
single setback distance that is 
appropriate for all conditions of 
proposed activities and environmental 
conditions. Environmental conditions 
may provide natural or human-made 
barriers that would justify a reduced 
setback. On the other hand, site 
conditions such as steep slopes or 
annually high precipitation can enhance 
pathways between the activity and 
resource, and thus justify greater 
setbacks. 

Regulatory establishment of a ‘‘good 
offset’’ that considers both the activities 
and the average environmental 
conditions provides a beginning point 
for site location considerations. 
Additionally, having a regulatory 
process for adjusting site-specific 
setbacks—either lower or higher—based 
on project and environmental 
conditions is the key to successful use 
of setbacks. Through the Service’s own 
analysis in the associated EIS, we 
continue to believe that 500 feet 
provides the necessary time and space 
in the majority of circumstances. 
However, the rule (§ 29.113) 
appropriately gives the ability to the 
Service to require an even greater 
setback if conditions, such as those 
highlighted by the comment, would 
justify a greater setback distance. We 
also recognize that exceptions to the 
setback are sometimes essential to 
balancing overall impacts of an 
operation. A prime example occurs in 
coastal environments where the practice 
of locating drilling operations in open 
water has been demonstrated to be least 
damaging by avoiding the impacts of 
cutting and dredging drilling slips and 
canals into sensitive marshland. 
Therefore, the Service believes that 
flexibility in this standard is appropriate 
and gives the Service the ability not 
only to ensure the least damaging 
methods to refuge resources and uses, 
but also to ensure that an operator has 
reasonable access to their minerals 
based on a case-by-case determination. 

49. Comment: The Service received 
comments recommending that we 
include provisions in the final rule that 
require an operator to collect additional 
information, such as water and soil 
samples and wildlife surveys, prior to 
beginning operations. 
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Service Response: In response to these 
comments, it is our intention that 
reconnaissance surveys will be used to 
collect this type of information and any 
other necessary natural and cultural 
resource conditions the Service deems 
necessary to ensure protection of refuge 
resources and uses. We acknowledged 
above that proposed § 29.94 was not 
clear, and we have revised the rule to 
clarify that reconnaissance surveys will 
be used to collect this type of baseline 
information. 

50. Comment: The Service received 
comments stating that the Service does 
not have the authority to require 
mitigation for impacts by mandating 
that operators provide for ‘‘habitat 
creation, habitat restoration, land 
purchase, or other compensation’’ and 
recommending that proposed 
§ 29.120(g) be eliminated from the 
regulations as it amounts to an access 
fee that unreasonably and unlawfully 
restricts access to mineral rights. 

Service Response: After considering 
these comments, the Service has revised 
proposed § 29.120(g), redesignated as 
§ 29.120(f) in the final rule, to clarify 
that mitigation tools must be mutually 
agreed upon by the Service and the 
operator. The Service believes this 
provision is within the scope of the 
Service’s authority under the NWRSAA 
to protect refuge resources and uses, and 
may in some circumstances be 
appropriately used by an operator to 
offset impacts to refuge resources and 
lost use. 

51. Comment: The Service received 
comments recommending that the 
Service expand the monitoring and 
reporting requirements. For instance, 
some commenters recommended that 
the Service decrease the reporting time 
from 90 days to 30 days and include 
explanations of what happened, why it 
happened, who was involved, the 
results, and how the company intends 

to prevent similar incidents in the 
future. 

Service Response: The Service finds 
that these recommendations are not 
warranted. This provision in the rule is 
intended to provide the Service with 
information about occurrences on the 
NWRS. Due to the nature of accident 
investigations and the time it may take 
to get the official report, we concluded 
that 90 days is an appropriate 
timeframe. There are also existing State 
and Federal laws governing various 
accident occurrences, and we have 
determined that additional regulatory 
provisions are not needed at this time to 
better enable the Service to protect 
Refuge resources and uses. 

Changes From the Proposed Rule 

After taking the public comments into 
consideration and after additional 
review, the Service made the following 
substantive changes in the rule: 

 

§ 29.40 .......................... . Revised to clarify the scope of this rule as related to Alaska inholdings and waters within NWRS boundaries. 
§ 29.41 .......................... . Revised to clarify that this rule does not apply to operations in Alaska. 
§ 29.42 .......................... . Revised to remove provisions related to operations in Alaska. 
§ 29.43 .......................... . Revised to clarify which provisions of the rule apply to existing operators with a Service-issued permit and to clarify re- 

quirements in regards to plugging and reclamation. 
§ 29.44 .......................... . Revised to clarify requirements for pre-existing operators in regard to plugging and reclamation. Also, replaced ‘‘oper- 

ation’’ with ‘‘operator’’ to clarify that exemption from a permit requirement applies to a pre-existing operator, not the 
operation. 

§ 29.50 .......................... . Revised to: (1) clarify that access does not include aircrafts that both take off from and land on inholdings or non-Fed- 
eral adjacent lands; (2) clarify that the term ‘‘area of operations’’ can include pre-existing, proposed, and approved 
areas; (3) clarify that ‘‘modifying’’ applies to a changes in existing operations; (4) remove the definition of right-of-way 
(ROW) permits as it was only applicable to operations in Alaska. 

§ 29.61 .......................... . Revised to require additional information from pre-existing operators, including a brief description of the current oper- 
ations and any anticipated changes to the current operations; and documentation of the current operating methods, 
surface equipment, and materials produced or used. 

§ 29.62 .......................... . Revised to clarify that the requirement to obtain an operations permit for a new operation or a modification will be lim- 
ited to that new operation or modification, not the entire existing operation. 

§ 29.63 .......................... . Revised to clarify that pre-existing operators must plug and reclaim their operations in compliance with this rule. 
§ 29.64 .......................... . Revised to clarify which additional provisions of the rule would apply to the various classes of operations. 
§ 29.70 .......................... . Removed language regarding operations in Alaska. 
§ 29.90 .......................... . Removed language regarding operations in Alaska. 
§ 29.92 .......................... . Revised to clarify that if an operator is using previously submitted information, they should reference it in the permit ap- 

plication. 
§ 29.94 .......................... . Revised to remove language regarding an unnecessary ROW form; also revised to clarify the Service’s authority to re- 

quire an operator to collect certain natural and cultural resource information if necessary and other minor changes to 
and deletions of unnecessary language for clarity. 

§ 29.101 ........................ . Removed language regarding operations in Alaska. 
§ 29.111 ........................ . Revised to remove ambiguous and repetitive language and be consistent with the NPS 9B regulations; also added para- 

graph (h) related to operation setbacks from surface water locations previously found in the hydrological standards 
section. 

§ 29.112 ........................ . Revised to clarify our standards for protecting wildlife. 
§ 29.113(a) ................... . Combined the provision related to operation setbacks from surface water locations with the general facility design and 

management standard for setbacks from refuge structures or facilities in § 29.111(h). 
§ 29.117(d)(5) ............... . Revised to clarify the objective of grading requirements during reclamation. 
§ 29.118 ........................ . Deleted provisions related to geophysical operations in Alaska; and revised paragraph (d)(3) to clarify that an operator 

must not leave a site in a condition that poses hazards to wildlife. 
§ 29.119(b)(5) ............... . Revised to clarify that an operator must not leave a site in a condition that poses hazards to wildlife. 
§ 29.120(d) ................... . Revised to clarify that any use of Federal water on the NWRS absent a demonstrated right must be approved by the 

Service as the technologically feasible, least damaging method. 
§ 29.120(e) ................... . Moved to § 29.103(b)(3) to clarify that providing a statement under penalty of perjury that an operator is in compliance 

with applicable State and Federal laws is part of the permit approval process. 
§ 29.120(g) ................... . Revised to clarify that mitigation must be mutually agreed upon and that it may be required to offset impacts to refuge 

resources or lost uses. Redesignated as § 29.120(f). 
§ 29.121(e) ................... . Revised to clarify that an operator would need to provide the Service with information only to the extent necessary to 

demonstrate compliance with a Service-issued permit. 
§ 29.140 ........................ . Removed language regarding operations in Alaska. 
§ 29.141 ........................ . Removed (c) as the Service does not currently have the authority to accept in-kind services to offset fees. 
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Compliance With Other Laws, 
Executive Orders, and Department 
Policies 
Regulatory Planning and Review 
(Executive Orders 12866 and 13563) 

Executive Order 12866 provides that 
the Office of Information and Regulatory 
Affairs (OIRA) in the Office of 
Management and Budget will review all 
significant rules. OIRA has determined 
that this rule is significant, because it 
may raise novel legal or policy issues 
arising out of legal mandates, the 
President’s priorities, or the principles 
set forth in the executive order. 

Executive Order 13563 reaffirms the 
principles of Executive Order 12866 
while calling for improvements in the 
nation’s regulatory system to promote 
predictability, to reduce uncertainty, 
and to use the best, most innovative, 
and least burdensome tools for 
achieving regulatory ends. The 
executive order directs agencies to 
consider regulatory approaches that 
reduce burdens and maintain flexibility 
and freedom of choice for the public 
where these approaches are relevant, 
feasible, and consistent with regulatory 
objectives. Executive Order 13563 
emphasizes further that regulations 
must be based on the best available 
science and that the rulemaking process 
must allow for public participation and 
an open exchange of ideas. This rule is 
consistent with these requirements. 
Regulatory Flexibility Act 

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
(RFA), as amended by the Small 
Business Regulatory Enforcement 
Fairness Act of 1996 (SBREFA), 5 U.S.C. 
601 et seq., whenever an agency is 
required to publish a notice of 
rulemaking for any proposed or final 
rule, it must prepare and make available 

for public comment a regulatory 
flexibility analysis that describes the 
effects of the rule on small entities (i.e., 
small businesses, small organizations, 
and small government jurisdictions). 
However, no regulatory flexibility 
analysis is required if the head of the 
agency certifies the rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
The SBREFA amended the RFA to 
require Federal agencies to provide a 
statement of the factual basis for 
certifying that the rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 

We certify that this rule would not 
have a significant economic effect on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the RFA (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 
This certification is based on the cost- 
benefit and regulatory flexibility 
analysis found in the report entitled 
Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rulemaking 
Economic Analysis, which can be 
viewed at http://www.fws.gov/refuges/ 
oil-and-gas/rulemaking.html, by 
clicking on the link entitled Non- 
Federal Oil and Gas Rulemaking 
Economic Analysis or at 
www.regulations.gov in Docket No. 
FWS–HQ–NWRS–2012–0086. 

Small Business Regulatory Enforcement 
Fairness Act (SBREFA) 

This rule is not a major rule under 5 
U.S.C. 804(2). This rule: 

(a) Would not have an annual effect 
on the economy of $100 million or 
more; 

(b) Would not cause a major increase 
in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, Federal, State, or 
local government agencies, or 
geographic regions; and 

(c) Would not have significant adverse 
effects on competition, employment, 

investment, productivity, innovation, or 
the ability of U.S.-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises. 

These conclusions are based on the 
cost-benefit and regulatory flexibility 
analysis found in the report entitled 
Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rulemaking 
Economic Analysis, which can be 
viewed at http://www.fws.gov/refuges/ 
oil-and-gas/rulemaking.html, by 
clicking on the link entitled Non- 
Federal Oil and Gas Rulemaking 
Economic Analysis or at 
www.regulations.gov in Docket No. 
FWS–HQ–NWRS–2012–0086. 
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
(UMRA) 

This rule would not impose an 
unfunded mandate on State, local, or 
tribal governments or the private sector 
of more than $100 million per year. The 
rule would not have a significant or 
unique effect on State, local, or tribal 
governments or the private sector. It 
addresses use of refuge lands, and 
would impose no requirements on other 
agencies or governments. A statement 
containing the information required by 
the UMRA (2 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) is not 
required. 

Takings (Executive Order 12630) 
This rule is not intended to result in 

the taking of private property or 
otherwise have takings implications 
under Executive Order 12630. The 
provisions of this rule would afford 
access to operators exercising non- 
Federal mineral rights under reasonable 
regulation. No other private property is 
affected. A takings implication 
assessment is not required. 

Federalism (Executive Order 13132) 
Under the criteria in section 1 of 

Executive Order 13132, the rule does 
not have sufficient Federalism 

§ 29.151 ....................... . Revised to clarify that operator is responsible for reclaiming any disturbances inside or outside of their area of operation 
and that an operator is liable for the full cost of reclamation. 

§ 29.160 ....................... . Revised to clarify that an operator will be given a chance to respond to the Service’s notice of a proposed modification 
to their operations. 

§ 29.171 ....................... . Revised to include the requirement that, when a pre-existing operator transfers operations, the new operator must ob- 
tain an Operations Permit from the Service. Also revised to allow continuity of operations while they file the permit ap- 
plication. 

§ 29.180 ....................... . Revised to clarify that this section applies to any Service-issued permit (i.e., existing operators under a Service-issued 
permit) not just an Operations Permit granted under this rule for new operations; and revised language from ‘‘continu- 
ously inactive for a period of 1 year’’ to ‘‘has no measurable production quantities for 12 consecutive months’’ to pro- 
vide further clarity on when an operator must plug a well. 

§ 29.190 ....................... . Deleted provisions related to operations in Alaska. 
§ 29.190(e) ................... . Revised to separate violations of Federal and State law into two different prohibited acts, (e) and (f), and to make word- 

ing consistent with other Service regulations. 
§ 29.192 ....................... . Revised to clarify that a violation will not affect your ability to get a permit for plugging and reclamation. 
§ 29.200 ....................... . Revised to clarify that an operator must administratively appeal under § 25.45 before going to Federal court. Also, re- 

vised to clarify that this process would be used to appeal all written decisions made under this subpart, not just those 
made under a permit. Finally, removed language regarding operations in Alaska. 

§ 29.210(g) ................... . Revised to clarify that for information provided under both § 29.210(d) and § 29.210(e), after reviewing an operator’s affi- 
davit or a third party’s affidavit claiming exemption from public disclosure, the Service may find that information is not 
exempt from public disclosure and make that information available 10 business days after providing notice. 
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implications to warrant the preparation 
of a federalism summary impact 
statement. It addresses use of refuge 
lands, and would impose no 
requirements on other agencies or 
governments. A federalism summary 
impact statement is not required. 
Civil Justice Reform (Executive Order 
12988) 

This rule complies with the 
requirements of Executive Order 12988. 
Specifically, this rule: 

(a) Meets the criteria of section 3(a) 
requiring that all regulations be 
reviewed to eliminate errors and 
ambiguity and be written to minimize 
litigation; and 

(b) Meets the criteria of section 3(b)(2) 
requiring that all regulations be written 
in clear language and contain clear legal 
standards. 

Consultation With Indian Tribes 
(Executive Order 13175 and Department 
Policy) 

The Department of the Interior strives 
to strengthen its government-to- 
government relationship with Indian 
tribes through a commitment to 
consultation with Indian tribes and 
recognition of their right to self- 
governance and tribal sovereignty. We 
have evaluated this rule under the 
Department’s consultation policy and 
under the criteria in Executive Order 
13175 and have determined that it has 
no substantial direct effects on federally 
recognized Indian tribes, but we offered 
consultation under the Department’s 
tribal consultation policy with all 
interested tribes. On January 25, 2016, 
during the public comment period, we 
consulted with Doyon Limited, an 
Alaska Native Corporation, at their 
request. 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA) 

This rule contains a collection of 
information that we have submitted to 
OMB for approval under the PRA (44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). We may not 
conduct or sponsor and you are not 
required to respond to a collection of 
information unless it displays a 
currently valid OMB control number. 

As part of our continuing efforts to 
reduce paperwork and respondent 
burdens, we invited the public  and 
other Federal agencies to comment on 
any aspect of the reporting burden 
associated with this information 
collection. While we received no 
comments that were specific to the 
information collection portion of the 
rule, we did receive several comments 
that relate to the information collection 
portion of the rule. These comments and 

our responses can be found in 
Information Requirements and Public 
Access to Information in the Summary 
of and Response to Public Comments 
portion of the preamble. We made no 
changes to the information collection 
portion of the rule based on these 
comments. However, we have made two 
changes to the rule that impact 
information collection. 

The first change expands the 
information an operator of pre-existing 
wells is required to submit to the refuge 
manager. In addition to requiring 
operators of pre-existing wells to submit 
right-to-operate documentation, 
company contact information, a plat of 
existing area of operations, and copies 
of plans and permits required by local, 
State, and Federal agencies, operators 
must also submit to the Service: A brief 
description of the current operations 
and any anticipated changes to the 
current operations; as well as 
documentation of the current operating 
methods, surface equipment, and 
materials produced or used. These new 
information collection requirements are, 
as follows: Pre-existing Operations 
(§ 29.61). Within 90 days after the 
effective date of these regulations, or 
after a boundary change or 
establishment of a new refuge, pre- 
existing operators without a Service- 
issued permit must submit: 

• Documentation of the right to 
operate within the refuge. 

• Contact information (names, phone 
numbers, and addresses) of the primary 
company representative; the 
representative responsible for field 
supervision; and the representative 
responsible for emergency response. 

• A brief description of the current 
operations, and any anticipated changes 
to the current operations. 

• Scaled map clearly delineating the 
existing area of operations. 

• Documentation of the current 
operating methods, surface equipment, 
materials produced or used, and 
monitoring methods. 

• Copies of all plans and permits 
required by local, State, and Federal 
agencies. 

The second change to the final rule 
that impacts information collection is 
that if an operator transfers their 
operations to another operator this 
results in the loss of pre-existing status 
for that operation, and the new operator 
will need to obtain an Operations 
Permit. As a result, this operator must 
provide all applicable information 
required by this rule for obtaining an 
Operations Permit. These new 
information collection requirements are 
as follows: 

Change of Operator (§ 29.171) 

Section 29.171(a). When operations 
conducted under § 29.44 are transferred, 
the transferee must apply for an 
operations permit and include the 
information requested in FWS Form 3– 
2469 within 90 days of the transfer. The 
new operator may continue operating, 
but must provide to the Service within 
30 calendar days from the date of the 
transfer: 

• Documentation demonstrating that 
the operator holds the right to operate 
within the refuge. 

• Names, phone numbers, and 
addresses of the primary company 
representative, the representative 
responsible for field supervision, and 
the representative responsible for 
emergency response. 

Section 29.171(b). If operations 
conducted under § 29.43 or an 
operations permit are transferred, the 
transferee must provide the following 
within 30 days of commencing 
operations: 

• Right-to-operate and contact 
information required under § 29.171(a). 

• Written agreement to conduct 
operations in accordance with all terms 
and conditions of the previous 
operator’s permit. 

• Financial assurance that is 
acceptable to the Service and made 
payable to the Service. 

For further information on these 
changes, see the ‘‘Response to 
Comments’’ section. 

Below is a summary of the 
information collection associated with 
non-Federal oil and gas operations on 
National Wildlife Refuge System lands. 
Operators do not need to resubmit 
information that is already on file with 
the Service, provided the information is 
still current and accurate. Documents 
and materials submitted to other Federal 
and State agencies may be submitted, if 
they meet the specific requirements of 
the Service. 

OMB Control No: 1018–0162. 
Title: Management of Non-Federal Oil 

and Gas Rights on National Wildlife 
Refuge System Lands, 50 CFR part 29, 
subpart D. 

Service Form Number(s): 3–2469. 
Description of Respondents: 

Businesses that conduct oil and gas 
exploration on national wildlife refuges. 

Respondent’s Obligation: Required to 
obtain or retain a benefit. 

Frequency of Collection: On occasion. 
Total Annual Nonhour Cost Burden: 

None. 
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Activity/requirement 

Estimated 
number of 

annual 
responses 

Completion 
time per 
response 
(hours) 

Estimated 
total annual 

burden hours 

Preexisting Operations (§ 29.61) ................................................................................................. 40 50 2,000 
Temporary Access Permit Application (§ 29.71) ......................................................................... 35 17 595 
Accessing Oil and Gas Rights from Non-Federal Surface Location (§ 29.80) ........................... 5 1 5 
Pre-application Meeting for Operations Permit (§ 29.91) ............................................................ 45 2 90 
Operations Permit Application (§§ 29.94–29.97) ......................................................................... 45 140 6,300 
Financial Assurance (§§ 29.103(b), 29.150) ................................................................................ 45 1 45 
Identification of Wells and Related Facilities (§ 29.119(b)) ......................................................... 45 2 90 
Reporting (§ 29.121):    

Third-Party Monitor Report (§ 29.121(b)) ............................................................................. 300 17 5,100 
Notification—Injuries/Mortality to Fish and Wildlife and Threatened/Endangered Plants    

(§ 29.121(c)) ...................................................................................................................... 20 1 20 
Notification—Accidents involving Serious Injuries/Death and Fires/Spills (§ 29.121(d)) ..... 20 1 20 
Written Report—Accidents Involving Serious Injuries/Deaths and Fires/Spills    

(§ 29.121(d)) ...................................................................................................................... 20 16 320 
Report—Verify Compliance with Permits (§ 29.121(e)) ....................................................... 240 4 960 

Notification—Chemical Disclosure of Hydraulic Fracturing Fluids uploaded to FracFocus    

(§ 29.121(f)) ....................................................................................................................... 5 1 5 
Permit Modifications (§ 29.160(a)) ........................................................................................ 10 16 160 

Change of Operator:    

Transferring Operator Notification (§ 29.170) ....................................................................... 20 8 160 
Acquiring Operator’s Requirements for Wells Not Under a Service Permit (§ 29.171(a)) ... 19 40 760 
Acquiring Operator’s Acceptance of an Existing Permit (§ 29.171(b)) ................................ 1 8 8 

Extension to Well Plugging (§ 29.181(a)):    

Application for Permit ........................................................................................................... 10 140 1,400 
Modification ........................................................................................................................... 5 16 80 

Public Information (§ 29.210):    

Affidavit in Support of Claim of Confidentiality (§ 29.210(c) and (d)) .................................. 1 1 1 
Confidential Information (§ 29.210(e) and (f)) ...................................................................... 1 1 1 
Maintenance of Confidential Information (§ 29.210(h)) ........................................................ 1 1 1 
Generic Chemical Name Disclosure (§ 29.210(i)) ................................................................ 1 1 1 

Total ............................................................................................................................... 934 ........................ 18,122 

 
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) 

This rule constitutes a major Federal 
action with the potential to significantly 
affect the quality of the human 
environment. We have prepared the 
final environmental impact statement 
(FEIS) under the requirements of the 
NEPA of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 
The FEIS is available at http:// 
www.fws.gov/refuges/oil-and-gas/ 
rulemaking.html, by clicking on the link 
entitled ‘‘Non-Federal Oil and Gas 
FEIS’’ and at www.regulations.gov at 
Docket No. FWS–HQ–NWRS–2012– 
0086. 

In addition, EPA published a notice 
announcing the final EIS, as required 
under section 309 of the Clean Air Act 
(42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.), on August 19, 
2016, at 81 FR 55456. The EPA is 
charged under section 309 of the Clean 
Air Act to review all Federal agencies’ 
environmental impact statements (EISs) 
and to comment on the adequacy and 
the acceptability of the environmental 
impacts of proposed actions in the EISs. 
On February 9, 2016, the Service 
received a ‘‘no objection’’ finding from 
the EPA that concluded that the draft 
EIS did not identify any potential 
environmental impacts requiring 

substantive changes to the proposal. 
Elsewhere in today’s Federal Register is 
a notice announcing the availability of 
the record of decision. 

Effects on the Energy Supply (Executive 
Order 13211) 

This rule is not a significant energy 
action under the definition in Executive 
Order 13211. A statement of Energy 
Effects is not required. 

Drafting Information 
This final rule reflects the collective 

efforts of Service staff in the NWRS, 
Division of Natural Resource and 
Conservation Planning, Branch of 
Wildlife Resources, refuges, and field 
offices, with assistance from the 
Department of the Interior, Office of the 
Solicitor. 
List of Subjects 
50 CFR Part 28 

Law enforcement, Penalties, Wildlife 
refuges. 

50 CFR Part 29 
Oil and gas exploration, Public 

lands—mineral resources, Public 
lands—rights-of-way, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements, Wildlife 
refuges. 

Final Regulation Promulgation 
In consideration of the foregoing, the 

Service amends 50 CFR parts 28 and 29 
as follows: 

PART 28—ENFORCEMENT, PENALTY, 
AND PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS 
FOR VIOLATIONS OF SUBCHAPTER C 

■ 1. The authority citation for part 28 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301; 16 U.S.C. 460k, 
664, 668dd, 685, 690d, 715i, 725; 43 U.S.C. 
315a. 

■ 2. Revise the heading of part 28 to 
read as set forth above. 
■ 3. Revise § 28.11 to read as follows: 

§ 28.11 Purpose of regulations. 
The regulations in this part govern 

enforcement, penalty, and procedural 
requirements for violations of 
subchapter C of this chapter. 

PART 29—LAND USE MANAGEMENT 

■ 4. The authority citation for part 29 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301; 16 U.S.C.  460k, 
664, 668dd, 685, 690d, 715i, 725, 3161;  30 
U.S.C. 185; 31 U.S.C. 3711, 9701; 40 U.S.C. 
319; 43 U.S.C. 315a; 113 Stat. 1501A–140. 
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Subpart C—Mineral Operations 

■ 5. Revise § 29.32 to read as follows: 

§ 29.32 Non-Federal mineral rights. 
(a) Non-Federal mineral rights owners 

within the National Wildlife Refuge 
System, not including coordination 
areas, must, to the greatest extent 
practicable, conduct all exploration, 
development, and production 
operations in such a manner as to 
prevent damage, erosion, pollution, or 
contamination to Service-administered 
lands, waters, facilities, and to wildlife 
thereon. So far as is practicable, such 
operations must also be conducted 
without interference to the operation of 
the refuge and disturbance to the 
wildlife thereon. 

(1) Physical occupancy must be kept 
to the minimum space necessary to 
conduct efficient mineral operations. 

(2) Persons conducting mineral 
operations on Service-administered 
lands and waters must comply with all 
applicable Federal and State laws and 
regulations for the protection of wildlife 
and the administration of the area. 

(3) All waste and contaminating 
substances must be kept in the smallest 
practicable area, confined so as to 
prevent escape as a result of rains and 
high water or otherwise, and removed 
from Service-administered lands and 
waters as quickly as practicable in such 
a manner as to prevent contamination, 
pollution, damage, or injury to Service- 
administered lands, waters, or facilities, 
or to wildlife thereon. 

(4) Structures and equipment must be 
removed when the need for them has 
ended, and, upon the cessation of 
operations, the habitat in the area of 
operations must be restored to the 
extent possible to pre-operation 
conditions. 

(b) Nothing in this section will be 
applied so as to contravene or nullify 
rights vested in holders of mineral 
interests on refuge lands. 
■ 6. Add subpart D to read as set forth 
below: 
Subpart D—Management of Non-Federal Oil 
and Gas Rights 
Purpose and Scope 
Sec. 
29.40 What are the purpose and scope of 

the regulations in this subpart? 
29.41 When does this subpart apply to me? 
29.42 What authorization do I need to 

conduct operations? 
29.43 If I am already operating under 

Service authorization, what do I need to 
do? 

29.44 If I am operating without prior 
Service authorization, what do I need to 
do? 

Definitions 
29.50 What do the terms used in this 

subpart mean? 

Pre-Existing Operations 
29.60 Do I need an operations permit for my 

pre-existing operation? 
29.61 What information must I provide to 

the Service? 
29.62 What if I intend to conduct new 

operations or modify my pre-existing 
operations? 

29.63 What plugging and reclamation 
requirements apply to my pre-existing 
operations? 

29.64 What other provisions apply to my 
operations? 

Temporary Access Permits 
29.70 When do I need a temporary access 

permit? 
29.71 How do I apply for a temporary 

access permit? 
29.72 When will the Service grant a 

temporary access permit? 
29.73 How much time will I have to 

conduct my reconnaissance surveys? 

Accessing Oil and Gas Rights From a Non- 
Federal Surface Location 
29.80 Do I need a permit for accessing oil 

and gas rights from a non-Federal 
location? 

Operations Permit: Application 
29.90 Who must apply for an operations 

permit? 
29.91 What should I do before filing an 

application? 
29.92 May I use previously submitted 

information? 
29.93 Do I need to submit information for 

all possible future operations? 
29.94 What information must be included 

in all applications? 
29.95 What additional information must be 

included if I am proposing geophysical 
exploration? 

29.96 What additional information must be 
included if I am proposing drilling 
operations? 

29.97 What additional information must be 
included if I am proposing production 
operations? 

Operations Permit: Application Review and 
Approval 
29.100 How will the Service process my 

application? 
29.101 How will the Service conduct an 

initial review? 
29.102 How will the Service conduct a 

formal review? 
29.103 What standards must be met to 

approve my application? 
29.104 What actions may the Service take 

on my operations permit application? 

Operating Standards 
 What are the purposes of the 

Service’s operating standards? 
 What general facility design and 

management standards must I meet? 
 What fish and wildlife protection 

standards must I meet? 
 What hydrologic standards must I meet? 

 What safety standards must I meet? 
 What lighting and visual standards must 

I meet? 
 What noise reduction standards must 

I meet? 
 What reclamation and protection 

standards must I meet? 
 What additional operating standards apply 

to geophysical operations? 
 What additional operating standards apply 

to drilling and production operations? 

General Terms and Conditions 
 What terms and conditions apply to all 

operators? 
 What monitoring and reporting is 

required for all operators? 
 For how long is my operations 

permit valid? 

Access Fees 
 May I cross Federal property to reach 

the boundary of my oil and gas right? 
 Will the Service charge me a fee for access? 
 Will I be charged a fee for emergency 

access to my operations? 

Financial Assurance 
 When do I have to provide financial 

assurance to the Service? 
 How does the Service establish the amount 

of financial assurance? 
 Will the Service adjust the amount 

required for my financial assurance? 
 When will the Service release my 

financial assurance? 
 Under what circumstances will I forfeit 

my financial assurance? 

Modification to an Operation 
29.160 Can I modify operations under an 

approved permit? 

Change of Operator 
29.170 What are my responsibilities if I 

transfer my right to operate? 
29.171 What must I do if operations are 

transferred to me? 

Well Plugging 
29.180 When must I plug my well? 
29.181 Can I get an extension to the well 

plugging requirement? 

Prohibited Acts and Penalties 
 What acts are prohibited under this subpart? 
 What enforcement actions can the Service 

take? 
 How do violations affect my ability to 

obtain a permit? 

Appeals 
29.200 Can I, as operator, appeal Service 

decisions? 

Public Information 
29.210 How can the public learn about oil 

and gas activities on refuge lands? 

Information Collection 
29.220 Has the Office of Management and 

Budget approved the collection of 
information? 
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Subpart D—Management of Non- 
Federal Oil and Gas Rights 
Purpose and Scope 

§ 29.40 What are the purpose and scope of 
the regulations in this subpart? 

(a) The purpose of this subpart is to 
ensure that operators exercising non- 
Federal oil and gas rights within the 
National Wildlife Refuge System 
(NWRS) outside of Alaska use 
technologically feasible, least damaging 
methods to: 

(1) Protect Service-administered lands 
and waters, and resources of refuges; 

(2) Protect refuge wildlife-dependent 
recreational uses and experiences and 
visitor or employee health and safety; 
and 

(3) Conserve refuges for the benefit of 
present and future generations of 
Americans. 

(b) This subpart applies to all 
operators conducting non-Federal oil 
and gas operations outside of Alaska on 
Service-administered lands held in fee 
or less-than fee (excluding coordination 
areas) or Service-administered waters to 
the extent necessary to protect those 
property interests. These regulations do 
not apply to non-Federal surface 
locations within the boundaries of a 
refuge (i.e., inholdings), except to the 
extent that activities associated with 
those operations, including access to an 
inholding, occur on Service- 
administered lands or waters. 

(c) This subpart is not intended to 
result in a taking of any property 
interest. The purpose of this subpart is 
to reasonably regulate operations to 
protect Service-administered lands and 
waters, resources of refuges, visitor uses 
and experiences, and visitor or 
employee health and safety. 

§ 29.41 When does this subpart apply to 
me? 

This subpart applies to you if you are 
an operator who conducts or proposes 
to conduct non-Federal oil or gas 
operations on Service-administered 
lands or waters outside of Alaska. 

§ 29.42 What authorization do I need to 
conduct operations? 

(a) You must demonstrate to the 
Service that you have the right to 
operate in order to conduct operations 
on Service-administered lands or 
waters. 

(b) Except as provided in §§ 29.43 or 
29.44, before starting operations, you 
must obtain a temporary access permit 
under §§ 29.70 through 29.73 for 
reconnaissance surveys and/or an 
operations permit under §§ 29.90 
through 29.97. 

§ 29.43 If I am already operating under 
Service authorization, what do I need to do? 

If you already have a Service-issued 
permit, you may continue to operate 
according to the terms and conditions of 
that approval, subject to the provisions 
of this subpart. If you propose to 
conduct new operations, modify your 
existing operations, conduct well 
plugging or reclamation operations, or 
obtain an extension of the well plugging 
requirement to maintain your well in 
shut-in status, you must either amend 
your current authorization or obtain an 
operations permit in accordance with 
§§ 29.90 through 29.97, Operations 
Permit: Application, and such new 
operations or modifications will be 
subject to the applicable provisions of 
this subpart. Additionally, your existing 
operations are subject to the following 
regulations: 

(a) § 29.120(b) and (d)–(g) and 
§ 29.121(a) and (c)–(f); 

(b) § 29.170(a); 
(c) §§ 29.180 and 29.181; 
(d) § 29.190; and 
(e) § 29.200. 

§ 29.44 If I am operating without prior 
Service authorization, what do I need to do? 

Any operator that has commenced 
operations prior to December 14, 2016 
in accordance with applicable local, 
State, and Federal laws and regulations 
may continue without an operations 
permit. However, your operation is 
subject to the requirements of §§ 29.60 
through 29.64, Pre-Existing Operations, 
and the requirements that when you 
propose to conduct new operations, 
modify your pre-existing operations, 
conduct well plugging and reclamation 
operations, or obtain an extension of the 
well plugging requirement to maintain 
your well in shut-in status, you must 
obtain an operations permit in 
accordance with §§ 29.90 through 29.97, 
Operations Permit: Application, and all 
applicable requirements of this subpart. 
Definitions 

§ 29.50 What do the terms used in this 
subpart mean? 

In addition to the definitions in 
§§ 25.12, 29.21, and 36.2 of this 
subchapter, the following definitions 
apply to this subpart: 

Access means any method of entering 
or traversing on or across Service- 
administered lands or waters, including 
but not limited to: Vehicle, watercraft, 
fixed-wing aircraft, helicopter, 
unmanned aerial vehicle, off-road 
vehicle, mobile heavy equipment, 
snowmobile, pack animal, and foot. 
Access does not include the use of 
aircraft, including, but not limited to, 
airplanes, helicopters, and unmanned 

aircraft vehicles, that do not land on, or 
are not launched from, Service- 
administered lands or waters. 

Area of operations means the area of 
Service-administered lands or waters on 
which operations are carried out, 
including roads or other areas that you 
are authorized to use related to the 
exercise of your oil and gas rights. 

Contaminating substance means any 
toxic or hazardous substance that is 
used in or results from the conduct of 
operations and is listed under the Clean 
Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.), Clean 
Water Act regulations at 40 CFR parts 
112 and 116, the Resource Conservation 
and Recovery Act regulations at 40 CFR 
part 261, or the Hazardous Materials 
Transportation Act regulations at 49 
CFR part 172. This includes, but is not 
limited to, explosives, radioactive 
materials, brine waters, formation 
waters, petroleum products, petroleum 
byproducts, and chemical compounds 
used for drilling, production, 
processing, well testing, well 
completion, and well servicing. 

Gas means any fluid, either 
combustible or noncombustible, that is 
produced in a natural state from the 
earth and that maintains a gaseous or 
rarefied state at ordinary temperature 
and pressure conditions. 

Oil means any viscous combustible 
liquid hydrocarbon or solid 
hydrocarbon substance that occurs 
naturally in the earth and is easily 
liquefiable on warming. 

Modifying means changing operations 
in a manner that will result in 
additional impacts on refuge resources, 
visitor uses, refuge administration, or 
human health and safety beyond the 
scope, intensity, and/or duration of 
existing impacts. In order to determine 
if activities would have additional 
impacts, you must consult with the 
Service. 

Operations means all existing and 
proposed functions, work, and activities 
in connection with the exercise of oil or 
gas rights not owned by the United 
States and located on Service- 
administered lands or waters. 

(1) Operations include, but are not 
limited to: Access by any means to or 
from an area of operations; construction; 
geological and geophysical exploration; 
drilling, well servicing, workover, or 
recompletion; production; hydraulic 
fracturing, well simulation, and 
injection wells; gathering (including 
installation and maintenance of 
flowlines and gathering lines); storage, 
transport, or processing of petroleum 
products; earth moving; excavation; 
hauling; disposal; surveillance, 
inspection, monitoring, or maintenance 
of wells, facilities, and equipment; 
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reclamation; road and pad building or 
improvement; shot hole and well 
plugging and abandonment, and 
reclamation; and all other activities 
incident to any of the foregoing. 

(2) Operations do not include 
reconnaissance surveys as defined in 
this subpart or oil and gas pipelines that 
are located within a refuge under 
authority of a deeded or other right-of- 
way. 

Operations permit means a permit 
issued by the Service under this subpart 
authorizing an operator to conduct 
operations on Service-administered 
lands or waters. 

Operator means any person or entity, 
agent, assignee, designee, lessee, or 
representative thereof exercising or 
proposing to exercise non-Federal oil 
and gas rights on Service-administered 
lands or waters. 

Reconnaissance survey means an 
inspection or survey conducted by 
qualified specialists for the purpose of 
preparing a permit application. A 
reconnaissance survey: 

(1) Includes identification of the area 
of operations and collection of natural 
and cultural resource information 
within and adjacent to the proposed 
area of operations. 

(2) Does not include surface 
disturbance activities except for 
minimal disturbance necessary to 
perform cultural resource surveys, 
natural resource surveys, and location 
surveys required under this subpart. 

Right to operate means a deed, lease, 
memorandum of lease, designation of 
operator, assignment of right, or other 
documentation demonstrating that you 
hold a legal right to conduct the 
operations you are proposing on 
Service-administered lands or waters. 

Service, we, us and our means the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

Technologically feasible, least 
damaging methods are those that we 
determine, on a case-by-case basis, to be 
most protective of refuge resources and 
uses while ensuring human health and 
safety, taking into consideration all 
relevant factors, including 
environmental, economic, and 
technological factors and the 
requirements of applicable law. 

Temporary access permit means a 
permit issued by the Service authorizing 
an operator to access that operator’s 
proposed area of operations to conduct 
reconnaissance surveys to collect basic 
information necessary to prepare an 
operations permit application. 

Third-party monitor means a qualified 
specialist, who is not an employee, 
agent, or representative of the operator, 
nor has any conflicts of interest that 
could preclude objectivity in monitoring 

an operator’s compliance, and who has 
the relevant expertise to monitor 
operations for compliance with 
applicable laws, regulations, and permit 
requirements. 

Usable water means an aquifer or its 
portion that: 

(1)(i) Supplies any public water 
system; or 

(ii) Contains a sufficient quantity of 
ground water to supply a public water 
system and either: 

(A) Currently supplies drinking water 
for human consumption; or 

(B) Contains fewer than 10,000 mg/l 
total dissolved solids; and 

(2) Is not an exempted aquifer. 
Waste means any material that is 

discarded. It includes, but is not limited 
to: Drilling fluids and cuttings; 
produced fluids not under regulation as 
a toxic or hazardous substance; human 
waste; garbage; fuel drums; pipes; oil; 
refined oil and other hydrocarbons; 
contaminated soil; synthetic materials; 
manmade structures or equipment; or 
native and nonnative materials. 

You means the operator, unless 
otherwise specified or indicated by the 
context. 

Pre-Existing Operations 

§ 29.60 Do I need an operations permit for 
my pre-existing operation? 

No. Pre-existing operations are those 
conducted as of December 14, 2016 
without an approved permit from the 
Service or prior to a boundary change or 
establishment of a new refuge. Your pre- 
existing operations may be continued 
without an operations permit, but you 
are required to operate in accordance 
with applicable local, State, and Federal 
laws and regulations, and are subject to 
applicable provisions of this subpart, 
including requirements for a permit 
when you propose to conduct new 
operations or to modify pre-existing 
operations. 

§ 29.61 What information must I provide to 
the Service? 

You must submit the following 
information to the Service where your 
pre-existing operation is occurring by 
February 13, 2017 or 90 days after a 
boundary change or establishment of a 
new refuge: 

(a) Documentation demonstrating that 
you hold the right to operate on Service- 
administered lands or waters. 

(b) The names, phone numbers, and 
addresses of your: 

(1) Primary company representative; 
(2) Representative responsible for 

field supervision; and 
(3) Representative responsible for 

emergency response. 

(c) A brief description of your current 
operations, and any anticipated changes 
to current operations, including: 

(1) A scaled map clearly delineating 
your existing area of operations; 

(2) Documentation of the current 
operating methods, surface equipment, 
materials produced or used, and 
monitoring methods; and 

(3) Copies of all plans and permits 
required by local, State, and Federal 
agencies, including a Spill Prevention 
Control and Countermeasure Plan if 
required by Environmental Protection 
Agency regulations at 40 CFR part 112. 

§ 29.62 What if I intend to conduct new 
operations or modify my pre-existing 
operations? 

(a) You must obtain an operations 
permit before conducting operations 
that are begun after December 14, 2016 
for those new operations in accordance 
with §§ 29.90 through 29.97, Operations 
Permit: Application, and all applicable 
requirements of this subpart. 

(b) You must obtain an operations 
permit prior to modifying your pre- 
existing operations for that modification 
in accordance with §§ 29.90 through 
29.97, Operations Permit: Application, 
and all applicable requirements of this 
subpart. 

§ 29.63 What plugging and reclamation 
requirements apply to my pre-existing 
operations? 

Upon completion of your production 
operation, you are subject to the 
reclamation standards in § 29.117(d). 
You must obtain an operations permit in 
accordance with §§ 29.90 through 29.97, 
Operations Permit: Application, and all 
applicable requirements of this subpart, 
prior to plugging your well and 
conducting site reclamation. 

§ 29.64 What other provisions apply to my 
operations? 

Your pre-existing operations are also 
subject to the following regulations in 
this part 29: 

(a) § 29.120(b), (d), (f), and (g) and 
§ 29.121(a) and (c)–(f); 

(b) § 29.170(a); 
(c) §§ 29.180 and 29.181; 
(d) § 29.190; and 
(e) § 29.200. 

Temporary Access Permits 

§ 29.70 When do I need a temporary 
access permit? 

You must apply to the Service and 
obtain a temporary access permit to 
access your proposed area of operations 
in order to conduct reconnaissance 
surveys within a refuge. This permit 
will describe the means, routes, timing, 
and other terms and conditions of your 
access determined by the Service to 
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result in only the minimum disturbance 
necessary to perform surveys. 

§ 29.71 How do I apply for a temporary 
access permit? 

You must submit the information 
requested in FWS Form 3–2469 (Oil and 
Gas Operations Special Use Permit 
Application) to the refuge in which you 
propose to conduct operations. 
Information includes, but is not limited 
to: 

(a) The name, legal address, and 
telephone number of the operator, 
employee, agent, or contractor 
responsible for overall management of 
the proposed operations; 

(b) Documentation demonstrating that 
you hold the right to operate on Service- 
administered lands or waters; 

(c) The name, legal address, telephone 
number, and qualifications of all 
specialists responsible for conducting 
the reconnaissance surveys (only 
required if the assistants/ 
subcontractors/subpermittees will be 
operating on Service-administered lands 
or waters without the permittee being 
present); 

(d) A brief description of the intended 
operation so that we can determine 
reconnaissance survey needs; 

(e) A description of the survey 
methods you intend to use to identify 
the natural and cultural resources; 

(f) A map (to-scale and determined by 
us to be acceptable) delineating the 
proposed reconnaissance survey area in 
relation to the refuge boundary and the 
proposed area of operations; and 

(g) A description of proposed means 
of access and routes for conducting the 
reconnaissance surveys. 

§ 29.72 When will the Service grant a 
temporary access permit? 

Within 30 calendar days of receipt of 
the application for a reconnaissance 
survey, we will advise you whether the 
application fulfills the requirements of 
§§ 29.70 through 29.71 and issue you a 
temporary access permit or provide you 
with a statement of additional 
information that is needed for us to 
conduct review of your application. 

§ 29.73 How much time will I have to 
conduct my reconnaissance surveys? 

Your temporary access permit will be 
in effect for a maximum of 60 calendar 
days from the date of issuance, unless 
a longer term is approved in the permit. 
We may extend the term of the permit 
for a reasonable period of time, based 
upon your written request that explains 
why an extension is necessary. 

Accessing Oil and Gas Rights From a 
Non-Federal Surface Location 

§ 29.80 Do I need a permit for accessing 
oil and gas rights from a non-Federal 
location? 

No. Using directional drilling from a 
non-Federal surface location to reach 
your oil and gas rights within a refuge 
is exempt from these regulations. 
However, you are encouraged to provide 
the Service the names, phone numbers, 
and addresses of your primary company 
representative, representative 
responsible for field supervision, and 
representative responsible for 
emergency response at least 60 calendar 
days prior to conducting your operation. 
If you require access across Service- 
administered lands or waters, that 
access is subject to applicable 
provisions of this subpart, including 
obtaining an operations permit for any 
new access or modification of existing 
access. 

Operations Permit: Application 

§ 29.90 Who must apply for an operations 
permit? 

Except as otherwise provided in 
§§ 29.43, 29.44, 29.70, and 29.80, if you 
are proposing to conduct operations on 
Service-administered lands or waters 
outside of Alaska, you must submit an 
application (FWS Form 3–2469) for an 
operations permit to the Service. 

§ 29.91 What should I do before filing an 
application? 

You should participate in a pre- 
application meeting with the Service to 
allow for an early exchange of 
information between you and the 
Service with the intent of avoiding 
delays in your application process. 

(a) For the meeting, you should 
provide: 

(1) Documentation demonstrating that 
you hold the legal right to operate on 
Service-administered lands or waters; 
and 

(2) An overview of your proposed 
operation and timing. 

(b) The Service will provide guidance 
on the permitting process and 
information on available resource data, 
and identify additional data needs. 

§ 29.92 May I use previously submitted 
information? 

Yes. 
(a) You do not need to resubmit 

information that is already on file with 
the Service, provided that such 
information is still current and accurate. 
You should reference this information 
in your oil and gas operations permit 
application. 

(b) You may submit documents and 
materials submitted to other Federal and 

State agencies noting how the 
information meets the specific 
requirements of §§ 29.93 through 29.97. 

§ 29.93 Do I need to submit information for 
all possible future operations? 

No. You need only provide 
information for those operations for 
which you are seeking immediate 
approval. Approval of activities beyond 
the scope of your application may be 
subject to a new application and 
approval process. 

§ 29.94 What information must be included 
in all applications? 

All applications must include the 
information requested on FWS Form 3– 
2469, including, but not limited to: 

(a) The name, legal address, and 
telephone number of the operator, 
employee, agent, or contractor 
responsible for overall management of 
the proposed operations. 

(b) Documentation demonstrating that 
you hold the legal right to operate 
within the refuge. 

(c) A description of the natural 
features of your proposed area of 
operations, such as: Streams, lakes, 
ponds, wetlands, estimated depths to 
the top and bottom of zones of usable 
water and topographic relief. 

(d) The location of existing roads, 
trails, railroad tracks, pipeline rights-of- 
way, pads, and other disturbed areas. 

(e) The location of existing structures 
that your operations could affect, 
including buildings, pipelines, oil and 
gas wells including both producing and 
plugged and abandoned wells, injection 
wells, freshwater wells, underground 
and overhead electrical lines, and other 
utility lines. 

(f) Descriptions of the natural and 
cultural resource conditions from your 
reconnaissance survey reports or other 
sources collected for your proposed area 
of operations, including any baseline 
testing of soils and surface and near- 
surface ground waters within your area 
of operations that reasonably may be 
impacted by your surface operations. 

(g) Locations map(s) (to-scale and 
determined by us to be acceptable) that 
clearly identifies: 

(1) Proposed area of operations, 
existing conditions, and proposed new 
surface uses, including the boundaries 
of each of your oil and gas tracts in 
relation to your proposed operations 
and the relevant refuge boundary. 

(2) Proposed access routes of new 
surface disturbances as determined by a 
location survey. 

(3) Proposed location of all support 
facilities, including those for 
transportation (e.g., vehicle parking 
areas, helicopter pads, etc.), sanitation, 
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occupation, staging areas, fuel storage 
areas, refueling areas, loading docks, 
water supplies, and disposal facilities. 

(h) The method and diagrams, 
including cross-sections, of any 
proposed pad construction, road 
construction, cut-and-fill areas, and 
surface maintenance, including erosion 
control. 

(i) The number and types of 
equipment and vehicles, including an 
estimate of vehicular round trips 
associated with your operation. 

(j) An estimated timetable for the 
proposed operations, including any 
operational timing constraints. 

(k) The type and extent of security 
measures proposed at your area of 
operations. 

(l) The power sources and their 
transmission systems for the proposed 
operations. 

(m) The types and quantities of all 
solid and liquid waste generated and the 
proposed methods of storage, handling, 
and disposal. 

(n) The source, quantity, access route, 
and transportation/conveyance method 
for all water to be used in operations, 
including hydraulic fracturing, and 
estimations of any anticipated 
wastewater volumes generated, 
including flowback fluids from 
hydraulic fracturing, and the proposed 
methods of storage, handling, and 
recycling or disposal. 

(o) The following information 
regarding mitigation actions and 
alternatives considered: 

(1) A description of the steps you 
propose to take to mitigate anticipated 
adverse environmental impacts on 
refuge resources and uses, including, 
but not limited to, the refuge’s land 
features, land uses, fish and wildlife, 
vegetation, soils, surface and subsurface 
water resources, air quality, noise, 
lightscapes, viewsheds, cultural 
resources, and economic environment. 

(2) A description of any anticipated 
impacts that you cannot mitigate. 

(3) A description of alternatives 
considered that meet the criteria of 
technologically feasible, least damaging 
methods of operations, as well as the 
costs and environmental effects of such 
alternatives. 

(p) You must submit the following 
information about your spill control and 
emergency preparedness plan. You may 
use a spill prevention control and 
countermeasure plan prepared under 40 
CFR part 112 if the plan includes all of 
the information required by this section. 
You must submit: 

(1) The names, addresses, and 
telephone numbers of the people whom 
the Service can contact in the event of 
a spill, fire, or accident, including the 

order in which the individuals should 
be contacted. 

(2) The notification procedures and 
steps taken to minimize damage in the 
event of a spill, fire, or accident. 

(3) Identification of contaminating 
substances used within your area of 
operations or expected to be 
encountered during operations. 

(4) Trajectory analysis for potential 
spills that are not contained on location. 

(5) Identification of abnormal 
pressure, temperature, toxic gases or 
substances, or other hazardous 
conditions at your area of operations or 
expected to be encountered during 
operations. 

(6) Measures (e.g., procedures, facility 
design, equipment) to minimize risks to 
human health and safety, and the 
environment. 

(7) Steps to prevent accumulations of 
oil or other materials deemed to be fire 
hazards from occurring in the vicinity of 
well locations and lease tanks. 

(8) The equipment and methods for 
containment and cleanup of 
contaminating substances, including a 
description of the equipment available 
at your area of operations and 
equipment available from local 
contractors. 

(9) A stormwater drainage plan and 
actions intended to mitigate stormwater 
runoff. 

(10) Material safety data sheets for 
each material you will use or encounter 
during operations, including expected 
quantities maintained at your area of 
operations. 

(11) A description of the emergency 
actions you will take in the event of 
injury or death to fish and wildlife or 
vegetation. 

(12) A description of the emergency 
actions you will take in the event of 
accidents causing human injury. 

(13) Contingency plans for conditions 
and emergencies other than spills, such 
as if your area of operations is located 
in areas prone to hurricanes, flooding, 
tornadoes, fires, or earthquakes. 

(q) A description of the specific 
equipment, materials, methods, and 
schedule that will be used to meet the 
operating standards for reclamation at 
§ 29.117. 

(r) An itemized list of the estimated 
costs that a third party would charge to 
complete reclamation. 

§ 29.95 What additional information must 
be included if I am proposing geophysical 
exploration? 

If you propose to conduct geophysical 
exploration, you must submit the 
information requested on FWS Form 3– 
2469, including, but not limited to: 

(a) A map showing the positions of 
each survey line including all source 

and receiver locations as determined by 
a locational survey, and including shot 
point offset distances from wells, 
buildings, other infrastructure, cultural 
resources, and environmentally 
sensitive areas; 

(b) The number of crews and numbers 
of workers in each crew; 

(c) A description of the acquisition 
methods, including the procedures and 
specific equipment you will use, and 
energy sources (e.g., explosives, 
vibroseis trucks); 

(d) A description of the methods of 
access along each survey line for 
personnel, materials, and equipment; 
and 

(e) A list of all explosives, blasting 
equipment, chemicals, and fuels you 
will use in the proposed operations, 
including a description of proposed 
disposal methods, transportation 
methods, safety measures, and storage 
facilities. 

§ 29.96 What additional information must 
be included if I am proposing drilling 
operations? 

If you are proposing to drill a well, 
you must submit the information 
requested on FWS Form 3–2469, 
including, but not limited to: 

(a) A description of the well pad 
construction, including dimensions and 
cross sections of cut-and-fill areas and 
excavations for ditches, sumps, and 
spill control equipment or structures, 
including lined areas; 

(b) A description of the drill rig and 
equipment layout, including rig 
components, fuel tanks, testing 
equipment, support facilities, storage 
areas, and all other well-site equipment 
and facilities; 

(c) A description of the type and 
characteristics of the proposed drilling 
mud systems; and 

(d) A description of the equipment, 
materials, and methods of surface 
operations associated with your drilling, 
well casing and cementing, well control, 
well evaluation and testing, well 
completion, hydraulic fracturing or 
other well stimulation, and well 
plugging programs. 

§ 29.97 What additional information must 
be included if I am proposing production 
operations? 

If you are proposing to produce a 
well, you must submit the information 
requested on FWS Form 3–2469, 
including, but not limited to: 

(a) The dimensions and the to-scale 
layout of the well pad, clearly 
identifying well locations, noting partial 
reclamation areas; gathering, separation, 
metering, and storage equipment; 
electrical lines; fences; spill control 
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equipment or structures, including lined 
areas, artificial lift equipment, tank 
batteries, treating and separating 
vessels, secondary or enhanced recovery 
facilities, water disposal facilities, gas 
compression and/or injection facilities; 
metering points; sales point (if on lease); 
tanker pickup points; gas compressor, 
including size and type (if applicable); 
and any other well site equipment. 

(b) A general description of 
anticipated stimulations, servicing, and 
workovers. 

(c) A description of the procedures 
and equipment used to maintain well 
control. 

(d) A description of the method and 
means used to transport produced oil 
and gas, including vehicular transport; 
flowline and gathering line construction 
and operation, pipe size, and operating 
pressure; cathodic protection methods; 
surface equipment use; surface 
equipment location; maintenance 
procedures; maintenance schedules; 
pressure detection methods; and 
shutdown procedures. 

(e) A road and well pad maintenance 
plan, including equipment and 
materials to maintain the road surface 
and control erosion. 

(f) A vegetation management plan on 
well sites, roads, pipeline corridors, and 
other disturbed surface areas, including 
control of noxious and invasive species. 

(g) A stormwater management plan on 
the well site. 

(h) A produced water storage and 
disposal plan. 

(i) A description of the equipment, 
materials, and procedures proposed for 
well plugging. 

Operations Permit: Application Review 
and Approval 

§ 29.100 How will the Service process my 
application? 

We will conduct initial review of your 
application to determine if all 
information is complete. Once your 
information is complete, we will begin 
formal review. 

§ 29.101 How will the Service conduct an 
initial review? 

(a) Within 30 calendar days of receipt 
of your application, the Service will 
notify you in writing that one of the 
following situations exists: 

(1) Your application is complete, and 
the Service will begin formal review; 

(2) Your application does not meet the 
information requirements, in which case 
we will identify the additional 
information required to be submitted 
before the Service will be able to 
conduct formal review of your 
application; or 

(3) More time is necessary to complete 
the review, in which case the Service 
will provide the amount of additional 
time reasonably needed along with a 
justification. 

(b) If you submit additional 
information as requested under 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section, and the 
Service determines that you have met 
all applicable information requirements, 
the Service will notify you within 30 
calendar days from receipt of the 
additional information that either: 

(1) Your application is complete, and 
the Service will begin formal review; or 

(2) More time is necessary to complete 
the initial review, in which case the 
Service will provide the amount of 
additional time reasonably needed along 
with a justification. 

§ 29.102 How will the Service conduct a 
formal review? 

For those applications for which the 
Service determines that the applicant 
holds a valid property right, the Service 
will conduct a formal review of your 
application by: 

(a) Evaluating the potential impacts of 
your proposal on Service-administered 
lands and waters, or resources of 
refuges; visitor uses or experiences; or 
visitor or employee health and safety in 
compliance with applicable Federal 
laws; and 

(b) Identifying any additional 
operating conditions that would apply 
to your approved application. 

§ 29.103 What standards must be met to 
approve my application? 

(a) In order to approve your 
operations permit application, the 
Service must determine that your 
operations will: 

(1) Use technologically feasible, least 
damaging methods; and 

(2) Meet all applicable operating 
standards. 

(b) Before operations begin, you must 
submit to the Service: 

(1) Financial assurance in the amount 
specified by the Service and in 
accordance with the requirements of 
§§ 29.150 through 29.154, Financial 
Assurance; 

(2) Proof of liability insurance with 
limits sufficient to cover injuries to 
persons or property caused by your 
operations; and 

(3) A statement under penalty of 
perjury, signed by an official who is 
authorized to legally bind the company, 
stating that proposed operations are in 
compliance with any applicable Federal 
law or regulation or any applicable State 
law or regulation related to non-Federal 
oil and gas operations and that all 
information submitted to the Service is 
true and correct. 

§ 29.104 What actions may the Service 
take on my operations permit application? 

(a) We will make a decision on your 
application within 180 days from the 
date we deem your application 
complete unless: 

(1) We and you agree that such 
decision will occur within a shorter or 
longer period of time; or 

(2) We determine that an additional 
period of time is required to ensure that 
we have, in reviewing the permit 
application, complied with all 
applicable legal requirements. 

(b) We will notify you in writing that 
your permit application is: 

(1) Approved, with or without 
operating conditions; or 

(2) Denied, and provide justification 
for the denial. Any such denial must be 
consistent with § 29.40(c). 

Operating Standards 

§ 29.110 What are the purposes of the 
Service’s operating standards? 

The purposes are to: 
(a) Protect Service-administered lands 

and waters, and refuge resources; 
wildlife-dependent visitor uses and 
experiences; and visitor and employee 
health and safety; and 

(b) Ensure use of technologically 
feasible, least damaging methods. The 
operating standards give us and the 
operator flexibility to consider using 
alternative methods, equipment, 
materials design, and conduct of 
operations. 

§ 29.111 What general facility design and 
management standards must I meet? 

As a permittee, you must: 
(a) Design, construct, operate, and 

maintain access to your operational site 
to cause the minimum amount of 
surface disturbance needed to safely 
conduct operations and to avoid areas 
we have identified as containing 
sensitive resources. 

(b) Install and maintain secondary 
containment materials and structures for 
all equipment and facilities using or 
storing contaminating substances. The 
containment system must be sufficiently 
impervious to prevent discharge and 
must have sufficient storage capacity to 
contain, at a minimum, the largest 
potential spill incident. 

(c) Keep temporarily stored waste in 
the smallest area feasible, and confine 
the waste to prevent escape as a result 
of percolation, rain, high water, or other 
causes. You must regularly remove 
waste from the refuge and lawfully 
dispose of the waste in a direct and 
workable timeframe. You may not 
establish a solid waste disposal site on 
a refuge. 
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(d) Use engines that adhere to 
applicable Federal and State emission 
standards. 

(e) Construct, maintain, and use roads 
in a manner to minimize fugitive dust 
emissions. 

(f) Design, operate, and maintain your 
operations and equipment in a manner 
consistent with good air pollution 
control practices so as to minimize 
emissions and leaks of air pollutants 
and hydrocarbons, including intentional 
releases or flaring of gases. 

(g) Control the invasion of noxious 
and invasive plant and animal species 
in your area of operations from the 
beginning through final reclamation. 

(h) Avoid conducting ground- 
disturbing operations within 500 feet of 
any surface water, including an 
intermittent or ephemeral watercourse, 
or wetland, or any refuge structure or 
facility used by refuges for 
interpretation, public recreation, or 
administration. We may increase or 
decrease this distance consistent with 
the need to protect Service-administered 
structures or facilities, visitor uses or 
experiences, or visitor or employee 
health and safety; or to ensure that you 
have reasonable access to your non- 
Federal oil and gas. Measurements for 
purposes of this paragraph are by map 
distance. 

§ 29.112 What fish and wildlife protection 
standards must I meet? 

To protect fish and wildlife resources 
on the refuge, you must: 

(a) Along with your employees and 
contractors, adhere to all refuge 
regulations for the protection of fish, 
wildlife, and plants; 

(b) Ensure that you, your employees, 
and contractors have been informed and 
educated by the refuge staff on the 
appropriate protection practices for 
wildlife conservation; 

(c) Conduct operations in a manner 
that does not create an unsafe 
environment for fish and wildlife by 
avoiding or minimizing exposure to 
physical and chemical hazards; and 

(d) Conduct operations in a manner 
that avoids or minimizes impacts to 
sensitive wildlife, including timing and 
location of operations. 

§ 29.113 What hydrologic standards must I 
meet? 

You must: 
(a) Construct facilities in a manner 

that maintains hydrologic movement 
and function. 

(b) Not cause measurable degradation 
of surface water or groundwater beyond 
that of existing conditions. 

(c) Conduct operations in a manner 
that maintains natural processes of 
erosion and sedimentation. 

§ 29.114 What safety standards must I 
meet? 

To ensure the safety of your 
operations, you must: 

(a) Maintain your area of operations in 
a manner that avoids or minimizes the 
cause or spread of fire and does not 
intensify fire originating outside your 
operations area; 

(b) Maintain structures, facilities, 
improvements, and equipment in a safe 
and professional manner in order not to 
create an unsafe environment for refuge 
resources, visitors, and employees, by 
avoiding or minimizing exposure to 
physical and chemical hazards; and 

(c) Provide site-security measures to 
protect visitors from hazardous 
conditions resulting from your 
operations. 

§ 29.115 What lighting and visual 
standards must I meet? 

(a) You must design, shield, and focus 
lighting to minimize the effects of spill 
light on the night sky or adjacent areas; 
and 

(b) You must reduce visual contrast in 
the landscape in selecting the area of 
operations, avoiding unnecessary 
disturbance, choosing appropriate 
colors and materials for roads and 
permanent structures, and other means. 

§ 29.116 What noise reduction standards 
must I meet? 

You must prevent or minimize all 
noise that: 

(a) Adversely affects refuge resources 
or uses, taking into account frequency, 
magnitude, or duration; or 

(b) Exceeds levels that have been 
identified through monitoring as being 
acceptable to or appropriate for uses at 
the sites being monitored. 

§ 29.117 What reclamation and protection 
standards must I meet? 

(a) You must promptly clean up and 
remove from the refuge any released 
contaminating substances in accordance 
with all applicable Federal, State, and 
local laws. 

(b) You must perform partial 
reclamation of areas that are no longer 
necessary to conduct operations. You 
must begin final reclamation within 6 
months after you complete your 
authorized operations unless we 
authorize a different reclamation period 
in writing. 

(c) You must protect all survey 
markers (e.g., monuments, witness 
corners, reference monuments, and 
bearing trees) against destruction, 
obliteration, or damage from operations. 
You are responsible for reestablishment, 
restoration, and referencing of any 
monuments, corners, and bearing trees 

that are destroyed, obliterated, or 
damaged by your operations. 

(d) You must complete reclamation 
by: 

(1) Plugging all wells; 
(2) Removing all above-ground 

structures, equipment, roads, and all 
other manmade material and debris 
resulting from operations; 

(3) Removing or neutralizing any 
contaminating substances; 

(4) Reestablishing native vegetative 
communities, or providing for 
conditions where ecological processes 
typical of the ecological zone (e.g., plant 
or wildlife succession) will reestablish 
themselves; 

(5) Grading to conform the contours to 
pre-existing elevations as necessary to 
maximize ecological function; 

(6) Restoring conditions to pre- 
disturbance hydrologic movement and 
functionality; 

(7) Restoring natural systems using 
native soil material that is similar in 
character to the adjacent undisturbed 
soil profiles; 

(8) Ensuring that reclamation does not 
interfere with visitor use or with 
administration of the refuge; 

(9) Attaining conditions that are 
consistent with the management 
objectives of the refuge, designed to 
meet the purposes for which the refuge 
was established; and 

(10) Coordinating with us or with 
other operators who may be using a 
portion of your area of operations to 
ensure proper and equitable 
apportionment of reclamation 
responsibilities. 

§ 29.118 What additional operating 
standards apply to geophysical operations? 

If you conduct geophysical 
operations, you must do all of the 
following: 

(a) Use surveying methods that 
minimize the need for vegetative 
trimming and removal. 

(b) Locate source points using 
industry-accepted minimum safe-offset 
distances from pipelines, telephone 
lines, railroad tracks, roads, power lines, 
water wells, oil and gas wells, oil- and 
gas-production facilities, and buildings. 

(c) Use equipment and methods that, 
based upon the specific environment, 
will minimize impacts to Service- 
administered lands and waters, and 
resources of refuges; visitor uses and 
experiences; and visitor and employee 
health and safety. 

(d) If you use shot holes, you must: 
(1) Use biodegradable charges; 
(2) Plug all shot holes to prevent a 

pathway for migration for fluids along 
any portion of the bore; and 

(3) Leave the site in a clean and safe 
condition that will not impede surface 
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reclamation or pose a hazard to wildlife 
or human health and safety. 

§ 29.119 What additional operating 
standards apply to drilling and production 
operations? 

If you conduct drilling and 
production operations, you must meet 
all of the following standards: 

(a) To conduct drilling operations, 
you must: 

(1) Use containerized mud circulation 
systems for operations; 

(2) Not create or use earthen pits; 
(3) Take all necessary precautions to 

keep your wells under control at all 
times, using only employees, 
contractors, or subcontractors trained 
and competent in well control 
procedures and equipment operation, 
and using industry-accepted well 
control equipment and practices; and 

(4) Design, implement, and maintain 
integrated casing, cementing, drilling 
fluid, completion, stimulation, and 
blowout prevention programs to prevent 
escape of fluids to the surface and to 
isolate and protect usable water zones 
throughout the life of the well, taking 
into account all relevant geologic and 
engineering factors. 

(b) To conduct production operations, 
in addition to meeting the standards of 
paragraphs (a)(1) through (a)(4) of this 
section, you must do all of the 
following: 

(1) Monitor producing conditions for 
early indications that could lead to loss 
of mechanical integrity of producing 
equipment. 

(2) Maintain all surface equipment 
and the wellhead to prevent leaks or 
releases of any fluids or air pollutants. 

(3) Identify wells and related facilities 
with appropriate signage. Signs must 
remain in place until the well is plugged 
and abandoned and the related facilities 
are removed. Signs must be of durable 
construction, and the lettering must be 
legible and large enough to be read 
under normal conditions at a distance of 
at least 50 feet. Each sign must show the 
name of the well, name of the operator, 
and the emergency contact phone 
number. 

(4) Remove all equipment and 
materials when not needed for the 
current phase of your operation. 

(5) Plug all wells, leaving the surface 
in a clean and safe condition that will 
not impede surface reclamation or pose 
a hazard to wildlife or human health 
and safety, in accordance with § 29.117. 
General Terms and Conditions 

§ 29.120 What terms and conditions apply 
to all operators? 

The following terms and conditions 
apply to all operators, regardless of 

whether these terms and conditions are 
expressly included in the permit: 

(a) You must comply with all 
applicable operating standards in 
§§ 29.111 through 29.119; these 
operating standards will be incorporated 
in the terms and conditions of your 
operations permit. Violation of these 
operating standards, unless otherwise 
provided in your operations permit, will 
subject you to the Prohibited Acts and 
Penalties provisions of §§ 29.190 
through 29.192. 

(b) You are responsible for ensuring 
that all of your employees, agents, 
contractors, and subcontractors comply 
fully with the requirements of this 
subpart. 

(c) You may be required to reimburse 
the Service for the costs of processing 
and administering temporary access 
permits and operations permits. 

(d) You may not use any surface water 
or groundwater from a source located on 
a refuge unless you have demonstrated 
a right to use that water or the use has 
been approved by the Service as the 
technologically feasible, least damaging 
method. 

(e) You agree to indemnify and hold 
harmless the United States and its 
officers and employees from and against 
any and all liability of any kind 
whatsoever arising out of or resulting 
from the acts or omissions of you and 
your employees, agents, representatives, 
contractors, and subcontractors in the 
conduct of activities under a Service- 
issued permit. 

(f) You will be required to take all 
reasonable precautions to avoid, 
minimize, rectify, or reduce the overall 
impacts of your proposed oil and gas 
activities to the refuge. You may be 
required to mitigate for impacts to 
refuge resources and lost uses. Mutually 
agreed to mitigation tools for this 
purpose may include providing 
alternative habitat creation or 
restoration, land purchase, or other 
resource compensation. 

(g) You are responsible for 
unanticipated and unauthorized 
damages as a direct or indirect result of 
your operations. You will be responsible 
for the actions and consequences of 
your employees and subcontractors. 
You will also be responsible for any 
reclamation of damages to refuge 
resources directly or indirectly caused 
by your operations through the 
occurrence of severe weather, fire, 
earthquakes, or the like thereof. 

§ 29.121 What monitoring and reporting is 
required for all operators? 

(a) The Service may access your area 
of operations at any time to monitor the 
effects of your operations to ensure 

compliance with the regulations in this 
subpart. 

(b) The Service may determine that 
third-party monitors are necessary to 
ensure compliance with your operations 
permit and to protect Service- 
administered lands and waters, or the 
resources of refuges, visitor uses and 
experiences, and visitor or employee 
health and safety. 

(1) The Service’s determination will 
be based on the scope and complexity 
of the proposed operation, reports that 
you are required to submit under 
paragraph (e) of this section, and 
whether the refuge has the staff and 
technical ability to ensure compliance 
with the operations permit and any 
provision of this subpart. 

(2) A third-party monitor will report 
directly to the Service at intervals 
determined by the Service. We will 
make the information reported available 
to you upon your request. 

(3) You will be responsible for the 
cost of the third-party monitor. 

(c) You must notify the Service within 
24 hours of any injuries to or mortality 
of fish, wildlife, or endangered or 
threatened plants resulting from your 
operations. 

(d) You must notify the Service of any 
accidents involving serious personal 
injury or death and of any fires or spills 
on the site immediately after the 
accident occurs. You must submit a full 
written report on the accident to the 
Service within 90 days after the 
accident occurs. 

(e) Upon our request, you must 
submit reports or other information 
necessary to verify compliance with 
your permit or with any provision of 
this subpart. To fulfill this request, you 
may submit to us reports that you have 
submitted to the State under State 
regulations, or that you have submitted 
to any other Federal agency to the extent 
they are sufficient to verify compliance 
with permits or this subpart. 

(f) If your operations include 
hydraulic fracturing, you must provide 
the Service with a report including the 
true vertical depth of the well, total 
water volume used, and a description of 
the base fluid and each additive in the 
hydraulic fracturing fluid, including the 
trade name, supplier, purpose, 
ingredients, Chemical Abstract Service 
Number (CAS), maximum ingredient 
concentration in additive (percent by 
mass), and maximum ingredient 
concentration in hydraulic fracturing 
fluid (percent by mass). The report must 
be either submitted through FracFocus 
or another Service-designated database. 
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§ 29.122 For how long is my operations 
permit valid? 

Operations permits remain valid for 
the duration of the operation. Provisions 
of § 29.160 apply. 

Access Fees 

§ 29.140 May I cross Federal property to 
reach the boundary of my oil and gas right? 

The Service may grant you the 
privilege of access on, across, or through 
Service-administered lands or waters to 
reach the boundary of your oil and gas 
right. You should contact the Service to 
determine if additional permits are 
necessary for access. 

§ 29.141 Will the Service charge me a fee 
for access? 

(a) The Service will charge you a fee 
if you require use of Service- 
administered lands or waters outside 
the boundary or scope of your oil and 
gas right: 

(1) If you require new use of Service- 
administered lands or waters, we will 
charge you a fee based on the fair 
market value of that use. 

(2) Fees under this section will not be 
charged for access within the scope of 
your oil and gas right or access to your 
right that is otherwise provided for by 
law. 

(b) If access to your oil and gas right 
is across an existing refuge road, we 
may charge a fee according to a posted 
fee schedule. 

§ 29.142 Will I be charged a fee for 
emergency access to my operations? 

No. 
(a) The Service will not charge a fee 

for access across Service-administered 
lands or waters beyond the scope of 
your oil and gas right as necessary to 
respond to an emergency situation at 
your area of operations if we determine 
after the fact that the circumstances 
required an immediate response to 
either: 

(1) Prevent or minimize injury to 
refuge resources; or 

(2) Ensure public health and safety. 
(b) You will remain liable for any 

damage caused to refuge resources as a 
result of such emergency access. 

Financial Assurance 

§ 29.150 When do I have to provide 
financial assurance to the Service? 

You will need to provide financial 
assurance as a condition of approval for 
your operations permit when you 
submit your application. You must file 
financial assurance with us in a form 
acceptable to the Service and payable 
upon demand. This financial assurance 
is in addition to any financial assurance 

required by any other Federal or State 
regulatory authority. 

§ 29.151 How does the Service establish 
the amount of financial assurance? 

(a) You are responsible for completing 
reclamation of your disturbances, 
whether within or outside your permit 
area, in accordance with this subpart 
and the terms of your permit. If you fail 
to properly complete reclamation, you 
will be liable for the full costs of 
completing the reclamation. We will 
base the financial assurance amount 
upon the estimated cost that a third- 
party contractor would charge to 
complete reclamation in accordance 
with this subpart. If the cost of 
reclamation exceeds the amount of your 
financial assurance, you will remain 
liable for all costs of reclamation in 
excess of the financial assurance. 

(b) The Service will reduce the 
required amount of your financial 
assurance during the pendency of 
operations by the amount we determine 
is represented by in-kind reclamation 
you complete during your operations. 

§ 29.152 Will the Service adjust the 
amount required for my financial 
assurance? 

The Service may require, or you may 
request, an adjustment to the financial 
assurance amount because of any 
circumstances that increase or decrease 
the estimated costs established under 
§ 29.151. 

§ 29.153 When will the Service release my 
financial assurance? 

(a) Your responsibility under the 
financial assurance will continue until 
either: 

(1) The Service determines that you 
have met all applicable reclamation 
operating standards and any additional 
reclamation requirements that may be 
included in your operations permit; or 

(2) A new operator assumes your 
operations, as provided in § 29.170(b). 

(b) You will be notified by the Service 
within 30 calendar days of our 
determination that your financial 
assurance has been released. 

§ 29.154 Under what circumstances will I 
forfeit my financial assurance? 

(a) You may forfeit all or part of your 
financial assurance if we cannot secure 
your compliance with the provisions of 
your operations permit or a provision of 
this subpart. The part of your financial 
assurance forfeited is based on costs to 
the Service to remedy your 
noncompliance. 

(b) In addition to forfeited financial 
assurance, we may temporarily: 

(1) Prohibit you from removing all 
structures, equipment, or other 
materials from your area of operations; 

(2) Require you to secure the 
operations site and take any necessary 
actions to protect Service-administered 
lands and waters, and resources of the 
refuge; visitor uses; and visitor or 
employee health and safety; and 

(3) Suspend review of any permit 
applications you have submitted until 
we determine that all violations of 
permit provisions or of any provision of 
this subpart are resolved. 

(4) Seek recovery as provided in 
§ 29.151 for all costs of reclamation in 
excess of the posted financial assurance. 
Modification to an Operation 

§ 29.160 Can I modify operations under an 
approved permit? 

The Service may amend an approved 
temporary access permit or an 
operations permit to adjust to changed 
conditions or to address unanticipated 
conditions, either upon our own action 
or at your request. 

(a) To request a modification to your 
operation, you must provide, in writing, 
to the Service, your assigned permit 
number, a description of the proposed 
modification, and an explanation of 
why the modification is needed. We 
will review your request for 
modification under the approval 
standards at §§ 29.72 or 29.103. You 
may not implement any modification 
until you have received the Service’s 
written approval. 

(b) If the Service needs to amend your 
temporary access permit or operations 
permit, you will receive a written notice 
that: 

(1) Describes the modification 
required and justification; 

(2) Specifies the time within which 
you must notify the Service that you 
either accept the modifications to your 
permit or explain any concerns you may 
have; and 

(3) Absent any concerns, specifies the 
time within which you must incorporate 
the modification into your operations. 
Change of Operator 

§ 29.170 What are my responsibilities if I 
transfer my right to operate? 

(a) If your operations are being 
conducted under § 29.44, you must 
notify the Service in writing within 30 
calendar days from the date the new 
operator acquires the rights to conduct 
operations. Your written notification 
must include: 

(1) The names and addresses of the 
person or entity conveying the right and 
of the person or entity acquiring the 
right; 
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(2) The effective date of transfer; 
(3) The description of the rights, 

assets, and liabilities being transferred 
and which ones, if any, are being 
reserved by the previous operator; and 

(4) A written acknowledgement from 
the new operator that the contents of the 
notification are true and correct. 

(b) If your operations are being 
conducted under § 29.43 or an 
operations permit: 

(1) You must provide notice under 
paragraph (a) of this section. 

(2) You remain responsible for 
compliance with your operations 
permit, and we will retain your 
financial assurance until the new 
operator: 

(i) Adopts and agrees in writing to 
conduct operations in accordance with 
all terms and conditions of your 
operations permit; 

(ii) Provides financial assurance with 
us that is acceptable to the Service and 
made payable to the Service; and 

(iii) Receives written notification from 
the Service that transfer of the 
operations permit has been approved. 
§ 29.171 What must I do if operations are 
transferred to me? 

(a) If another operator transfers 
operations conducted under § 29.44, as 
the transferee you may continue 
operating under the requirements of that 
section, but: 

(1) Within 30 calendar days from the 
date of the transfer, you must provide to 
the Service: 

(i) Documentation demonstrating that 
you hold the right to operate; and 

(ii) The names, phone numbers, and 
addresses of your: 

(A) Primary company representative; 
(B) Representative responsible for 

field supervision; and 
(C) Representative responsible for 

emergency response. 
(2) Within 90 days, or as otherwise 

agreed to by the Service, submit an 
operations permit application in 
compliance with §§ 29.90–29.97, 
Operations Permit: Application, that 
must be approved in compliance with 
applicable provisions of this subpart 
and under the timelines outlined in 
§§ 29.100–29.103, Operations Permit: 
Application Review and Approval. 

(b) If another operator transfers 
operations conducted under § 29.43 or 
an operations permit, you must within 
30 days of commencing transferred 
operations: 

(1) Provide documentation 
demonstrating that you hold the right to 
operate. 

(2) Provide the names, phone 
numbers, and addresses of your: 

(i) Primary company representative; 

(ii) Representative responsible for 
field supervision; and 

(iii) Representative responsible for 
emergency response. 

(3) Agree in writing to conduct 
operations in accordance with all terms 
and conditions of the previous 
operator’s permit. 

(4) File financial assurance with us 
that is acceptable to the Service and 
made payable to the Service. 

(5) Receive written approval from the 
Service for the transfer of the 
operation’s permit. 

(c) You may modify operations 
transferred to you in accordance with 
§ 29.160. 

Well Plugging 

§ 29.180 When must I plug my well? 
Except as provided in § 29.181, you 

must plug your well, in accordance with 
the standards and procedures outlined  
in this subpart, when any of the 
following occurs: 

(a) Your drilling operations have 
ended and you have taken no further 
action on your well within 60 calendar 
days; 

(b) Your well, which has been 
completed for production operations, 
has no measurable production 
quantities for 12 consecutive months; or 

(c) The period approved in your 
permit to maintain your well in shut-in 
status has expired. 

§ 29.181 Can I get an extension to the well 
plugging requirement? 

(a) You may apply for either an 
operations permit or a modification to 
your approved operations permit to 
maintain your well in a shut-in status 
for up to 5 years. Provide the 
information requested on FWS Form 3– 
2469, including, but not limited to: 

(1) An explanation of why the well is 
shut-in or temporarily abandoned and 
your future plans for utilization; 

(2) A demonstration of the mechanical 
integrity of the well; and 

(3) A description of the manner in 
which your well, equipment, and area of 
operations will be maintained in 
accordance with the standards in the 
subpart. 

(b) Based on the information provided 
under this section, we may approve 
your application to maintain your well 
in shut-in status for a period up to 5 
years. We may condition an extension 
on an adjustment of your financial 
assurance. 

(c) You may apply for additional 
extensions by submitting a new 
application under paragraph (a) of this 
section. 

Prohibited Acts and Penalties 

§ 29.190 What acts are prohibited under 
this subpart? 

The following acts are prohibited: 
(a) Operating in violation of the terms 

or conditions of a temporary access 
permit, an operations permit, a permit 
under § 29.43, or any applicable 
provision of this subpart, including 
§§ 29.60–29.64 for pre-existing 
operations. 

(b) Damaging Service-administered 
lands or waters, or resources of a refuge, 
as a result of failure to comply with the 
terms or conditions of a temporary 
access permit, an operations permit, 
operations being conducted under 
§§ 29.43 or 29.44, or any provision of 
this subpart. 

(c) Conducting operations without a 
temporary access permit or an 
operations permit, unless conducting 
operations under §§ 29.43 or 29.44. 

(d) Failure to comply with any 
suspension or revocation order issued 
under this subpart. 

(e) Failure to comply with the 
applicable provisions of Federal law or 
regulation including this subchapter. 

(f) Failure to comply with the 
applicable provisions of the laws and 
regulations of the State wherein any 
operation is located unless further 
restricted by Federal law or regulation 
including this subchapter. 
§ 29.191 What enforcement actions can 
the Service take? 

If you engage in a prohibited act: 
(a) The Service may suspend and/or 

revoke your approved operations permit 
and your authorization for operations as 
set forth at § 29.43 and § 29.44; and/or 

(b) All prohibited acts are subject to 
the penalty provisions set forth at 
§ 28.31 of this subchapter. 

§ 29.192 How do violations affect my 
ability to obtain a permit? 

Until you comply with the regulations 
in this subpart, we will not consider a 
request to conduct any new operations, 
except plugging and reclamation 
operations, on Service-administered 
lands or waters. 

Appeals 

§ 29.200 Can I, as operator, appeal Service 
decisions? 

Yes. If you disagree with a decision 
made by the Service under this subpart, 
you may use the appeals process in 
§ 25.45 of this subchapter. The process 
set forth in § 25.45 will be used for 
appeal of any written decision 
concerning approval, denial, or 
modification of an operation made by 
the Service under this subpart. No 
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Service decision under this subpart that 
is subject to appeal to the Regional 
Director or the Director shall be 
considered final agency action subject to 
judicial review under 5 U.S.C. 704 until 
the Regional Director has rendered his 
or her decision on the matter. The 
decision of the Regional Director will 
constitute the Service’s final agency 
action, and no further appeal will lie in 
the Department from that decision. 
Public Information 

§ 29.210 How can the public learn about oil 
and gas activities on refuge lands? 

(a) Interested parties may view 
publicly available documents at the 
refuge’s office during normal business 
hours or by other means prescribed by 
the refuge. The availability for public 
inspection of information about the 
nature, location, character, or ownership 
of refuge resources will conform to all 
applicable laws and implementing 
regulations, standards, and guidelines. 

(b) The refuge will make available for 
public inspection any documents  that 
an operator submits to the Service under 
this subpart except those that the 
operator has identified as proprietary or 
confidential. 

(c) For the information required in 
§ 29.121(f), the operator and the owner 
of the information will be deemed to 
have waived any right to protect from 
public disclosure information submitted 
through FracFocus or another Service- 
designated database. 

(d) For information required under 
this subpart that the owner of the 
information claims to be exempt from 
public disclosure and is withheld from 
the Service, a corporate officer, 
managing partner, or sole proprietor of 
the operator must sign and the operator 
must submit to the authorized officer an 
affidavit that: 

(1) Identifies the owner of the 
withheld information and provides the 
name, address, and contact information 
for a corporate officer, managing 
partner, or sole proprietor of the owner 
of the information; 

(2) Identifies the Federal statute or 
regulation that would prohibit the 
Service from publicly disclosing the 

information if it were in the Service’s 
possession; 

(3) Affirms that the operator has been 
provided the withheld information from 
the owner of the information and is 
maintaining records of the withheld 
information, or that the operator has 
access and will maintain access to the 
withheld information held by the owner 
of the information; 

(4) Affirms that the information is not 
publicly available; 

(5) Affirms that the information is not 
required to be publicly disclosed under 
any applicable local, State, tribal, or 
Federal law; 

(6) Affirms that the owner of the 
information is in actual competition and 
identifies competitors or others that 
could use the withheld information to 
cause the owner of the information 
substantial competitive harm; 

(7) Affirms that the release of the 
information would likely cause 
substantial competitive harm to the 
owner of the information and provides 
the factual basis for that affirmation; and 

(8) Affirms that the information is not 
readily apparent through reverse 
engineering with publicly available 
information. 

(e) If the operator relies upon 
information from third parties, such as 
the owner of the withheld information, 
to make the affirmations in paragraphs 
(d)(6) through (d)(8) of this section, the 
operator must provide a written 
affidavit from the third party that sets 
forth the relied-upon information. 

(f) The Service may require any 
operator to submit to the Service any 
withheld information, and any 
information relevant to a claim that 
withheld information is exempt from 
public disclosure. 

(g) If the Service determines that the 
information submitted under paragraphs 
(d) or (e) of this section is not exempt 
from disclosure, the Service will make 
the information available to the public 
after providing the operator and owner 
of the information with no fewer than 
10 business days’ notice of the Service’s 
determination. 

(h) The operator must maintain 
records of the withheld information 

until the later of the Service’s release of 
the operator’s financial assurance or 7 
years after completion of operations on 
refuge lands. Any subsequent operator 
will be responsible for maintaining 
access to records required by this 
paragraph during its operation of the 
well. The operator will be deemed to be 
maintaining the records if it can 
promptly provide the complete and 
accurate information to the Service, 
even if the information is in the custody 
of its owner. 

(i) If any of the chemical identity 
information required in this subpart is 
withheld, the operator must provide the 
generic chemical name in the 
submission required. The generic 
chemical name must be only as 
nonspecific as is necessary to protect 
the confidential chemical identity, and 
should be the same as or no less 
descriptive than the generic chemical 
name provided to the Environmental 
Protection Agency. 

Information Collection 

§ 29.220 Has the Office of Management 
and Budget approved the collection of 
information? 

The Office of Management and Budget 
reviewed and approved the information 
collection requirements contained in 
this subpart and assigned OMB Control 
No. 1018–0162. We use the information 
collected under this subpart to manage 
non-Federal oil and gas operations on 
Service-administered lands or waters for 
the purpose of protecting wildlife and 
habitat, water quality and quantity, 
wildlife-dependent recreational 
opportunities, and the health and safety 
of employees and visitors on the NWRS. 
We may not conduct or sponsor and you 
are not required to respond to a 
collection of information unless it 
displays a currently valid OMB control 
number. 

Karen Hyun, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish and 
Wildlife and Parks. 
[FR Doc. 2016–27218 Filed 11–10–16; 8 45 am] 
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From: Matthew Huggler
To: scott covington@fws.gov
Subject: Fwd: FWS BP on Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rule
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 5:19:03 PM
Attachments: mime-attachment.html

ATT00001.htm
FWS HQ - Non-Fed Oil Gas Activities on NWRS BP.docx
ATT00002.htm
50 CFR Part 29D.pdf
ATT00003.htm
mime-attachment.html
ATT00004.htm

FYI

Begin forwarded message:

From: Matthew Huggler <matthew_huggler@fws.gov>
Date: April 10, 2017 at 6:17:42 PM EDT
To: Shaun Sanchez <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>
Subject: Fwd: FWS BP on Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rule

See attached...

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Huggler, Matthew" <matthew_huggler@fws.gov>
Date: March 31, 2017 at 3:51:07 PM EDT
To: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>,  Virginia
Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa
Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>,  Jim Kurth
<jim_kurth@fws.gov>, "Guertin, Stephen"
<Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>
Subject: FWS BP on Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rule

Maureen, Virginia -

Also at our Tuesday afternoon meeting this week, you requested a
briefing paper on our non-federal oil and gas rule.  Please see the
attached briefing paper and attachment.

If you need any additional information, please let us know.  

We are also working on the related reviews requested by Secretarial
Order 3349.



Thanks and have a nice weekend,

- Matt

---
Matthew C. Huggler
Deputy Assistant Director - External Affairs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: EA
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
(703) 358-2243 (office)
(202) 460-8402 (cell)



INFORMATION/BRIEFING MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY 

 

DATE:  March 29, 2017 

FROM: Jim Kurth, Acting Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

SUBJECT: Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Activities within the National Wildlife 
Refuge System 

To provide an overview of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (FWS) management of non-
federal oil and gas activities within the National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS), particularly 
the applicable rule at 50 CFR, Part 29D. 

BACKGROUND 

• Non-Federal oil and gas exploration and development occurs in NWRS lands where mineral 
rights remain in private, state or tribal ownership. FWS’s data indicate that up to 4,000 oil 
and gas wells lie on 107 NWRS units.  Many of these wells have been properly plugged and 
require no further management actions, meaning that the actual number of non-Federal wells 
operating within the NWRS is likely 2,500 – 3,000. 

DISCUSSION 

• Oil and gas rights holders are entitled to reasonable access to explore for and develop their 
oil and gas resources on National Wildlife Refuges.  

• Activities associated with developing these resources have negative impacts on wildlife, 
habitat, wildlife-dependent recreation, and the health and safety of employees and visitors, 
which compromises the purposes for which the surrounding refuge was established.  
However, many of these impacts can be avoided or minimized through coordination and 
cooperation between FWS staff and the operator. 

• While FWS has had many local successes working with oil and gas operators to achieve 
resource protections in tandem with oil and gas development, there are many examples of 
unnecessary and preventable impacts on natural resources.  

• The Government Accountability Office (GAO) primarily attributed these management 
shortfalls to FWS personnel lacking the necessary clarity of authorities and regulatory tools 
which it deemed essential for effective oil and gas management. As a result, FWS 
promulgated a rule which allows for the continued exercise of non-Federal oil and gas rights 
while avoiding or minimizing unnecessary impacts. 

• The FWS oil and gas rule at 50 CFR, Part 29D: 
o Does not prohibit oil and gas development on NWRS lands, but establishes national 

regulatory consistency to the benefit of both oil and gas operators and refuge 
managers; 

o Is specifically designed to avoid regulatory burdens and ensure  benefits to refuge resources 
and uses outweigh regulatory burdens and costs; 

o Avoids procedural and operational duplication with state regulatory programs by 
focusing on surface activities and establishes the functional equivalent of a “surface 
use agreement” between the Service and operator; 



o Contains a permitting process centered around flexible, site-specific operating 
standards for operations that create new impacts (e.g., new operations and expansion 
of existing operations) and ensures operators reclaim and restore habitat disturbed by 
their activities to protect wildlife for future generations; 

o Analysis led us to NOT select the environmentally preferred alternative specifically 
because costs (to both the Service and the regulated community) outweighed the 
benefits; and, 

o Will apply to about 400 businesses (5 percent of all U.S. oil and gas extraction 
businesses). 

NEXT STEPS 

On December 14, 2016, the FWS oil and gas rule became final and is currently being 
implemented with existing staff resources. 

On March 29, 2017, the Secretary of the Interior issued Secretarial Order 3349.  The Order 
implements the review of agency actions directed by the President’s Executive Order entitled, 
“Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth.”  Among other things, the Secretarial 
Order directs FWS to review its oil and gas rule within 21 days to determine whether it is fully 
consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the Executive Order.  FWS is currently 
conducting this review.     

ATTACHMENTS 

• 50 CFR, Part 29D 
 

• GAO reports: 
 

o 2003 GAO Report: http://www.gao.gov/assets/240/239441.pdf 
 

o 2007 GAO Report: http://www.gao.gov/assets/100/95007.pdf 
 

o 2015 OIG 
Report: https://www.doioig.gov/sites/doioig.gov/files/CREVFWS00022014Public
1 

 



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Shaun Sanchez; Rushing, Anya
Subject: Fwd: FWS Overview Presentation
Date: Wednesday, May 3, 2017 2:46:44 PM
Attachments: FWS Overview Presentation.pdf

Here ya go!  Thanks, Anya!

PS - don't open any google docs you receive this afternoon from odd sources.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Irwin, Thomas <thomas_irwin@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, May 3, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: FWS Overview Presentation
To: Charisa Morris <Charisa_Morris@fws.gov>, Anya Rushing <anya_rushing@fws.gov>

If you also need the PowerPoint version, let me know.

Thomas

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



Overview Presentation

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

May 2017

www.fws.gov



Our Mission

“Working with others to conserve, 
protect and enhance fish, wildlife, 
plants and their habitats for the 
continuing benefit of the American 
people”



                   DOI Operations Priorities

Priorities for new Administration:

• Comprehensive Plan for Reforming the Federal Government 
and Reducing the Federal Civilian Workforce

• Hiring Controls memo for DOI
• Managing Grants Cooperative Agreements and other Significant 

Actions before decisions
• Secretarial Orders on American Energy Independence, 

Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation, etc



By the Numbers

Our work spans the globe, including:
•  565 National Wildlife Refuges 
•  20 Million Acres of Wilderness
•  72 National Fish Hatcheries
•  80 ES Field Offices
•  7 National Monuments
•  8 Law Enforcement Agents at 
     U.S. Embassies worldwide
• Projects funded in more than
    75 countries



National Wildlife Refuge System

•  Nearly 48 Million annual visitors
•  Major rural economic driver 
•  Significant hunting and fishing opportunities
• Ongoing work to support SO 3347 to promote additional 

hunter and angler access
565 National Wildlife Refuges provide key habitat for: 
•  220+ mammal species
•  700+ bird species
•  1000+ fish species
•  380+ Threatened 
 or Endangered species



Migratory Bird Program

Sustaining healthy migratory bird populations through:
•  Working with partners across North America to maintain healthy  

migratory game bird populations;

•  Protecting and conserving non-game migratory bird populations 
across their range in North and South America;

•  Administering grant programs supporting partnership-driven bird    
habitat conservation projects;

•     Working with landowners to avoid/     
reduce development impacts to birds;

•     Supporting a nationwide network of 
bird conservation Joint Ventures.



Endangered Species Program
We work to protect and recover 1,966 listed species (U.S. and 
foreign).  Ongoing work to support SO 3349 on regulations and 
larger Executive Orders:
• 1,059 Endangered animals and plants in the United States
•  313 Threatened animals and plants in the United States
•  594 endangered and threatened foreign species We work by:

• Providing consultation to other 
Federal Agencies;

• Providing, grants, tools and technical 
assistance to landowners;

• Implementing listing and recovery 
actions;

• Issuing permits and providing 
predictability for stakeholders;



Fish & Aquatic Conservation
We’re focused on science-based conservation & restoration of 
native fish & aquatic species.  Significant support for angling and 
boating constituencies. Ongoing work to support SO 3347 to 
promote additional angler access.
•  200+ field stations, including 72 National Fish      Hatcheries, 7 

Fish Technology Centers
•  2 million+ annual visitors
• We’ve worked with over 700 partners to remove 
    1,638+ dams and other barriers -

-Reopened 24,000 river miles 
-Reconnected 170,000 acres

     of wetlands to natural stream flows



International Affairs Program

•  Wildlife Without Borders Species, Regional and 
Global Grant Programs have funded conservation 

projects in over 75 countries.
• We ensure sustainable wildlife trade, issuing 

20,000+ permits annually. 
•We work with range countries across the globe, providing 
tools, training and funding to help th   
and sustain native species, including

  elephants, rhinos and tigers.



Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration

• Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Programs provide vital 
funding for conservation at the state and local level, including 
habitat restoration, research and recreation.  Significant 
support for hunting, angling and boating including Three R’s.
- Over $1 Billion annually in dedicated funding from   

excise taxes on hunting and fishing equipment
• WSFR Grant Programs also fund infrastructure 

for recreational boating and fishing.

• We administer State and Tribal 
Wildlife Grants to support their 
priority conservation efforts.



Office of Law Enforcement

• OLE works domestically and internationally to enforce wildlife 
laws and protect vulnerable species.  Strong partnership and 
cooperation with State Fish and Game Agencies.
- 208 special agents conduct investigations of poaching 

and illegal trade; and
-140 wildlife inspectors stationed at U.S. ports examine 

cargo shipments to ensure compliance with U.S. laws.

• National Wildlife Forensics Lab - analysis
     of evidence in wildlife crimes
• Training and technical investigative support for 

foreign game wardens and wildlife officers



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Katherine Garrity; Sara Prigan; Wilkinson, Susan; Anissa Craghead
Subject: Fwd: FWS Regulations Review Comment Disposition
Date: Thursday, March 8, 2018 2:35:01 PM
Attachments: FWS March 1 2018 Regulations Review Report (1).docx

FYI - this is how we do it 
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 8, 2018 at 3:30 PM
Subject: FWS Regulations Review Comment Disposition
To: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Greg
Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, Kashyap Patel <kashyap_patel@fws.gov>

The attached submission from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) contains a
summary and initial disposition information concerning the 1 Service-related comment
received from December 26 – January 25, 2018 in response to the Department of the Interior’s
(Department) June 21, 2017 Federal Register publication (82 FR 28429) seeking public
comments on how the Department can improve implementation of regulatory reform
initiatives and policies and identify regulations for repeal, replacement, or modification.  An
update from a comment dated January 2018 report is also included.

The comments received during this reporting period pertained to the following Service offices:

2 for Ecological Service,
1 for Fisheries and Aquatic Habitat Conservation.
Dispositions provided by Gary Frazier’s office for the ES comments.
Disposition for FAHC deferred until next month.    

If you need additional information or have any questions, please contact Ms. Marcia Cash,
703-358–2013, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs.

Many thanks,
Charisa

  -- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



DOI Regulations Review - Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries and Recommended Dispositions 

March 1, 2018 Report to Task Force 
Comments Received January 26, 2017 – February 25, 2018 

 

 
 

Prepared by U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Division of Policy, Performance and Management Programs 
Marcia Cash | 703-358-2013  | Marcia_Cash@fws.gov 
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3 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

• Arctic Slope Regional Corporation (ASRC) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0245 
RE:  Recommendations from ASRC regarding the 2015 Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
(ANWR) Comprehensive Conservation Plan (CCP) and the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 

o Review and revamp ANWR CCP because affective Alaska Natives were not 
adequately consulted. 

o FWS should focus on recovery efforts instead of listing. 
o FWS should focus on measurable steps to de-list species by working on recovery 

plans with local and State stakeholders. 
o Focus on managing the current list of endangered species instead of extrapolating 

impacts into the future. 
o Only truly at-risk species should be protected. 
o Stakeholders are usually left out of recovery efforts.  
o Maximum control should be local. 
o Critical habitat areas should be limited to necessary for species, not largest 

geographical area that may be used. 
o Refine appeal and petition process using sound science. 
o Require concerned stakeholders to demonstrate robust evidence to demonstrate how 

species may be imperiled. 
o Incidental Take Regulations (ITRs) should be performance based, minimize takes and 

be more balanced with economic activity. 
o Dates of IRTs should be flexible to accommodate changes in climate. 
o Remove restriction requiring separation of vessels of 15 miles in Beaufort Sea. 
o Work closely with the National Marine Fisheries Service. 
o Look for ways to integrate performance based metrics into regulations, balancing 

protection of marine mammals and wildlife with economic activity. 
o Always base requirements on science. 
o Supports decision to postpone enforcement of U.S. Russia Bilateral Polar Bear 

Treaty until 2020. 
o Reconsider whether Treaty rulemaking is justifiable. 
o Reconsider whether Treaty infringes on Alaska Native sovereignty and practices. 
o Previous quotas were based on questionable data. 
o Rulemaking and Treaty are unnecessary and should be reviewed. 
o FWS is infringing on community’s self-determination, indigenous rights and 

economic freedom. 
o Scope of ESA has been applied too broadly. 
o Mitigation policies inconsistent with recent directives. 
o Mitigation policies negatively affect economic activity and job creation through 

punitive compensatory structures. 
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3 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

o Narrow application of IRT directly impacts resource development and ends 
exploration program that created jobs. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
FWS should focus on 
recovery efforts instead 
of listing. 
FWS should focus on 
measurable steps to de-
list species by working on 
recovery plans with local 
and State stakeholders. 

Focus on managing the 
current list of endangered 
species instead of 
extrapolating impacts into 
the future. 
Only truly at-risk species 
should be protected. 
FWS should work with 
State agencies, local 
governments, and 
indigenous peoples on 
recovery efforts, listing 
decisions, conservation 
planning, and identifying 
critical resources. 
FWS should not be 
making designations 
which are inconsistent 
with the people who live 
and work in this region 
where these animals 
inhabit. FWS should 
encourage maximum 
local control on these 
efforts. 

 

Critical habitat areas 
should be limited to 
necessary for species, 
not largest geographical 
area that may be used. 
Refine appeal and 
petition process using 
sound science. 

(b) (5) DPP



DOI Regulations Review - Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries and Recommended Dispositions 

March 1, 2018 Report to Task Force 
Comments Received January 26, 2017 – February 25, 2018 

 

 
 

Prepared by U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Division of Policy, Performance and Management Programs 
Marcia Cash | 703-358-2013  | Marcia_Cash@fws.gov 

 
Page 3 of 12 

 

3 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

Require concerned 
stakeholders to 
demonstrate robust 
evidence to demonstrate 
how species may be 
imperiled. 
ASRC recommends FWS 
review and revise their 
various mitigation policies 
consistent with the 
objectives of EO 13783: 
Promoting Energy 
Independence and 
Economic Growth and 
Secretarial Order 3349. 

ASRC recommends FWS 
review and revise the 
following:  Endangered 
and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Endangered 
Species Act, 
Compensatory Mitigation 
Policy, December 27, 
2016., U.S. FWS 
Mitigation Policy, 
November 21, 2016,  
Joint FWS and NMFS 
Habitat Conservation 
Planning Handbook, 
December 21,2016; 
Department Manual 
Release, Landscape-
Scale Mitigation Policy, 
October 23, 2015. 

(b) (5) DPP
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3 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

Incidental Take 
Regulations (ITRs) 
should be performance 
based, minimize takes 
and be more balanced 
with economic activity. 
Dates of ITRs should be 
flexible to accommodate 
changes in climate. 

(b) (5) DPP
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3 Comments Received This Period 
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Remove restriction 
requiring separation of 
vessels of 15 miles in 
Beaufort Sea. 

Work closely with the 
National Marine Fisheries 
Service. 

Look for ways to 
integrate performance 
based metrics into 
regulations, balancing 
protection of marine 

(b) (5) DPP
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3 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

mammals and wildlife 
with economic activity. 

Always base 
requirements on science. 

Supports decision to 
postpone enforcement of 
U.S. Russia Bilateral 
Polar Bear Treaty until 
2020. 
Reconsider whether 
Treaty rulemaking is 
justifiable. 

Reconsider whether 
Treaty infringes on 
Alaska Native 
sovereignty and 
practices. 

Previous quotas were 
based on questionable 
data. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Rulemaking and Treaty 
are unnecessary and 
should be reviewed. 

(b) (5) DPP
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82 Total Number of Comments  

FWS is infringing on 
community’s self-
determination, 
indigenous rights and 
economic freedom. 

Scope of ESA has been 
applied too broadly. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Mitigation policies 
inconsistent with recent 
directives. 

Mitigation policies 
negatively affect 
economic activity and job 
creation through punitive 
compensatory structures. 

Narrow application of ITR 
directly impacts resource 
development and ends 
exploration program that 
created jobs. 

 
 
  

(b) (5) DPP
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3 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

• Northwest Public Power Association (NWPPA) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0246 
RE:  Challenges and recommendations from NWPPA. 

o Consultations and requirements often make licensing process take 10 years and cost 
millions of dollars. 

o Requirements imposed impact project economics by reducing clean energy 
production and limiting flexibility. 

o Delays in issuing licenses result from late, conflicting, or additional author 
o Interior should adhere to the requirements of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (EPAct 

2005) by applying alternative criteria. 
o Require any project requirement imposed by agency is within scope of the Secretary’s 

conditioning authority. 
o Require agency to complete written statement on “equal consideration” every time a 

4(e) condition or section 18 prescription is imposed. 
o DISPOSITION: 

NWPPA Comment 1: Interior could fix problems 
associated with applicant alternative conditions and 
presriptions by directing its agencies and bureaus to 
adhere to the requirements of FPA section 33 by 
applying the alternatives criteria and selecting either their 
original conditions submitted to the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC) or an alternative 
condition proffered by the applicant or other licensing 
participant, as required by the statute. 

 NWPPA Comment 2: Interior could fix problems 
associated with applicant alternative conditions and 
prescriptions by requiring any requirement applicable to 
the project imposed by the agency pursuant to any 
federal authorization that is within the scope of the 
Secretary’s conditioning authority under 4(e) or section 
18 of the Federal Power Act is imposed under these 
provisions. Utilizing section 4(e) and 18 authorities in this 
manner will ensure applicants and others have a fair 
opportunity to have their proposed alternatives fully 
considered, as envisioned by Congress.  

(b) (5) DPP
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3 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

NWPPA Comment 3: “Equal Consideration” Statements 
for the Public Record. Unfortunately, Interior and other 
agencies have taken the position that the requirement for 
the Secretary to submit a written statement 
demonstrating “equal consideration” is required only in 
situations where an alternative condition or prescription is 
offered. This approach is contrary to the plain language 
of the statute, which requires the “equal consideration” 
statement whenever a condition or prescription is 
submitted by the agency. Because the agencies have not 
complied,this provision of EPAct 2005 has not helped the 
agencies to evaluate and fully understand the various 
trade-offs associated with the imposition of their 
mandatory license conditions. Recommendation: Interior 
could fix this problem by directing its agencies and 
bureaus to complete the written statement on equal 
consideration every time a section 4(e) conditions or 
section 18 prescription is imposed. 

NWPPA Comment 4: Interior should revise and reissue 
the final rulemaking revising trial-type hearings. This 
should be done in coordination with the Departments of 
Agriculture and Commerce, as EPAct 2005 requires 
these rules to be jointly issued by all three Departments. 
A revised rulemaking could tackle some of these issues 
and make the trial-type hearing process more effective 
for resolving licensing disputes. 
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3 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

• National Aquaculture Association (NAA) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0248 
RE:  Discussion and comments about the authority provided by the Lacey Act to list native 
species as Injurious Wildlife or regulate pathogens by listing species as Injurious Wildlife.  
Request for a review. 

o Lacey Act was intended to regulate illegal trade in wild animals. 
o No mandate or judicial interpretation supporting regulation of fungi. 
o U.S. Department of Agriculture on agency authorized to regulate foreign animal 

diseases. 
o The Service exceeded authority and intent of Congress by interim rule regarding 

fungus infection for native animals, or carried by foreign animals entering the 
U.S. 

o DISPOSITION:   
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From: Mott, Seth
To: Steve Delehanty
Subject: Fwd: FYI - Questions for the Record from HNRC Hearing on Department of the Interior’s Spending Priorities and

the President’s Fiscal Year 2018 Budget Request
Date: Wednesday, August 16, 2017 9:51:33 AM
Attachments: HNRC.BOR.USGS.OIA.FWS.BOEM.BSEE.BIA.Responses.for Dept Review.docx

FYI
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Pool, Taylor <taylor_pool@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Aug 16, 2017 at 10:32 AM
Subject: FYI - Questions for the Record from HNRC Hearing on Department of the Interior’s
Spending Priorities and the President’s Fiscal Year 2018 Budget Request
To: Benjamin Tuggle <benjamin_tuggle@fws.gov>
Cc: Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov>

Hi Dr. Tuggle, 

The Department is circulating draft responses to the QFRs from the Secretary's June 22 budget
hearing before House Natural Resources Committee. There are a lot of question of interest to
the Service, including a few that we helped draft. As it pertains to Science Applications, there
is a relevant question/response on page 8 of 29 under the heading "Science-Based Decision
Making" that I wanted to point out for your awareness.

Given the high level of the policy within the responses, it does not appear that there is much
room for comment/edits on these. However, please let me know by COB Thursday 5/17 if you
have critical edits.

Thanks,
Taylor

---
Taylor Pool
Congressional/Legislative Affairs Specialist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
E: taylor_pool@fws.gov
O:703-358-2128
C: 202-657-2989

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL REFERRAL

Date:              August 15, 2017

Subject: HRG #49 - INTERIOR (BOR/USGS/OIA/FWS/BOEM/BSEE/BIA)
Questions for the Record from 6/22/17 Hearing 
Re: Department of the Interior’s Spending Priorities and the President’s
Fiscal Year 2018 Budget Request



These responses pertain to the following Departmental
bureaus: Bureau of Reclamation, USGS, Office of Insular
Affairs, FWS, BOEM, BSEE and Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

  

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
202-208-7165 / 703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



Questions for the Record 
House Natural Resources Committee 
Hearing on the FY 2018 Budget Request 
June 22, 2017 
 
 
Questions from Rep. McClintock  
 
Question 1.  There are some 150 conservation corps across the nation.  These corps have a long 
tradition of stewardship of our public lands and waters.  By partnering with corps, land managers 
leverage their budgets with cost-effective projects that reduce the multi-billion-dollar 
maintenance backlog, remediate wildfires, curb the spread of invasive species, improve access to 
public lands, build and maintain trails, and ensure good fish and wildlife habitat for enthusiasts, 
hunters, and anglers. 
 

Q: Are you aware of any impediments that have limited growth of this program? 
 

Response:   

 
 

 
Questions from Rep. LaMalfa  
 
Question 1. As we all know, the Endangered Species Act is in need of significant reforms, with 
the success rate of species’ moving from endangered to fully recovered around 1-3%. In my 
district, the Service’s own scientists recommended delisting the Valley Elderberry Longhorn 
Beetle, yet it remains listed today and imposes major costs to flood protection and other projects. 
Listing of other species, like the Sierra Nevada Yellow-legged Frog, has resulted in such low-
impact events as a trail run being canceled. Federal agencies actually believed humans running 
on existing trails could negatively impact listed frogs. What is the Fish and Wildlife Service 
doing to review the listing status for threatened or endangered species which have been 
recommended for delisting, like the Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle? 
 
Response:   
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Question 2. Last year, we saw the Fish & Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries 
Service issue conflicting requirements for the operation of Shasta Dam, one demanding higher 
water releases, the other demanding lower releases. These proposals would have dramatically 
reduced water supplies for homes and farms.  
Could centralizing responsibility for ESA-listed species with the Fish & Wildlife Service prevent 
conflicting directives like these? For example, having the Fish & Wildlife Service subsume the 
responsibilities of the National Marine Fisheries Service? 
 
Response:   

 
 

  
 
Questions from Rep. Jody Hice  
 
Question 1. As you are aware, President Trump has asked for an all-hands-on-deck approach to 
offshore research and development, and you yourself signed an order on May 1, 2017 directing 
Interior to look at the entire Gulf of Mexico region for potential drilling sites. However, A.M. 
Kurta, acting Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Readiness, sent a letter to Rep. Matt 
Gaetz (R-FL), on April 26, 2017, stating his belief that military training and related exercises in 
the eastern Gulf necessitate a continuation of Congress’s ban on drilling in the area. 

• Eastern Gulf Of Mexico – Shared Use with DOD 

➢ As a Navy SEAL Commander, you have a strong understanding of the need for 
military preparedness. How do you reconcile the mission of your Department to 
promote responsible federal offshore development with the DOD’s mission of 
military preparedness? Can the two coexist if the moratorium is lifted? 
 

Response:   
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➢ In the Eastern Gulf of Mexico, military preparedness operations coincide with 
potential oil and gas development. This requires constant, open communication 
and an understanding and respect for the mission of both Departments occupying 
the land. How will you coordinate with the DOD to ensure mutual, responsible 
management of the Eastern Gulf of Mexico? 
 

Response:   

 
 

 
• The Bureau of Ocean Energy Management’s (BOEM) “National Oil and Gas 

Leasing Program” (previously known as the 5-Year Plan) 

➢ You’ve called a new five year plan, now known as a “National Oil and Gas 
Leasing Program.” How will the new plan differ from the previously approved 
plan? 

 
Response:  

 

 
• Atlantic 

➢ In order to responsibly manage our nation’s natural resources, we must first 
account for what we have. Please explain the importance of conducting geological 
and geophysical research in our offshore areas, and how we can use this 
information to make informed decisions regarding resource management. 
 

Response:   
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Questions from Rep. Thompson 
 
Question 1. Last year, EPA finalized a rule on Privately-Owned Treatment Works (POTWs). 
Since then, I’ve weighed in with the agency to express great concern over its impact on treatment 
facilities in Pennsylvania that appear to be inadvertently caught up in the regulation. Although 
the rule was intended for unconventional production, I’ve heard a lot of concern that water 
derived from conventional production will also be subject to the regulation due to a lack of 
definitions and the individual basins cited in the rule. 
 
What is EPA doing to correct this problem and ensure that conventionally-derived wastewater is 
not subject to the POTW rule? 
 
Response:  

 
 
Question 2. I would like to request an update on the status of the remedial action at the Folcroft 
Landfill, a property which was purchased by the US Department of Interior in 1980 and 
incorporated into the John Heinz National Wildlife Refuge under legislative authority provided 
by Congress. In 2001, the property was added to the National Priorities List (NPL). Congress 
initially appropriated $11 million for the development of the Refuge, and then increased funding 
to $19.5 million for expansion, including acquisition of the Folcroft Landfill (PL 96-315). The 
legislative history of the Refuge indicates that Congress intended a portion of the funds to be 
directed toward investigation and on-going maintenance of the Folcroft Landfill (PL 99-191). 
Guidance from the EPA requires the Agency to consider future land use in the selection of a 
remedy. What communication has the Department of Interior had with the EPA regarding the 
selection of a remedy for the Folcroft Landfill? What remedies are under consideration? Are the 
remedies under consideration by EPA consistent with the future use of the property outlined in 
the John Heinz National Wildlife Refuge’s 2012 Comprehensive Conservation Plan? 
 
Question 3. What is the timeline for implementation of a remedy? What role will the 
Department of Interior play in the remediation effort? Can you provide an estimate of the cost of 
the remediation? What will be the contribution from the Department of Interior and other federal 
agencies that have been identified as potentially responsible parties? Are any of the $19.5 million 
appropriated by Congress still available to fund this effort, or will additional appropriations be 
necessary? 
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Question 4. What measures must be put in place by the Department of Interior to maintain the 
property once remediation efforts have been completed? 
 
Response to Qs 2-4:   

 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP



Questions for the Record 
House Natural Resources Committee 
Hearing on the FY 2018 Budget Request 
June 22, 2017 
 
 

 
 

  

 
 

  
 
Questions from Ranking Member Grijalva 
 
Tribal Climate Resilience: 
 
Question 2. Are American Indian and Native Alaskan communities facing profound challenges 
to their culture, economies, and livelihoods because of climate change? 
 
Response:   

 
 

 
 

  
 
Question 3. Would you agree that the federal government has an essential and unique role in 
helping tribal nations prepare for and adapt to the impacts of climate change on their land and 
natural resources? 
 
Response:  

 

 

 
Question 4. Why does this budget eliminate the Tribal Climate Resilience program? 
 
Response: 

 

 
Question 5. The Bureau of Indian Affairs’ Tribal Climate Resilience Program was one of the 
few programs at BIA with the word ‘climate’ in its name. As of last week, the word ‘climate’ has 
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been removed from the title of the BIA program. Did you direct your staff to not use "climate 
change," in written memos, briefings or other written communication? 
 
Response:  

 
Question 6. Did the President direct your staff to not use "climate change," in written 
memos, briefings or other written communication? 
 
Response:  
 
Regional Biosecurity Plan for Micronesia and Hawaii: 
Question 7. The National Invasive Species Council is located within the Department of the 
Interior and is responsible for coordinating the Regional Biosecurity Plan for Micronesia and 
Hawaii. Will you commit the Department of Interior to full participation in implementing the 
Regional Biosecurity Plan? 
 
Response:   

 

 
 

 
Poaching and Trafficking: 
 
Question 14.  As a Member of the House of Representatives and now as the Secretary you have 
said that the Interior Department needs more scientists in the field and fewer lawyers. However 
your Fiscal Year 2018 budget request decreases full-time staff for the Bureau of Land 
Management by 11.3%, the National Park Service by 6.4%, and the U.S. Geological Survey by 
13.7%. Employees of these bureaus include biologists, geologists, chemists, forestry technicians, 
and other scientists. Conversely, the Office of the Solicitor – an office comprised almost entirely 
of lawyers – would add three full-time positions under your proposed budget. How does your 
budget proposal comport with your statements that the Department needs more scientists and 
fewer lawyers? 
 
Response: 
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Science-based Decision-making: 
 
Question 15. Mr. Secretary, when you were still on this Committee, you stated in a 2015 hearing 
that with respect to the Interior Department’s decision-making process, “I think we need to be 
more science-based and less politics, and that would be helpful.” However your budget includes 
significant cuts to numerous scientific programs that conduct vital scientific work. Do you have 
any science-based evidence that the threats facing our nation’s land, water, and wildlife from 
climate change have decreased to the point that these cuts are appropriate? 

a. Do you believe that the cuts within your budget will allow decisions made by the 
Department of the Interior to be more science-based? 
 

Response:  
 

 
 

 
 
Question 16. Your proposed budget includes significant funding cuts for programs that fight 
poaching and trafficking. It reduces the Fish and Wildlife Service law enforcement and 
international affairs accounts, and slashes the Multinational Species Conservation Funds by 
nearly 20 percent. Do you have a plan for how to continue making progress in the fight against 
wildlife crime under these circumstances? 
 
Response: 

 

 
Damage to National Wildlife Refuge Property: 
 
Question 17. Your budget includes a request for authority for the Fish and Wildlife Service to 
seek compensation from people who damage National Wildlife Refuge property. Both the Park 
Service and NOAA have similar authority. Why is it important for the Fish & Wildlife Service to 
have this authority? 
 
Response:  
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National Wildlife Refuge System: 
 
Question 18. Do you believe the proposed funding levels for Refuges are consistent with your 
vision of increasing access to America’s public lands, while also managing and expanding the 
Refuge System to protect and enhance America’s wildlife resources? 
 
Response:  

 
 

 
 

 
 
Assistant Secretary for Insular Affairs: 
 
Question 19. When you do anticipate we will see the nomination of an Assistant Secretary for 
Insular Affairs? This is a priority for the people of the territories because it represents the equal 
treatment of their concerns with the Department’s other programs and priorities. 
 
Response:  

 
 
Question 20. According to news reports, around three dozen Senior Executive Service (SES) 
staff within the Interior Department have received notices that they have been reassigned and 
transferred into new positions within the Agency. At the earliest possible time that you can 
disclose information while respecting privacy concerns, please provide answers to the following 
questions: 

a. How many SES employees have been sent letters informing them that they were being 
transferred into new positions? 
b. How many of these employees requested those transfers, and with how many 
employees were the transfers discussed, before the letters were sent? 
c. What are the names and current positions of the employees who have received these 
letters?  What positions are they being transferred into? 
d. Please provide copies of these letters. 
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e. Of the individuals who have already received letters, identify those that work in the 
Washington D.C. metropolitan area and are being moved to positions outside the 
Washington D.C. metropolitan area. 
f. Of the individuals who have already received letters, identify those that work outside 
the Washington, D.C. metropolitan area and are being moved to positions inside the 
Washington, D.C. metropolitan area. 
g. Of the individuals who have already received letters, identify those that work in the 
Washington, D.C. metropolitan area and are being reassigned to positions within the 
Washington, D.C. metropolitan area. 
h. Once the complete relocation costs for each employee being relocated is known, 
including any assistance for selling an employee’s home, please provide the complete 
permanent change of station (PSC) move figures for each employee, their spouse, and 
dependents to the Committee. 
i. Will you be sending similar letters to more SES employees in the coming months? 
j. In total, how many SES employees do you expect to reassign and transfer? 
k. As is recommended by the Office of Personnel Management, are these reassignments 
linked to individual Executive Development Plans for each employee? For any employee 
where the transfer is consistent with information contained in their Executive 
Development Plan, please provide information on how the transfer is consistent with the 
Plan to the Committee. 
l. For any employee where the transfer is not consistent with information contained in 
their Executive Development Plan, please provide the analysis that was conducted or 
information that was reviewed in order to make the determination to transfer that 
employee. 
m. Do you subscribe to the belief that there is a “deep state” operating within the Federal 
Government? 
n. Are Interior Department SES employees a part of the “deep state”? 

Response:  
 

 
 
 

 
 
Department Staffing: 
 
Question 28. I'm concerned about the March Executive Order to reorganize the Executive 
branch and subsequent Office of Management and Budget (OMB) memo on reducing the federal 
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workforce (M-17-22) and what that could mean for Interior Department agencies. In the case of 
the National Park Service, I understand that staff levels have been in decline, there are now more 
than 1,500 vacant positions, and that Interior has frozen hiring for certain positions as a result of 
this effort. Secretary Zinke, for your confirmation hearing both your verbal and written 
testimony indicated one of your priorities is to ensure that park rangers have the resources they 
need, but this exercise threatens that priority. 

a. What has the Department's position been on this government reform effort in 
conversations with OMB? 
b. Can you commit to following through on your commitment to support staff by 
ensuring that the Park Service and other Interior agencies aren't further understaffed as a 
result of this exercise? 
 

Response: 
 

 
  

 
Question 29. The March Executive Order on reorganizing the Executive branch and subsequent 
OMB and DOI guidance concern me a great deal. It appears the exercise could be used as an 
excuse to further understaff the park service and other land agencies and cut funding for certain 
programs the administration may not find to be critical. The OMB guidance on reducing the 
federal workforce (M-17-22) directs agencies to use the FY18 and FY19 budget processes to 
drive workforce reductions. However while there may well be carefully considered opportunities 
for reform within Interior agencies, I'd like to remind you that funding levels for staff and 
specific agency programs are ultimately up to the appropriations committees. To prematurely 
attempt some of these reorganization efforts that would be subject to the decision of 
appropriators without our consultation and consent would be a poor use of agency resources. Can 
you commit to soon updating us in writing on the status of this exercise and commit to be in 
regular contact with us in regard to it? 
 
Response:  

 
 

 
Question 30. What is the current status of the workforce reduction exercise subsequent to the 
March executive order to reorganize the Executive branch and subsequent OMB memo on 
reducing the federal workforce (M-17-22)? 

a. Please list by agency the programs you will seek to eliminate or merge for each Interior 
agency. 
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b. Please list the staff positions you intend to eliminate for each Interior agency. 
 
Response:   

 
 
Interior Department Hiring Strategy: 
 
Question 32. Mr. Secretary, you’ve ordered a hiring freeze for any position in Washington DC 
and Denver. Interior agencies are also subject to a freeze for any GS-12 and higher position, no 
matter the location. Your office must approve waivers to fill these positions and has placed a 
priority on positions involved in oil and gas development. You have repeatedly said that 
Interior’s energy strategy will be “all of the above,” yet you have singled out positions focused 
on oil and gas development for priority hiring. While some agencies within Interior are centered 
on energy development, the NPS and FWS are not, and it goes against their mission. It is 
concerning that you are putting a priority on oil and gas development to fill jobs within these 
agencies. Are you trying to change the mission of these two agencies with this new hiring 
strategy? 
 
Response:   

 
 
Endangered Species Act: 
 
Question 39. Mr. Secretary, you have said recently that you think the states should play a larger 
role in species conservation but this budget proposal absolutely savages the funding streams that 
make this cooperative work possible, including cutting Cooperative Endangered Species Fund 
grants by $34 million to one-third of the current level. You can prevent listing species by doing 
proactive conservation work or you can recover species once they require listing; however, this 
budget cuts funding for both. Do you believe that these funding levels are adequate to help states 
be full partners in conserving fish and wildlife? 
 
Response:  
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Question 40. Along these same lines, you have long opposed the historic conservation 
agreement reached between states and the Obama Administration to protect the greater sage-
grouse and avoid an ESA listing. Your recent Secretarial Order requiring a review of the plans 
threatens to turn this conservation success story into a failure, and this budget is not helping. The 
budget cuts $11.5m – 22 percent – from BLM’s sage-grouse conservation efforts. 

a. Do you think these cuts will have a negative impact on greater sage-grouse populations 
and sagebrush habitat? 
b. Do you think these cuts make it more likely that the bird will require the protections of 
the ESA? 
c. Do you oppose the inclusion of a rider on your Department’s appropriations bill that 
would prevent you from listing the species even if it is shown that such an action is 
necessary to prevent extinction? 
d. FY 17 funding for sage-grouse conservation efforts is already out the door but your 
recent order has created uncertainty about if and how it will be used. Are BLM field 
offices authorized to use that funding for sage-grouse conservation efforts under the 
current conservation plan, or has your office ordered them to stop? 
 

Response:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
Question 41. As a Member of Congress, you voted against the protection of threatened and 
endangered species 100 percent of the time. You are now in charge of implementing the 
Endangered Species Act, not undermining it, but this budget shows that you may not have fully 
made that transition yet. 
Even though it is widely known that current funding levels are insufficient to make significant 
progress toward protecting and restoring imperiled fish and wildlife populations, this proposal 
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slashes funding for species listing, recovery, habitat protection, consultation, and work with states 
and tribes to prevent listings. 
Given that we are in the middle of a global extinction crisis driven by irresponsible land use and 
climate change do you believe that this budget will allow you to meet your statutory obligations 
under the ESA to prevent extinction and recover threatened and endangered species? 
 
Response:  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

  
 
Question 42. Republican Members of this Committee, including you in the past, have argued 
that the ESA is a failure because more species are not being delisted. This is in spite of the fact 
that the ESA has been 99 percent effective in preventing species from going extinct. 
In order to be delisted, though, species must be shown by the best available science to have 
recovered. Before the process of recovery can even begin, species must first be listed so that they 
can receive the protections of the Act just to “stop the bleeding.” This is the simple, stepwise 
fashion in which the ESA works. 
Unfortunately, this budget proposes to cut the listing program by more than 17 percent. It also 
proposes to cut the recovery program by more than $3.5 million. 

a. Do you believe these cuts will allow you to meet your obligations to give species ESA 
protections when it is show that it is scientifically necessary? 
b. Do you believe this budget will achieve your goal of delisting more species without 
running afoul of the requirement to base decisions on the best available science? 
c. Do you believe that at these funding levels FWS will be able to avoid losing lawsuits 
over failing to take required actions to protect species in a timely manner? 
 

Response:   
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Review of 5-Year Offshore Leasing Program, as Instructed by April 28th Executive Order: 
The Department of the Interior has begun a review of the 5-year offshore leasing program, as 
instructed by President Trump’s April 28, 2017, offshore energy executive order. Given the 
likely adverse impacts of this action on the environment, fishing, and tourism industries, I am 
deeply concerned with President Trump’s decision to lift the leasing ban in regions currently 
closed to development. Secretary Zine, please address the following: 

Question 58. The executive order directs a review of areas currently closed off from 
drilling, including the Mid- and South Atlantic, the Chukchi Sea, and the Beaufort Sea. 
Please provide all risk assessments and analysis undertaken to determine how lifting the 
ban on drilling in these areas would not adversely affect fragile ecosystems or damage 
fishing, restaurant, or tourism interests. 
 

Response:   

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
Question 59. What additional actions or plans does the Department intend to take to protect 
coastal communities from the possibility of another catastrophic oil spill, particularly in light of 
the unique challenges of responding to an oil spill in these environments? 
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a. For example, has the Department conducted any analysis with or otherwise coordinated 
with the Coast Guard to ensure that Area Contingency plans are sufficiently robust to 
address an oil spill the magnitude of the Deepwater Horizon? 
 

Response:  
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
Question 60. The March 16, 2017 budget blueprint calls for a $1.5 billion, or 12 percent, 
reduction to the Department’s fiscal year 2018 budget. How would these proposed cuts affect the 
ability of the Department to draft a new 5-year plan, which presumably would also include oil 
spill response and mitigation plans, while administering an even greater number of oil and gas 
leases? 
 
Response:  

 

 
 

 
  

 
Question 61. American fishing, tourism, and recreation industries rely on a healthy ocean 
ecosystem to generate billions of dollars each year in economic activity. If this review goes 
forward, please indicate what additional analysis the Department intends to conduct to determine 
what safeguards will be required to protect these industries. 
 
Response:   

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



Questions for the Record 
House Natural Resources Committee 
Hearing on the FY 2018 Budget Request 
June 22, 2017 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
Question 62. Given the significant growth of U.S. oil production on both private and public 
lands over the past seven years, the U.S. is now one of the largest producers of crude oil in the 
world, and the world leader in total liquid hydrocarbon production. In fact, oversupply in oil 
production has led the U.S. to begin exporting crude oil for the first time in generations. Further, 
gas prices in 2016 were the lowest they have been in more than a decade. Given these market 
conditions, why is a new planning process required now, as opposed to waiting only three years 
to continue on the normal planning schedule? 
 
Response:   

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
Question 63. Under the current leasing program, approximately 70 percent of the economically 
recoverable offshore resources in the OCS are available to the oil and gas industry for leasing. In 
the Gulf of Mexico, companies hold leases on approximately 16 million acres, but have 
developed only approximately 26 percent of that acreage. Please provide all the assessments and 
analysis the Department has undertaken to determine the need for additional leasing acreage at 
this time.  
 
Response:   

 
 

 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



Questions for the Record 
House Natural Resources Committee 
Hearing on the FY 2018 Budget Request 
June 22, 2017 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
Secretarial Order 3349 and Executive Order 13783: 
 
On March 29, 2017, you signed Secretarial Order Number 3349, which was designed to 
implement the directive in the Executive Order of March 28, 2017 (Executive Order 13783), to 
“review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other similar 
agency actions...that potentially burden the development or use of domestically produced energy 
resources.” The Executive Order and Secretarial Order also rescinded or ordered the rescission of 
a number of important Obama Administration climate and mitigation policies, lifted the 
moratorium on new coal leases, and ordered the review of four commonsense regulations 
affecting oil and gas operations on National Park Service lands, fish and wildlife refuges, and 
other public lands. In order to understand the potentially massive changes in public lands policy 
and management that will arise from the Executive Order and Secretarial Order, please provide 
the following documents described in Secretarial Order 3349: 
 

Question 64. The list of all Department Actions related to mitigation policies provided to 
the Deputy Secretary by each bureau and office, as required to be completed by April 12, 
2017, as per Section 5(a)(i) of Secretarial Order 3349; 
 
Question 65. The list of all Department Actions related to climate change policies 
provided to the Deputy Secretary by each bureau and office, as required to be completed 
by April 12, 2017, as per Section 5(b)(i) of Secretarial Order 3349; 
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Question 66. The report from the Director, Bureau of Land Management, on the rule 
entitled, “Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource 
Conservation,” as required to be provided to the Assistant Secretary – Land and Minerals 
Management by April 19, 2017, per Section 5(c)(ii) of Secretarial Order 3349; 
 
Question 67. The report from the Director, National Park Service, on the rule entitled, 
“General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” as required to be provided to 
the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks by April 19, 2017, per Section 
5(c)(iii) of Secretarial Order 3349; 
 
Question 68. The report from the Director, Fish and Wildlife Service, on the rule 
entitled, “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” as required to be provided to 
the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks by April 19, 2017, per Section 
5(c)(iv) of Secretarial Order 3349; and 
 
Question 69. The reports from each bureau and office head provided to the Deputy 
Secretary that identify all existing Department Actions that “potentially burden...the 
development or utilization of domestically produced energy resources,” as required by 
April 19, 2017, per Section 5(c)(v) of Secretarial Order 3349. 

 
Response Qs 64-69:  

 
 
 

 
DOI Memo Directing Bureau and Acting Directors to Report to the Acting Deputy Secretary: 
 
On April 12, 2017, you sent a memo to the Assistant Secretaries of the Department of the 
Interior directing them to ensure that all bureau heads and office directors report to the 
Acting\Deputy Secretary on all "proposed decisions" that have "nationwide, regional, or 
statewide impacts," and that decisions may not be made until the Acting Deputy Secretary has 
"reviewed the report and provided clearance." The memo also directs bureau heads and office 
directors to report to the Acting Deputy Secretary all Fiscal Year 2017 grants and cooperative 
agreements of $100,000 or greater before the final award is issued, in order to "assess how we 
are aligning our grants and cooperative agreements to Department priorities." 
In order for us to better understand how this memo will affect Departmental policy and 
operations, please provide answers to the following questions: 
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Question 70. Has any guidance been provided to bureau heads or office directors 
regarding what constitutes a decision with "nationwide, regional, or statewide impacts"? 
If so, please provide that guidance. 
Question 71. Is the Acting Deputy Secretary maintaining approval or modification 
authority over the grants, cooperative agreements, and decisions that are provided to him 
as a result of the April 12 memo? 
Question 72.  Has the Acting Deputy Secretary denied any grants or cooperative 
agreements, or required or requested changes to the terms of those grants or cooperative 
agreements, as a result of information provided to him as a result of the April 12 memo? 
If so, please identify those grants or cooperative agreements, and information regarding 
why the Acting Deputy Secretary denied or required or requested changes to those, as 
appropriate. 
Question 73.  Who in the Secretary's office or Deputy Secretary's office, other than the 
Acting Deputy Secretary, is also reviewing the information provided to the Acting 
Deputy Secretary as a result of the April 12 memo? 
Question 75. For all grants and cooperative agreements awarded between April 12 and 
the date of this letter, please provide the information under items #1 through #11 as 
provided to the Acting Deputy Secretary under the "Template for Data Call on Fiscal 
Year 2017 Grants and Cooperative Agreement Awards." 
Question 76. For all records of decision issued after review by the Acting Deputy 
Secretary between April 12 and the date of this letter, please provide all information 
provided to the Acting Deputy Secretary under the "Template for Data Call on Proposed 
Records of Decision and Other Significant Decision Documents." 
 

Response Qs 70-76:  
 
 

 

 
DOI Regulations Task Force: 
 
On April 24, 2017, an article in E&E News reported that you had appointed a task force for 
abolishing regulations, consisting of five political "beachhead" employees and one career staffer, 
but no Senate-confirmed personnel and no one with clear technical expertise in land 
management, wildlife management, environmental protection, or safety regulation. While the 
task force is required under Executive Order 13777, there is no reference to this task force in 
your Secretarial Order implementing Executive Order 13783 (SO 3349), and no information 
provided about how this task force will operate, where it fits in the regulatory review process 
created by SO 3349, whether any of its activities or decisions will be transparent and be made 
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known to the public, whether it will accept public comments, or any other logistical detail. In 
order to better understand this task force and how it will operate, please provide the following 
information: 

Question 77. The names of each member of the task force and their qualifications for 
analyzing regulations related to land management, wildlife management, environmental 
protection, and safety; 
Question 78.  How career staff with technical expertise in land management, wildlife 
management, environmental protection, and safety will be involved in the operations of 
the task force; 
Question 79.  How the task force fits into the process laid out in Secretarial Order 3349; 
Question 80. The timeline for the regulatory task force to make decisions; 
Question 81. The criteria to be used by the task force to make decisions related to 
whether or not to modify or rescind existing regulations; 
Question 82. Whether there will be any public meetings of the task force and whether or 
not the task force will accept comments from the public; and 
Question 83.  Whether any documents created by the task force are intended to be made 
public once the task force has completed its work. 
 

Response Qs 77-83:  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
U.S.G.S. Climate Change Report: 
 
In May of this year, the Washington Post reported that officials within the Interior Department 
ordered employees at the United States Geological Survey (USGS) to remove a reference to 
climate change from a press release announcing the publication of a new study on sea level rise 
and coastal flooding. Scrubbing this press release over the objections of some of the scientists 
involved in the study deprived media outlets and the general public of the context of the study. In 
order to prevent future abuses of this kind, I request responses to the following questions: 
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Question 84. Did Acting Deputy Secretary of the Interior James Cason, or anyone in his 
office, or at the Office of Management and Budget, review the USGS press release before 
it was issued? 
Question 85. If so, who made the decision to remove the line reported by the authors of 
the study to read: “Global climate change drives sea-level rise, increasing the frequency of 
coastal flooding.”? 
Question 86. If not, what was the highest level Departmental office that reviewed and 
edited the press release? 
 

Response to Qs 84-86:   
 

  
 

 
   

 
Questions from Rep. Brown  
 
Environmental Justice: 
 
Question 1. Mr. Secretary, decades of studies have proved that minority, low-income, rural, 
tribal and indigenous populations face tremendous environmental and health disparities. Do you 
agree? 
 
Response:   

 

 
 
Question 2. In 1994 President Clinton signed Executive Order 12898 requiring that the U.S. 
EPA and other federal agencies implement environmental justice policies. That order required all 
federal agencies to incorporate environmental justice considerations in their missions, develop 
strategies to address disproportionate impacts to minority and low-income people from their 
activities, and coordinate the development of data and research on these topics. Do you support 
the goals of this order? 
 
Response:  
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Question 3. Under your budget, this order faces its gravest assault. The Office of Environmental 
Policy and Compliance (OEPC), part of the Office of the Secretary, is the focal point for 
implementing the Department’s environmental justice policy, including the environmental justice 
executive order, and ensuring compliance. The proposed budget would cut the Office of the 
Secretary – your office – by over 80%. How can a cut this large not undermine the environment 
and health of minority, low-income, rural Americans, tribal and indigenous communities? 
 
Response:  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
Questions from Rep. Torres 
 
Tribal Concerns: 
 
Question 1. Mr. Secretary, there has been some disturbing rhetoric coming from some members 
of this committee, as well as some in the Administration, attacking the sovereignty of tribes and 
questioning the recognition process and the land into trust process. Will you reaffirm your and 
the Department’s commitment to its trust responsibility to all tribes that are currently federally 
recognized, including the ability to take land into trust? 
 
Response:  

 

 
 
Question 2. To follow up on that, I would like you to address the ongoing issue that is the 
Carcieri decision. That decision has troubled Indian Country since it came down 2009, and has 
left many land decisions in limbo. It’s been almost 10 years now – do you agree that Congress 
needs to resolve the Carcieri issue once and for all? 
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Response:  

 

 
3. The Tiwahe Initiative has proven to be exceptionally successful at assisting tribes in 
addressing the inter-related problems of poverty, violence, substance, abuse and their associated 
outcomes like youth suicide. Tiwahe is currently in its pilot phase and impacting 61 tribes 
directly, with an additional $24 million in Tiwahe Social Services and ICWA funds distributed to 
tribes across the country. In spite of this success, Tiwahe is being targeted for elimination. Can 
you tell us if the Department will be able to support the Tiwahe Initiative’s success through its 
continued funding? 
 
Response: 

 
 

 
Questions from Rep. Hanabusa 
 
Hazards Programs: 
 
Question 1. The U.S. Geological Survey’s natural hazards programs are critical for communities 
across our nation to understand the science behind natural disasters and how we can best prepare 
for them. The Earthquake Hazards Program and the Volcano Hazards Program as examples 
today, since they are of particular importance to Hawaii. These programs use science and 
technology to monitor signs of activity to help ensure the public is given ample warning of an 
earthquake, tsunami, or volcanic activity, so that proper precautions can be taken to reduce the 
amount of damage and loss of lives. 
Your budget seems to reflect the opposite. On cuts to the Earthquake Hazards Program, it says 
“This reduction would diminish the EHP’s ability to execute its core activities...” On cuts in the 
Volcano Hazards Programs, it says “This reduction would diminish the VHP’s ability to execute 
its core activities to provide forecasts and warnings of hazardous volcanic activity at volcanoes 
in the United States with the current monitoring networks,” among other things. 
These proposed cuts are deeply concerning. Although they are not large, they could have serious 
consequences, especially if these cuts hinder these programs’ abilities to “execute its core 
activities”. 

a. Please explain the rationale behind these proposed cuts. 
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Response:   

 

 
 

 
 
Invasive Species: 
 
Question 2. Invasive species is a global problem that will continue to invade our lands and 
waters with devastating economic and ecological impacts unless we actively protect our 
resources. It has been shown time and again that prevention of invasive species saves far more 
money than trying to eradicate the pest after it has been introduced. It is problematic to cut 
invasive species funding, seeing as invasive species continue to cost the United States more than 
$120 billion in damages annually. (Pimental et al. 2005). 
Invasive species management requires a holistic effort due to the impacts to both aquatic and 
terrestrial resources. Especially troubling in the budget are reductions for the Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Office of Insular Affairs, and National Parks Service for invasive species management, 
while funding is increased by more than $4.5 million for the Bureau of Reclamation, which 
focuses on dams. While there are invasive species in dams, the issues plague areas on both land 
and in the sea. The funding shift away from offices within the Department of Interior that have 
jurisdiction over areas with invasive species and to an agency with little expertise in this area 
would be an inefficient waste of taxpayer money. 
My home state of Hawaii, for example, has very unique ecosystems that are particularly 
vulnerable to invasive species. We require robust invasive species funding to prevent further 
damage from such species as the Brown Tree Snake, Little Fire Ant, Coconut Rhinoceros Beetle, 
and the Coqui frog, much of which is best managed by the Fish and Wildlife Service. 

a. Given that the threat from invasive species is not diminished and reducing prevention 
will cost us much more in eradication, can you explain the rationale behind cuts to 
invasive species management? 
b. How is the Bureau of Reclamation going to effectively manage invasive species in 
places like Hawaii where the Bureau has no presence? 
 

Response:   
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Questions from Rep. Sablan 
 
Question 1. In 2005, Interior’s Office of Insular Affairs started a competitive system for 
allocating among the U.S. territories $27.72 million in Covenant Funds that originally all went to 
the Northern Marianas to help build our public infrastructure. The Northern Marianas currently 
receives only about a third of the money. The competition is largely based on financial 
management criteria. Financial management is important but so is infrastructure. According to 
the EPA, Saipan, the main island in the Northern Marianas, is the only U.S. municipality without 
24-hour potable water. That is a serious health concern. Isn’t it time to look at new criteria for 
the $27.72 million in Marianas Covenant Funds, so that public health and safety needs are 
prioritized? 
 
Response:   

 
 

 
 

 
Question 2. OIA budget justifications for FY 2018 tout the importance of various programs 
including the Technical and Maintenance Assistance Programs, the Brown Tree Snake Control 
and Coral Reef Initiatives, and the Empowering Insular Communities program. Yet the request 
includes steep funding cuts to each of these programs. I appreciate the need to control spending, 
but these across-the-board cuts would likely end up costing much more, both at the federal and 
local levels, if programs are not properly implemented. The Brown Tree Snake Control Program 
costs a few million, but if these snakes spread, as they have on Guam, the cost in damage to 
electrical systems and the extermination of native endangered birds would cost tens of millions 
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or more. Isn’t it a wiser use of taxpayers’ money to prevent problems than to try to fix them after 
the damage is done? 
 
Response:   

 
 

  
 
Question 3: Territorial Representatives Bordallo, Radewagen, Plaskett, and I sent you a letter 
dated March 9, 2017, asking that you retain the position of Assistant Secretary for Insular Areas. 
We have not received a response to date. The Office of Insular Affairs has administrative 
responsibility for coordinating federal policy in the U.S. territories of the Northern Mariana 
Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the U.S. Virgin Islands. Keeping the position of Assistant 
Secretary for Insular Areas, equal to other Assistant Secretaries in the Department, is an 
important symbol of respect for our constituents as it shows their concerns are taken as seriously 
as citizens residing in the states, and insular area issues are viewed equally significant as other 
issues under the Department’s jurisdiction. In your reorganization of the Interior Department, 
will you retain the position of Assistant Secretary for Insular Areas? 
 
Response:   

 
 

 
Question 4.  In my reply to your letter soliciting comments to assist your review of the Marianas 
Trench National Monument under Executive Order 13792, I wrote about the promises made to 
the people of the Northern Mariana Islands that remain unfulfilled. For years, we have been 
urging Interior to produce the management plan, required when President Bush created the 
Monument. The plan is key to fishing and other resource use in the Monument, public education 
and outreach, and the development of a Monument visitors center. Please provide an update on 
any progress and a specific date for issuance of the Monument Management Plan the Fish and 
Wildlife Service has been working on for eight years now. 
 
Response:  
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Questions from Rep. Huffman 
 
Question 3.  California salmon runs have collapsed during the recent drought, in both the 
Klamath and Bay-Delta watersheds. This year marked the lowest they have been on record, 
prompting a complete fisheries closure on the Klamath. 

i. How will your agency prioritize salmon restoration in the coming fiscal year? How is 
this need reflected in the Department of the Interior’s budget, as proposed in the 
President’s Budget Request? 
ii. Does the Department of the Interior plan to participate in financing the proposed Delta 
tunnels (California WaterFix) that are currently under evaluation by federal regulators 
and the Bureau of Reclamation? 
iii. Is there a finance plan for those tunnels? If so, can you provide it to us? 
iv. Are any Bureau of Reclamation contractors ready to pay their proportional share of 
the cost of the tunnels? 
v. How confident are you that this project will not result in the large cost overruns that 
are commonly characterize large infrastructure projects? 
vi. Is the Bureau of Reclamation considering asking federal taxpayers to subsidize the 
construction of a Shasta Dam raise? 

 
Response to i:  
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Response to ii-iv:  

 
 
 

 

 
Questions from Rep. Napolitano 

 
Question 5. Many water agencies in the arid west are looking towards recycled water projects as 
the most cost effective solution to drought management; do you believe we should start to 
refocus our investments towards recycled water? 

a. What does President Trump’s budget do to support recycled water projects? 
b. How can an increase in funding impact the amount of water projects that can be 
introduced in the drought-stricken west? 
 

Response:  
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From: Frazer, Gary
To: Jim Kurth; Casey Hammond
Subject: Fwd: Greater-Sage Grouse Draft Secretarial Order
Date: Tuesday, May 30, 2017 5:27:57 PM
Attachments: May 18 2017 draft clean + May 30 comments redline .docx

May 30 2017 version Clean.docx

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

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 30, 2017 at 5:18 PM
Subject: Fwd: Greater-Sage Grouse Draft Secretarial Order
To: Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Benjamin Jesup <Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>

fyi

Ann Navaro
Acting Associate Solicitor, Division of Parks & Wildlife
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20240
202-208-3125 (desk) 
202-510-4271 (cell)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Brown, Laura <laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 30, 2017 at 5:00 PM
Subject: Greater-Sage Grouse Draft Secretarial Order
To: Kathleen Benedetto <kathleen_benedetto@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Daniel Jorjani <daniel_jorjani@ios.doi.gov>, Kevin Haugrud
<jack.haugrud@sol.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>

Kathy:  Attached is a red-line of the comments received on the May 18 version of the draft Secretarial Order.  I've
also attached a clean version of the draft Secretarial Order that adopts all edits and is dated May 30 in the header.

I will send these versions to the Office of the Solicitor staff for their review, but will rely on your office for further
review within DOI.     

Please let me know if we can be of additional assistance.  
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-- 
Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor
Division of Land Resources
Office of the Solicitor
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C St., NW
Washington, DC  20240
Phone:  202  208-6545
Cell:  202  359-2712
Fax:  202  219-1792
Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

Excellence - Integrity - Service

This e-mail (including attachments) is intended for the use of the individual or entity to which
it is addressed.  It may contain information that is privileged, confidential, or otherwise
protected by applicable law.  If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
any dissemination, distribution, copying or use of the e-mail or its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately and
destroy all copies.  Thank you.
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Secretary of the Interior 

Date: __________ 
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From: Barbara Wainman
To: greg j sheehan@fws.gov
Subject: Fwd: HEAD"S UP: Greenwire story today on mitigation policy comment period
Date: Thursday, January 4, 2018 11:13:29 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

Mitigation Policies Reopening Bulletin Final.docx

FYI wanted to give you a heads up. 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Parramore, Laury" <laury_parramore@fws.gov>
Date: January 4, 2018 at 12:01:01 PM EST
To: Barbara Wainman <barbara_wainman@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler
<matthew_huggler@fws.gov>,  Vanessa Kauffman
<Vanessa_Kauffman@fws.gov>
Subject: HEAD'S UP: Greenwire story today on mitigation policy comment
period

Mike Doyle is running a piece today on the mitigation policy and public
comments. We put out a bulletin on this Nov. 3 (attached). Comment
period closes tomorrow (only 130 comments per regulations.gov). Tried to
explain to him last night this isn't really a big story, and he initially
concurred but guess it must be slow news day. 

Laury Marshall Parramore

Assistant Chief, Public Affairs

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

MS: EA

5275 Leesburg Pike

Falls Church, VA 22041-3803

703/358 2541 -- direct

703/589 6947 -- mobile



 

November 3, 2017      Contact:  Vanessa Kauffman 
703-358-2138 
vanessa kauffman@fws.gov 

 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Solicits Public Input on Mitigation Policies 

 
To help ensure that its policies are consistent, effective and transparent, and provide a level of certainty to 
all involved parties, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is soliciting public review of and comment on its 
Service-wide Mitigation Policy and its Endangered Species Act - Compensatory Mitigation Policy (ESA-
CMP). These policies provide direction to Service employees on how to develop mitigation 
recommendations to offset the impacts of development activities on species or their habitats. 
 
The review is part of a broader Service effort to re-evaluate several regulations and policies related to the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Order 3349 on American Energy Independence (March 29, 2017). The order 
directed bureaus to review policies to ensure consistency with directives in effect at the time Secretarial 
Order 3349 was issued. 
 
The existing Mitigation Policy, which revised the long-standing 1981 Service Mitigation Policy, 
articulates general policy and principles intended to guide recommended mitigation across all Service 
programs. These principles were in turn stepped down into the ESA-CMP. 
 
The Service is soliciting additional input regarding whether to retain or modify the mitigation goals or 
other policy direction articulated within our mitigation policies. Based on comments received, the Service 
will decide whether and how to revise the policies. 
 
The notice will publish in the Federal Register on November 6, 2017. Written comments and information 
concerning this proposal can be submitted by one of the following methods: 
 

• Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the instructions for submitting 
comments to: 

o Mitigation Policy at Docket No. [FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0126] 
o ESA-CMP at Docket No. [FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165] 

• U. S. mail or hand-delivery: Public Comments Processing, Attn: Docket No. [FWS–HQ–ES–
2015–0126 or FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165]; Division of Policy, Performance and Management 
Programs; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; 5275 Leesburg Pike - MS: BPHC Falls Church, VA 
22041-3808. 

 
The Service invites comments, information and recommendations from governmental agencies, Indian 
Tribes, the scientific community, industry groups, environmental interest groups and any other interested 
parties. 



 
Comments must be received within 60 days, on or before January 5, 2018. The Service will post all 
comments on http://www.regulations.gov. This generally means the agency will post any personal 
information provided through the process. The Service is not able to accept email or faxes. 
 
For more information, please visit: http://www.fws.gov/ecological-services/habitat-conservation/cp.html. 
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service works with others to conserve, protect and enhance fish, wildlife, 
plants and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people. For more information, visit 
www.fws.gov, or connect with us through any of these social media channels: Facebook, Twitter, 
YouTube and Flickr. 
 

-FWS- 
 



From: Gary Frazer
To: Charisa Morris
Subject: Fwd: I need help!
Date: Thursday, July 13, 2017 5:46:08 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

ES Template for Input into July Draft Report on Energy cjh ca jn final.docx

Weren't we supposed to fill in the spreadsheet, as opposed to the template?  -- GDF

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Newman, Jeff" <jeff_newman@fws.gov>
Date: July 13, 2017 at 6:27:52 PM EDT
To: "Frazer, Gary" <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,  Charisa Morris <Charisa_Morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Hello Chaissa,
Attached is the ES submittal for this assignment.  It is my understanding
this will need to be integrated with the other FWS submissions.  Let us
know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Jeff

On Thu, Jul 13, 2017 at 10:15 AM, Frazer, Gary <gary_frazer@fws.gov> wrote:
Craig/Jeff -- This concerns our input to a report that DOI needs to provide to
OMB in response to section 2 of E.O. 13783, "Promoting Energy Independence
and Economic Growth".   

  

  

(b) (5) DPP



 

 
  

 

Assume that the two of you can coordinate to provide one submission to
Charisa by COB today.  You can send it to her directly, but pls copy me.   

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

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 6:00 PM
Subject: Re: I need help!
To: "Frazer, Gary" <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Jerome Ford <Jerome_Ford@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Jeff Rupert <jeff_rupert@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Katherine
Spomer <katherine_spomer@fws.gov>, Shaun Sanchez
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Kurt" <kurt_johnson@fws.gov>

+ Ketty, Shaun, and Kurt

(b) (5) DPP



Good afternoon, all-

After many hours of attempted clarifications, we have received SOLID intel
that this exercise overlaps almost completely with the last SO 3349 exercise;
however, there are two key differences:

1.  This exercise requires that all bureaus use the narrative template to
submit information.  Please feel free to cut and paste from the last
submission.  You MUST maintain the format in the template to enable
reviewers to easily navigate within and among bureau products.

2. This exercise requires a bit more information for each "burden"
identified, and also specifies a few more types of burdens they would like
to solicit information about.  Because additional topical information is in
the new template, each program must manage the entries for their
particular subject area (i.e., we have no Senior Advisor to perform this
work for you).

Gary and Jerome will be meeting with Greg, Casey, Jim, and Steve tomorrow
morning to determine if any items should be removed from the original spring
exercise list (a version of this is attached with comments from Virginia;  there is
no evidence FWP ever submitted a final).  We anticipate that the version we
submit to FWP this week will be mostly a recap of selected items from the
attached, along with any additional items, given the new template headings.

Please reply to all with any questions, and I can get you answers.  

Many thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Frazer, Gary <gary frazer@fws.gov> wrote:

 

 -- GDF

(b) (5) DPP



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

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: July 12, 2017 at 12:53:45 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Here is the relevant portion of the EO.   The first assignment dealt with
section a.  This assignment deals with section d.   The two assignments are
related but this one is more in depth.

There is no wiggle room on this.  I will see if you can get until Monday for
submission but that may be it.  

Sorry.  The email also went to Greg.  

Sec. 2.  Immediate Review of All Agency Actions that
Potentially Burden the Safe, Efficient Development of
Domestic Energy Resources.  (a)  The heads of agencies
shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance
documents, policies, and any other similar agency
actions (collectively, agency actions) that potentially
burden the development or use of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural
gas, coal, and nuclear energy resources.  Such review
shall not include agency actions that are mandated by
law, necessary for the public interest, and consistent with
the policy set forth in section 1 of this order. 

(b)  For purposes of this order, "burden" means to
unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or otherwise
impose significant costs on the siting, permitting,



production, utilization, transmission, or delivery of energy
resources.

(c)  Within 45 days of the date of this order, the head of
each agency with agency actions described in subsection
(a) of this section shall develop and submit to the Director
of the Office of Management and Budget (OMB Director)
a plan to carry out the review required by subsection (a)
of this section.  The plans shall also be sent to the Vice
President, the Assistant to the President for Economic
Policy, the Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy,
and the Chair of the Council on Environmental Quality. 
The head of any agency who determines that such
agency does not have agency actions described in
subsection (a) of this section shall submit to the OMB
Director a written statement to that effect and, absent a
determination by the OMB Director that such agency
does have agency actions described in subsection (a) of
this section, shall have no further responsibilities under
this section.

(d)  Within 120 days of the date of this order, the head of
each agency shall submit a draft final report detailing the
agency actions described in subsection (a) of this section
to the Vice President, the OMB Director, the Assistant to
the President for Economic Policy, the Assistant to the
President for Domestic Policy, and the Chair of the
Council on Environmental Quality.  The report shall
include specific recommendations that, to the extent
permitted by law, could alleviate or eliminate aspects of
agency actions that burden domestic energy production.  

__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240



202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 12:39 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

We just got the most recent assignment out to our folks
today, as it didn't show up in any of my searches of my
overloaded inbox until you sent the reminder today (even
when I searched Rob Howarth - to this day, the original
assignment did not show up).  This is totally on me for being
out of the office, and I'm trying to find ways to ease the
burden of response on our folks.  This week's deliverable
appears to overlap greatly with the ask below - is that true?  I
need help - give me a call on my cell whenever you have a
chance.

Thank you!!
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, May 16, 2017 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of
Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence
and Economic Growth”
To: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of
Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence
and Economic Growth”
To: Michael Reynolds <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>, Bert
Frost <Bert_Frost@nps.gov>, Jim Kurth
<jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin
<Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Beverly Stephens
<grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________



Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of
Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence
and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale <Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov>,
Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah
Walters <sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry Rae
<kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from OMB on the
report due for EO 12783 Promoting Energy Independence
and Economic Growth.  I wanted to pass it on to you because
I believe a report is due this week.  We did send a copy of
this information to Jim Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room
3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,



please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room
3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937
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Template for Input into July Draft E.O. 13783 Energy Report 

 Please use the format provided by this template for your input required under 
Executive Order 13783. 

I. Executive Summary 

 FWS has identified five mitigation-related items to reduce potential burdens on 
development or use of domestically produced energy resources.  They include: Compensatory 
Mitigation for Impacts to Migratory Bird Habitat, Regulations and Policy Governing Candidate 
Conservation Agreements with Assurances (CCAAs), FWS Mitigation Policy, Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) Compensatory Mitigation Policy, and the Interim Guidance on Implementing 
the Final ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy.    

II. Recommendations for Alleviating or Eliminating Burdensome Actions 
(b) (5) DPP
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Michael Gale
Subject: Fwd: I need help!
Date: Friday, July 21, 2017 10:29:26 AM
Attachments: FWS Response SO 3349 chges accepted.docx.docx

Cason Memo EO 13783.pdf
AgencyName Sec2 EO13783 TEMPLATE FROM OMB.xlsx

FYI, in case you need some cutting edge language re: our plans for mitigation...
We'll definitely need Gary to proof, as there is a chance these plans are too new to promote.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Frazer, Gary <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Jul 13, 2017 at 10:15 AM
Subject: Fwd: I need help!
To: Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Jeff Newman <jeff_newman@fws.gov>
Cc: Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris <Charisa_Morris@fws.gov>

Craig/Jeff -- This concerns our input to a report that DOI needs to provide to OMB in response
to section 2 of E.O. 13783, "Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth".   

  

  

 

(b) (5) DPP



.  

  

Assume that the two of you can coordinate to provide one submission to Charisa by COB
today.  You can send it to her directly, but pls copy me.   

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

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 6:00 PM
Subject: Re: I need help!
To: "Frazer, Gary" <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Jerome Ford <Jerome_Ford@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>,
Jeff Rupert <jeff_rupert@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Katherine Spomer <katherine_spomer@fws.gov>, Shaun Sanchez
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Kurt" <kurt_johnson@fws.gov>

+ Ketty, Shaun, and Kurt

Good afternoon, all-

After many hours of attempted clarifications, we have received SOLID intel that this exercise
overlaps almost completely with the last SO 3349 exercise; however, there are two key
differences:

1.  This exercise requires that all bureaus use the narrative template to submit information. 
Please feel free to cut and paste from the last submission.  You MUST maintain the
format in the template to enable reviewers to easily navigate within and among bureau
products.

2. This exercise requires a bit more information for each "burden" identified, and also
specifies a few more types of burdens they would like to solicit information about. 
Because additional topical information is in the new template, each program must
manage the entries for their particular subject area (i.e., we have no Senior Advisor to
perform this work for you).

Gary and Jerome will be meeting with Greg, Casey, Jim, and Steve tomorrow morning to
determine if any items should be removed from the original spring exercise list (a version of
this is attached with comments from Virginia;  there is no evidence FWP ever submitted a
final).  We anticipate that the version we submit to FWP this week will be mostly a recap of
selected items from the attached, along with any additional items, given the new template

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



headings.

Please reply to all with any questions, and I can get you answers.  

Many thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Frazer, Gary <gary frazer@fws.gov> wrote:

 

 

-- GDF

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

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: July 12, 2017 at 12:53:45 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Here is the relevant portion of the EO.   The first assignment dealt with section a.  This
assignment deals with section d.   The two assignments are related but this one is more in depth.

(b) (5) DPP



There is no wiggle room on this.  I will see if you can get until Monday for submission but that
may be it.  

Sorry.  The email also went to Greg.  

Sec. 2.  Immediate Review of All Agency Actions that Potentially
Burden the Safe, Efficient Development of Domestic Energy
Resources.  (a)  The heads of agencies shall review all existing
regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other
similar agency actions (collectively, agency actions) that potentially
burden the development or use of domestically produced energy
resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear
energy resources.  Such review shall not include agency actions that
are mandated by law, necessary for the public interest, and consistent
with the policy set forth in section 1 of this order. 

(b)  For purposes of this order, "burden" means to unnecessarily
obstruct, delay, curtail, or otherwise impose significant costs on the
siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, or delivery of
energy resources.

(c)  Within 45 days of the date of this order, the head of each agency
with agency actions described in subsection (a) of this section shall
develop and submit to the Director of the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB Director) a plan to carry out the review required by
subsection (a) of this section.  The plans shall also be sent to the Vice
President, the Assistant to the President for Economic Policy, the
Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, and the Chair of the
Council on Environmental Quality.  The head of any agency who
determines that such agency does not have agency actions described
in subsection (a) of this section shall submit to the OMB Director a
written statement to that effect and, absent a determination by the
OMB Director that such agency does have agency actions described
in subsection (a) of this section, shall have no further responsibilities
under this section.

(d)  Within 120 days of the date of this order, the head of each agency
shall submit a draft final report detailing the agency actions described
in subsection (a) of this section to the Vice President, the OMB
Director, the Assistant to the President for Economic Policy, the



Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, and the Chair of the
Council on Environmental Quality.  The report shall include specific
recommendations that, to the extent permitted by law, could alleviate
or eliminate aspects of agency actions that burden domestic energy
production.  

__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 12:39 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

We just got the most recent assignment out to our folks today, as it didn't
show up in any of my searches of my overloaded inbox until you sent the
reminder today (even when I searched Rob Howarth - to this day, the
original assignment did not show up).  This is totally on me for being out of
the office, and I'm trying to find ways to ease the burden of response on our
folks.  This week's deliverable appears to overlap greatly with the ask below
- is that true?  I need help - give me a call on my cell whenever you have a
chance.

Thank you!!
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, May 16, 2017 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order 13783,
“Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order 13783,
“Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”



To: Michael Reynolds <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>, Bert Frost
<Bert_Frost@nps.gov>, Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin
<Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>,
Beverly Stephens <grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order 13783,
“Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale <Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov>, Maureen Foster
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah Walters
<sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry Rae <kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from OMB on the report due for EO
12783 Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth.  I wanted to
pass it on to you because I believe a report is due this week.  We did send a
copy of this information to Jim Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724



-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937
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Memorandum 
 
To: Acting Deputy Secretary 
 
Through: Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, burden, and how the 
action relates to law, as follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize concerns as 
observed by the Service, communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or 
otherwise. 
 
Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
  

Commented [1]: Maureen: 
 
Does this version incorporate the edits that Casey sent 
to you via track changes? 
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From: Greg Sheehan
To: gary lawkowski@ios.doi.gov; aurelia skipwith@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Fwd: Internal draft revised mitigation policies
Date: Monday, June 18, 2018 5:50:26 PM
Attachments: mime-attachment.html

ATT00001.htm
Service-wide Policy -AMENDS 2016- Clean 5-22-18.docx
ATT00002.htm
ESA CMP draft 5-22-18 clean v2.docx
ATT00003.htm
mime-attachment.html
ATT00004.htm

Please see attached draft policies that were prepared by staff.  These were not reviewed or
surnamed by Gary Frazier, myself, or ASFWP before being delivered to DS so they were only
an early draft to contemplate.  

As this point we no longer consider these to be working documents.  

Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
202-208-4545 office
202-676-7675 cell

Begin forwarded message:

From: Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Date: June 7, 2018 at 11:43:11 AM EDT
To: Gareth Rees <gareth_rees@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Tasha Robbins <tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov>, Roslyn Sellars
<Roslyn_Sellars@fws.gov>,  Thomas Irwin <Thomas_Irwin@fws.gov>,
Catherine Gulac <catherine_gulac@ios.doi.gov>,  Greg Sheehan
<Greg_J_Sheehan@fws.gov>, Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Internal draft revised mitigation policies

Gareth — Attached are the current staff drafts of our revised FWS Mitigation
Policy and ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy, reflecting the changes we
recommended when we briefed Todd Willens on the comments we received
earlier this year. — GDF

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Frazer, Gary" <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Date: May 22, 2018 at 6:51:32 PM EDT
To: David Bernhardt < >
Cc: Greg Sheehan <Greg_J_Sheehan@fws.gov>
Subject: Internal draft revised mitigation policies

(b) (6) David Bernhardt



David -- Per your request yesterday, here are the initial draft revised
mitigation policies that are beginning to move into surname.  They
have not reached my desk yet, and I have not yet reviewed them. 

The first document is the Service-wide mitigation policy, which is
short enough to include in its entirety within the FR notice.  

The second is the ESA compensatory mitigation policy, which steps
down the Service-wide policy to address applications under the ESA
.  -- GDF

Gary Frazer
Assistant Director -- Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(202) 208-4646
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Billing Code 4333–15 
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ACTION: Notice of amended final policy. 

 

SUMMARY:   
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DATES:   This Policy is effective on [INSERT DATE OF PUBLICATION IN THE 

FEDERAL REGISTER].  

 

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials received, as well as supporting documentation 

used in the preparation of this amended final Policy, including an environmental 

assessment, are available on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov at Docket Number 

FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0126.    

 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:  Craig Aubrey, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service, Division of Environmental Review, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, 

VA 22041–3803, telephone 703–358–2442. 

 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:   
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Dated:   Month #, 2018______________ 

 

  Gregory J. Sheehan_________________ 

 

Principal Deputy Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

[Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2015-0165; FXES11140900000—178—FF09E33000] 

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Endangered Species Act 

Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.  

ACTION: Notice of amended final policy. 

SUMMARY:   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

DATES:  This policy is effective on [INSERT DATE OF PUBLICATION IN THE 

FEDERAL REGISTER]. 

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials received, as well as supporting documentation 

used in the preparation of this policy, , are available on the Internet at 
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http://www.regulations.gov at Docket Number FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165.  

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Craig Aubrey, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service, Division of Environmental Review, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, VA 

22041–3803; telephone 703–358–2442.  Persons who use a telecommunications device 

for the deaf (TDD) may call the Federal Relay Service at 800–877–8339. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:   
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Dated:  ________________________________________ 

 

 

Signed: ________________________________________ 

 

  Principal Deputy Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  
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REGULATIONS
Key Dems press Zinke for info on reg review task force
Arianna Skibell, E&E News reporter
Published: Wednesday, May 3, 2017

Key House Democrats are pushing back at recent Department of he Interior efforts to roll back
regulations and are questioning the role of acting Deputy Secretary of the Interior James Cason.

House Natural Resource Committee ranking member Raúl Grijalva (D-Ariz ) and Subcommittee
on Oversight and Investigations ranking member Donald McEachin (D-Va ) yesterday sent a
letter to Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke demanding additional information on a newly established
regulatory task force.

President Trump's February executive order on regulations requires agencies to establish a
panel to identify rules for modification or repeal.

The lawmakers noted that the members of the task force, first reported by E&E News, include
five political "beachhead" employees and one career staffer but no Senate-confirmed personnel
or staff with clear technical expertise in land management, wildlife management, environmental
protection or safety regulation.

They added that there is no information "about how this task force will operate, where it fits in he
regulatory review process created by SO 3349, whether any of its ac ivities or decisions will be
transparent and be made known to the public, whether it will accept public comments, or any
other logistical detail."

They demanded Zinke release more information about how he task force plans to operate, while
emphasizing that he task force should not operate in the dark.

"The American people deserve to know why certain regulations are or are not being considered
for repeal or modification, how decisions to repeal or modify regulations are being made, and the
true health, safety, environmental, and economic impacts of making changes to those
regulations," they wrote.

Cason's review authority

In a separate letter, the lawmakers raised questions about an April 12 memo Zinke sent to
department secretaries directing them to ensure all bureau heads and office directors report to
he acting deputy secretary on all "proposed decisions" that have "nationwide, regional, or
statewide impacts."

The memo also said that decisions should not be made until the acting deputy secretary has
"reviewed the report and provided clearance."

"While the memo purports to be in part for the purpose of allowing the Ac ing Deputy Secretary
to learn more about how Departmental decisions are made, the person currently filling the role of
Acting Deputy Secretary, Mr. James Cason, served as Associate Deputy Secretary for the
Department of the Interior from 2001 through 2009, and would be expected to already have a
good understanding about Departmental processes," yesterday's letter pointed out.

Grijalva and McEachin asked Zinke to disclose any guidance issued to Interior agencies
explaining the extent of Cason's review authority. They also asked what authority Cason has
over grants and regulatory decisions, and for further clarification over he terms "na ionwide,
regional, or statewide impacts."

From: Morris, Charisa
To: Betsy Hildebrandt
Subject: Fwd: Key Dems press Zinke for info on reg review task force
Date: Thursday, May 4, 2017 12:34:27 PM

Forgot to send this article after the 8:15 - enjoy!

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Johnson, Mike
To: Morris, Charisa
Subject: Fwd: MB SO3349 submission
Date: Thursday, July 13, 2017 12:43:20 PM
Attachments: Submission for Migratory Bird Program-SO3349-MB.docx

Charisa

Fixed formatting please replace with this one.

Thanks,

Mike
Michael J. Johnson
Deputy Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS 
5275 LEESBURG PIKE, MS: MB
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803
Office:  703-358-1893
Mobile: 703-915-0424
mike j johnson@fws.gov
Building a vision for the next 100 years of Bird Conservation!

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Matson, Noah <noah_matson@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Jul 13, 2017 at 1:19 PM
Subject: MB SO3349 submission
To: "Charisa Morris (charisa_morris@fws.gov)" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Cc: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>

Charisa,

attached is Migratory Bird's submission. We only had an entry under letter H, so that is the
only portion of the template I included in the attached. Please let me know if you have any
questions.

Thanks!

Noah 



Submission for Migratory Bird Program, Response to S.O. 3349 and June 28, 2017 Jim 
Cason Memo  
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz; Craig Aubrey
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 1:38:28 PM

Good afternoon!

I literally just found out about the assignment, below, due COB today.  It looks like it
originally went to you three - is ES fielding this response?  

Thanks!
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy yesterday and
just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit through the requested
channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff



Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait.  Just didn't
make sense to me to collect the same information twice (SO 3349)
and on a very different (seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me
know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets, Alexa"
<Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema <guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have discussed
the request with our National Park Service Acting Chief of Staff,
Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold off on responding until
we can coordinate our response to this request, as well as to the
Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to discuss
further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa
Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James
Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:



This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that do or may
impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with the Secretarial
Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not replace, the
process set out and required in the S.O. You will likely receive instruction
from your leadership in the near future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our leaderships’
planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot <ray sauvajot@nps.gov>;
Brian Carlstrom <brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer <gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey <craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New
Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup <benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom <scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders



<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie <phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>;
Kendra Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March
30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate change or
GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance, instructions, or
handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance
for Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate Change in
NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation
policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include any
policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change or
GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary (couple of sentences)
for ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy or guidance. 
OEPC has entered information on those policies we are responsible
for, or which we have information on. You may wish to refer to those
entries for examples of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document available at the
link provided NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please contact Carol
Braegelmann carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.
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Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; Hawbecker,
Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup <Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom <scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>;
Dennis Daugherty <dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>;
Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>



Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our document, so
feel free to add to the link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info to the
Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM, Schindler,
James <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or started a list
of their mitigation policies, but we'd like a
comprehensive source of all this
information department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference document
listing what (if any) statute authorizes it;
where it is found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or implementation
guidance; and finally, what type of
mitigation (e.g. compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of over-inclusion
so feel free to add anything in you think we
may be missing. Each item just requires a
summary with a few sentences.  
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Karen,I know Susan and Stephen have
begun looking at this in the SOL office, and
Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this information
compiled within the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual or entity
to which it is addressed.  It may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, or
otherwise protected by applicable law.  If you
are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution,



copying or use of the e-mail or its contents is
strictly prohibited.  If you receive this e-mail
in error, please notify the sender immediately
and destroy all copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 



 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Foster, Maureen
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 1:53:52 PM

Hi Maureen-

I just found out about this assignment.  While it was sent to our ES staff, we also need Science
and Refuge input, which we may not be able to get on such short notice. If you know of any
flexibility in the deadline, that could help us get a solid product in. If you have any advice on
how we can ensure Departmental contacts sends requests through our Director's Office to
ensure a full agency response, I am all ears. :-)  

Speaking of which, I'll be forwarding you another climate item that came through a stovepipe
from the DOI Office of Policy Analysis to our Science App guys last week.  I'll be letting
those folks know to request information from us through you in the future. 

Thanks, Maureen!
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy yesterday and
just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit through the requested
channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 



See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait.  Just didn't
make sense to me to collect the same information twice (SO 3349)
and on a very different (seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me
know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets, Alexa"
<Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema <guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have discussed
the request with our National Park Service Acting Chief of Staff,
Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold off on responding until
we can coordinate our response to this request, as well as to the
Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to discuss
further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen



**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa
Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James
Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard



<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that do or may
impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with the Secretarial
Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not replace, the
process set out and required in the S.O. You will likely receive instruction
from your leadership in the near future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our leaderships’
planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot <ray sauvajot@nps.gov>;
Brian Carlstrom <brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer <gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey <craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New
Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman



<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup <benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom <scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie <phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>;
Kendra Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March
30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate change or
GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance, instructions, or
handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance
for Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate Change in
NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation
policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include any
policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change or
GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary (couple of sentences)
for ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy or guidance. 
OEPC has entered information on those policies we are responsible
for, or which we have information on. You may wish to refer to those
entries for examples of summaries to include.

 

(b) (5) CIP



Please have the information entered on the document available at the
link provided NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please contact Carol
Braegelmann carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; Hawbecker,
Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup <Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom <scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman



<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>;
Dennis Daugherty <dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>;
Michaela Noble <michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our document, so
feel free to add to the link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info to the
Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM, Schindler,
James <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or started a list
of their mitigation policies, but we'd like a
comprehensive source of all this
information department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference document
listing what (if any) statute authorizes it;
where it is found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or implementation
guidance; and finally, what type of
mitigation (e.g. compensatory) it is. 

 

(b) (5) CIP



We want to err on the side of over-inclusion
so feel free to add anything in you think we
may be missing. Each item just requires a
summary with a few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen have
begun looking at this in the SOL office, and
Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this information
compiled within the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 



This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual or entity
to which it is addressed.  It may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, or
otherwise protected by applicable law.  If you
are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution,
copying or use of the e-mail or its contents is
strictly prohibited.  If you receive this e-mail
in error, please notify the sender immediately
and destroy all copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 



downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Frazer, Gary
To: Gina Shultz
Cc: Charisa Morris; Kashyap Patel
Subject: Fwd: Monthly Assistant Secretary Meeting with the Secretary - due COB 6 June please
Date: Wednesday, June 6, 2018 10:04:50 AM
Attachments: SOI-ASFWP Monthly Meeting 2018-06-11.docx

 

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

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Patel, Kashyap <kashyap_patel@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Jun 6, 2018 at 10:15 AM
Subject: Re: Monthly Assistant Secretary Meeting with the Secretary - due COB 6 June please
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Shaun Sanchez
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Jerome Ford <Jerome_Ford@fws.gov>, Mike Johnson
<mike_j_johnson@fws.gov>, Edward Grace <edward_grace@fws.gov>
Cc: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Xiomara Labiosa
<xiomara_labiosa@fws.gov>, Lois A Wellman <Lois_Wellman@fws.gov>, Delores Bigby
<delores_bigby@fws.gov>

Hello again,

     

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) 
DPP

(b) (5) DPP



Please let me know if I can staff any questions.

Always grateful,
Kashyap

On Tue, Jun 5, 2018 at 7:29 PM, Kashyap Patel <kashyap_patel@fws.gov> wrote:
Sorry, I need to move the goal posts on this one. I'll need your edits/updates COB 6 June
please (or at least in time for Gregs review at the 7 June, 8:30am check-in). 
Kashyap

On Jun 5, 2018, at 16:02, Patel, Kashyap <kashyap_patel@fws.gov> wrote:

Good afternoon,

FWP is soliciting our input on the Secretary's monthly meeting agenda. Attached is the FWS
portion of the agenda from last month's meeting.

Could you please update your sections, and make any recommendations for adding or
deleting an issue. 

Please let me know if you need more time beyond COB 7 June.

Very many thanks,
Kashyap

-- 
Kashyap_Patel@fws.gov | acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
| 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-4923 | Txt/Cell: 703-638-4640
<SOI-ASFWP Monthly Meeting 2018-06-11.docx>

-- 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



Kashyap Patel@fws.gov | acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
| 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-4923 | Txt/Cell: 703-638-4640



 
United States Department of the Interior 

Washington, D.C. 20240 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY MONTHLY MEETING WITH THE SECRETARY 
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DATE:   June 11, 2018   TIME:  10:30 a m. 
FROM: Susan Combs, Senior Advisor to the Secretary, exercising the authority of the 
Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks  
SUBJECT:  Monthly Meeting 
DOI Staff Participating:  David Bernhardt, Todd Willens, Scott Hommel, Downey Magallanes, 
Dan Smith, Greg Sheehan 
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From: Mott, Seth
To: Benjamin Tuggle
Subject: Fwd: NCT: DOI Review of Executive Order (EO) 13783
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 9:22:02 AM
Attachments: DOI Press Release - Energy Burdens Report.pdf

DOI Domestic Energy Review - Final Report.pdf
News - Climate policies in limbo.pdf

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 26, 2017 at 8:58 AM
Subject: NCT: DOI Review of Executive Order (EO) 13783
To: FWS National Climate Team <fws_national_climate_team@fws.gov>

Hi all,

DOI recently published a report reviewing DOI actions that potentially burden domestic
energy (and attached).  I studied the document this morning and wanted to update everyone. 
The final report does have guidance for FWS, but not on climate change-related policies that
the NCT has been directly addressing.  For example, it has guidance referring to streamlining
rights-of-way (ROW) for pipelines and electricity transmission.

The only clear language in the report directly related to climate change policies is the
following:

Interior is reviewing bureau reports of the work conducted to identify requirements relevant
to climate that can potentially burden the development or uses of domestically produced
energy resources. Most of the bureaus found no existing requirements in place. A couple of
bureaus have non-regulatory documents (i.e., handbook, memo, manual, guidance, etc.) that
inwardly focus on their units and workforce management activities. Interior is reviewing
these to better understand their connection to other management, operations and guidance
documents.

As you may recall, FWS submitted a detailed list to DOI earlier this year as part of the review
under Secretarial Order 3349.  We will keep you updated if we learn anything additional
further.  We haven't heard anything since we submitted our review.

On a related note, I have not yet studied the DOI draft Strategic Plan, a copy of which was
reported yesterday.  When it is published in final form, I will review it and report back to the
NCT and this listserv on priorities for the NCT.

Please let me know if you have any questions or if I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg



U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
202-208-7165 / 703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803
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Department of the Interior
Releases Energy Burdens Report
 Outlines  Trump Administration's bold approach to achieving
American energy dominance

Date: October 25, 2017 

Contact: Interior Press@ios.doi.gov

WASHINGTON – Today, the U.S. Department of the Interior released the "Review of the

Department of the Interior Actions that Potentially Burden Domestic Energy" report which was

produced in response to Executive Order 13783. The report identi�ed agency actions that

potentially burden the development or use of domestically produced energy resources, with

particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear energy resources. Interior oversees

America's oil, gas, coal, hydropower, and renewable energy resources produced on federal lands

and waters, which account for almost one-�fth of the Nation's energy and generate on average

$10 billion per year in annual revenue. Today, Secretary Zinke also signed Secretarial Order

3358, that will establish the Executive Committee for Expedited Permitting.

“Developing our energy resources to grow our economy and protecting the environment are not

mutually exclusive. However, while conducting the review outlined in the Executive Order, we

Share

U.S. Department of the Interior

Press Releases
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found that several costly and burdensome regulations from the past threaten that balance by

hampering the production or transmission of our domestic energy,” said U.S. Secretary of the

Interior Ryan Zinke. “Our public lands are meant to be managed for the bene�t of the people.

That means a multiple-use approach where appropriate and making sure that multiple-use

includes energy development under reasonable regulations. Following President Trump’s

leadership, Interior is fostering domestic energy production by streamlining permitting and

revising and repealing Obama-era job killing regulations – all while doing so in an

environmentally responsible way.”

“The federal government can and must be a better business partner,” Vincent DeVito,

Counselor to the Secretary for Energy Policy, said. “Secretary Zinke’s bold approach to

achieving American energy dominance is making our nation freer, more secure, and more

prosperous. Regulations should not unnecessarily burden energy production, but that is what

occurs in many cases. The recent actions outlined in this energy report show how Interior is

rolling back some of these burdensome regulations that add little or no value, while promoting

responsible energy development.”

The report identi�ed a number of burdens that speci�cally impede the production and

transportation of energy resources, including, but not limited to: 

Obama-Era 5-Year Program Under the last Administration, 94% of the Outer Continental

Shelf (OCS) was put o�-limits from leasing, having an adverse e�ect on jobs and energy

dominance, while drastically reducing access to future revenue.

Trump Administration Action: Secretarial Order 3350, America-First O�shore Energy

Strategy started the process of developing a new 5-Year Program to responsibly

develop the OCS and generate much-needed revenue. 

Federal Coal Leasing Moratorium (Secretarial Order 3338, Discretionary

Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Modernize the Federal Coal

Program )  Nearly 40% of our nation's coal comes from public lands.  The 2016 coal

moratorium undermines American energy security, inhibits job creation, and reduces

revenues to state and local governments.

Action: Secretarial Order 3348, Concerning the Federal Coal Moratorium repealed the

Obama-era moratorium on new federal coal leases.

Hydraulic Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands Rule   The compliance costs of the

existing 2015 rule on hydraulic fracturing are not justi�ed. All 32 states with federal oil and
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gas leases and some tribes currently have laws or regulations that address hydraulic

fracturing operations. 

Action: Secretarial Order 3349: American Energy Independence put the rule under

review. The BLM published a rulemaking to rescind the rule on July 25th.

Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation AKA

the Venting and Flaring Rule The rule imposes a substantial burden on industry,

especially for marginal well production in energy-rich states like New Mexico, particularly

the requirements that are set to become e�ective on January 17, 2018.

Action: Secretarial Order 3349: American Energy Independence put the rules under

review for subsequent action by the Department. On October 5, 2017, the BLM issued

a proposed rule to temporarily suspend certain requirements of the rule. The BLM is

also actively reviewing the underlying regulation for potential revision.

Unnecessarily lengthy NEPA reviews delay projects The NEPA process has added extra

time and analysis to project completion, which adds to uncertainty for industry and higher

costs for taxpayers. This is particularly true for Departmental actions that impact energy

and infrastructure projects, such as resource management planning, permitting, and

issuance of rights-of-way for pipeline projects and electricity transmission.

Actions: The Department has identi�ed a number of rules and regulations to revise or

rescind such as the Master Leasing Plans, the NEPA Compliance for Oil and Gas Lease

Reinstatement Petitions, and the Sage-Grouse Resource Management Plans. In

addition, the Deputy Secretary issued an August memo setting a deadline of one year

and limiting EIS statements to 150 pages or 300 pages for unusually complex projects.

Holding energy producers hostage via Compensatory Mitigation (Secretarial Order

3330 )  Current compensatory mitigation policies have reduced predictability, created

con�icts, and unnecessarily increased permitting/authorization timelines. Additionally,

industry stakeholders believe the mitigation planning goal exceeds statutory authority.

Currently, Interior and its bureaus lack a consistent terminology and framework for

mitigation.

Action: Secretarial Order 3349: American Energy Independence reexamined the use

of mitigation policies and practices in order to better balance conservation strategies

and job creation. Bureaus at the Interior will review various handbooks and manuals

on the use of mitigation for energy and infrastructure projects.

Systematic delays in the leasing program and permitting process The long period from

when acreage is �rst nominated to when those acres are o�ered at a lease sale, as well as

delays between the lease sale date and when leases are awarded reduces industry
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certainty and hinders states from receiving their share of lease sale revenues.   These

delays have rendered industry less able to plan for and execute exploration and

production strategies in a timely fashion, and less able to respond e�ectively to changing

market conditions.

Action: Secretarial Order 3354 Supporting and Improving the Federal Onshore Oil and

Gas Leasing Program and Federal Solid Mineral Leasing Program. Secretarial Order

3358 to form a permit expediting committee. In January 2017 there were 92 vacancies

in key positions related to the permitting process. Since that time this administration

has �lled nearly half of those positions. The BLM is also modernizing the software

used to track and coordinate permitting while seeking to add regional teams that will

be able to greatly streamline the permitting process. So far this year the BLM has

decreased their processing time for APDs by an average of 46 days.

Endangered Species Act   The Endangered Species Act (ESA) is taken into consideration

for both on- and o�shore energy and infrastructure projects. It has far-reaching negative

impacts on energy production and transmission as well as on critical infrastructure

projects. ESA abuses have led to increased costs and delays on projects.

Action:   Secretarial Order 3353: Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation and Cooperation

with Western States Work with the Western Governors Association and other local

partners to develop recommendations to improve the application of the ESA.  Launch

a review of ESA regulations and policy documents regarding outdated, unnecessary,

ine�ective, and inconsistently aligned with Executive and Secretarial Orders.

The report also detailed extensive action taken to advance American Energy Dominance at the

Department of the Interior, including, but not limited to: 

Secretarial Order 3351: Strengthening the Department of the Interior's Energy Portfolio

Secretarial Order 3352: National Petroleum Reserve - Alaska 

Secretarial Order 3353: Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation and Cooperation with Western

States

Reestablishing the Royalty Policy Committee to ensure the public continues to receive the

full value of energy produced on federal lands.

Review, repeal, and rewriting of the following rules: the BSEE Well Control and BOP Rules,

the ONRR Valuation Rule, and the OSMRE Stream Protection Rule.

PRESS RELEASE
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Read more

Secretary Zinke Announces Largest Oil &Gas Lease Sale
in U.S. History

Read more
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Interior Supports California Wild�re Suppression E�orts
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Report of the Secretary of the Interior 
                   Final Report:  Review of the Department of the Interior Actions that Potentially Burden 

Domestic Energy 

I. Purpose of this Report 
 

“Energy is an essential part of American life and a staple of the world economy.  
Achieving American energy dominance begins with recognizing that we have vast 
untapped domestic energy reserves.  For too long America has been held back by 
burdensome regulations on our energy industry.  The Department is committed to an 
America-first energy strategy that lowers costs for hardworking Americans and 
maximizes the use of American resources, freeing us from dependence on foreign oil.” 
 
Secretary Zinke, May 1, 2017, Secretarial Order 3351 Strengthening the Department of 
the Interior’s Energy Portfolio 

 
This final report describes the Department of the Interior’s (Interior or Department) progress in 
implementing Executive Order (EO) 13783, Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 
Growth, dated March 28, 2017.  EO13783 requires the head of each agency to carry out a review 
of all agency actions that potentially burden the development or use of domestically produced 
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear energy resources.  
See EO13783, section 2(a).  On May 8, 2017, the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) 
issued guidance to agencies on the contents of a draft report.  See OMB Guidance M-17-24 (May 
8, 2017).  The Secretary of the Interior (Secretary) has aggressively pursued a comprehensive 
review of Interior’s energy activities and this final report details the results of this review. 

II. Interior’s Role in Domestic Energy Production, Development, and Use  

Interior is the steward and manager of America’s natural resources, including oil, gas, coal, 
hydropower, and renewable energy resources.  Interior manages lands, subsurface rights, and 
offshore areas that produce approximately 19 percent of the Nation’s energy.  Energy 
development on public lands increases domestic energy production, provides alternatives to 
overseas energy resources, creates jobs, and enhances the Nation’s energy security.  The Office 
of Natural Resources Revenue (ONRR) collects an average of over $10 billion annual revenue 
from onshore and offshore energy production, one of the Federal Government’s largest sources 
of non-tax revenue. 
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Nine of Interior’s bureaus have energy programs and responsibilities: 

 The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) administers onshore energy and subsurface 
minerals on certain public lands. 

 The Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement (OSMRE) works with states 
and tribes to oversee environmentally sound coal mining operations; 

 The Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) oversees offshore oil, gas, and wind 
development. 

 The Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement (BSEE) is the lead Federal agency 
charged with improving safety and ensuring environmental protection related to the 
offshore energy industry, primarily oil and natural gas, on the U.S. Outer Continental 
Shelf (OCS). 

 The Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) is the second largest producer of hydroelectric power 
in the United States, generating over 40 million megawatt-hours of electricity each year; 

 The Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) oversees leasing of tribal and Indian land for energy 
development.  

 The Office of Natural Resources Revenue (ONRR) collects revenue from energy 
production and development. 

 The United States Geological Survey (USGS) conducts research and assessments on the 
location, quantity, and quality of energy resources, including the economic and 
environmental effects of resource extraction and use.   

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and National Park Service (NPS), while not directly 
involved in the production or development of energy as part of their missions, may have Federal 
or non-Federal oil and gas or mineral inholdings.  These agencies also manage lands and trails 
through which important energy-related infrastructure may pass in order to bring affordable 
energy to American families throughout our country.  These agencies therefore have the ability 
to reduce potential burdens on domestic energy production, development, or transmission. 

III. Immediate Action – Secretarial Orders  
 
When the United States is a leader in developing its energy resources, it is less dependent on 
other nations, leading to a stronger America.  Interior is committed to an America-First energy 
strategy that fosters domestic energy production in order to keep energy prices low for American 
families, businesses, and manufacturers.  Every drop of oil, Mcf of natural gas or MW of 
offshore wind energy produced here in the U.S. benefits the American workers employed in 
those operations and also frees us from dependence on foreign energy resources.  Beyond 
enhancing America’s energy security, low cost energy benefits the American consumer and 
enhances American manufacturing competitiveness, making American businesses more 
competitive globally.  Secretary Zinke recognizes that development of energy resources on 
public lands increases the Nation’s domestic energy supply, provides alternatives to overseas 
energy resources, generates revenue, creates jobs, and enhances national security.  Eliminating 
harmful regulations and unnecessary policies will require a sustained and focused effort.  That 
said, the Department will strike the appropriate balance in order to make use of our Nation’s 
domestic resource wealth while also ensuring careful attention to safe and environmentally 
responsible operations both onshore and offshore, and promoting conservation stewardship.   
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Secretary Zinke has issued seven Secretarial Orders to improve domestic onshore and offshore 
energy production that further these principles.  To ensure energy policies receive the highest 
level attention across Interior, the Secretary established the Counselor to the Secretary for 
Energy Policy position to coordinate the energy policy of Interior, including, but not limited to, 
promoting responsible development of energy on public lands managed and administered by 
Interior, developing strategies to eliminate or minimize regulatory burdens that unnecessarily 
encumber energy, and promoting efficient and effective processing of energy-related 
authorizations, permits, regulations, and agreements.  See Secretarial Order 3351, “Strengthening 
the Department of the Interior’s Energy Portfolio” (May 1, 2017).  Establishing this position that 
reports directly to the Secretary assures that developing America’s energy resources in a 
responsible way to create jobs and enhance the energy security of the United States will remain a 
central priority.  The remaining six Secretarial orders are: 
 

 Secretarial Order 3348 – Concerning the Federal Coal Moratorium; 
 Secretarial Order 3349 – American Energy Independence; 
 Secretarial Order 3350 – America-First Offshore Energy Strategy; 
 Secretarial Order 3352 – National Petroleum Reserve – Alaska; 
 Secretarial Order 3353 – Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation and Cooperation with 

Western States; and 
 Secretarial Order 3354 – Supporting and Improving the Federal Onshore Oil and Gas 

Leasing Program and Federal Solid Mineral Leasing Program. 

These Orders direct Interior bureaus and offices to take immediate and specific actions to 
identify and alleviate or eliminate burdens on domestic energy development.  Within this 
framework, bureaus have identified actions and, in some cases, already made progress in 
alleviating or eliminating the energy burdens. 
 

A. Secretary Order 3348 – Concerning the Federal Coal Moratorium 

One of Secretary Zinke’s first acts was to sign Secretarial Order 3348, “Concerning the Federal 
Coal Moratorium” (March 29, 2017), which removed the moratorium on the Federal coal leasing 
program by revoking a prior Secretarial Order (Secretarial Order 3338, “Discretionary 
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Modernize the Federal Coal Program”).  
Secretarial Order 3348 promotes American energy security, job creation, and proper 
conservation stewardship.  It directs BLM to process coal lease applications and modifications 
expeditiously and directs Interior bureaus and offices to make appropriate changes to policy and 
guidance documents to further President Donald Trump’s policy of promoting American energy 
independence and economic growth. (See further discussion below at IV.x and E.) 

In addition to lifting the coal moratorium, Secretary Zinke took other actions to advance 
American energy independence.  In announcing these actions he said, “Today I signed a series of 
directives to put America on track to achieve the President’s vision for energy independence and 
bringing jobs back to communities across the country.”  These directives foster responsible 
development of coal, oil, gas, and renewable energy on Federal and tribal lands and initiate 
review of agency actions directed by EO13783.  
 



  

6 
 

 

 

B. Secretarial Order 3349 – American Energy Independence 

The most overarching Secretarial Order reducing burdens on energy development is Secretarial 
Order 3349, “American Energy Independence” (March 29, 2017), which directed bureaus to 
examine specific actions impacting oil and gas development, and any other actions affecting 
other energy development.  It revoked Secretarial Order 3330, “Improving Mitigation Policies 
and Practices of the Department of the Interior,” and directed bureaus and offices to review all 
actions taken pursuant to that Order for possible reconsideration, modification, or rescission.  It 
also directed each bureau and office to review actions taken regarding rescinded Executive 
Orders related to climate change.  Further, it directed the review of the following specific actions 
impacting energy development: 

 BLM Hydraulic Fracturing Rule (RIN 1004–AE26) (see discussion below under IV.A.i.); 
 BLM Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation 

Rule (RIN 1004–AE14) (see discussion below under IV.A.ii); 
 NPS Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights Rule (RIN 1024–AD78); and 
 FWS National Wildlife Refuge System; Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights 

(RIN 1018–AX36) (see discussion below under IV.F.). 
 

C. Secretarial Order 3350 – America-First Offshore Energy Strategy 

This Order enhances opportunities for energy exploration, leasing, conservation stewardship, and 
development on the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS), thereby providing jobs, energy security, and 
revenue for the American people by reinitiating the five-year planning process.  Among other 
actions, it directed the review of the following regulatory actions that impact offshore energy 
development: 

 BOEM Notice to Lessees (NTL) No. 2016-N01 entitled, “Notice to Lessees and Operators 
of Federal Oil and Gas, and Sulfur Leases, and Holders of Pipeline Right-of-Way and 
Right-of-Use and Easement Grants in the Outer Continental Shelf”; 

 BOEM Offshore Air Quality Control, Reporting, and Compliance Rule (RIN 1010-
AD82); 

 BSEE Oil and Gas and Sulfur Operations in the Outer Continental Shelf-Blowout 
Preventer Systems and Well Control (RIN 1014–AA11); and 

 BOEM and BSEE Oil and Gas and Sulfur Operations on the Outer Continental Shelf—
Requirements for Exploratory Drilling on the Arctic Outer Continental Shelf Rule (RIN 
1082–AA00). 

 
D. Secretarial Order 3352 – National Petroleum Reserve – Alaska 

This Order provides for clean and safe development of oil and gas resources in the National 
Petroleum Reserve in Alaska, recognizing that prudent development of these resources is 
essential to ensuring the Nation’s geopolitical security.  (See discussion below at IV.J.) 
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E. Secretarial Order 3353 – Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation and 

Cooperation with Western States 

Sage-grouse protections can affect energy development because these activities often share the 
same land across the 11 western states and 67 million acres of Federal land that are affected by 
sage grouse habitat.  This Order establishes a Sage-Grouse Review Team that includes 
representatives from the BLM, FWS, and U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) to review the 2015 
Sage-Grouse Plans and associated policies, giving appropriate weight to the value of energy and 
other development on public lands within BLM’s overall multiple-use mission and to be 
consistent with the policy set forth in Secretarial Order 3349, “American Energy Independence.”  
(See discussion below at IV.A.vii.) 

F. Secretarial Order 3354 – Supporting and Improving the Federal 
Onshore Oil and Gas Leasing Program and Federal Solid Mineral 
Leasing Program 

This Order intends to ensure that quarterly oil and gas lease sales are consistently held and to 
identify ways to promote the exploration and development of Federal onshore oil and gas and 
solid mineral resources, including improving quarterly lease sales, enhancing the Federal 
onshore solid mineral leasing program, and improving the permitting processes.  See discussion 
below at IV.A. 

Details of progress in accordance with the aforementioned Executive and Secretarial Orders are 
described below, as well as relevant proposed actions that are currently under review.  Prior to 
reaching a final determination regarding any proposed action, Interior may be required to comply 
with the notice and comment requirements of the Administrative Procedure Act or other laws 
and regulations, and will weigh the results of such procedures accordingly in its decisionmaking 
process. 

IV. Results of Interior’s Review of Potentially Energy-Burdening Actions 

A. Bureau of Land Management  

The Bureau of Land Management administers more land than any other Federal agency, 
consisting of more than 245 million surface acres and 700 million acres of subsurface mineral 
development.  In response to EO13783 and Secretarial Orders 3348, 3349, and 3354, BLM is 
revising and reforming its leasing processes, improving the Coal Management Program, and 
delaying, revising, or rescinding burdensome regulations and policies to improve domestic 
energy production and support jobs.   

Below is a list of specific actions BLM is undertaking to reduce burdens on the production of 
energy on BLM managed resources. 
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i. Review of the Hydraulic Fracturing rule 
 
Executive Order 13783 required Interior to review the final rule entitled, “Oil and Gas; 
Hydraulic Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands,” 80 FR 16128 (Mar. 26, 2015).  
Secretarial Order 3349 directed BLM to undertake that review.  On July 25, 2017, BLM 
published a proposed rule to rescind the 2015 hydraulic fracturing rule because the 
compliance costs of the existing 2015 rule are not justified (82 FR 34464).  All 32 states 
with Federal oil and gas leases and some tribes currently have laws or regulations that 
address hydraulic fracturing operations.  Thus, rescinding the rule has the potential to 
reduce regulatory burdens by enabling oil and gas operations to occur under one set of 
regulations within each state or tribal lands, rather than two.  Rescinding this rule may 
result in additional interest in oil and gas development on public lands, especially under 
higher commodity prices.   

Interior has identified this proposed rescission as a deregulatory action under      
EO13771. 

ii. Temporarily Suspend or Postpone Certain Requirements and Review to Rescind 
or Revise the Venting and Flaring Rule 

Executive Order 13783 required Interior to review the final rule entitled, “Oil and Gas; 
Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation,” 81 FR 
83008 (Nov. 18, 2016), also known as the “Venting and Flaring” rule.  Secretarial Order 
3349 ordered BLM to review the rule and report to the Assistant Secretary – Land and 
Minerals Management on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy expressed in 
EO13783.   

The BLM conducted an initial review of the rule and found that it was inconsistent with 
the policy stated in EO13783 that “it is in the national interest to promote clean and safe 
development of our nation’s vast energy resources, while at the same time avoiding 
regulatory burdens that unnecessarily encumber energy production, constrain economic 
growth, and prevent job creation.”  The BLM recognizes that the 2016 final rule poses a 
substantial burden on industry, particularly those requirements that are set to become 
effective on January 17, 2018.  The BLM issued a proposed rule that was published in the 
Federal Register on October 5, 2017, seeking comment on temporarily suspending or 
delaying certain requirements until January 17, 2019, to reduce the regulatory burden on 
the energy industry.  This will provide industry additional time to plan for and engineer 
responsive infrastructure modifications that will comply with the regulation.   

If finalized, the revised regulation will provide significant additional phase-in time to oil 
and gas operators.  

The BLM intends to work with industry to develop metrics, including key timelines or 
benchmarks, and the reduction of flaring from Federal and Indian lands over time. 

Following up on its initial review, BLM has reviewed the 2016 final rule in accordance 
with the policies set forth in EO13783.  The BLM is currently drafting a proposed rule 
that would eliminate overlap with the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) Clean 
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Air Act authorities while also clarifying regulatory provisions related to the beneficial use 
of gas on Federal and Indian lands. 

The BLM has identified the delay of effective date rulemaking as a deregulatory 
action under EO13771. 

iii. Revise Oil and Gas; Onshore Orders Nos. 3, 4 and 5 

The burdens placed on industry through these 3 new regulations are being reviewed as 
directed under EO13783.  These 3 rulemakings, which were promulgated and issued 
concurrently, updated and replaced BLM’s Onshore Orders for site security, oil 
measurement, and gas measurement regulations, respectively, that had been in place since 
1989.  They are codified in the Code of Federal Regulations at 43 CFR parts 3173, 3174, 
and 3175.  External and internal oversight reviews prompted these rulemakings and 
found that many of BLM’s production measurement and accountability policies were 
outdated and inconsistently applied.  The new rules also address some of the Government 
Accountability Office (GAO) concerns for high risk with regard to Interior’s production 
accountability.  These 3 regulations impose new cost burdens on operators as a result of 
oil and gas facility infrastructure changes.  The cost estimates for each individual rule are 
as follows:   

 Order 3, Site Security: $31.2 million in one-time costs, plus an $11.7 million 
increase in annual operating costs;   

 Order 4, Oil Measurement: $3.3 million in one-time costs, plus a $4.6 million 
increase in annual operating costs; and   

 Order 5, Gas Measurement: $23.3 million one-time cost, plus $12.1 million 
increase in annual operating costs.   

The new regulations also provide a process for approving new technology that meets 
defined performance goals.  Some provisions of the rule may have added regulatory 
burdens that unnecessarily encumber energy production, constrain economic growth, and 
prevent job creation. 

The BLM is currently assessing the rules to determine 1) if additional revisions are 
needed beyond the already-implemented phase-in period for certain provisions, 2) the 
ability for industry to introduce new technologies through a defined process, rather than 
through an exception request, and 3) the built-in waivers or variances.  The BLM expects 
to complete its assessment of possible changes to alleviate burdens that may have added 
to constraints on energy production, economic growth and job creation by the end of the 
fourth quarter of FY 2017.  

The new regulations have built in necessary waivers or variances.  The BLM’s 
establishment of a phase-in period for the new site security and production measurement 
regulations is an interim measure.  The BLM will measure success over the phase-in 
period in terms of the production measurements, royalties paid, a reduction in under-
reporting of production, and greater site security for production facilities. 

iv. Revise and Replace Policy, Oil and Gas; IM 2010-117, “Oil and Gas Leasing 
Reform – Land Use Planning and Lease Parcel Reviews” 
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This policy will be replaced with revised guidance for the purpose of establishing greater 
efficiencies in the oil and gas leasing process.  Policy Instruction Memorandum (IM) 
2010-117 established a process for leasing oil and gas resources on Federal lands.  The 
BLM intended the IM to reduce the backlog of unissued leases.  However, the IM has 
resulted in longer time frames in analyzing and responding to protests and appeals, as 
well as longer lead times for BLM to clear and make available parcels for oil and gas 
lease sales.  It has also resulted in increased workload and staffing needs to conduct 
additional upfront environmental analysis. 

The BLM has undertaken an effort to revise and reform its leasing policy and to 
streamline the leasing process from beginning (i.e. receipt of an Expression of Interest) to 
end (competitively offering the nominated acreage in a lease sale).  Under existing 
policies and procedures, the process can take up to 16 months (and sometimes longer) 
from the time lands are nominated to the time a lease sale occurs.  The BLM is examining 
ways to significantly reduce this time by as much as 8-10 months.  The BLM plans to 
complete revisions to the leasing process in the first quarter of FY 2018.  

A shorter period from nomination to sale will reduce the number of nominated acres 
awaiting competitive sale at any given time and will increase industry certainty regarding 
the acreage it holds.  As a result, industry will be able to plan for and execute exploration 
and production strategies earlier, and respond more effectively to changing market 
conditions. 

Reducing the average time from acreage nomination to lease sale will be BLM’s measure 
of success.  The BLM does not control what acreage industry nominates because market 
conditions can fluctuate dramatically; therefore, total nominated acreage awaiting sale is 
not likely to be a measure of success. 

Until the policy revisions are completed, BLM is setting quarterly lease sale acreage 
targets to address the acreage currently nominated.  The BLM is also identifying ways to 
augment staff support for potential sales in those offices with the greatest numbers of 
acres nominated. 

v. Rescind Policy, Oil and Gas; IM 2013-101, “Oil and Gas Leasing Reform – Master 
Leasing Plans (MLPs)” 

This policy announced the incorporation of Master Leasing Plans (MLPs) in the oil and 
gas leasing process, further explained in Chapter V of the BLM Handbook H-1624-1, 
entitled “Planning for Fluid Mineral Resources.”  The IM establishes a process for 
integrating an MLP into the land use planning process.  The BLM has extended this IM 
several times while the BLM completes the public scoping and analysis for MLPs.  An 
unintended consequence of this policy has been that many areas open to oil and gas 
leasing have been deferred from leasing while they await the completion of the MLP 
process. 

The BLM has undertaken an effort to revise the leasing reform and MLP policy and to re-
establish the BLM Resource Management Plans (RMPs) as the source of lands available 
for fluid minerals leasing.  The BLM is currently evaluating existing MLP efforts with 
the goal of ending this approach.  The BLM expects to rescind this IM and complete the 
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revision of the above BLM Handbook, as well as any other relevant BLM handbooks, in 
the first quarter of FY 2018.  

Because this change will re-establish the RMP as the source of land allocation decisions 
for fluid minerals, it will result in more streamlined National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) analysis and a shorter timeframe for acreage nominations to make it to a 
competitive lease sale.  Since extra time and NEPA analysis adds to uncertainty for 
industry and use of taxpayer dollars by the Department, removing these process-related 
steps has the effect of decreasing uncertainty. 

The primary measure of success in removing regulatory burden from the rescission of the 
MLP policy will be in the elimination of related nominated acreage sale deferral pending 
completion of MLP NEPA.  While there will continue to be acreage sale deferrals for 
various reasons, completion of MLP NEPA will no longer be one of them.  The time 
frames will be shorter. 

vi. Revise Policy, Oil and Gas; IM 2013-177, “National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) Compliance for Oil and Gas Lease Reinstatement Petitions” 

This IM directs all BLM oil and gas leasing Field Offices to: 1) ensure RMP 
conformance; 2) evaluate the adequacy of existing NEPA analysis and documentation; 
and 3) complete any necessary new or supplemental NEPA analysis and documentation 
before approving a Class I or Class II oil and gas lease reinstatement petition.  This IM 
has resulted in additional analysis and review time that often involves another surface 
management agency and, in some instances, has led to adding new lease stipulations prior 
to lease reinstatement. 

Lease reinstatements were previously considered a ministerial matter, entailing a 
commensurate level of review and process to complete.  However, IM 2013-177 changed 
that in significant ways, resulting in additional NEPA review and significantly greater 
timeframes for completing the reinstatement.  Rescinding or modifying this policy will 
greatly reduce decisionmaking timeframes on lease reinstatement requests.  The BLM 
expects to complete review of this policy in the first quarter of FY 2018 and promptly 
finalize by the second quarter.  

The BLM expects that changes to this policy will refocus the emphasis back to existing 
NEPA analysis and information, which will significantly shorten the time it takes to 
consider and process a lease reinstatement request.  The policy changes will provide 
greater certainty and reduced expense for energy development companies and result in 
production occurring sooner. 

The BLM will measure the reduction in burden in terms of the average time it takes to 
consider a complete lease reinstatement request. 

Similar to MLPs, in the interim, BLM must identify and evaluate the status of each 
current lease reinstatement request in order to determine whether and how to expedite 
review and processing.  There are no other interim measures, waivers or variances that 
are relevant to the process. 
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vii. Revise Policy, Oil and Gas:  IM 2016-140, “Implementation of Greater Sage-
grouse Resource Management Plan Revisions or Amendments – Oil & Gas 
Leasing and Development Sequential Prioritization” 

Policy IM 2016-140 is being reviewed for the purpose of enhancing consistency and 
certainty for oil and gas development in areas of sage-grouse habitat as directed by 
EO13783.  This IM provides guidance on prioritizing implementation decisions for BLM 
oil and gas leasing and development, to be consistent with Approved Resource 
Management Plan Amendments for the Rocky Mountain and Great Basin Greater Sage-
grouse Regions and nine Approved Resource Management Plans in the Rocky Mountain 
Greater Sage-grouse Region (collectively referred to as the Greater Sage-grouse 
Plans).  The IM applies to activities in the areas covered by both the Rocky Mountain and 
Great Basin Regions Records of Decision, issued by BLM in September 2015, and also 
contains reporting requirements for communication between BLM State Offices and the 
Washington Office (WO).  The IM may have added administrative burdens since it 
requires additional analysis and staff time to screen parcels and weigh potential impacts 
to the Greater Sage-grouse before the parcels are offered for leasing.  It also requires 
additional analysis and staff time to process drilling permit approvals near Greater Sage-
grouse areas. 

The BLM’s effort to avoid listing of the sage-grouse as an endangered species has 
affected many programs and a large area geographically.  With new technologies and 
capabilities, such as long-reach horizontal boreholes in the oil and gas industry, the 
impacts are not as significant as once perceived.  Likewise, the administrative burden is 
better understood and is likely less than once thought.  Efforts are underway to better 
understand these conditions and define ways in which energy production and sage-grouse 
protection may continue to co-exist.  Greater consistency and predictability will provide 
greater stability for industry.  The BLM is currently assessing the policy to determine 
what revisions are needed and expects to complete this review in the fourth quarter of FY 
2017. 

When the BLM completes this effort, industry will have greater certainty in leasing, 
exploration and production activities due to availability of acreage for oil and gas 
development and a defined process and timeframe for consideration of Greater Sage-
grouse impacts. 

The BLM will measure success by assessing changes in industry’s interest in nominating 
acreage for competitive sale and developing existing leases in areas affected by the 
Greater Sage-grouse amendments to RMPs.  As industry increases its understanding and 
gains confidence in the consistency and predictability of BLM actions relative to  Greater 
Sage-grouse, then acreage nominations, permit requests, and development should 
stabilize and be tied to market forces rather than tied to BLM Greater Sage-grouse 
decisions. 

The BLM has been processing acreage nominations in Greater Sage-grouse areas and 
making them available for competitive sale. In addition, existing leases are being 
developed.  This is evidence, in the interim, that both BLM and industry are developing 
innovative ways to adapt energy development in light of Greater Sage-grouse protections. 
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viii. Review of General Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation Policies and Plans  

In September 2015, the BLM incorporated Greater Sage-grouse (GRSG) conservation 
measures into its land use plans within the range of the GRSG.  In September 2016, the 
BLM issued a number of IMs to help guide the implementation of the GRSG plans.  
These GRSG plans and policies will affect where, when, and how energy and minerals 
are developed within the range of the GRSG. 

Pursuant to Secretarial Order 3353, “Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation and Cooperation 
with Western States,” an Interior Sage-Grouse Review Team (Review Team) is working 
with the State-Federal Sage-Grouse Task Force to identify opportunities for greater 
collaboration, to better align Federal and State plans for the GRSG, to support local 
economies and jobs, and consider new and innovative ways to conserve GRSG in the 
long-term.  Pursuant to the Secretarial Order, in August 2017, the Review Team 
submitted a report to the Secretary summarizing their review and providing 
recommendations regarding next steps. 

The Review Team’s report identified a number of potential actions to enhance the 
coordination and integration of state and Federal GRSG conservation efforts.   

Success will be measured and evaluated in terms of improved working relationships 
among local, state, tribal, and Federal units of Government and in terms of improved 
partner and stakeholder understanding of effective GRSG conservation measures and of 
the science underlying them. 

The BLM anticipates that some of the actions outlined in the Review Team’s report to   
the Secretary could be implemented in the near future through changes in policy (through 
issuance of IMs, for example), technical assistance, or training.  Other actions may require 
amending the land use plans.  On October 11, 2017, the Department of the Interior, 
through BLM, initiated a public scoping process for RMP amendment(s) with associated 
NEPA documents.  The comments may be submitted until November 27, 2017. 
Depending on the scope and significance, such amendments could take upwards of            
9 months to 3 years to complete. 

ix. Improve Land Use Planning and NEPA Act Policies and Procedures: 

The BLM’s land use planning regulations and policies are outlined in 43 CFR subparts 
1601 and 1610, Resource Management Planning; BLM Manual Section 1601; and BLM 
Handbook 1601-1.  The BLM’s policies for complying with NEPA are outlined in BLM 
Handbook 1790-1 and the Interior NEPA implementing regulations are at 43 CFR Part 
46.  Taken together, these regulations, manuals, and handbooks establish the policies and 
procedures BLM follows when conducting land use planning and NEPA compliance, 
including specific actions related to energy and mineral development. 

Pursuant to the Secretarial Memorandum of March 27, 2017, entitled “Improving the 
Bureau of Land Management’s Planning and National Environmental Policy Act 
Processes,” the BLM is identifying potential actions it could take to streamline its 
planning and NEPA review procedures.  As part of this identification process, BLM is 
working with state and local elected officials and groups, including the Western 
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Governors’ Association and the National Association of Counties, to engage and gather 
input.  The BLM also has invited tribes and the public to provide input on how the 
Agency can make its planning and NEPA review procedures timelier, less costly, and 
more responsive to local needs. Pursuant to the Secretarial Memorandum, in September 
2017, BLM will submit a report to the Secretary outlining recommended actions.  

Once implemented, the actions recommended in the report should reduce the time and/or 
cost of complying with BLM’s statutory direction to conduct land use planning under 
section 202 of FLPMA and complying with NEPA when evaluating proposed actions.  
These recommendations also should lead to more-standardized analyses in BLM’s NEPA 
reviews at the land use plan and project level. 

The reduction in burden will be measured and evaluated in terms of processing times 
and/or costs of authorizing energy development. 

Some of the actions outlined in BLM’s report to the Secretary will be actions that BLM 
will be able to implement in the near future, such as improvements to business processes, 
or updates to internal manuals or handbooks.  Other actions would require changes in 
statute or regulation (such as new Categorical Exclusions), may depend on other agencies 
to act, or may require front-end investments in data or information technology. 

x. Review Coal-Related Policies and Actions 

On March 29, 2017, Secretary Zinke issued Secretarial Order 3348 to lift the Federal coal 
moratorium imposed by previous Secretarial Order 3338.  This Order conformed to the 
directive in EO13783 requiring the Secretary to lift the moratorium and commence 
Federal coal leasing activities consistent with all applicable laws and regulations.  

The BLM is working to process coal lease applications and modifications “expeditiously” 
in accordance with regulations and guidance that existed before Secretarial Order 3338.  
The BLM also ceased activities associated with preparation of the Federal Coal Program 
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS).   

Consistent with EO13783 and Secretarial Order 3348, the BLM is reviewing its policies, 
with the intent to update or rescind them. 

 
xi. Other Recommendations for Alleviating or Eliminating Actions That Could 

Directly or Indirectly Burden Energy Exploration or Production  
 
 Review Land Use Designations 

 
The BLM land use planning process ensures that public lands are managed in 
accordance with the intent of Congress as stated in FLPMA (43 U.S.C. 1701 et 
seq.), under the principles of multiple use and sustained yield.  The BLM’s 
Resource Management Plans (RMPs) are the basis for every on-the-ground action 
the BLM undertakes, which includes determinations on lands suitable for future 
energy leasing and permitting opportunities.  The BLM uses land use designations 
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as a part of the land use planning process to guide the management of certain 
geographic areas towards particular objectives, values or uses.   
 
While some land use designations are made by Congressional, Secretarial, or 
Presidential action (and therefore require specific land management principles), 
the BLM has used broad discretion in establishing other formal and less-formal 
land use designations to set additional management criteria for public lands.  In 
some cases, these criteria may conflict with other multiple use objectives for the 
land – such as energy development – and therefore have the potential to burden 
domestic energy development on public lands by reducing access to leasable 
acreage. 
 
At the time of this report, BLM identified over 60 different land use designations 
used in RMPs, many of which may lead to additional restrictions on the use of the 
land.  One example is the Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) 
designation, which is authorized by Federal Land Policy and Management Act 
(FLPMA).  The Eastern Interior RMP, finalized on January 3, 2017, designated 
over 2 million acres of ACEC – much of which was recommended for closure to 
mineral entry and mineral leasing in order to best meet the objectives of the 
ACEC.  The chart included below provides a visual reference for the increased 
use of this land use designation especially in more recent RMPs. 
 

  
 
 
The BLM will further evaluate the need for these numerous land use designations 
as a part of the ongoing review of their planning process.  The BLM will also 
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work with state, local, and tribal partners to incorporate efficiencies and update 
policies on the use of land use designations that may burden or hinder energy 
development on Federal lands. 
 

 Review Use of Leasing Stipulations and Conditions of Approval  
 
Aside from providing for leasing with standard lease terms in the land use 
planning process, BLM may apply lease stipulations to a specific unit at the 
planning stage.  Stipulations set additional criteria to which an operator must 
adhere once the acreage is leased.  Stipulations include no surface occupancy 
restrictions (NSO), which close acreage to surface-disturbing activities, timing 
restrictions (TL), which close acreage to surface-disturbing activities during 
certain timeframes, and other controlled surface use (CSU) restrictions, which 
include more specific restrictions such as sound and visual impacts or 
construction requirements.  In some cases, these stipulations may have an impact 
on the attractiveness of the lease sale parcel in the bidding process. 
 
The BLM may also assign Conditions of Approval (COA) at the permitting stage 
when an operator first applies for an Application for Permit to Drill (APD).  Once 
an APD is filed, the BLM will send an onsite inspection team to determine the 
best location for the well, road, and facilities; identify site-specific concerns and 
potential environmental impacts associated with the proposal and potential 
options for mitigating these impacts, including COAs.  Site-specific concerns 
include, but are not limited to: well spacing; riparian and wetland areas; visual 
resource management such as painting infrastructure specific colors; and cultural 
and wildlife survey needs to comply with the National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA) and the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 
 
Lease stipulations and additional conditions of approval added at the permitting 
stage burden energy development on public lands by adding additional 
development costs; increasing the complexity of the drilling operations; and 
extending project timeframes.  The 2008 Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
Phase III study found that of the 128 Federal land use plans surveyed for 
inventory, approximately 3,125 individual stipulations and 157 types of COAs 
were being used.1  The BLM does not have updated figures at the time of this 
report.  
 

 Review Protest Regulations and Policy 
 
Current BLM regulations allow any party to file a protest on a BLM decision, 
such as a protest on a land use plan or on a subsequent decision to include a parcel 
in an oil and gas lease sale. This process provides multiple opportunities to protest 
every step of the process of offering public lands for oil and gas leasing.  To date, 
many state offices, such as CO, MT, NM, UT, and WY are receiving protests on 

                                                           
1 https://www.blm.gov/sites/blm.gov/files/EPCA III Inventory Onshore Federal Oil Gas.pdf; p. 42, 109. 
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every oil and gas parcel offered through the Notice of Competitive Lease Sale 
process.   

 
In the past, protests were parcel-specific on issues unique to the parcel in 
question.  In recent years, the reasons for protesting every parcel in the sale are 
broad-based and non-parcel specific, such as general concerns on climate change 
or hydraulic fracturing.  In FY 2016, 72 percent of parcels offered for lease were 
protested.  By comparison, in FY 2012, only 17 percent of parcels received 
protests.  The number of parcels offered on the original sale notice decreased from 
2,247 in FY 2012 to 820 in FY 2016.   
 
If a protest is still pending on the day of sale, the parcel can still be offered during 
the sale but the protest must be resolved prior to the lease being issued and the 
protest may diminish interest in bidding. This in turn can delay payment of the 
State’s share of the bonus bids – which occurred most recently in the State of 
New Mexico.  In September 2016, BLM hosted a record-setting lease sale 
generating $145 million in revenue, of which $80 million was owed to the state 
Mineral Leasing Act revenue sharing provision.  As a result of the number of 
protested parcels and the length of time it took to resolve all protests, the payment 
to the State of New Mexico was delayed approximately 250 days. 
 
This uptick in the protest process and the inability to reach conclusive resolutions 
in a timely manner is a burden on oil and natural gas development on public 
lands.  A regulatory change may be necessary to limit redundant protests that 
hinder orderly development.  Alternatively, the BLM is investigating the value in 
creating regional leasing teams that could build sufficient capacity to offer parcels 
during the BLM’s quarterly lease sales.   
 

xii. Revise Energy-Related Collections of Information under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act   

 
The BLM anticipates revising energy-related collections of information under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (e.g., Approval of Operations (1004-0213) and Application for 
Permit to Drill (1014-0025) to reduce administrative burden on energy development and 
use through simplification of forms and associated instructions/guidance and ceasing 
collection of information that is unnecessary or lacks practical utility.   
 

B. Bureau of Ocean Energy Management 

The BOEM is responsible for managing development of the Nation’s offshore energy and 
mineral resources through offshore leasing, resource evaluation, review, and administration of oil 
and gas exploration and development plans, renewable energy development, economic analysis, 
NEPA analysis, and environmental studies.  The BOEM promotes energy security, 
environmental protection and economic development through responsible, science-informed 
management of offshore conventional and renewable energy and mineral resources.  The BOEM 
carries out these responsibilities while ensuring the receipt of fair market value for U.S. 
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taxpayers on OCS leases, and balancing the energy demands and mineral needs of the Nation 
with the protection of the human, marine, and coastal environments. 

Since the publication of EO13771 on January 30, 2017, BOEM has been reviewing all aspects of 
its programs to identify regulations and guidance documents that potentially burden the 
development or use of domestically produced energy resources beyond the degree necessary to 
protect the public interest or otherwise comply with the law.   

Below are specific actions BOEM is undertaking to reduce burdens on the production of energy 
offshore in the America-First Offshore Energy Strategy, as delineated in EO13795 and S.O. 
3350: 

i. Air Quality Rule 
 

The BOEM has been re-examining the provisions of the air quality proposed rule 
published on April 5, 2016 (81 FR 19718), which would provide the first substantive 
updates to the regulation since 1980.  The proposed rule addressed air quality 
measurement, evaluation, and control with respect to oil, gas, and sulphur operations on 
the OCS of the United States in the central and western Gulf of Mexico and the area 
offshore the North Slope Borough in Alaska.  Interior is currently reviewing 
recommendations on how to proceed, including promulgating final rules for certain 
necessary provisions and issuing a new proposed rule that may withdraw certain 
provisions and seek additional input on others. 

ii. Financial Assurance for Decommissioning 

Notice to Lessees No. 2016-N01, for which implementation has been suspended, would 
make substantial changes to BOEM’s requirements for companies to provide financial 
assurance to meet decommissioning obligations.  The BOEM has been undertaking a 
thorough review of the NTL, including gathering stakeholder input. 
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iii. Arctic Rule 

On July 15, 2016, BOEM and the BSEE promulgated a final rule, “Oil and Gas and 
Sulfur Operations on the Outer Continental Shelf—Requirements for Exploratory 
Drilling on the Arctic Outer Continental Shelf” (81 FR 46478).  Interior is reviewing the 
requirements for exploratory drilling conducted from mobile drilling units within the 
Arctic OCS (Beaufort Sea and Chukchi Sea Planning Areas).  Interior is considering full 
rescission or revision of this rule, including associated information collection 
requirements.  Review of this rule is expected to allow greater utilization of the Arctic 
drilling season.  

iv. Oil and Gas Leasing on the Outer Continental Shelf 

Secretary Zinke directed development of a new 5-year OCS oil and gas leasing program 
to spur safe and responsible energy development offshore.  On July 3, 2017, BOEM 
published a request for information and comments on the preparation of a new 5-year 
National OCS Leasing Program for 2019-2024 (82 FR 30886).  Upon its completion, the 
new program will replace the 2017-2022 program.   

Secretarial Order 3350 directly implements EO13795, and also advances Interior’s 
implementation of EO13783 by providing for the reevaluation of actions that impact 
exploration, leasing, and development of our OCS energy resources.  This Secretarial 
Order enhances opportunities for energy exploration, leasing, and development on the 
OCS by establishing regulatory certainty for OCS activities.  In accordance with this 
Secretarial Order, Interior is reviewing potential regulatory changes to reduce burden on 
offshore energy production, development, and use.   

In addition, on July 13, Secretary Zinke offered 75.9 million acres offshore Texas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida for oil and gas exploration and 
development.  The region-wide lease sale conducted on August 16, 2017, was the first 
offshore sale under the OCS Oil and Gas Leasing Program for 2017-2022.  Under this 
program, 10 region-wide lease sales are scheduled for the Gulf, where resource potential 
and industry interest are high, and oil and gas infrastructure is well established.  Two 
Gulf lease sales will be held each year and include all available blocks in the combined 
Western, Central, and Eastern Gulf of Mexico Planning Areas. 

v. Seismic Permitting 
 

Currently BOEM is one of two Federal agencies required to take separate regulatory 
actions in order to permit geological and geophysical surveying on the OCS.  These 
seismic surveys, which are conducted by applicants, enable BOEM to make informed 
business decisions regarding oil and gas reserves, engineering decisions regarding the 
construction of renewable energy projects, and informed estimates regarding the 
composition and volume of marine mineral resources.  This information is also used to 
ensure the proper use and conservation of OCS energy resources and the receipt of fair 
market value for the leasing of public lands. 
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The ongoing delay in reaching decisions on Federal authorization of seismic surveys is a 
burden that hinders domestic energy development by preventing industry from being able 
to better determine the size and location of potential energy resources below the seafloor.  
The BOEM experts believe that these surveys can be authorized with appropriate 
mitigation measures consistent with the protection required by applicable Federal laws, 
primarily the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) and the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA).  While BOEM is responsible for ultimately issuing a permit to allow these 
activities to move forward, no seismic surveying can be done without MMPA 
authorization by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).  For this reason, the 
issuance of certain seismic permits by BOEM has been held up in a years-long process 
awaiting NMFS authorization. BOEM and NMFS are currently working on ways to 
streamline review, as directed in EO 13795, Sec. 3(c). 

 
The Department believes that some improvements can be made through simple program 
initiatives, such as NMFS assigning dedicated staff to the permits or allowing BOEM to 
determine MMPA compliance for the purposes of BOEM-related activities in accordance 
with EO 13807.  Finding a genuinely effective solution may warrant statutory changes as 
well as reorganizing departmental responsibilities within the Executive Branch in order to 
streamline opportunities to increase efficiency.  

 
vi. Revise Energy-Related Collections of Information under the Paperwork 

Reduction Act   

The BOEM is reviewing four energy-related information collections, two of which are 
related to the Arctic Rule, and two of which collect information that is no longer needed. 

C. Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement  

The BSEE ensures the safe and responsible exploration, development, and production of 
America’s offshore energy resources through regulatory oversight and enforcement.  The BSEE 
is focused on fostering secure and reliable energy production for America’s future through a 
program of efficient permitting, appropriate regulations, compliance monitoring and 
enforcement, technical assessments, inspections, and incident investigations.  As a steward of the 
Nation’s OCS oil, gas, and mineral resources, the Bureau protects Federal royalty interests by 
ensuring that oil and gas production methods maximize recovery from underground reservoirs.  
 
The BSEE continues the efforts begun earlier this calendar year to review and seek stakeholder 
input on opportunities to reduce burden on the regulated community while maintaining necessary 
safety and environmental protections.  Specifically, the BSEE is focusing its review on 2 final 
rules, published in 2016, regarding safety and environmental protection for oil and gas 
exploration, development and production activities on the OCS.  The first is the Well Control 
and Blowout Preventer (BOP) Rule (81 FR 25888); the second is the Arctic Exploratory Drilling 
Rule (the Arctic Rule) (81 FR 46478), which was issued jointly by BSEE and BOEM.  Both 
rules (as described below) revised older regulations and added some new requirements that 
potentially burden development of domestic offshore oil and gas production.  The BSEE 
continues to identify specific issues in both final rules that, if revised or eliminated through a 
future rulemaking process, could alleviate those burdens without reducing the safety or 
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environmental protections of the rules.  The BSEE is beginning the process of drafting timelines 
and developing stakeholder engagement strategies for potential revision to both sets of 
regulations.  These rules fit into the category of “Other Actions that Potentially Burden 
Development or Use of Energy.” The BSEE has also identified policies that should be re-
examined.  Those are: 

 
 review decommissioning infrastructure removal requirements and timelines for 

infrastructure; 
 clarify Civil Penalties Guidance; and 
 review current policies associated with taking enforcement actions against 

contractors. 

The BSEE already completed publication of a final rule revising requirements of 30 CFR 
250.180 to extend the period of time before a lease expires due to cessation of operations from 
180 days to 1 year, thus allowing operators greater flexibility to plan exploration activities.2  The 
BSEE also improved its civil penalty program through the creation of a Civil Penalty 
Enforcement Specialist in each district in the Gulf of Mexico Region to serve as a liaison with 
District and Headquarters throughout a civil penalty case, providing clarity and consistency 
among civil penalty cases.   

The BSEE is also reviewing the Production Safety Systems Rule (30 CFR part 250, subpart H), 
based on Department guidance received between April and May of 2017.  If areas for revision 
are identified, the BSEE would tier it behind the Well Control Rule (WCR) and the Arctic Rule 
in terms of potential burden reduction.   

 
Below are the specific details of BSEE’s review to identify additional regulations and policies 
that potentially burden development or use of energy.   

 
i. Revise Well Control and BOP Rule (WCR) 
 
The WCR was issued on April 29, 2016, and consolidated new equipment and 
operational requirements for well control, including drilling, completion, workover, and 
decommissioning operations. The rule also incorporated or updated references to 
numerous industry standards and established new requirements reflecting advances in 
areas such as well design and control, casing and cementing, real-time monitoring 
(RTM), subsea containment of leaks and discharges, and blowout preventer requirements.  
In addition, the final rule adopted several reforms recommended by several bodies that 
investigated the Deepwater Horizon incident. 
 
The BSEE is considering several revisions to its regulations.  Among those 
considerations is a rulemaking to revise the following aspects of the new well control 
regulations, including but not limited to: 
 

                                                           
2 See, “Oil and Gas and Sulphur Operations in the Outer Continental Shelf – Lease Continuation Through 
Operations,” 82 FR 26741 (June 9, 2017).   
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 revising the requirements for sufficient accumulator capacity and remotely-
operated vehicle (ROV) capability to both open and close reams on subsea BOPs 
(i.e., to only require capability to close the rams); 

 revising the requirement to shut in platforms when a lift boat approaches within 
500 feet; 

 extending the 14-day interval between pressure testing of BOP systems to 21 days 
in some situations; 

 clarifying that the requirement for weekly testing of two BOP control stations 
means testing one station (not both stations) per week; 

 simplifying testing pressures for verification of ram closure; and 
 revising or deleting the requirement to submit test results to BSEE District 

Managers within 72 hours. 
 
These changes are expected to strike the appropriate balance in order to maintain 
important safety and environmental protections while also ensuring development  
may continue. 
 
The BSEE initiated review of potential regulatory changes to this rule in July 2017.  The 
interim step before issuing a proposed rule to revise existing regulations is to seek input 
on potential areas of reform from the stakeholders.  The BSEE is in the process of 
determining the most effective way to engage stakeholders to provide meaningful and 
constructive input on regulatory reform efforts related to well control.  As a result of 
stakeholder outreach, the above list of potential reforms may be increased. 
 
ii. Revise Arctic Rule 

 
The Arctic Rule was published on July 15, 2016 (81 FR 46478), and revised existing 
regulations and added new prescriptive and performance-based requirements for 
exploratory drilling conducted from mobile drilling units and related operations on the 
OCS within the Beaufort Sea and Chukchi Sea Planning Areas (Arctic OCS).  After 
conducting its review to eliminate burdens and increase economic opportunities, BSEE is 
considering a several revisions to the rule, including but not limited to:   

 modifying requirement to capture water-based muds and cuttings; 
 eliminating the requirement for a cap and flow system and containment dome that 

are capable of being located at the well site within 7 days of loss of well control; 
 eliminating the reference to the expected return of sea ice from the requirement to 

be able to drill a relief well within 45 days of loss of well control; and 
 eliminating the reference to equivalent technology from the mudline cellar 

requirement. 
 

The BOEM has also identified an opportunity to reduce burden on operators.  A joint 
rulemaking would likely be undertaken again.   
 
Among the potential benefits of the items listed above is the possibility of allowing 
greater flexibility for operators to continue drilling into hydrocarbon zones later into the 
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Arctic drilling season.  Current leasing strategies in the Arctic constrain future 
exploratory activities to which this rule would apply. 
 
Success will result in a reduction in burdens associated with exploration of the Nation’s 
Arctic oil and gas reserves while also providing appropriate safety and environmental 
protection tailored to this unique environment. 
 
Prior to proposing a rulemaking to make the changes above, BSEE and BOEM plan to 
undertake stakeholder engagement activities.  As a result of stakeholder engagement, the 
list of potential areas for proposed reform may change or grow.  This process will 
enhance our ability to engage the public and stakeholders, as well as ensure our ability to 
engage in a robust consultation with tribes and Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
corporations.  Stakeholder engagement will have the added benefit of allowing BSEE and 
BOEM to receive input on how the agencies calculate the primary lease term in order to 
provide a more tailored approach to the limited drilling windows in the Arctic. 

 
iii. Decommissioning Infrastructure Removal Requirements 

 
The BSEE will re-examine the NTL 2010-G05, “Decommissioning Guidance for Wells 
and Platforms,” to determine whether additional flexibility should be provided to better 
account for facility and well numbers and size, as well as timing consideration that can 
arise in the case of financial distress or bankruptcy of companies.  Any changes to the 
NTL will not have an impact on companies’ underlying decommissioning obligations, 
but could provide more flexibility to allow for cash-flow management and ultimately 
increase assurance that decommissioning obligations can be fulfilled without government 
expense. 

 

iv. Lease Continuation Through Operations 
 

This action was completed on June 9, 2017, when final rule 1014–AA35, “Oil and Gas 
and Sulphur Operations in the Outer Continental Shelf-Lease Continuation Through 
Operations,” was published in the Federal Register (82 FR 26741).  Section 121 of the 
Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2017 mandated that BSEE revise the requirements of 
30 CFR 250.180 relating to maintaining a lease beyond its primary term through 
continuous operations.  The final rule changed all of the references to the period of time 
before which a lease expires due to cessation of operations from “180 days” and “180th 
day” to a “year” and from “180-day period” to a “1-year period.”  The rule has become 
effective and is allowing operators greater flexibility to plan exploration activities. 

 
v. Contractor Incidents of Noncompliance 

 
The BSEE currently has a policy that calls for issuing notices of noncompliance (INCs) 
to contractors as well as operators in certain instances.  The BSEE will examine whether 
this policy is achieving the desired deterrence value or whether an alternative compliance 
incentive should be considered and the policy revised. There are currently several 
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ongoing court actions that could result in adjustments to this policy.  The BSEE will 
consider all of this information while examining the policy. 

 
vi. Civil Penalties 

 
Since 2013, the BSEE civil penalty program has continued to improve its processes and 
programs.  For example, in 2016, each of the Districts in the Gulf of Mexico Region 
(GOMR) created the position of Civil Penalty Enforcement Specialist to assist with the 
review of all INCs to determine which INCs are appropriate for civil penalty assessment, 
and to act as a liaison with the District and Headquarters (HQ) throughout a civil penalty 
case.  This effort has greatly assisted in proving clarity and consistency to the 
development of civil penalty cases. 

 
vii. Energy-Related Information Collections under the Paperwork Reduction Act 

 
The BSEE has approximately 25 information collections associated with our regulations 
and guidance that must be renewed every 3 years on a rolling basis.  The renewal process 
involves an analysis of whether each information collection continues to be necessary and 
if whether it requires modification.  Through this process, BSEE continuously reviews 
our forms and the information we collect and reduces the collection burden wherever 
appropriate.  Additionally, there may be further burden reduction associated with 
potential revisions to the Well Control and Arctic rules once final determinations have 
been made with respect to specific action on those regulations. 

D. Office of Natural Resources Revenue 

The ONRR is responsible for ensuring revenue from Federal and Indian mineral leases is 
effectively, efficiently, and accurately collected, accounted for, analyzed, audited, and disbursed 
to recipients.  The ONRR collects an average of over $10 billion annual revenue from onshore 
and offshore energy production, one of the Federal government’s largest sources of non-tax 
revenue. 

i. Royalty Policy Committee 
 

In an effort to ensure the public continues to receive the full value of natural resources 
produced on Federal lands, Secretary Zinke signed a charter establishing a Royalty Policy 
Committee (RPC) to provide regular advice to the Secretary on the fair market value of 
and collection of revenues from Federal and Indian mineral and energy leases, including 
renewable energy sources.  The RPC may also advise on the potential impacts of 
proposed policies and regulations related to revenue collection from such development, 
including whether a need exists for regulatory reform.  The group consists of 28 local, 
tribal, state, and other stakeholders and will serve in an advisory nature.  The Secretary’s 
Counselor to the Secretary for Energy Policy chairs the RPC.  The first meeting will be 
held on October 4, 2017. 
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ii. 2017 Valuation Rule 

On April 4, 2017, ONRR published a proposed rule that would rescind the 2017 
Valuation Rule.  The ONRR, after considering public feedback, recognized that 
implementing the 2017 Valuation Rule would be contrary to the rule’s stated purpose of 
offering greater simplicity, certainty, clarity, and consistency in product valuation.  The 
ONRR determined that the 2017 Valuation Rule unnecessarily burdened the development 
of Federal and Indian coal beyond what was necessary to protect the public interest or 
otherwise comply with the law.  ONRR therefore repealed the rule in its entirety and 
reinstated the valuation regulations in effect prior that rule. (82 FR 36934, August 7, 
2017). 

E. Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement 

The OSMRE ensures, through a nationwide regulatory program, that coal mining is conducted in 
a manner that protects communities and the environment during mining, restores the land to 
beneficial use following mining, and mitigates the effects of past mining by aggressively 
pursuing reclamation of abandoned mine lands.  The OSMRE’s statutory role is to promote and 
assist its partner states and tribes in establishing a stable regulatory environment for coal mining.  
The proposed level of regulatory grant funding provides for the efficient and effective operations 
of programs at a level consistent with the anticipated obligations of State and tribal regulatory 
programs to account for the Nation’s demand for coal mine permitting and production.  
 
On February 16, 2017, President Trump signed a resolution under the Congressional Review Act 
to annul the Stream Protection Rule (SPR) (81 FR 93066, December 20, 2016).  This rule 
imposed substantial burdens on the coal industry and threatened jobs in communities dependent 
on coal.  As described below, OSMRE has drafted a Federal Register document to conform the 
Code of Federal Regulations to the legislation and return the regulations to their previous status 
and anticipates publication on or about September 30, 2017.  In the interim, OSMRE has ensured 
that the SPR is not being implemented in any way and that regulation is occurring under the pre-
existing regulatory system. 
 
The OSMRE is reviewing additional actions to reduce burdens on coal development, including, 
for example, reviewing the state program amendment process to reduce the time it takes to 
formally amend an approved Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act (SMCRA) regulatory 
program. 
 
In compiling the following list of actions for review, OSMRE considered direct and indirect 
impacts to the coal industry, as well as impacts to the states with primary responsibility for 
regulating coal mining activities, pursuant to the SMCRA. 

Recommendations for Alleviating or Eliminating Burdensome Actions 

i. Disapproval of the Stream Protection Rule 

The SPR was published on December 20, 2016, and became effective on January 19, 
2017.  In accordance with the Congressional Review Act, Congress passed, and the 
President signed, a resolution of disapproval of the SPR on February 16, 2017, as Public 
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Law 115-5.  No provisions of the SPR have been enforced since passage of the 
resolution.  In addition, OSMRE will formally document the CRA nullification of the 
SPR by publishing in the Federal Register a document that replaces the SPR text with the 
regulations that were in place prior to January 19, 2017.  This will result in the removal 
of any amendments, deletions, or other modifications associated with the nullified rule, 
and the reversion to the text of all regulations in effect immediately prior to the effective 
date of the SPR. 

The OSMRE estimates the elimination of this rule will save industry approximately   $82 
million annually, and will reduce the amount of time states and OSMRE are expending in 
the processing of permit applications and monitoring performance during the life of the 
operation.  

Interior has identified the CRA nullification and subsequent action by OSMRE to 
conform the CFR to the Congressional action as a deregulatory action under EO 
13771. 

ii. Work with Interstate Mining Compact Commission (IMCC) to Revisit and Revise 
Ten-Day Notices and Independent Inspections – Directives INE-24, INE-35, 
REG-8 

Under revisions to OSMRE Directive REG-8, which establishes policies, procedures and 
responsibilities for conducting oversight of state and tribal regulatory programs, OSMRE 
conducts 10 percent of all routine oversight inspections with 24 hours’ notice to the state 
regulatory authority.  If the state inspector is unavailable to accompany the OSMRE 
inspector, OSMRE will conduct the inspection alone. These and other oversight 
inspections sometimes result in the issuance of Ten-Day Notices (TDNs) to the state 
regulatory authority under Inspection and Enforcement (INE)-35.  In addition, INE-24, 
issued on May 26, 1987, requires OSMRE to issue a TDN to state regulatory authorities 
upon receipt of a citizen’s complaint. 

Between 2011 and 2016, 882 TDNs were issued to state regulatory programs.  On an 
annual basis, the majority (39 or 74 percent) of those resulted from citizen’s complaints.  
In addition, an evaluation of data during 2013 found that the number of TDNs issued 
when the state inspector does not participate was determined to be 6.4 percent of the total 
oversight inspections, versus 1.5 percent when the state inspector accompanied the 
OSMRE inspector.  State regulatory authorities, particularly in the Appalachian Region, 
have expressed concern that the number of hours required to prepare TDN responses can 
be significant.  

In an effort to address these concerns, a joint OSMRE and State/Tribal Work Group 
assessed various topics, including the use of TDNs and independent inspections.  In a 
report issued on July 30, 2014, the Work Group made six specific recommendations for 
the TDN process and four recommendations regarding the independent inspection 
process.  Interstate Mining Compact Commission (IMCC) member states have requested 
OSMRE revisit these recommendations, and others, in an effort to implement the 
recommendations.  In addition, OSMRE will revisit and revise, as needed, the specific 
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policy directives governing the use of TDNs and independent inspections in cooperation 
with the IMCC to reduce the amount of time states and OSMRE are expending to  
process TDNs. 
 
The review will commence this calendar year, following specific timelines and 
benchmarks to be established jointly with IMCC. 

iii. Work with IMCC to Revise or Rescind OSMRE Memorandum and Directive INE-
35 – TDNs and Permit Defects 

On November 15, 2010, the OSMRE Director issued a memorandum directing OSMRE 
staff to apply the TDN process and Federal enforcement to permitting issues under 
approved regulatory programs.  In support of this memorandum, on January 31, 2011, the 
Director reissued Directive INE-35, regarding policy and procedures for the issuance of 
TDNs.  This directive requires the issuance of a TDN whenever a permit issued by the 
state regulatory authority (RA) contains a “permit defect,” which the directive defines as 
meaning “a type of violation consisting of any procedural or substantive deficiency in a 
permit-related action taken by the RA (including permit issuance, permit revision, permit 
renewal, or transfer, assignment, or sale of permit rights).”  The directive further states 
that OSMRE will not review pending permitting decisions and will not issue a TDN for 
an alleged violation involving a possible permit defect where the RA has not taken the 
relevant permitting action (e.g., permit issuance, permit revision, permit renewal, or 
transfer, assignment, or sale of permit rights).   

Since the issuance of this policy and associated directive, concerns have been raised by 
some states and industry stakeholders regarding the potential impact on mining 
operations where the RA has issued a permit, revision, or renewal, and the operator has 
commenced activities based upon RA approval.  The OSMRE in cooperation with the 
IMCC will revisit the policy and directive and revise or rescind, as appropriate to provide 
more certainty to the industry in the state RA permitting process.  

The review will commence this calendar year; specific timelines and benchmarks will be 
established jointly with IMCC. 
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iv. Revise Processing State Program Amendments – Directive STP-1 

Directive STP-1, issued in October 2008, establishes policy and procedures for review 
and processing of amendments to state regulatory programs.  Most changes in state law 
or regulations that impact an approved SMCRA regulatory program require submission 
of a formal program amendment to OSMRE for approval.  Such changes to primacy 
programs cannot be implemented until a final amendment is approved by OSMRE.  In 
addition, written concurrence must be received from the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency with respect to those aspects of a state/tribal program 
amendment which relates to air or water quality standards promulgated under the 
authority of the Clean Air Act or the Clean Water Act prior to OSMRE approval.  In 
accordance with 30 CFR 732.17(h)(13), OSMRE must complete a final action on 
program amendments within 7 months of receipt.  Often, due to the complexities of the 
process and other issues, including influences outside of OSMRE, it is difficult for 
OSMRE to meet the required processing times. 

The result is that state regulatory authorities are occasionally unable to move forward in a 
timely manner with needed program amendments. 

Based upon the results of an internal control review (ICR) and work with the state/tribal 
work group, OSMRE is developing new training guides and opportunities for states and 
revising Directive STP-1 to improve the state program amendment process.  The OSMRE 
will also review the process with the Office of the Solicitor to evaluate opportunities for 
process improvement.  In addition, the recent approval by OMB of the information 
collection requirements of 30 CFR Part 732 was conditioned upon OSMRE developing 
new guidance and supporting documents for states to use when preparing amendments to 
approved programs.  The OSMRE intends for these actions to reduce its processing time 
for state program amendments.  

The revision of Directive STP-1 and development of training guides is anticipated to be 
completed this calendar year.  OSMRE will track processing times once the revised 
directive and training have been implemented, and compare results to previous years.  
The OMB approval of new guidance for Part 732 is required by July 31, 2020.  

v. Revise or Rescind OSMRE Policy Advisory and Proposed Rulemaking: Self-
Bonding 

On August 5, 2016, the OSMRE Director issued a policy advisory on self-bonding.  The 
advisory was in direct response to three of the largest coal mine operators in the nation 
filing for Chapter 11 protection under the U.S. Bankruptcy Code between 2015 and 2016.  
Those companies held approximately $2.5 billion of unsecured or non-collateralized self-
bonds that various states with federally-approved SMCRA regulatory programs 
previously accepted to guarantee reclamation of land disturbed by coal mining.  The 
advisory stated that “the bankruptcy filings confirm the existence of significant issues 
about the future financial abilities of coal companies and how they will meet future 
reclamation obligations.”  While recognizing the action of certain state programs to 
address self-bonding issues, the advisory went on to say that “each regulatory authority 
should exercise its discretion and not accept new or additional self-bonds for any permit 
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until coal production and consumption market conditions reach equilibrium, events which 
are not likely to occur until at least 2021.”  Since the issuance of this advisory, all three 
companies of concern have completed their plans for Chapter 11 reorganization, and 
either have or are expected to replace all self-bonds with other forms of financial 
guarantees.  

In addition to the issuance of the policy advisory on self-bonding, OSMRE accepted a 
petition for rulemaking submitted March 3, 2016, by WildEarth Guardians.  The petition 
requested that OSMRE revise its self-bonding regulations to ensure that companies with a 
history of insolvency, and their subsidiary companies, not be allowed to self-bond coal 
mining operations.  

Limiting the use of self-bonds, as indicated in the policy advisory or potentially through a 
rulemaking, could impact a company’s ability to continue mining.  In addition, there will 
likely be an increased demand and potential negative impact on the availability of third 
party surety bonding.   

On January 17, 2017, the GAO announced that it will conduct an audit of financial 
assurances for reclaiming coal mines (Job Code 101326) that will focus on the role of 
OSMRE in implementing and overseeing the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act’s requirements related to financial assurances.   

In view of the current status of the self-bonding bankruptcies and recent executive orders 
concerning rulemakings, OSMRE will reconsider the scope of the policy advisory and 
revise or rescind, as appropriate.  In addition, OSMRE will revisit the need for and scope 
of any potential rulemaking in response to the previously accepted petition.  Furthermore, 
OSMRE will carefully consider the report and recommendations of the pending GAO 
audit of financial assurances currently underway.  The OSMRE will solicit public input 
prior to finalizing any decision on the need for further rulemaking.  

The OSMRE will continue to monitor the status of self-bonding issues in state programs 
in cooperation with the IMCC and other stakeholders (sureties, industry, and 
environmental groups).  

 

vi. Revise or Rescind OSMRE Enforcement Memorandum – Relationship between the 
Clean Water Act (CWA) and SMCRA   

On July 27, 2016, the OSMRE Director issued a policy memo to staff providing direction 
on the enforcement of the existing regulations related to violations of the CWA caused by 
SMCRA-permitted operations and related issues, such as responses to self-reported 
violations of National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) limits and 
OSMRE responses to Notices of Intent (NOI) to sue alleging CWA violations at 
SMCRA-permitted operations.  The policy memo specifically required an NOI to be 
processed as a citizen complaint, which requires OSMRE to issue a TDN to the state RA 
upon receipt of the NOI.  In addition, the memo stated that a violation of water quality 
standards is also a violation of SMCRA regulations. 
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State regulatory authorities, as well as industry, have raised issues with this guidance 
document expressing concern with overlap and potential conflicts between section 
702(a)(3)3 of SMCRA and the CWA.  In addition, state RAs have raised concerns about 
new TDNs and related enforcement actions that have been issued in response to this 
policy guidance.  The relationship between the CWA and SMCRA and the role of the 
state RAs in ensuring compliance in accordance with their approved SMCRA regulatory 
programs have been longstanding issues.  Resolution will bring certainty to the state 
regulatory programs as well as for the industry.  

The OSMRE will revisit the policy issues and concerns in cooperation with the IMCC 
and will revise or rescind the memorandum, as appropriate.  Review of the policy with 
IMCC member states will commence this calendar year; the revised or rescinded policy 
should be complete by the end of this calendar year.  The OSMRE will consider seeking 
public input prior to finalizing the policy. 

vii. Revise Policy on Reclamation Fee for Coal Mine Waste (Uram Memo) and 
Propose Rule for Additional Incentives 

On July 22, 1994, then-Director Robert Uram issued a memorandum outlining the 
conditions under which OSMRE would waive the assessment of reclamation fees on the 
removal of refuse or coal waste material for use as a waste fuel in a cogeneration facility.  
Recently, the Pennsylvania regulatory authority (PADEP) requested that OSMRE update 
this policy as outlined below to incentivize reclamation efforts on sites with coal refuse 
reprocessing activities.   

The PADEP believes that the reclamation fees deter operators from reclamation efforts 
on sites with coal refuse reprocessing activities.  Coal refuse sites located within the 
Anthracite Coal Region are unable or have ceased the removal of coal refuse to be used 
as waste fuel at co-generation facilities.  This is partly or totally due to the assessment of 
reclamation fees on coal refuse used as waste fuel.  In addition, PADEP recommended 
that OSMRE consider waste derived from filter presses at existing coal preparation plants 
to be a “no value”4 product, which would encourage its use as a waste fuel rather than 
requiring it to be disposed in a coal refuse pile.  

The OSMRE will revisit the 1994 Uram Memo, with the goal of providing an incentive 
for use of coal refuse as a coal waste fuel.  In addition, OSMRE will revisit the remining 
incentives provided by the 2006 amendments to SMCRA at section 415, some of which 
apply specifically to removal or reprocessing of abandoned coal mine waste.  Additional 
incentives pursuant to Section 415 will require promulgation of rules, and, therefore, 
input from the public will be solicited.  

                                                           
3 Nothing in this Act shall be construed as superseding, amending, modifying, or repealing the Mining and Minerals 
Policy Act of 1970 (30 U.S.C. 21a), the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321-47), or any of 
the following Acts or with any rule or regulation promulgated thereunder, including, but not limited to --  
(3) The Federal Water Pollution Control Act (79 Stat. 903), as amended (33 U.S.C. 1151-1175), the State laws 
enacted pursuant thereto, or other Federal laws relating to preservation of water quality. 
4 No value determinations are based upon the criteria established in the 1994 Uram Memorandum. 
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Providing additional incentives to industry to promote remining of coal refuse and other 
abandoned mine sites will provide for additional reclamation of abandoned mines that 
would not otherwise be accomplished through the Abandoned Mine Lands (AML) 
program. Specific benchmarks for measuring success, such as acres of additional 
reclamation performed, will be developed consistent with the implementation of the 
incentives. 

viii. Energy-Related Information Collections under the Paperwork Reduction Act 

The OSMRE reviewed the current industry costs associated with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act and did not find any information collections that “potentially burden5 the 
development or utilization of domestically produced energy resources” in accordance 
EO13783.  It should be noted that there will be no industry costs associated with 
information collection based on the Stream Protection Rule, due to the Congressional 
Review Act nullification of that final rule. 

F. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
The FWS is reviewing its final rule, “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 
81 FR 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016) to determine whether revision would be appropriate to 
reduce burden on energy.   

Additionally, below is a list of burdens and opportunities to fulfill the intent of the 
Executive Order: 

i. Streamline Rights-of-way (ROW) for pipelines and electricity transmission  

The approval process for new ROW access can be overly restrictive and excessively 
lengthy. The National Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act, as amended, requires 
all uses, including rights-of-way, of National Wildlife Refuges to be compatible with the 
mission of the System.  The FWS will work with stakeholders in a more timely fashion to 
determine if proposed ROW uses are compatible. Additionally, FWS will revise its ROW 
regulation to streamline the current ROW granting process to significantly decrease the 
time to obtain ROW approval from the current 3-12 month time frame. 

ii. Review Incidental Take Regulations for oil and gas activities in the Southern 
Beaufort Sea and Chukchi Sea, under the Marine Mammal Protection Act 
(MMPA)  

The MMPA prohibits take (i.e., harass, hunt, capture, or kill) of marine mammals (16 
U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) unless authorized by the Secretary.  Existing measures in the MMPA 
incidental take regulations require: 1) maintaining a minimum spacing of 15 miles 
between all active seismic source vessels and/or drill rigs during exploration activities in 
the Chukchi Sea; 2) no more than two simultaneous seismic operations and three offshore 
exploratory drilling operations authorized in the Chukchi Sea region at any time; 3) time 
restrictions for transit through the Chukchi Sea; 4) time and vessel restrictions in the 

                                                           
5 Burden “means to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, 
permitting, production, utilization, transmission, or delivery of energy resources” (Presidential Executive Order 
13783, Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth, March 28, 2017). 
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Hanna Shoal Walrus Use Area; 5) location of polar bear dens and 1-mile buffer; 6) 
maximum distance around Pacific walruses and polar bears on ice and groups of Pacific 
walruses in water; 7) sound producing mitigation zones & shut-down/ramp up 
procedures; 8) marine mammal observers and monitoring requirements; and 9) excessive 
reporting requirements.  

The FWS has the opportunity to review the Chukchi Sea incidental take regulation which 
expires in 2018, and the regulation for the southern Beaufort Sea expires in 2021. They 
may either be allowed to expire or be revised and reissued. 

iii. Modernize Guidance and regulations governing interagency consultation 
pursuant to Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act 

Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act requires Federal agencies, in consultation 
with the Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of Commerce (delegated to the Fish and 
Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service, respectively), to ensure that 
any action authorized, funded or carried out by the agency is not likely to jeopardize the 
continued existence of any endangered or threatened species or result in the destruction 
or adverse modification of designated critical habitat.  However, the time and expense 
associated with satisfying the interagency consultation requirements are unnecessarily 
burdensome. 

The FWS has discretion to create efficiencies and streamlining in the consultation process 
through targeted revision to regulations and/or guidance and is reviewing opportunities 
for further process improvements. 

iv.  Build Upon the Efforts of the Western Governors’ Association and Others to Improve 
the Application of the Endangered Species Act, Reduce Unnecessary Burdens on the 
Energy Industry, and Facilitate Conservation Stewardship 

 
A number of groups, most prominently the Western Governors’ Association, have 
worked to evaluate and develop recommendations to improve the application of the 
ESA.  For example, the Western Governors’ Association developed the Western 
Governors’ Species Conservation and Endangered Species Act Initiative (Initiative), 
which conducts broad-based stakeholder discussions focused on issues such as 
identifying means of incentivizing voluntary conservation, elevating the role of states in 
species conservation, and improving the efficacy of the ESA.  Interior intends to build on 
these efforts to improve the application of the ESA in a manner that ensures conservation 
stewardship, while reducing unneeded burdens on the public, including the energy 
industry. 
 
v.  Re-Evaluate Whether the MBTA Imposes Incidental Take Liability and Clarify 

Regulatory Authorities. 
  

Federal Courts of Appeals have split on whether the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) 
imposes criminal liability on companies and individuals for the inadvertent death of 
migratory birds resulting from industrial activities.  Three circuits – the fifth, eighth, and 
ninth – have held that it does not, limiting taking liability to deliberate acts done directly 
and intentionally to migratory birds.  Two circuits – the second and tenth – have held that 
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it does.  On January 10, 2017, the Office of the Solicitor issued an opinion regarding the 
issue, which was subsequently suspended pending further review of the opinion and the 
underlying regulations and decisions.  This review is currently ongoing, and may serve as 
the basis for the development of new internal guidance or regulations that provide clarity 
to this longstanding issue. 
 
vi. Evaluate the Merits of a General Permit for Incidental Take Under the Bald and 

Golden Eagle Protection Act 
  

The FWS intends to evaluate the merits of a general permit for incidental take under the 
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Action Act (BGEPA).  When the bald eagle was 
delisted under the ESA, FWS issued a rule establishing a permit program for incidental 
take under BGEPA.  On December 16, 2016, FWS adopted a final rule intended to 
address some of industry’s concerns regarding the BGEPA incidental take permit process 
(81 FR 91494).  One measure strongly supported by industry, a general permit for 
activities that constitute a low risk of taking eagles, was not considered as part of this 
rulemaking process, though FWS did accept comments on the subject for consideration in 
a future rulemaking.  The FWS is reviewing these comments to determine whether 
additional regulatory changes would be appropriate to reduce the burden on industry. 

G. Bureau of Reclamation 

The BOR is the second largest producer of hydroelectric power in the United States, operating 53 
hydroelectric power facilities, comprising 14,730 megawatts of capacity. Each year, BOR generates over 
40 million megawatt-hours of electricity (the equivalent demand of approximately 3.5 million US 
homes),6 producing over one billion dollars in Federal revenue. In addition to our authorities to develop, 
operate, and maintain Federal hydropower facilities, BOR is also authorized to permit the use of our non-
powered assets to non-Federal entities for the purposes of hydropower development via a lease of power 
privilege (LOPP).  

The BOR is committed to facilitating the development of non-Federal hydropower at our 
existing Federal assets. Acting on this commitment, BOR has undertaken a number of activities, 
including: 

 
i. Completion of two publically available resource assessments. 

Assessments identify technical hydropower potential at existing BOR facilities, 
irrespective of financial viability.  

ii. Collaboration with stakeholder groups to improve the LOPP process and LOPP 
Directive and Standard (D&S) policy guidance document.  

A BOR LOPP is a contractual right given to a non-Federal entity to use a BOR asset (e.g. 
dam or conduit) for electric power generation consistent with BOR project purposes. 
 
The BOR has conducted LOPP outreach with stakeholder groups and hydropower 
industry associations; and made resources and staff available via a LOPP website: 
https://www.usbr.gov/power/LOPP/index.html.  The BOR has also partnered with sister 

                                                           
6 See, https://www.eia.gov/tools/faqs/faq.php?id=97&t=3  
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agencies (United States Army Corps of Engineers and the Department of Energy) under 
the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) for Hydropower to, in part, encourage and 
streamline non-Federal development on Federal infrastructure.  
 
Through these activities, BOR has made resources available to developers and peeled 
back the barriers that may burden non-Federal hydropower development - while 
continuing to protect the Federal assets that our customers, operating partners, and 
stakeholders have depended on for over a century.  The response BOR has received from 
these groups (including the development community) in this effort has been 
overwhelmingly positive. LOPP projects provide a source of reliable, domestic, and 
sustainable generation – that supports rural economies and the underlying Federal water 
resource project.  

H. Bureau of Indian Affairs 

The BIA provides services to nearly 2 million American Indians and Alaska Natives in 567 
federally recognized tribes in the 48 contiguous States and Alaska.  The BIA’s natural resource 
programs assist tribes in the management, development, and protection of Indian trust land and 
natural resources on 56 million surface acres and 59 million subsurface mineral estates.  These 
programs enable tribal trust landowners to optimize sustainable stewardship and use of 
resources, providing benefits such as revenue, jobs and the protection of cultural, spiritual, and 
traditional resources.  Income from energy production is the largest source of revenue generated 
from trust lands, with royalty income of $534 million in 2016.   

Indian Energy Actions 

i. Clarify “Inherently Federal Functions for Tribal Energy Resource Agreements 
(TERAs)  

Tribal Energy Resource Agreements (TERAs) are authorized under Title V of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005.  A TERA is a means by which a tribe could be authorized to review, 
approve, and manage business agreements, leases, and rights-of-way pertaining to energy 
development on Indian trust lands, absent approval of each individual transaction by the 
Secretary.  Interior promulgated TERA regulations in 2008 at 25 CFR part 224.  The 
TERAs offer the opportunity to promote development of domestically produced energy 
resources on Indian land; however, 12 years after the passage of the Act and 9 years after 
the issuance of TERA regulations, not one tribe has sought Interior’s approval for a 
TERA.  One theory asserted by at least one tribe as to the failure of this legislation is the 
Act does not address precisely how much Federal oversight would disappear for tribes 
operating under TERAs. Specifically, Interior had not defined the term “inherently 
Federal functions” that Interior will retain following approval of a TERA. This term 
appears in Interior’s regulations at 25 CFR §§ 224.52(c) and 224.53(e)(2), but not in the 
Act.  Without some assurance as to the benefits (in terms of less Federal oversight) a tribe 
would receive through clarification of “inherently Federal functions,” tribes have no 
incentive to undergo the intensive process of applying for a TERA.  Clarification of this 
phrase would also address Recommendation 5 of GAO-15-502, Indian Energy 
Development: Poor Management by BIA Has Hindered Energy Development on Indian 
Lands (June 2015).  The recommendation directed Interior to “provide additional energy 
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development-specific guidance on provisions of TERA regulations that tribes have 
identified to Interior as unclear.” 

The BIA has been working closely with the Office of the Solicitor to develop guidance 
on how Interior will interpret the term “inherently Federal functions.”  It is expected that 
by providing this certainty as to the scope of Federal oversight, tribes will better be able 
to justify the process of applying for a TERA.  The BIA expects to have the guidance 
finalized and available on its website by October 2017.   

The BIA anticipates that the benefits of this action will be to promote the use of TERAs, 
which will both save tribes the time and resources necessary to seek and obtain Interior 
approval of each transaction related to energy development on Indian land, and will help 
ease Interior’s workload by eliminating the need for Departmental review of each 
individual transaction. 

The reduction in burden will be measured by the number of tribes that choose to obtain 
TERAs.  Once each tribe obtains a TERA, Interior will work with the tribe to estimate 
savings in terms of time and resources.   

I. Integrated Activity Plan for Oil & Gas in the National Petroleum Reserve – Alaska 

Noting that the National Petroleum Reserve – Alaska (NPR-A) is the largest block of federally 
managed land in the United States and offers economically recoverable oil and natural gas, the 
Secretary issued an order focusing on management of this area in a manner that appropriately 
balances promoting development and protecting surface resources.  See Secretarial Order 3352, 
“National Petroleum Reserve – Alaska” (May 31, 2017).  Currently, 11 million acres (or 48 
percent) of the total 22.8 million acres in the NPR-A are closed to leasing under the current 
Integrated Activity Plan (IAP).  The Secretarial Order requires review and revision of the IAP for 
management of the area and, within the existing plan, maximizing the tracts offered during the 
next lease sale.   

J.   Mitigation 

Implemented properly, mitigation can be a beneficial tool for advancing the Administration’s 
goals of American energy independence and security, while ensuring public resources are 
managed for the benefit and enjoyment of the public.  

Interior seeks to establish consistent, effective and transparent mitigation principles and 
standards across all its Agencies.  Interior and its bureaus and offices intends to develop 
consistent terminology, reduce redundancies, and simplify frameworks so that the Federal 
mitigation programs and stepped down programs are more predictable and consistent.  Some 
mitigation is facilitated by goodwill and some is through our regulatory paradigm.  



  

36 
 

BLM 

i. Review and Revise Mitigation Manual Section (MS-1794) and Handbook (H-
1794-1) Related to Mitigation, Which Provide Direction on the Use of Mitigation, 
Including Compensatory Mitigation, To Support the BLM’s Multiple-Use and 
Sustained-Yield Mandates.  

The Mitigation Manual Section and Handbook provide direction on the use of mitigation, 
including compensatory mitigation, to support BLM’s multiple use and sustained yield 
mandates.  The BLM is reviewing whether the 2016 Manual and Handbook replaced 
several IMs (IM Numbers 2005-069, 2008-204, and 2013-142) issued by BLM for the 
same purpose.   

 
The BLM is considering revisions to the Manual and Handbook to provide greater 
predictability (internally and externally), ease conflicts, and may reduce 
permitting/authorizations times. 

 
Measuring success would be largely quantitative.  The BLM would continue to track 
impacts from land use authorizations and would also track the type and amount of 
compensatory mitigation implemented and its effectiveness, preferably in a centralized 
database.   
 
The BLM is drafting an IM that provides interim direction regarding new and ongoing 
mitigation practices while the Manual and Handbook are being reviewed and revised.  
Use of the existing Manual and Handbook would continue, as modified and limited by 
this IM, until they are superseded.   

ii. Review of Manual 6220 – National Monuments, National Conservation Areas, 
and Similar Designations (07/13/2012) To Assure That It Conforms to BLM’s 
Revised Mitigation Guidance. 

Manual 6220 provides guidance for managing BLM National Conservation Lands 
designated by Congress or the President as National Monuments, National Conservation 
Areas, and similar designations (NM/NCA) in order to comply with the designating Acts 
of Congress and Presidential Proclamations, FLPMA, and the Omnibus Public Land 
Management Act of 2009 (16 U.S.C. 7202).  Manual 6220 requires that when processing 
a new ROW application, BLM will determine, to the greatest extent possible, through the 
NEPA process, the consistency of the ROW with the Monument or NCA’s objects and 
values; consider routing or siting the ROW outside of the Monument or NCA; and 
consider mitigation of the impacts from the ROW.  Land use plans must identify 
management actions, allowable uses, restrictions, management actions regarding any 
valid existing rights, and mitigation measures to ensure that the objects and values are 
protected.  The manual requires that a land use plan for a Monument or NCA should 
consider closing the area to mineral leasing, mineral material sales, and vegetative sales, 
subject to valid existing rights, where that component’s designating authority does not 
already do so. 
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A review of Manual 6220 to identify where clarity could be provided for mitigation, 
notification standards, and compatible uses, may potentially reduce or eliminate burdens.  
The BLM will review Manual 6220 following the proposed revisions to BLM Mitigation 
Manual Section (MS-1794) and Handbook (H-1794-1) to ensure that Manual 6220 
conforms to the BLM’s revised mitigation guidance. 

 
Addressing any potential issues, along with providing consistency with BLM Mitigation 
Manual is expected to provide greater predictability (internally and externally), reduce 
conflicts, and may reduce permitting/authorizations times. 

 
Success will be measured in BLM meeting legal obligations under the designating Act or 
Proclamation for each unit and the allowance of compatible multiple uses, consistent with 
applicable provisions in the designating Act or Proclamation. 

iii. Other Reviews of BLM Manual Provisions 

Secretarial Order 3349 also revoked a prior order regarding mitigation and directed 
bureaus to examine all existing policies and other documents related to mitigation and 
climate change.  (See Secretarial Order 3330 “Improving Mitigation Policies and 
Practices of the Department of the Interior.”)  Actions Interior is taking to implement this 
direction include: 

 
 BLM Manual 6400 – Wild and Scenic Rivers, Policy and Program Direction 

for Identification, Evaluation, Planning, and Management (07/13/2012) 

Manual 6400 provides guidance for managing eligible and suitable wild and scenic 
rivers and designated wild and scenic rivers in order to fulfill requirements found in 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (WSRA).  Subject to valid existing rights, the Manual 
states that minerals in any Federal lands that constitute the bed or bank or are situated 
within 1/4 mile of the bank of any river listed under section 5(a) are withdrawn from 
all forms of appropriation under the mining laws, for the time periods specified in 
section 7(b) of the WSRA.  The Manual allows new leases, licenses, and permits 
under mineral leasing laws be made, but requires that consideration be given to 
applying conditions necessary to protect the values of the river corridor.  For wild 
river segments, the Manual requires that new contracts for the disposal of saleable 
mineral material, or the extension or renewal of existing contracts, should be avoided 
to the greatest extent possible to protect river values.  
 
Manual 6400 will be reviewed following the proposed revisions to BLM Mitigation 
Manual Section and Handbook to ensure that it conforms to BLM revised mitigation 
guidance.  Although the requirements for minerals and mineral withdrawals are 
legally mandated under the mining and mineral leasing laws in sections 9(a) and 
15(2) of the WSRA, Manual 6400 will be reviewed for opportunities to clarify 
discretionary decision-space.   
 
Ensuring consistency with the BLM Mitigation Manual will foster greater 
predictability (internally and externally), reduce conflicts, and may reduce 
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permitting/authorizations times. 
 
Success will be measured in terms of complying with the WSRA and identifying and 
allowing compatible multiple uses. 
 
 BLM Manual 6280 – Management of National Scenic and Historic Trails and 

Trails under Study or Recommended as Suitable for Congressional 
Designation (09/14/2012) 

Manual 6280 provides guidance for managing trails under study, trails recommended 
as suitable, and congressionally designated National Scenic and Historic Trails to 
fulfill the requirements of the National Trails System Act (NTSA) and the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act.  Manual 6280 identifies mitigation as one way to 
address substantial interference with the natural and purposes for which a National 
Trail is designated.   

 
Manual 6280 will be reviewed following the proposed revisions to the BLM 
Mitigation Manual Section and Handbook to ensure it conforms to the BLM revised 
mitigation guidance.  Although many of the requirements are legally mandated under 
the National Trails System Act, Manual 6280 will be reviewed for opportunities to 
clarify any discretionary decision-space to reduce or eliminate burdens.  

 
Addressing any potential issues, along with providing consistency with the BLM 
Mitigation Manual is expected to provide greater predictability (internally and 
externally), reduce conflicts, and may reduce permitting/authorizations time. 

 
Success will be measured in terms of complying with the NTSA and identifying and 
allowing compatible multiple uses. 
 

FWS 

iv. Compensatory Mitigation for Impacts to Migratory Bird Habitat 

The FWS has the authority to recommend, but not require, mitigation for impacts to 
migratory bird habitat under several Federal authorities.  Pursuant to a Memoranda of 
Understanding with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), implementing 
EO13186 (January 10, 2001), FWS evaluates the impacts of FERC-licensed interstate 
pipelines to migratory bird habitat. 

 
The FWS is developing Service-wide guidance to ensure the bureau is consistent, fair and 
objective, appropriately characterizes the voluntary nature of compensatory mitigation for 
impacts to migratory bird habitat, and demonstrates a reasonable nexus between 
anticipated impacts and recommended mitigation.  The FWS anticipates it will take 3 
months to finalize the guidance. 

 
Guidance will result in timely and practicable licensing decisions, while providing for the 
conservation of migratory Birds of Conservation Concern. 

 



  

39 
 

Success will be measured by timely issuance of licenses that contain appropriate 
recommendations that do not impose burdensome costs to developers. 

 
The FWS Regional and Field Offices will provide informal guidance through email and 
regularly scheduled conference calls to educate and remind staff of policy.  

  
v. Mitigation Actions - Regulations and Policy Governing Candidate Conservation 

Agreements with Assurances (CCAAs) 

The CCAAs are developed to encourage voluntary conservation efforts to benefit species 
that are candidates for listing by providing the regulatory assurance that take associated 
with implementing an approved candidate conservation agreement will be permitted 
under section 10(a)(1)(A) for the Endangered Species Act if the species is ultimately 
listed, and that no additional mitigation requirements will be imposed.   
 
Recent revisions to the CCAA regulations and policy and the adoption of “net 
conservation benefit” as an issuance standard has been perceived by some to impose an 
unnecessary, ambiguous, and burdensome standard that will discourage voluntary 
conservation.  There are also concerns with the preamble language that suggested that 
CCAAs may not be appropriate vehicles for permitting take of listed species resulting 
from oil and gas development activities.  
 
The FWS will solicit public review and comment on the need and basis for a revision of 
the CCAA regulation and associated policy for the purpose of evaluating whether it 
should maintain or revise the current regulation and policy or reinstate the former ones.  
The FWS anticipates that it will take 3 months to prepare the Federal Register Notice 
soliciting public review and comments.  The FWS will then publish the Federal Register 
Notice with a 60-day comment period.  Based upon comments received, FWS will decide 
whether and how to revise the regulation and policy. 
 
The anticipated benefits will be ensuring the CCAA standard is clear and encourages 
stakeholder participation in voluntary conservation of candidate and other at-risk species. 
 
Success will be measured by FWS providing timely assistance to developers if they seek 
a CCAA. 
 
The FWS Headquarters will provide Regional and Field Offices with informal guidance 
through email and regularly scheduled conference calls to remind staff of the regulation 
and policy review.  

 
vi. Mitigation Actions - FWS Mitigation Policy 

In 2016, FWS finalized revisions to its 1981 Mitigation Policy, which guides FWS 
recommendations on mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water development on 
fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats.   
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Some stakeholders believe the revised policy’s mitigation planning goal exceeds statutory 
authority.   
 
The FWS will solicit public review and comment for the purpose of evaluating the 
policy.  The FWS anticipates that it will take 3 months to prepare the Federal Register 
Notice soliciting public review and comment on the policy.  The FWS will then publish 
the Federal Register Notice with a 60-day comment period.  Based upon comments 
received, FWS will decide whether and how to revise the policy. 
 
The anticipated benefits will be timely and practicable mitigation recommendations by 
FWS staff to energy developers (and others) that promote conservation of species and 
their habitats.  
 
Success will be measured by incorporation of recommendations without delays to the 
permitting or licensing process. 
 
The FWS Headquarters will provide FWS Regional and Field Offices informal guidance 
through email and regularly scheduled conference calls to remind staff of the policy 
review. 

 
vii. FWS ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

In 2016, FWS finalized its ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy (CMP), which steps 
down and implements the 2016 revised the FWS Mitigation Policy (including the 
mitigation planning goal).  The CMP was established to improve consistency and 
effectiveness in the use of compensatory mitigation.  Its primary intent is to provide FWS 
staff with direction and guidance in the planning and implementation of compensatory 
mitigation.   
 
Some stakeholders believe the mitigation planning goal exceeds statutory authority.   
 
The FWS will solicit public review and comment for the purpose of evaluating whether it 
should modify the policy. Additional legal review will be undertaken after comments are 
reviewed. The FWS anticipates that it will take three months to prepare the Federal 
Register Notice soliciting public review and comment on the policy.  The FWS will then 
publish the Federal Register Notice with a 60-day comment period.  Based upon 
comments received, FWS will decide whether and how to revise the policy. 
 
The anticipated benefits will be timely and practicable mitigation recommendations by 
FWS staff to energy developers (and others) that promote conservation of species and 
their habitats.  
 
Success will be measured by incorporation of recommendations without delays to the 
permitting or licensing process. 
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The FWS Headquarters will provide FWS Regional and Field Offices informal guidance 
through email and regularly scheduled conference calls to remind staff of the policy 
review.  

 
viii. Interim Guidance on Implementing the Final ESA Compensatory Mitigation 

Policy 

This document provides interim guidance for implementing the Service’s CMP.  The 
guidance provides operational detail on the establishment, use, and operation of 
compensatory mitigation projects and programs as tools for offsetting adverse impacts to 
endangered and threatened species, species proposed as endangered or threatened, and 
designated and proposed critical habitat under the ESA. 
 
Within 6 months of completing revisions to the ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy 
(CMP) (or deciding revisions to the CMP are not necessary), FWS will revise the interim 
implementation guidance (to be consistent with the revised CMP) and make it available 
for public review and comment in the Federal Register for 60 days.  Within 6 months of 
close of the comment period, FWS will publish the final implementation guidance in the 
Federal Register (Note: we anticipate that the implementation guidance may need to be 
reviewed under the Paperwork Reduction Act, which may affect the timeline).   
 
The anticipated benefits will be timely and practicable mitigation recommendations by 
FWS staff to energy developers (and others) that promote conservation of species and 
their habitats.  
 
Success will be measured by incorporation of recommendations without delays to the 
permitting or licensing process. 
 
The FWS Headquarters will issue a memorandum to Regional and Field staff reiterating 
the limited applicability of the CMP’s mitigation planning goal and that decisions related 
to compensatory mitigation must comply with the ESA and its implementing regulations.   

 

K. Climate Change 
 
Interior is reviewing bureau reports of the work conducted to identify requirements relevant to 
climate that can potentially burden the development or uses of domestically produced energy 
resources.  Most of the bureaus found no existing requirements in place.  A couple of bureaus 
have non-regulatory documents (i.e., handbook, memo, manual, guidance, etc.) that inwardly 
focus on their units and workforce management activities.  Interior is reviewing these to better 
understand their connection to other management, operations and guidance documents.   
   
BLM 

The BLM rescinded its Permanent Instruction Memorandum (PIM) 2017-003 (Jan. 12, 2017).  
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This Permanent IM transmitted the CEQ guidance on consideration of greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions and the effects of climate change in NEPA reviews, and provided general guidelines 
for calculating reasonably foreseeable direct and indirect GHG emissions of proposed actions.  

 
As the CEQ guidance was withdrawn pursuant to section 3 of EO13783, the BLM Permanent IM 
was rescinded.  In the future, BLM will consider issuing new guidance to its offices on 
approaches for calculating reasonably foreseeable direct and indirect GHG emissions of 
proposed and related actions.  

 
Any new IM would provide guidance on consideration of GHG emissions and the effects of 
climate change in NEPA reviews.  The BLM is also developing a unified Air Resources Toolkit 
that can be used across all organizational levels to consistently calculate, as needed and 
appropriate, relevant air emissions for a variety of BLM resource management functions.  Once 
available, this toolkit will expedite analysis of reasonably foreseeable GHG emissions associated 
with energy and mineral development. 

V.  Outreach Summary 

To ensure that Interior is considering the input of all viewpoints affected by the identified actions 
to reduce the burden on domestic energy, Interior has been, and will continue to, seek from 
outside entities through various means of public outreach including, but not limited to, working 
closely with affected stakeholders.  In accordance with Administrative Procedure Act 
requirements, the Department is seeking public input on each proposal to revise or rescind 
individual energy-related regulatory requirements.  The Department is also considering input it 
receives as part of its regulatory reform efforts through www.regulations.gov when such input 
relates to energy-related regulations.   
 
The Department’s outreach efforts encompass state, local, and tribal governments, as well as 
stakeholders such as the Western Governors’ Association, Interstate Mining Compact 
Commission, and natural resource and outdoorsmen groups.  To comply with tribal consultation 
requirements, Interior will host a separate consultation with official representatives of tribal 
governments on matters that substantially affect tribes, in accordance with the Department’s 
policy on consultation with tribal governments.  

VI.  Conclusion 
 

Interior is aggressively working to put America on track to achieve the President’s vision for 
energy dominance and bring jobs back to communities across the country.  Working with state, 
local and tribal communities, as well as other stakeholders, Secretary Zinke is instituting 
sweeping reforms to unleash America’s energy opportunities.   
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VII. Attachments 
 

Secretarial Orders and Secretary’s Memorandum 
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POLICY. SCIENCE. BUSINESS.

Climate policies in limbo in Zinke's rollback playbook
Brittany Patterson, E&E News reporter
Published: Thursday, October 26, 2017

The Interior Department released a long-awaited report yesterday outlining policies it says should be repealed or reformed because
they hinder U.S. energy production.

Unlike similar reports from some other agencies — that offered first glimpses into how they intend to carry out the Trump
administration's energy policies — Interior's report from Secretary Ryan Zinke paints a picture of an agency already in the throes of
reducing "regulatory burdens" for U.S. fossil fuel producers.

The impacts that regulatory rol backs could have on climate change were not mentioned in the report.

"Following President Trump's leadership, Interior is fostering domestic energy production by streamlining permitting and revising and
repealing Obama-era job killing regulations — all while doing so in an environmentally responsible way," Zinke stated in a press release.

The document was drafted in response to President Trump's sweeping "energy independence" executive order issued in March that
called upon federal agencies to review all rules and policies that may affect U.S. energy production.

The report kicks off by listing the "immediate action" Interior has already undertaken, which includes implementing six secretarial orders
signed by Zinke. They accomplished a myriad of things, including ending the three-year moratorium on coal leasing and review of the
federal coal program, developing a new five-year plan for offshore oil and gas leasing on the outer continental shelf and opening the
door for additional drilling in Alaska.

To further facilitate energy development, Interior has also created a new position, the counselor to the secretary for energy policy, held
by Vincent DeVito, the treasurer of Zinke's former political action committee.

Accompanying the agency's 44-page document was another secretarial order, which establishes a committee within Interior's Office of
the Secretary that will focus on improving "aggressively the efficiency, effectiveness and accountability of its management of energy
resources on Federal and Indian lands and the Outer Continental Shelf."

That order, S.O. 3358, creates the "Executive Committee for Expedited Permitting," which is tasked with dealing with permitting
backlogs and regulatory delays in order to "enhance our nation's energy dominance" including identifying "energy right-of-way corridors"
on public lands and expediting environmental reviews.

In terms of climate change, the report noted that internal policies are still under review.

Over the last decade, Interior's 10 bureaus have developed enterprising, although arguably piecemeal, policies on how to adapt to and
mitigate climate change on public lands. Many of those documents, policies and reports fell under review when Zinke issued his
"American Energy Independence" secretarial order, which outlined how Interior would comply with Trump's executive action
(Climatewire, March 30).

In its new report, the agency writes it is reviewing bureau reports and other documents "relevant to climate" that may be a burden to
energy development but has found few regulatory requirements. The agency noted it is also reviewing handbooks, memos, manuals
and guidance "that inwardly focus their units and workforce management activities" on climate change.

The document also notes that the Bureau of Land Management recently rescinded a permanent instruction memorandum signed by
Obama's Interior Secretary Sally Jewell that enabled the agency to use White House Council on Environmental Quality guidance to
calculate the greenhouse gas emissions and impacts of climate change when crafting environmental reviews.

BLM "will consider" issuing new guidance on how to calculate direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions related to a proposed
project, the report states.

Despite the work already underway at Interior, the agency also identified additional policies that may be hampering energy
development. For example, the agency called for BLM to re-evaluate how it doles out certain land designations when crafting land
management plans.

The report calls out more than 6 million acres of "Area of Critical Environmental Concern" designations in particular as poss bly
burdensome to energy development because they often connote that special management attention is needed to protect important
historical or cultural values or to protect fish, wildlife or other natural resources. Drilling or mining can be proh bited.

INTERIOR
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Interior also calls for the review of policies that allow anyone to protest the inclusion parcel in an oil and gas lease sale, noting in fiscal
2016, 72 percent of parcels offered for lease were protested, up from 17 percent four years earlier.

"This uptick in the protest process and the inability to reach conclusive resolutions in a timely manner is a burden on oil and natural gas
development on public lands," the document states. "A regulatory change may be necessary to limit redundant protests that hinder
orderly development."

Environmental advocates decried the report but said they weren't surprised by its contents.

"It amounts to a sweeping playbook for how to turn over, wholesale, the management of public lands and water to industry," said Kate
Kelly, public lands director for the Center for American Progress. "The Trump Administration is intent on putting oil, gas and coal
companies in charge of when, where and how they exploit taxpayer-owned resources."

Twitter: @amusedbrit Email: bpatterson@eenews.net

The essential news for energy & environment professionals
© 1996-2017 Environment & Energy Publishing, LLC   Privacy Policy   Site Map   Contact Us



From: Seth Mott
To: Benjamin
Subject: Fwd: NCT: For Review - Briefing for PDD Sheehan
Date: Wednesday, February 7, 2018 3:14:53 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

PDD Memo - NCT and Climate Change Jan 12 2018.docx

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Goldberg, Jason" <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>
Date: January 12, 2018 at 1:48:50 PM EST
To: FWS National Climate Team <fws_national_climate_team@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: NCT: For Review - Briefing for PDD Sheehan

Hi all,

Thanks to everyone who provided feedback on the briefing paper.  Mike and I
completed our review of everyone's comments and the work is much stronger for
your input!  I've attached the draft that we've sent forward to the DAD-SA for
review.  In addition to the briefing paper, we included several references I think
many of you have seen previously, such as the response we submitted last year on
policies related to SO 3349.  If you want would like a copy, please let me know.

We will continue to keep you updated on the status of the briefing.

Please let me know if you have any questions or if I can be of additional
assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Tue, Jan 9, 2018 at 10:38 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hi all,

This is a friendly reminder, comments on the briefing paper for PDD Sheehan
are due by COB tomorrow.  We're running a little over two page, so I've
included a few edits where we might make cuts to bring us back in the page
limit.

After tomorrow, Mike and I will complete edits and send a draft for review to
DAD Mott on Friday.  I'll keep you informed of the status moving forward.

Thank you again to everyone who has provided feedback!



Regards,

Jason

On Tue, Jan 2, 2018 at 2:45 PM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>
wrote:

Good afternoon,

Happy New Year to everyone!  I am following up on the status of the briefing
for PDD Sheehan.  I learned that the SA ARDs are meeting next week.  As a
result, it's not necessary to complete our review of the briefing paper by
tomorrow COB as initially planned.  In addition, I've received a few out of
office notes indicating several people are still out this week.  

I would like to revise the deadline for review to next Wednesday COB,
January 10.  That gives Mike and I two days to make additional revisions if
needed and submit a package for review to DAD Mott by Tuesday, January
16.

Thank you for your time.  Please let me know if you have any questions or if I
can be of any assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Tue, Dec 26, 2017 at 2:26 PM, Goldberg, Jason
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi all,

Thanks to everyone who contributed to a great discussion last week on the
briefing for PDD Sheehan.  Extra credit goes to Mike, Don, Scott, and
Stephen from R1 and R2 for calling in early at 9 am ET.

Based on the discussion, I produced a revised draft of the briefing
document, annotated and available by clicking here.  The original plan had
been to complete the draft this week but based on the discussion we'd like to
extend that a few days to COB Wednesday, January 3, to give everyone
another opportunity to review.  

The current draft meets the two-page requirement when I checked it in
Word.  If you suggest adding anything new, please suggest what you think
is lower priority and should be deleted.  We have a few clarifications to
include so I'll be seeking to cut a few lines.

I'll be happy to share notes from the discussion if anyone would like them,
just e-mail me and I'll send them along.

Thank you again for your time and contributions to the review.  Please let
me know if you have any questions or if I can be of additional assistance.



Happy New Year,

Jason

On Tue, Dec 19, 2017 at 8:10 AM, Goldberg, Jason
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi all,

This is a friendly reminder to please submit comments on the briefing for
PDD Sheehan by COB Wednesday, 12/20.  Thanks to everyone who has
already replied!  I've started working on comments to clean up the file. 
I've accepted those which seemed noncontroversial and left others for
discussion later this week.  

If you would like to join either of Friday's discussions, please RSVP so I
know how many people to expect.  There is no need to participate in both,
I scheduled two on Friday to make it easier for staff on each coast to
participate given a possible early holiday release.  

I'll produce a next draft by Tuesday COB, 12/26, in response to your
feedback.  The NCT will have until that Thursday to provide additional
comments, after which Mike and I will produce a final draft and clear it
through SA.

Thanks again for your time!  Please let me know if I can be of any
additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Tue, Dec 12, 2017 at 9:58 AM, Goldberg, Jason
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi all,

I am following up about an upcoming briefing for Principal Deputy Director Sheehan that Dr.
Tuggle would like to hold in January on the National Climate Team.  The briefing is an
informational opportunity to make PDD Sheehan aware of the NCT, the 2010 Climate Strategic
Plan, and the capacity and issues we’ve identified that we are continuing to invest in to help
address the Service mission.  Dr. Tuggle will ask PDD Sheehan what guidance and direction he
might want to give us.  We’re not delivering recommendations or policy changes, just providing
information about the Service's climate change-related work and what we plan to do in FY18.

I spoke with DAD Mott about what to prepare for the briefing, and he suggested shorter is
better.  The FY18 Workplan needs to be part of the briefing package. I suggest a briefing paper,
two pages max, should also be included that covers the following issues:

Why is climate change important to FWS and our partners, especially the States?
Note key policies, especially 2010 Strategic Plan and NFWPCAS.  
What is the NCT?



What does success look like for FWS in addressing climate change adaptation and
other related issues? [What are our key accomplishents?  I don't recommend
including the FY17 Accomplishments Report, but rather focusing on broader
examples.]
What's Next?  [What do we think we can achieve in 2018?]

We also have a memo that was submitted to DOI earlier this year that outlines FWS-related
policies on climate change.  I suggest it's also worth including as it was submitted to DOI before
PDD Sheehan came on board and covers the second question noted above.

With the holidays, I know there isn't much time to complete this review.  I would still like to
hear from NCT members (and others on this list) who would like to contribute.  

I have posted a very rough draft of a briefing paper on Google Drive for your review.  It needs
to be condensed, but it's a start.  I've set it up so everyone can make comments instead of direct
edits.  Please let me know if that creates any difficulties.

I suggest the following timeline:

Please provide feedback by COB Wednesday, 12/20.  Please feel free to add other
examples or suggest which ones are more important.  I'll monitor comments and
provide updates as needed.
If anyone wants to talk anything through as a group, I will organize two
teleconferences for follow-up discussion on Friday 12/22: one at 9 am ET for East
Coast Staff and one at 2 pm ET for West Coast staff.  (I'm assuming we may get
early release that day and want to make sure everyone has the opportunity to
participate.)  I will set those up shortly - please RSVP if you plan to attend.
I will produce a second draft by COB Tuesday, 12/26.
NCT has until COB Thursday, 12/28 to provide additional comments.
Mike and I finalize the draft by 12/29.
I will clear the draft through DAD Mott (with NCT follow-up if needed).  We will
send a draft to Dr. Tuggle for review. 

I know some NCT members may not be available through the holidays.  Please feel free to
connect with me at your convenience to discuss any thoughts or feedback you would like to
provide.  My calendar is up to date, just pick a time that works for you and set it up at your
convenience.

Thank you again for your time.  Please let me know how I can be of assistance moving forward.

Regards,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



 

INFORMATION MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRINCIPAL DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
 

DATE:   January 12, 2018 
FROM:   Dr. Benjamin Tuggle, Assistant Director, Science Applications 
SUBJECT:  Climate Change and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  
 
BACKGROUND 
Environmental conditions are changing rapidly and include the effects of climate change, which 
are compounding existing impacts to fish and wildlife and adding new ones.   This poses 
significant challenges for accomplishing the Service mission. Without acknowledging and 
factoring them into our work, these changes are expected to increasingly result in impacts on 
ecosystems, the economic and cultural services they provide, and local, State, and Tribal 
communities. Service climate change-related efforts promote efficient and cost-effective 
management.  As part of this effort, the Service’s National Climate Team (NCT) works 
internally and with partners to anticipate and address these challenges to trust resources.   
 
DISCUSSION 
Why must the Service consider climate change impacts? 
● Climate change affects stakeholders who rely on healthy natural resources for recreation and 

livelihood: hunters and anglers, wildlife-related industries, State fish and game agencies, and 
Tribes. The more detrimental the changes linked to climate change, the more focus, response, 
staff resources, and funding that are required by States and other partners to address those 
changes. 

● The effects of climate change, particularly in combination with other existing stressors, are 
affecting every aspect of the Service mission and already are resulting in habitat loss, range 
shifts, population declines, changes in bird migration patterns, spread of invasive species, 
greater wildfire frequency and intensity, and a higher incidence of insect and disease 
outbreaks.  These effects will continue into the future and are likely to increase. 

● Service lands and facilities, and those of States and partners we support, are facing increasing 
climate-related challenges including more frequent or severe floods, fires, sea level rise, and 
drought. Understanding the risks to Federal, State, Tribal and private infrastructure helps the 
Service prevent loss of structures and habitat and avoid costly replacement in the future.   

● The Service has a long-standing commitment and legal responsibilities to manage resources 
based on a strong science foundation.  For example, the Refuge System Mission and Guiding 
Principles state “We subscribe to the highest standards of scientific integrity and reflect this 
commitment in the design, delivery and evaluation of all our work;” several sections of the 
Endangered Species Act require the use of the best scientific information available; and DOI 
and Service scientific integrity policies guide our work.  

 
What is the National Climate Team (NCT)? 
● The Service-wide, cross-programmatic NCT is comprised of professional staff  who provide 

relevant technical expertise and facilitate communications on climate change science, 
adaptation, outreach, policy, and guidance to the Service and its partners. 

● The NCT’s FY18 Workplan has five key priorities: Provide Technical Assistance and 
Internal Coordination, Review the 2010 Climate Change Strategic Plan, Improve 
Communications, Enhance Partnerships and External Coordination, and Facilitate Delivery 



 

of Training.   
 
What are examples of the Service’s climate change-related accomplishments?  
● The Service collaborated with the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA) to 

assist States in voluntarily incorporating climate science and adaptation into State Wildlife 
Action Plans.  

● Following Hurricane Sandy, the Service led more than 30 projects to restore coastal marshes, 
wetlands, and shoreline; create or open connections to rivers and streams for fish passage; 
and reduce the risk of future flooding and damage to local infrastructure. This work benefited 
National Wildlife Refuges and National Fish Hatcheries and surrounding communities. 

● The Service provides climate-related technical capacity such as decision support tools, 
modeling, vulnerability assessments, and other science products that manage and synthesize 
large amounts of data.  Examples include: an application matching 16 climate variables and 
nonnative species’ ranges to better predict the risk of invasive species introductions; a 
Weather Severity Index to help estimate influences of climate change on waterfowl 
populations, habitat, and hunter opportunity; and the FishVis Mapper for identifying 
vulnerabilities of riverine habitat and fishes to climate change in the Midwest.  

● The Service recognizes that some climate changes result in beneficial conditions.  For 
example, part of the basis for the Service downlisting the wood stork from endangered to 
threatened was modeling which projected habitat expansion due to changing climate.  

● The Service works with partners to improve understanding of species adaptive capacity to 
cope with changing climate; this will help improve status assessments and the effectiveness 
of conservation planning and management..  

● The Service developed tools to assess vulnerability of its infrastructure. For example, Fish 
and Aquatic Conservation developed a tool that is currently being applied to National Fish 
Hatcheries to evaluate how climate change may impact hatchery infrastructure and 
operations in the Pacific Northwest.  

● Where feasible, the Service implements projects to reduce energy use, such as retrofitting 
existing facilities, incorporating the latest energy efficient products into designs for new 
construction, and expanding renewable energy availability.  As a result, the Service has 
reduced its energy consumption per gross square foot by an impressive 24.6% from the FY 
2015 energy intensity baseline.  This reduction has resulted in a savings of nearly $2 million 
since FY 2015. 

● Developed at the direction of Congress and published in 2013, following public review, the 
Service helped lead the development of the National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants Climate 
Adaptation Strategy with the States and other partners. The Strategy advocates a coordinated 
response across management and jurisdictional boundaries in light of environmental changes 
being observed across the nation.  

● The Service’s National Conservation Training Center (NCTC) designed and offered climate-
related courses to address natural resource management needs of the Service and its partners.  

 
NEXT STEPS 
The Service will continue to pursue opportunities, within existing capacities and consistent with 
Departmental guidance such as Secretarial Order 3360 and our Director’s Office, to better 
conserve trust resources in the face of a changing climate, including continuing work to 
implement the NCT FY18 Workplan.   



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Cynthia Martinez
Subject: Fwd: oil and gas memo
Date: Friday, April 21, 2017 9:17:37 AM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Oil Gas Response FINAL revised 4-19-17.docx

Here are the consolidated edits from the political team for going into final.

Thanks.  

Steve

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Hammond, Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 21, 2017 at 9:18 AM
Subject: oil and gas memo
To: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
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Date:  April 19, 2017  
 
To: 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary, Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: James Kurth, Acting Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)  
 
Subject: Response to the deliverable Section 5.c. (iv) of Secretary’s Order 3349 – “American 

Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
In 1960, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) first promulgated regulations to govern the exercise 
of non-Federal mineral rights on lands and waters in the National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS). 
These regulations lacked a specific consistent process for providing operators access and use of refuge 
surface to conduct operations while also minimizing impacts to refuge resources and uses. Reports from 
the Government Accountability Office (2003 and 2007) and the Office of Inspector General (2015) 
identified these deficiencies in the FWS’s management of non-Federal oil and gas operations and 
recommended promulgating regulations to clarify and improve the process. In 2013, the FWS began a 
rulemaking effort to resolve these deficiencies that culminated in the finalization of the oil and gas rule 
(Rule) entitled, “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016). 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order (EO) entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” instructed the Secretary of Interior to review the FWS’s Rule to ensure it is 
consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of the EO. 
 
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Secretary’s Order (SO) 3349, “American Energy 
Independence,” which required the FWS to conduct a policy review, within 21 days of the SO, of the 
Rule and report on whether the Rule is fully consistent with that policy. 
 
III. Discussion 
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From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Jim Kurth
Subject: Fwd: Response to Secretary"s Order 3349, Section 5.c.(iv)
Date: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 12:16:23 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Oil Gas Response FINAL revised 4-19-17.docx

Jim here is the updated version of the oil and gas memo.

The re write for the burdensome regs memo (adding section 7 and CCA) looks like we won't
have a deliverable till late today or early tomorrow morning.

Thanks.

Steve
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Martinez, Cynthia <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 19, 2017 at 12:04 PM
Subject: Response to Secretary's Order 3349, Section 5.c.(iv)
To: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Cc: Shaun Sanchez <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>

Steve,

As discussed, attached is the updated memo with the changes from yesterday's meeting.

Please let us know if you need anything else.

Thanks,
Cynthia
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Date:  April 19, 2017  
 
To: 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary, Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: James Kurth, Acting Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)  
 
Subject: Response to the deliverable Section 5.c. (iv) of Secretary’s Order 3349 – “American 

Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
In 1960, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) first promulgated regulations to govern the exercise 
of non-Federal mineral rights on lands and waters in the National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS). 
These regulations lacked a specific consistent process for providing operators access and use of refuge 
surface to conduct operations while also minimizing impacts to refuge resources and uses. Reports from 
the Government Accountability Office (2003 and 2007) and the Office of Inspector General (2015) 
identified these deficiencies in the FWS’s management of non-Federal oil and gas operations and 
recommended promulgating regulations to clarify and improve the process. In 2013, the FWS began a 
rulemaking effort to resolve these deficiencies that culminated in the finalization of the oil and gas rule 
(Rule) entitled, “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016). 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order (EO) entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” instructed the Secretary of Interior to review the FWS’s Rule to ensure it is 
consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of the EO. 
 
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Secretary’s Order (SO) 3349, “American Energy 
Independence,” which required the FWS to conduct a policy review, within 21 days of the SO, of the 
Rule and report on whether the Rule is fully consistent with that policy. 
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From: Gavin Shire
To: Betsy Hildebrandt; Matthew Huggler; Martin Kodis; Doug Hobbs; Laury Parramore; Monroe Nancy; Anna Munoz;

Jason Holm
Subject: Fwd: Sage Grouse Materials
Date: Wednesday, June 7, 2017 5:29:32 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

PR SageGrouse v1.docx
Remarks CallSageGrouse v1.docx
ATT00002.htm

FYI

G

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Laura Rigas <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>
Date: June 7, 2017 at 5:28:54 PM EDT
To: abwade@usgs.gov, cpuckett@usgs.gov, gavin_shire@fws.gov,
mrallen@blm.gov
Cc: Heather Swift <heather_swift@ios.doi.gov>, alex_hinson@ios.doi.gov,  Paul
Ross <paul_ross@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Sage Grouse Materials

Hi all --

As I mentioned in our meeting today, the Secretary is holding a press
call (which also includes stakeholders) at 5:30pm announcing a
secretarial order on land management and the sage grouse. He's
currently finishing up his call with Western governors.

Attached is the script for the media call and the draft press release.
We plan to release it first thing in the am.

Please let me know if you have any issues with the release before 9am
tomorrow. Also, anyone missing from this email? I've included BLM,
USGS, and F&W.

Thanks!

My best,
L

Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell
@Interior



DRAFT NEWS REPLEASE 
June 7, 2017 
 

Secretary Zinke Signs Order to Improve Sage-Grouse Conservation,  
Strengthen Communication and Collaboration Between States and Feds 

 
 
WASHINGTON – Secretary of the Interior Ryan Zinke today signed a secretarial order to 
improve sage-grouse conservation and strengthen communication and collaboration between 
state and federal governments. Together, the Federal government and states will work to 
conserve and protect Sage-Grouse and its habitat while also ensuring conservation efforts do not 
impede local economic opportunities.  
 
In signing Secretarial Order xxxx, Secretary Zinke established an internal review team that will 
evaluate both Federal Sage-Grouse plans and state plans and programs to ensure they are 
complementary.  As the team explores possible plan modifications, it will also consider local 
economic growth and job creation. 
 
“Year after year, local communities watched as the federal government put restrictions on public 
lands in the name of sage-grouse conservation,” said Secretary Zinke. “While the federal 
government has a responsibility under the endangered species act to take action, destroying local 
communities and levying onerous regulation son public lands that they rely on is no way to be a 
good neighbor. State agencies are at the forefront of efforts to maintain healthy fish and wildlife 
populations, and we need to make sure they are being heard on this issue. As we move forward 
with implementation of our strategy for sage-grouse conservation, we want to make sure that we 
do so first and foremost in consultation with state and local governments, and in a manner that 
allows both wildlife and local economies to thrive.” 
 
In September 2015, the Departments of the Interior and Agriculture finalized the Greater Sage-
grouse plans, which included amendments and revisions to 98 Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) and U.S. Forest Service land use plans in 11 Western states.  The plans were cited by the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) as a key reason for its decision that the Greater Sage-
grouse did not merit protection under the Endangered Species Act.  Protection under the act 
could potentially stifle economic development across large areas of the American West where 
more than half of Sage-Grouse habitat is on public lands managed by the BLM and the Forest 
Service. 
 
The Secretary has asked this interagency team of experts from the BLM, FWS, and U.S. 
Geological Survey to focus on addressing the principal threats to rangeland health and Sage-
Grouse habitat—invasive grasses and wildland fire.  The team will also consider creative 



approaches and ideas, including a captive breeding program, setting population targets by state, 
and opportunities to improve state involvement.  
 
The team will examine the plans in light of policies set forth in Secretarial Order 3349, American 
Energy Independence.  To this end, the team will be asked to identify plan provisions that may 
need to be adjusted or rescinded based on the potential for energy and other development on 
public lands. 
 
This Secretarial Order follows through on statements Secretary Zinke made during his 
confirmation hearing, when he stated that he understands each state has different needs and 
issues and committed to working with them and local communities.  He concluded that together 
the Federal government, states and western communities will get this job done. 
 
 



 
Thank you all for joining the call today. Today we are 
going to talk about sage grouse.   
 
As a former congressman from Montana and a life-long 
westerner, I can tell you that there’s a lot of distrust and 
a lot of anger out there for how the federal government 
manages the land without really listening to states and 
locals.  
 
Year after year, local communities watched as the federal 
government put restrictions on public lands in the name of 
sage-grouse conservation. 
 
Some state agencies and other stakeholders have indicated 
that they did not believe they were heard by the 
Administration on issues surrounding the conservation of 
Sage-Grouse.   
 
We want to gather those concerns, look at the states’ 
existing plans and programs to manage Sage-Grouse and 
identify opportunities for improved collaboration. 
 
While the federal government has a responsibility under the 
endangered species act to take action, we also have a 
responsibility to be a good neighbor and a good partner.  
 
Destroying local economies and levying onerous regulations 
on public lands that these communities rely on is no way to 
be a good neighbor.  
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State agencies are at the forefront of efforts to maintain 
healthy fish and wildlife populations, and we need to make 
sure they are being heard on this issue.  
 
As we move forward with implementation of our strategy for 
sage-grouse conservation, we want to make sure that we do 
so first and foremost in consultation with state and local 
governments, and in a manner that allows both wildlife and 
local economies to thrive. 
 
As the nation’s largest land manager, the Department is 
committed to administering America’s public lands for 
multiple uses, including economic development, 
conservation, and sustained yield of our natural resources. 
 
Today’s Secretarial Order will enhance and improve 
collaboration with 11 Western states engaged in the 
conservation of sage-grouse by improving collaboration with 
states to explore new approaches and ideas for effective 
Sage-Grouse and sagebrush management and 
conservation. 
 
The Order will also allow the Department and its agencies to 
build on the work that has been done to find practical and 
effective implementation strategies. 
 
The Secretarial Order establishes an interagency team of 
experts from the Bureau of Land Management, the Fish and 
Wildlife Service, and the U.S. Geological Survey to review 
the plans. 
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The team will evaluate both Federal Sage-Grouse plans and 
state plans and programs to ensure they are 
complementary.   
 
As the team explores possible plan modifications, it will also 
consider local economic growth and job creation. 
 
While reviewing the plans, the team will be asked to focus on 
addressing the principal threats to rangeland health and 
Sage-Grouse habitat—invasive grasses and wildland fire—
particularly in the Great Basin states.   
 
The team will explore creative approaches and ideas, 
including a captive breeding program, setting population 
targets by state, and opportunities to improve state 
involvement.  
 
The review will also consider the impact these Sage-Grouse 
plans have on states with a disproportionately large 
percentage of Federal lands. 
 
The team will examine the plans in light of policies set forth 
in Secretarial Order 3349, American Energy Independence.   
 
To this end, the team will be asked to identify plan provisions 
that may need to be adjusted or rescinded based on the 
potential for energy and other development on public lands. 
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Today’s action on sage-grouse fulfills another promise I 
made during my confirmation process to work with states 
and local communities to find the best path forward on 
federal lands issues.  
 
With that I’ll take a few questions.  
 

 
 



From: Brower, Marilyn
To: Kristin Young; Michael Sciortino; Daryl Avery; James Caudill
Cc: Brian Bloodsworth; Chip Murphy
Subject: Fwd: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Monday, April 3, 2017 9:56:59 AM
Attachments: FWS Climate Change Policy Review.docx

FYI.  Attached is a list Science Apps drafted to identify any climate change documents we
need to submit for Departmental review. DEN probably has the closest to any climate-related
documents, but I wanted to touch base with you to be on the safe side.  DEN is checking-in
with DOI-OEPC regarding any interpretation they may have to offer.  I'll follow up with you if
warranted. 

Note we need to respond Wednesday, April 5, so please advise ASAP if you have anything
to add. 

Thanks everyone,

Marilyn

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM
Subject: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
To: Dave Lemarie <Dave_Lemarie@fws.gov>, Dolores Savignano
<dolores_savignano@fws.gov>, John Schmerfeld <john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, Mike
Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, Nancy Green <nancy_green@fws.gov>, Tom Busiahn
<tom_busiahn@fws.gov>, Marilyn Brower <Marilyn_Brower@fws.gov>, Denise Sheehan
<denise_sheehan@fws.gov>
Cc: Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,
Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous Executive
actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March 29, Secretary Zinke signed
Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s Order.  SO 3349 orders that
 “each bureau and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents,
policies, instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar actions
(Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to submit to



the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife Service
documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the list and your
suggestions for additional documents that should be included. Recommended additions should
include a short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of the document. Please
note that Science Applications is coordinating only the climate change related elements in
response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related requests from other programs who
have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil and gas development, or other aspects of
the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been asked only to provide a list of items and we
will await further instruction after the Department has reviewed our submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg
(Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov ,703-
358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Chief, Division of Engineering
marilyn brower@fws.gov  | (703) 358-1924
Attn: Marilyn Brower | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike – MS: BMO | Falls Church, Virginia  22041-3803



Dear Climate Adaptation Network members, 
 
On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth.  On March 29, Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial 
Order 3349 to begin implementing the Executive Order.  SO 3349 orders a review of agency 
actions directed by the President’s Executive Order and directs a reexamination of the mitigation 
and climate change policies and guidance across the Department of the Interior (Department or 
DOI). 
 
SO 3349 states that each bureau and office shall provide to DOI all Department Actions they 
have adopted, or are in the process of developing related to climate change policy, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., in 
particular:  
• Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the Impacts of 

Climate Change);  
• Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon Pollution Standards);  
• Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and National Security);  
• Report of the Executive Office of the President of June 2013 (The President's Climate Action 

Plan);  
• Report of the Executive Office of the President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy 

to Reduce Methane Emissions); and  
• the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for Federal 

Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Effects of 
Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 51866 
(August 5, 2016). 

 
The Office of Science Applications has been assigned responsibility by the Director for 
developing a list of climate change documents to submit to the Department.  We have developed 
an initialearly  draft of climate change related documents that weit recommends be shared with 
the Department.  I am requesting your review of the attached for any revisions or other updates 
that should be added.   
 
We only need to include high level documents, with a short one or two sentence summary. 
Please note that the Office of Science Applications is only coordinating the climate change 
related element in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related requests from 
other programs.  We have also not been asked at this time by the Director’s Office to review 
these documents for possible revisions.  
 
Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg of my 
staff (Jason Goldberg@fws.gov, 703 358 1866) by COB Wednesday, April 5. 
 
 
  



Climate Change Documents for Secretarial Order 3349  
1. 056 FW 1 (Service Policy Manual): A. Establishes overall U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

(Service) policy and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation, and B. Steps down 
the Departmental policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 

 
2. 56 FW 2 (Service Policy Manual): Establishes the Climate Adaptation Network in the 

Service, a team of senior-level Service staff which guides the Service to enhance 
preparedness, adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its 
interaction with non-climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --
resources, and facilities. 

 
3. Fiscal Year 2009 Climate Change Action Priorities: This document provides thirteen 

priority actions to be undertaken in FY 2009ties that represent changes necessary  to improve 
the Service’s ability to strategically fulfill its mission in the face of accelerating deliver 
conservation effectively on the ground related to climate change and other conservation 
issues.  

 
4. FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan: Completed and approved in 2010, the Service’s 

Climate Change Strategic Plan presents goals and objectives necessary to help the Service 
address climate change in order to help sustain diverse, distributed, and abundant populations 
of fish and wildlife through conservation of healthy habitats in a network of interconnected, 
ecologically functioning landscapes. 

 
5. Appendix: 5-Year Action Plan for Responding to Accelerating Climate Change. This 

document detailed the actions that the Service intended to pursue during fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 to implement the goals and objectives of the FWS Climate Change Strategic 
Plan. 

 
6. National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy: The National Fish, 

Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy (Strategy) represents the collaborative work 
of Federal, State, and Tribal agencies and their stakeholders to help sustain the nation’s living 
natural resources for the benefit of the American people. Developed at the direction of 
Congress and published in 2013 following public review, the Strategy provides a framework 
for coordinated actions among jurisdictions and authorities from the local to the national 
level to sustain native fish, wildlife, and plants and their habitats in a changing climate. 

 
7. Scanning the Horizon: A Guide to Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment. (2011).  

This handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared by a team of experts 
assembled by the National Wildlife Federation (including a Serviceproduced in part with 
Service input expert). It,  focuses on the key components of vulnerability--sensitivity and 
exposure--and reviews best practices for conducting climate change vulnerability 
assessments focusing on species, habitats, or ecosystems.  Vulnerability assessments are a 
key step in adaptation planning by enabling managers to identify those species and systems 
most likely to be in need of conservation actions as a result of climate change, develop 
adaptation strategies tailored for managing species and habitats in greatest need, foster 
collaboration at statewide and regional scales by providing a shared understanding of impacts 



and management options, and allow scarce resources for wildlife conservation to be allocated 
efficiently in the face of climate change. 

 
8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice. (2014). This 

handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared by a team of experts 
assembled by the National Wildlife Federation (including a Service expert). It offers 
guidance for designing and carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  
Developed by an expert workgroup, consisting of leaders in climate adaptation from federal 
and state agencies (including the Service) and non-governmental organizations, Tthe guide is 
designed to help conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change 
considerations into their work. The guide offers an approach to adaptation planning and 
implementation that breaks the process into discrete and manageable steps. 

 
9. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural 

Resource Conservation. (2014). While uncertainty is not new to natural resource 
management, limitations in our ability to confidently predict the direction, rate, and nature of 
the effects of climate and other drivers of change on natural and human systems has 
reinforced the need for tools to cope with the associated uncertainties.  This guide present a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in 
natural resource management and conservation. 



From: Denise Sheehan
To: Alison Sasnett
Cc: Alisa Rawlins@fws.gov; Tina A Campbell
Subject: Fwd: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 3:14:22 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

FWS Climate Change Policy Review.docx

Alison,
Please see if you know of anything we need to do to respond to this.
Thx,
Denise

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: March 31, 2017 at 3:28:50 PM EDT
To: Dave Lemarie <Dave_Lemarie@fws.gov>, Dolores Savignano
<dolores_savignano@fws.gov>,  John Schmerfeld <john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>,
Mike Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Nancy Green
<nancy_green@fws.gov>, Tom Busiahn <tom_busiahn@fws.gov>,  Marilyn
Brower <Marilyn_Brower@fws.gov>, Denise Sheehan
<denise_sheehan@fws.gov>
Cc: Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,  Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>,
Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>
Subject: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on
Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number
of previous Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change. 
On March 29, Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin
implementing the President’s Order.  SO 3349 orders that  “each bureau and
office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies,
instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar actions
(Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been
assigned responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change
documents to submit to the Department for review.  We have developed an initial
draft of Fish and Wildlife Service documents, listed in the attachment.  I am
requesting your review of the list and your suggestions for additional documents



that should be included. Recommended additions should include a short one or
two sentence summary and a copy or citation of the document. Please note that
Science Applications is coordinating only the climate change related elements in
response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related requests from other
programs who have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil and gas
development, or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been
asked only to provide a list of items and we will await further instruction after the
Department has reviewed our submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason
Goldberg (Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson
(Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov ,703-358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April
5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



Dear Climate Adaptation Network members, 
 
On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth.  On March 29, Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial 
Order 3349 to begin implementing the Executive Order.  SO 3349 orders a review of agency 
actions directed by the President’s Executive Order and directs a reexamination of the mitigation 
and climate change policies and guidance across the Department of the Interior (Department or 
DOI). 
 
SO 3349 states that each bureau and office shall provide to DOI all Department Actions they 
have adopted, or are in the process of developing related to climate change policy, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., in 
particular:  
• Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the Impacts of 

Climate Change);  
• Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon Pollution Standards);  
• Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and National Security);  
• Report of the Executive Office of the President of June 2013 (The President's Climate Action 

Plan);  
• Report of the Executive Office of the President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy 

to Reduce Methane Emissions); and  
• the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for Federal 

Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Effects of 
Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 51866 
(August 5, 2016). 

 
The Office of Science Applications has been assigned responsibility by the Director for 
developing a list of climate change documents to submit to the Department.  We have developed 
an initialearly  draft of climate change related documents that weit recommends be shared with 
the Department.  I am requesting your review of the attached for any revisions or other updates 
that should be added.   
 
We only need to include high level documents, with a short one or two sentence summary. 
Please note that the Office of Science Applications is only coordinating the climate change 
related element in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related requests from 
other programs.  We have also not been asked at this time by the Director’s Office to review 
these documents for possible revisions.  
 
Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg of my 
staff (Jason Goldberg@fws.gov, 703 358 1866) by COB Wednesday, April 5. 
 
 
  



Climate Change Documents for Secretarial Order 3349  
1. 056 FW 1 (Service Policy Manual): A. Establishes overall U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

(Service) policy and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation, and B. Steps down 
the Departmental policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 

 
2. 56 FW 2 (Service Policy Manual): Establishes the Climate Adaptation Network in the 

Service, a team of senior-level Service staff which guides the Service to enhance 
preparedness, adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its 
interaction with non-climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --
resources, and facilities. 

 
3. Fiscal Year 2009 Climate Change Action Priorities: This document provides thirteen 

priority actions to be undertaken in FY 2009ties that represent changes necessary  to improve 
the Service’s ability to strategically fulfill its mission in the face of accelerating deliver 
conservation effectively on the ground related to climate change and other conservation 
issues.  

 
4. FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan: Completed and approved in 2010, the Service’s 

Climate Change Strategic Plan presents goals and objectives necessary to help the Service 
address climate change in order to help sustain diverse, distributed, and abundant populations 
of fish and wildlife through conservation of healthy habitats in a network of interconnected, 
ecologically functioning landscapes. 

 
5. Appendix: 5-Year Action Plan for Responding to Accelerating Climate Change. This 

document detailed the actions that the Service intended to pursue during fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 to implement the goals and objectives of the FWS Climate Change Strategic 
Plan. 

 
6. National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy: The National Fish, 

Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy (Strategy) represents the collaborative work 
of Federal, State, and Tribal agencies and their stakeholders to help sustain the nation’s living 
natural resources for the benefit of the American people. Developed at the direction of 
Congress and published in 2013 following public review, the Strategy provides a framework 
for coordinated actions among jurisdictions and authorities from the local to the national 
level to sustain native fish, wildlife, and plants and their habitats in a changing climate. 

 
7. Scanning the Horizon: A Guide to Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment. (2011).  

This handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared by a team of experts 
assembled by the National Wildlife Federation (including a Serviceproduced in part with 
Service input expert). It,  focuses on the key components of vulnerability--sensitivity and 
exposure--and reviews best practices for conducting climate change vulnerability 
assessments focusing on species, habitats, or ecosystems.  Vulnerability assessments are a 
key step in adaptation planning by enabling managers to identify those species and systems 
most likely to be in need of conservation actions as a result of climate change, develop 
adaptation strategies tailored for managing species and habitats in greatest need, foster 
collaboration at statewide and regional scales by providing a shared understanding of impacts 



and management options, and allow scarce resources for wildlife conservation to be allocated 
efficiently in the face of climate change. 

 
8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice. (2014). This 

handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared by a team of experts 
assembled by the National Wildlife Federation (including a Service expert). It offers 
guidance for designing and carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  
Developed by an expert workgroup, consisting of leaders in climate adaptation from federal 
and state agencies (including the Service) and non-governmental organizations, Tthe guide is 
designed to help conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change 
considerations into their work. The guide offers an approach to adaptation planning and 
implementation that breaks the process into discrete and manageable steps. 

 
9. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural 

Resource Conservation. (2014). While uncertainty is not new to natural resource 
management, limitations in our ability to confidently predict the direction, rate, and nature of 
the effects of climate and other drivers of change on natural and human systems has 
reinforced the need for tools to cope with the associated uncertainties.  This guide present a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in 
natural resource management and conservation. 



From: Tom Melius
To: bert frost@nps.gov
Cc: jim kurth@fws.gov
Subject: Fwd: Secretarial Order 3349: Assignment 1 - Mitigatation
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 5:21:47 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

Information Memorandum SO3349 Assignment One Mitigation.docx

Number 2 on mitigation issues

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Shultz, Gina" <gina_shultz@fws.gov>
Date: April 10, 2017 at 2:38:52 PM EDT
To: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>,  "Kurth, Jim" <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Tom Melius
<tom_melius@fws.gov>,  Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Subject: Secretarial Order 3349: Assignment 1 - Mitigatation

The revised informational memo with links to the relevant documents is attached.
Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 

Date:  April 10, 2017  

From: Gina Shultz, Acting Assistant Director for Ecological Services, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (FWS) 

Telephone: 202-208-4646 

Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(a)(1) of Secretarial 
Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  

I.  Introduction 

This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to (1) the Presidential Memorandum entitled 
"Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 
Investment" (November 3, 2015) and (2) Secretarial Order 3330, “Improving Mitigation Policies 
and Practices of the Department of the Interior” (October 31, 2013). 

II. Background 

The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled "Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth" revoked the November 3, 2015, Presidential Memorandum on mitigation and 
directed the heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from the 
Presidential Memorandum.   

On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence”, which 
revoked the previous Secretarial Order on mitigation (3330), and established a “Mitigation 
Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau and office head to identify all 
actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3330. 

III. Discussion 
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PREPARED BY: Ben Thatcher DATE: April 10, 2017 

(b) (5) DPP



From: Haubold, Elsa
To: Seth Mott; Kurt Johnson; Jason Goldberg
Subject: Fwd: Secretarial Order Rescinds DOI Climate Change and Mitigation Manuals
Date: Thursday, January 4, 2018 10:07:49 PM
Attachments: 3360 - Rescinding Authorities Inconsistent with Secretary"s Order 3349.pdf

FYI, in case you hadn't somehow heard from elsewhere. -Elsa
Elsa M. Haubold, Ph.D., PMP
Landscape Conservation Cooperative Network Coordinator

MS: SA
5275 Leesburg, Pike 
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803

http://lccnetwork.org
703/358-1953

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Muller, Kit <kmuller@blm.gov>
Date: Thu, Jan 4, 2018 at 1:31 PM
Subject: Secretarial Order Rescinds DOI Climate Change and Mitigation Manuals
To: Avra Morgan <aomorgan@usbr.gov>, Cat Hawkins Hoffman
<cat_hawkins_hoffman@nps.gov>, Doug Beard <dbeard@usgs.gov>, Elsa Haubold
<elsa_haubold@fws.gov>, jcushing@usgs.gov, jillian_cohen@fws.gov, "Prentice, Karen L"
<kprentic@blm.gov>, Megan Cook <megan_cook@fws.gov>, "Steinkamp, Melanie"
<msteinkamp@usgs.gov>

Colleagues:

Just in case you missed this over the holidays, attached is a copy of SO 3360.

-- Kit



   

      

 

        
   

               
              
             

             
            

                
          

          

             
            

         
              

            

                
              

               
            

           
    

            
             

            
           

          
         

               
               

             

            
            



             
 

               
                 

            
             

           
             
              

              
                

       

           
             

              
            

               
          

   

             
               

 

 

           
   

         
     

          
    

          
   

              
            

          
        
             

              
           



 

             
                
               

             

          
         

               
               

     

                 
              

                 
            

                
                

                
 

     



From: Schmerfeld, John
To: David Miko; Henning, Julie
Cc: David Hoskins
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349 climate change deliverables
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 2:59:49 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft 4-10-17.docx

Seth already sent this up.  The NFHP piece looks fine.

John Schmerfeld
Deputy AD
Fish and Aquatic Conservation
703/358-2332

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>
Date: Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 3:54 PM
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349 climate change deliverables
To: John Schmerfeld <John_Schmerfeld@fws.gov>

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 3:52 PM
Subject: SO 3349 climate change deliverables
To: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>,
Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Sanchez
Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, "Ford, Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, Betsy
Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,
Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom Melius <tom_melius@fws.gov>, Maureen
Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>

per our meeting this morning, here is our final draft

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (FWS) 202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial Order 

3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance 
that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the heads of all agencies to 
identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that requires, among other things, each bureau and office 
to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to Executive Order 
13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy and staff 

responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental policy on climate 
change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 056 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate Adaptation 
Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance preparedness, 
adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-
climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  

 
 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP



4.  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, NOAA, 
USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate training and education 
goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work 
with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work.  

 
9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication completed 

in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to help employees 
integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies into planning activities. 
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation: This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with FWS support and input, presents a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural 
resource management and conservation.  

 
 

IV. Next Steps 
The Fish and Wildlife Service has identified some examples of how it has stepped down climate change 
policy into guidance or criteria into project approvals or rankings in various FWS programs. 

(b) (5) DPP



1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NAWCA 
Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat. Grant decisions are based on scoring that 
includes categories such as waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and 
long-term conservation.  One criterion used in Standard NAWCA Grant proposal ranking is “Long-
term Conservation and Climate Change” which may include up to 3 points for climate change 
considerations out of a total possible score of 100.  For Small Grants under NAWCA, “Climate 
Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 possible point out of a total of 15. In FY16, $66 
million was available for NAWCA grants.  
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/ProposalInstructions.pdf 

 
2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NMBCA 

Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and throughout their life 
cycles.  Project proposals must identify whether the project reduces the effects of a predicted or 
current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or habitat and are scored up to 3 points 
(out of 60 total points) in proposal ranking. In FY16, $3.91 million was available for NMBCA 
grants. https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/nmbcaApplicationInstructions.pdf 

 
3. Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal grant 
funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats. The 
application states that additional points toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for 
projects that significantly incorporate climate change considerations in project design. In 2016, 
grants to States under this program totaled $5.6 million.  
https://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG-NOFA2015.pdf 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an internal 

FWS program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering federally listed species 
on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides project funding for on-the-ground 
conservation efforts.  Climate change is about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration 
of CRI Projects.  In 2016, $6.8 million was available for funding projects under this program. 

     https://www.fws.gov/refuges/whm/cri 
 

5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration, 
with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program annually provides grants 
of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. territories to protect, restore and 
enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. The grants are funded through the Sport 
Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment 
and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal 
watershed management, conservation of threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other 
factors” includes a request for how the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how 
it will be affected by climate change impacts. In January 2017, $17 million in grants to States were 
awarded under this program. 
https://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants/pdfs/FY2018NCWG_NoticeAndInstructions.pdf 

 
 



6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): Projects 
conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and aquatic 
communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve the quality of life 
for the American people.  The application process requests information from project applicants to 
identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no scoring or ranking criteria is based 
on this information, and it is used for internal reporting purposes only. In 2016, $1.8 million was 
available for funding projects under this program. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological Services): 

CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for federally listed species 
and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered Species Act.  The projects reflect the 
collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of review and scoring, each proposal is assessed 
for project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change and may be assigned 
additional points for such work. In 2017, grant awards included $9.48 million for Habitat 
Conservation Planning Assistance, 19.64 million for Habitat Conservation Plan land acquisition, and 
$11.16 million for Recovery land acquisition. 
 https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/pdf/FY17_CESCF-NOFO_FINAL.pdf 

 
 
 



From: Tom Melius
To: bert frost@nps.gov
Cc: jim kurth@fws.gov
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349 climate change deliverables
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 5:21:11 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft 4-10-17.docx

Here is the first one on climate change issues

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: April 10, 2017 at 3:52:26 PM EDT
To: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>,  Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>,
Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,  Sanchez Shaun
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, "Ford, Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>,  Betsy
Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,  Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom
Melius <tom_melius@fws.gov>,  Maureen Foster
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: SO 3349 climate change deliverables

per our meeting this morning, here is our final draft

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (FWS) 202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial Order 

3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance 
that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the heads of all agencies to 
identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that requires, among other things, each bureau and office 
to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to Executive Order 
13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy and staff 

responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental policy on climate 
change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 056 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate Adaptation 
Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance preparedness, 
adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-
climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  

 
 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP



4.  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, NOAA, 
USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate training and education 
goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work 
with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work.  

 
9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication completed 

in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to help employees 
integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies into planning activities. 
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation: This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with FWS support and input, presents a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural 
resource management and conservation.  

 
 

IV. Next Steps 
The Fish and Wildlife Service has identified some examples of how it has stepped down climate change 
policy into guidance or criteria into project approvals or rankings in various FWS programs. 

(b) (5) DPP



1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NAWCA 
Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat. Grant decisions are based on scoring that 
includes categories such as waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and 
long-term conservation.  One criterion used in Standard NAWCA Grant proposal ranking is “Long-
term Conservation and Climate Change” which may include up to 3 points for climate change 
considerations out of a total possible score of 100.  For Small Grants under NAWCA, “Climate 
Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 possible point out of a total of 15. In FY16, $66 
million was available for NAWCA grants.  
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/ProposalInstructions.pdf 

 
2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NMBCA 

Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and throughout their life 
cycles.  Project proposals must identify whether the project reduces the effects of a predicted or 
current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or habitat and are scored up to 3 points 
(out of 60 total points) in proposal ranking. In FY16, $3.91 million was available for NMBCA 
grants. https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/nmbcaApplicationInstructions.pdf 

 
3. Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal grant 
funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats. The 
application states that additional points toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for 
projects that significantly incorporate climate change considerations in project design. In 2016, 
grants to States under this program totaled $5.6 million.  
https://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG-NOFA2015.pdf 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an internal 

FWS program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering federally listed species 
on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides project funding for on-the-ground 
conservation efforts.  Climate change is about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration 
of CRI Projects.  In 2016, $6.8 million was available for funding projects under this program. 

     https://www.fws.gov/refuges/whm/cri 
 

5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration, 
with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program annually provides grants 
of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. territories to protect, restore and 
enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. The grants are funded through the Sport 
Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment 
and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal 
watershed management, conservation of threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other 
factors” includes a request for how the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how 
it will be affected by climate change impacts. In January 2017, $17 million in grants to States were 
awarded under this program. 
https://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants/pdfs/FY2018NCWG_NoticeAndInstructions.pdf 

 
 



6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): Projects 
conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and aquatic 
communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve the quality of life 
for the American people.  The application process requests information from project applicants to 
identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no scoring or ranking criteria is based 
on this information, and it is used for internal reporting purposes only. In 2016, $1.8 million was 
available for funding projects under this program. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological Services): 

CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for federally listed species 
and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered Species Act.  The projects reflect the 
collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of review and scoring, each proposal is assessed 
for project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change and may be assigned 
additional points for such work. In 2017, grant awards included $9.48 million for Habitat 
Conservation Planning Assistance, 19.64 million for Habitat Conservation Plan land acquisition, and 
$11.16 million for Recovery land acquisition. 
 https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/pdf/FY17_CESCF-NOFO_FINAL.pdf 

 
 
 



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Stephen Guertin
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349 Memo status check
Date: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 11:48:17 AM

FYI - should we just send Refuges revised memo up, solo?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Matson, Noah <noah_matson@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 19, 2017 at 12:28 PM
Subject: Re: SO 3349 Memo status check
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Cc: Jerome Ford <Jerome_ford@fws.gov>

No. ES had to write some new sections. Will have to be tomorrow.

Noah Matson
Policy Advisor, Migratory Birds
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah matson@fws.gov
(202) 208-4331

On Wed, Apr 19, 2017 at 12:20 PM, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Is it coming this way anytime soon?

Sent from my iPhone

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Martinez, Cynthia
To: Charisa Morris
Cc: Stephen Guertin
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349 policy review of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights
Date: Tuesday, April 18, 2017 12:28:35 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Oil Gas Response FINAL 4-14-17.docx

As requested, the electronic version of the BP.

Thanks,
Cynthia
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sanchez, Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, Apr 18, 2017 at 1:25 PM
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349 policy review of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 14, 2017 at 9:21 AM
Subject: SO 3349 policy review of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights
To: Shaun Sanchez <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, "Martinez, Cynthia T."
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>
Cc: Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, Ella Wagener <ella_wagener@fws.gov>,
Shannon Smith <shannon_smith@fws.gov>, Aaron Mize <aaron_mize@fws.gov>

We are scheduled to brief AS-FWP Monday on the SO 3349 policy review of the Non-Federal Oil and Gas rule; please see
attached.

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Shaun M. Sanchez
Deputy Chief
National Wildlife Refuge System
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
Office Phone:  703-358-2304
Cell:  702-533-9629
E-Mail: shaun_sanchez@fws.gov



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 17, 2017  
 
From: Cynthia Martinez, Assistant Director for Refuges, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 

202-208-4889 
 
Subject: Response to the deliverable Section 5.c. (iv) of Secretary Order 3349 – “American 

Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
In 1960, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) first promulgated regulations to govern the exercise 
of non-Federal mineral rights on lands and waters in the National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS). 
These regulations lacked a specific process for providing operators access and use of refuge to conduct 
operations while also minimizing impacts to refuge resources and uses. Reports from the Government 
Accountability Office and the Office of Inspector General identified these deficiencies in the FWS’s 
management of non-Federal oil and gas operations and recommended promulgating regulations to 
clarify and improve the process. In 2013, the FWS began a rulemaking effort to resolve these 
deficiencies that culminated in the finalization of the oil and gas rule (Rule) entitled, “Management of 
Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016). 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order (EO) entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” instructed the Secretary of Interior to review the FWS’s Rule to ensure it is 
consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of the EO. 
 
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order (SO) 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
required the FWS to conduct a policy review, within 21 days of the SO, of the Rule and report on 
whether the Rule is fully consistent with that policy. 
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From: gregory sheehan@fws.gov on behalf of Sheehan, Greg
To: Lawkowski, Gary
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349
Date: Friday, May 11, 2018 11:37:40 AM
Attachments: 065545 Non-Fed Oil Gas Activities ch edits 5.2.docx

NTR OG Final Rule Response EO-SO 4.24.17.docx

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:36 AM
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349
To: Gary Lawkowski <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Greg Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Martinez, Cynthia <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:05 AM
Subject: Re: SO 3349
To: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Cc: Bud Cribley <bud_cribley@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>

Steve,

Attached is the response prepared in April 2017 to SO 3349  “Management of Non-Federal Oil and
Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016)." that was submitted into DTS on April 24, 2017,
and I believe signed by the Directors office on April 25, 2017.

Please let me know if you need anything else.

Thanks
Cynthia

Chief
National Wildlife Refuge System
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 5:15 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:
Can we get an update on this deliverable from SO 3349?  Thanks.  Steve

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



From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith"
<paul_smith@nps.gov>, "Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past Secretary's
Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of the National Park
Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the following rules
and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks on
whether the rule is fully consistent with the President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 77972
(Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948
(Nov. 14, 2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675



 

 
 
 
In Reply Refer To: 
FWS/ANRS/065545 
 
 
To:      Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From:       Director 
 
Subject: Response to the deliverable Section 5.c. (iv) of Secretary’s Order 3349 – “American 

Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
In 1960, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) first promulgated regulations to govern the 
exercise of non-Federal mineral rights on lands and waters in the National Wildlife Refuge System 
(NWRS). These regulations lacked a specific consistent process for providing operators access and use 
of refuge surface to conduct operations while also minimizing impacts to refuge resources and uses. 
Reports from the Government Accountability Office (2003 and 2007) and the Office of Inspector 
General (2015) identified these deficiencies in the Service management of non-Federal oil and gas 
operations and recommended promulgating regulations to clarify and improve the process. In 2013, the 
Service began a rulemaking effort to resolve these deficiencies that culminated in the finalization of the 
oil and gas rule (Rule) entitled, “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016). 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order (EO) entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” instructed the Secretary of the Interior to review the Service’s Rule to ensure it is 
consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of the EO. 
 
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Secretary’s Order (SO) 3349, “American Energy 
Independence,” which required the Service to conduct a policy review, within 21 days of the SO, of the 
Rule and report on whether the Rule is fully consistent with that policy. 
 
III. Discussion 
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**NOTE TO REVIEWERS** 
 

• The purpose of this package is to transmit our response to Secretarial Order 3349 
ensuring consistency of the National Wildlife Refuge System Revision of Regulations (50 
CFR 29D) Governing Non-Federal Oil and Gas Activities with the policy outlined in 
Executive Order of March 28, 2017. 
 

•  
 

 
 
 

 
CONTACT: 

 
Scott Covington (Division of Natural Resources & Conservation Planning) 

(703) 358-2427 or scott_covington@fws.gov 
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From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Bud Cribley; Cynthia Martinez; Sanchez Shaun; Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz
Cc: Charisa Morris
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349
Date: Friday, May 11, 2018 4:15:56 AM
Attachments: so 3349 -american energy independence.pdf

Can we get an update on this deliverable from SO 3349?  Thanks.  Steve

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith" <paul_smith@nps.gov>,
"Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past Secretary's
Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of the National Park
Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the following rules
and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks on
whether the rule is fully consistent with the President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 77972
(Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948
(Nov. 14, 2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service



1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



 

ORDER NO.   3 3 4 9 

THE SECRETARY OF TH E INTERIOR 
WASHINGTON 

 

Subject:   American Energy Independence 
 

Sec. 1 Purpose. This Order implements the review of agency actions directed by an 
Executive Order signed by the President on March 28, 2017 and entitled "Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth" (March 28, 2017 E.O.). It also directs a 
reexamination of the mitigation policies and practices across the Department of the Interior 
(Department) in order to better balance conservation strategies and policies with the 
equally legitimate need of creating jobs for hard-working American families. 

 
Sec. 2 Authorities. This Order is issued under the authority of Section 2 of 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1262), as amended, and other applicable 
statutory authorities. 

 
Sec. 3 Background. Among other provisions, the March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the 
Department to review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and 
any other similar actions that potentially burden the development or utilization of 
domestically produced energy resources. A plan to carry out the review must be submitted 
to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget (0MB) and to certain other White 
House officials within 45 days of the date of the March 28, 2017 E.O. The objective of the 
review is to identify agency actions that unnecessarily burden the development or 
utilization of the Nation's energy resources and support action to appropriately and 
lawfully suspend, revise, or rescind such agency actions as soon as practicable. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also directs the Department to promptly review certain specific 
actions recently taken by the Department, in particular Secretary's Order 3338, 
"Discretionary Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Modernize the Federal 
Coal Program," and four rules related to onshore oil and gas development. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds certain Presidential Actions, reports, and final 
guidance related to climate change, including: 

 
a. E.O. 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the 

Impacts of Climate Change); 
 

b. Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon 
Pollution Standards); and 

 
c. Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and 

National Security). 
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The March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the Department to identify agency actions "related to or 
arising from" the rescinded Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance, and to initiate a 
lawful and appropriate process to suspend, revise, or rescind such actions. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds the Presidential Memorandum issued on November 
3, 2015, entitled "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment."  That Memorandum directed the Secretary of 
the Interior, among other Cabinet officials, to undertake a number of actions to implement 
a landscape-scale mitigation policy, including specific directions to the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) and the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) to develop mitigation 
policies that incorporated compensatory mitigation into planning and permitting processes. 

 
Secretary's Order 3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of 
the Interior," dated October 13, 2013, is directly related to the rescinded Presidential 
Memorandum on mitigation.  Secretary's Order 3330 dovetails with the subsequently 
issued Presidential Memorandum by directing the development and implementation of a 
landscape-scale mitigation policy for the Department. As directed by the Order, the 
Secretary received a report in April 2014 entitled, "A Strategy for Improving Mitigation 
Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior."  The Strategy set forth a number 
of "deliverables" by nearly every office and bureau within the Department to advance the 
stated goal of "landscape-scalemitigation." Given the close nexus between the rescinded 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretary's Order 3330, a thorough reexamination is 
needed of the policies set out in that Order. 

 
Sec. 4 Policy. To begin implementing the March 28, 2017 E.O., I hereby order the 
following: 

 
a. Revocation of Secretary's Order 3330. I hereby revoke Secretary's Order 

3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior," 
dated October 31, 2013. As set forth below, all actions taken pursuant to Secretary's Order 
3330 must be reviewed for possible reconsideration, modification, or rescission as 
appropriate. 

 
b. Review of Department Actions. As set forth in Sec. 5 below, each bureau 

and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, 
instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar actions (Department 
Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions set forth above and, to the 
extent deemed necessary and permitted by law, initiate an appropriate process to suspend, 
revise, or rescind any such actions, consistent with the policies set forth in the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 



3 
 

 
 
 
 
Sec. 5 Implementation. The following actions shall be taken pursuant to this Order: 

 
a. Mitigation Policy Review. 

 
(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to (1) 
the Presidential Memorandum dated November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural 
Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) 
Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions they have adopted or 
are in the process of developing relating to (1) the Presidential Memorandum dated 
November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through.their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action for review. 

 
b. Climate Change Policy Review. 

(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted, or are in the process of developing, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., 
in particular:  Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change); Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power 
Sector Carbon Pollution Standards); Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 
(Climate Change and National Security); Report of the Executive Office of the President of 
June 2013 (The President's Climate Action Plan); Report of the Executive Office of the 
President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy to Reduce Methane Emissions); 
and the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for 
Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the 
Effects of Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 
51866 (August 5, 2016). 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions identified in the review 
required by subsection (i) above. 
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(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action, for review. 

 
c. Review of Other Department Actions Impacting Energy Development. 

 
(i) As previously announced by the Department, BLM shall proceed 

expeditiously with proposing to rescind the final rule entitled, "Oil and Gas; Hydraulic 
Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands," 80 Fed. Reg. 16128 (Mar. 26, 2015). 

 
(ii) Within 21 days, the Director, BLM shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation," 
81 Fed. Reg. 83008 (January 17, 2017), and report to the Assistant Secretary - 
Land and Minerals Management on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set 
forth'in Section 1 of the March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iii) Within 21 days, the Director, National Park Service shall review the 

final rule entitled, "General Provisions and Non-FederalOil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 
77972 (Nov. 4, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iv) Within 21 days, the Director, FWS shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Management ofNon-Federal Oil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(v) Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the 

Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing 
Department Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that term is 
defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically 
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear 
resources. 

 
(vi) Within 35 days, the Deputy Secretary shall provide to me a plan to 

complete the review of Department Actions contemplated by Section 2 of the March 28, 
2017 E.O. The plan must meet all objectives and time lines set forth in the March 28, 2017 
E.O. 

 
Sec. 5 Effect of the Order. This Order is intended to improve the internal management 
of the Department. This Order and any resulting reports or recommendations are not 
intended to, and do not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable 
at law or equity by a party against the United States, its departments, agencies, 
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instrumentalities or entities, its officers or employees, or any other person. To the extent 
there is any inconsistency between the provisions of this Order and any Federal laws or 
regulations, the laws or regulations will control. 

 
Sec. 6 Expiration Date. This Order is effective immediately. It will remain in effect 
until it is amended, superseded, or revoked. 

 
 

 

 

Date: MAR 2 9  2017 



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Stephen Guertin
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, May 10, 2018 4:21:41 PM
Attachments: so 3349 -american energy independence.pdf

Hi Steve-

Isn't this your bailiwick?

-Charisa :-)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sheehan, Greg <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:17 PM
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>

Charisa,

This is along the lines of the email I sent a little earlier.  Can you please track this down as
well.

Thanks

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith" <paul_smith@nps.gov>,
"Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past Secretary's
Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of the National Park
Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the following rules and
report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks on whether the rule is
fully consistent with the President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 77972
(Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14,
2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!



Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



 

ORDER NO.   3 3 4 9 

THE SECRETARY OF TH E INTERIOR 
WASHINGTON 

 

Subject:   American Energy Independence 
 

Sec. 1 Purpose. This Order implements the review of agency actions directed by an 
Executive Order signed by the President on March 28, 2017 and entitled "Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth" (March 28, 2017 E.O.). It also directs a 
reexamination of the mitigation policies and practices across the Department of the Interior 
(Department) in order to better balance conservation strategies and policies with the 
equally legitimate need of creating jobs for hard-working American families. 

 
Sec. 2 Authorities. This Order is issued under the authority of Section 2 of 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1262), as amended, and other applicable 
statutory authorities. 

 
Sec. 3 Background. Among other provisions, the March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the 
Department to review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and 
any other similar actions that potentially burden the development or utilization of 
domestically produced energy resources. A plan to carry out the review must be submitted 
to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget (0MB) and to certain other White 
House officials within 45 days of the date of the March 28, 2017 E.O. The objective of the 
review is to identify agency actions that unnecessarily burden the development or 
utilization of the Nation's energy resources and support action to appropriately and 
lawfully suspend, revise, or rescind such agency actions as soon as practicable. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also directs the Department to promptly review certain specific 
actions recently taken by the Department, in particular Secretary's Order 3338, 
"Discretionary Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Modernize the Federal 
Coal Program," and four rules related to onshore oil and gas development. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds certain Presidential Actions, reports, and final 
guidance related to climate change, including: 

 
a. E.O. 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the 

Impacts of Climate Change); 
 

b. Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon 
Pollution Standards); and 

 
c. Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and 

National Security). 
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The March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the Department to identify agency actions "related to or 
arising from" the rescinded Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance, and to initiate a 
lawful and appropriate process to suspend, revise, or rescind such actions. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds the Presidential Memorandum issued on November 
3, 2015, entitled "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment."  That Memorandum directed the Secretary of 
the Interior, among other Cabinet officials, to undertake a number of actions to implement 
a landscape-scale mitigation policy, including specific directions to the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) and the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) to develop mitigation 
policies that incorporated compensatory mitigation into planning and permitting processes. 

 
Secretary's Order 3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of 
the Interior," dated October 13, 2013, is directly related to the rescinded Presidential 
Memorandum on mitigation.  Secretary's Order 3330 dovetails with the subsequently 
issued Presidential Memorandum by directing the development and implementation of a 
landscape-scale mitigation policy for the Department. As directed by the Order, the 
Secretary received a report in April 2014 entitled, "A Strategy for Improving Mitigation 
Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior."  The Strategy set forth a number 
of "deliverables" by nearly every office and bureau within the Department to advance the 
stated goal of "landscape-scalemitigation." Given the close nexus between the rescinded 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretary's Order 3330, a thorough reexamination is 
needed of the policies set out in that Order. 

 
Sec. 4 Policy. To begin implementing the March 28, 2017 E.O., I hereby order the 
following: 

 
a. Revocation of Secretary's Order 3330. I hereby revoke Secretary's Order 

3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior," 
dated October 31, 2013. As set forth below, all actions taken pursuant to Secretary's Order 
3330 must be reviewed for possible reconsideration, modification, or rescission as 
appropriate. 

 
b. Review of Department Actions. As set forth in Sec. 5 below, each bureau 

and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, 
instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar actions (Department 
Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions set forth above and, to the 
extent deemed necessary and permitted by law, initiate an appropriate process to suspend, 
revise, or rescind any such actions, consistent with the policies set forth in the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 
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Sec. 5 Implementation. The following actions shall be taken pursuant to this Order: 

 
a. Mitigation Policy Review. 

 
(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to (1) 
the Presidential Memorandum dated November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural 
Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) 
Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions they have adopted or 
are in the process of developing relating to (1) the Presidential Memorandum dated 
November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through.their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action for review. 

 
b. Climate Change Policy Review. 

(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted, or are in the process of developing, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., 
in particular:  Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change); Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power 
Sector Carbon Pollution Standards); Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 
(Climate Change and National Security); Report of the Executive Office of the President of 
June 2013 (The President's Climate Action Plan); Report of the Executive Office of the 
President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy to Reduce Methane Emissions); 
and the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for 
Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the 
Effects of Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 
51866 (August 5, 2016). 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions identified in the review 
required by subsection (i) above. 
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(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action, for review. 

 
c. Review of Other Department Actions Impacting Energy Development. 

 
(i) As previously announced by the Department, BLM shall proceed 

expeditiously with proposing to rescind the final rule entitled, "Oil and Gas; Hydraulic 
Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands," 80 Fed. Reg. 16128 (Mar. 26, 2015). 

 
(ii) Within 21 days, the Director, BLM shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation," 
81 Fed. Reg. 83008 (January 17, 2017), and report to the Assistant Secretary - 
Land and Minerals Management on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set 
forth'in Section 1 of the March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iii) Within 21 days, the Director, National Park Service shall review the 

final rule entitled, "General Provisions and Non-FederalOil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 
77972 (Nov. 4, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iv) Within 21 days, the Director, FWS shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Management ofNon-Federal Oil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(v) Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the 

Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing 
Department Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that term is 
defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically 
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear 
resources. 

 
(vi) Within 35 days, the Deputy Secretary shall provide to me a plan to 

complete the review of Department Actions contemplated by Section 2 of the March 28, 
2017 E.O. The plan must meet all objectives and time lines set forth in the March 28, 2017 
E.O. 

 
Sec. 5 Effect of the Order. This Order is intended to improve the internal management 
of the Department. This Order and any resulting reports or recommendations are not 
intended to, and do not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable 
at law or equity by a party against the United States, its departments, agencies, 
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instrumentalities or entities, its officers or employees, or any other person. To the extent 
there is any inconsistency between the provisions of this Order and any Federal laws or 
regulations, the laws or regulations will control. 

 
Sec. 6 Expiration Date. This Order is effective immediately. It will remain in effect 
until it is amended, superseded, or revoked. 

 
 

 

 

Date: MAR 2 9  2017 



From: gregory sheehan@fws.gov on behalf of Sheehan, Greg
To: Charisa Morris
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, May 10, 2018 4:18:24 PM
Attachments: so 3349 -american energy independence.pdf

Charisa,

This is along the lines of the email I sent a little earlier.  Can you please track this down as
well.

Thanks

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith" <paul_smith@nps.gov>,
"Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past Secretary's
Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of the National Park
Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the following rules and
report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks on whether the rule is
fully consistent with the President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 77972
(Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14,
2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 



Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675



 

ORDER NO.   3 3 4 9 

THE SECRETARY OF TH E INTERIOR 
WASHINGTON 

 

Subject:   American Energy Independence 
 

Sec. 1 Purpose. This Order implements the review of agency actions directed by an 
Executive Order signed by the President on March 28, 2017 and entitled "Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth" (March 28, 2017 E.O.). It also directs a 
reexamination of the mitigation policies and practices across the Department of the Interior 
(Department) in order to better balance conservation strategies and policies with the 
equally legitimate need of creating jobs for hard-working American families. 

 
Sec. 2 Authorities. This Order is issued under the authority of Section 2 of 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1262), as amended, and other applicable 
statutory authorities. 

 
Sec. 3 Background. Among other provisions, the March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the 
Department to review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and 
any other similar actions that potentially burden the development or utilization of 
domestically produced energy resources. A plan to carry out the review must be submitted 
to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget (0MB) and to certain other White 
House officials within 45 days of the date of the March 28, 2017 E.O. The objective of the 
review is to identify agency actions that unnecessarily burden the development or 
utilization of the Nation's energy resources and support action to appropriately and 
lawfully suspend, revise, or rescind such agency actions as soon as practicable. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also directs the Department to promptly review certain specific 
actions recently taken by the Department, in particular Secretary's Order 3338, 
"Discretionary Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Modernize the Federal 
Coal Program," and four rules related to onshore oil and gas development. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds certain Presidential Actions, reports, and final 
guidance related to climate change, including: 

 
a. E.O. 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the 

Impacts of Climate Change); 
 

b. Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon 
Pollution Standards); and 

 
c. Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and 

National Security). 
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The March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the Department to identify agency actions "related to or 
arising from" the rescinded Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance, and to initiate a 
lawful and appropriate process to suspend, revise, or rescind such actions. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds the Presidential Memorandum issued on November 
3, 2015, entitled "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment."  That Memorandum directed the Secretary of 
the Interior, among other Cabinet officials, to undertake a number of actions to implement 
a landscape-scale mitigation policy, including specific directions to the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) and the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) to develop mitigation 
policies that incorporated compensatory mitigation into planning and permitting processes. 

 
Secretary's Order 3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of 
the Interior," dated October 13, 2013, is directly related to the rescinded Presidential 
Memorandum on mitigation.  Secretary's Order 3330 dovetails with the subsequently 
issued Presidential Memorandum by directing the development and implementation of a 
landscape-scale mitigation policy for the Department. As directed by the Order, the 
Secretary received a report in April 2014 entitled, "A Strategy for Improving Mitigation 
Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior."  The Strategy set forth a number 
of "deliverables" by nearly every office and bureau within the Department to advance the 
stated goal of "landscape-scalemitigation." Given the close nexus between the rescinded 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretary's Order 3330, a thorough reexamination is 
needed of the policies set out in that Order. 

 
Sec. 4 Policy. To begin implementing the March 28, 2017 E.O., I hereby order the 
following: 

 
a. Revocation of Secretary's Order 3330. I hereby revoke Secretary's Order 

3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior," 
dated October 31, 2013. As set forth below, all actions taken pursuant to Secretary's Order 
3330 must be reviewed for possible reconsideration, modification, or rescission as 
appropriate. 

 
b. Review of Department Actions. As set forth in Sec. 5 below, each bureau 

and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, 
instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar actions (Department 
Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions set forth above and, to the 
extent deemed necessary and permitted by law, initiate an appropriate process to suspend, 
revise, or rescind any such actions, consistent with the policies set forth in the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 
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Sec. 5 Implementation. The following actions shall be taken pursuant to this Order: 

 
a. Mitigation Policy Review. 

 
(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to (1) 
the Presidential Memorandum dated November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural 
Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) 
Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions they have adopted or 
are in the process of developing relating to (1) the Presidential Memorandum dated 
November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through.their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action for review. 

 
b. Climate Change Policy Review. 

(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted, or are in the process of developing, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., 
in particular:  Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change); Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power 
Sector Carbon Pollution Standards); Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 
(Climate Change and National Security); Report of the Executive Office of the President of 
June 2013 (The President's Climate Action Plan); Report of the Executive Office of the 
President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy to Reduce Methane Emissions); 
and the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for 
Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the 
Effects of Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 
51866 (August 5, 2016). 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions identified in the review 
required by subsection (i) above. 
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(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action, for review. 

 
c. Review of Other Department Actions Impacting Energy Development. 

 
(i) As previously announced by the Department, BLM shall proceed 

expeditiously with proposing to rescind the final rule entitled, "Oil and Gas; Hydraulic 
Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands," 80 Fed. Reg. 16128 (Mar. 26, 2015). 

 
(ii) Within 21 days, the Director, BLM shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation," 
81 Fed. Reg. 83008 (January 17, 2017), and report to the Assistant Secretary - 
Land and Minerals Management on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set 
forth'in Section 1 of the March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iii) Within 21 days, the Director, National Park Service shall review the 

final rule entitled, "General Provisions and Non-FederalOil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 
77972 (Nov. 4, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iv) Within 21 days, the Director, FWS shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Management ofNon-Federal Oil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(v) Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the 

Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing 
Department Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that term is 
defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically 
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear 
resources. 

 
(vi) Within 35 days, the Deputy Secretary shall provide to me a plan to 

complete the review of Department Actions contemplated by Section 2 of the March 28, 
2017 E.O. The plan must meet all objectives and time lines set forth in the March 28, 2017 
E.O. 

 
Sec. 5 Effect of the Order. This Order is intended to improve the internal management 
of the Department. This Order and any resulting reports or recommendations are not 
intended to, and do not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable 
at law or equity by a party against the United States, its departments, agencies, 
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instrumentalities or entities, its officers or employees, or any other person. To the extent 
there is any inconsistency between the provisions of this Order and any Federal laws or 
regulations, the laws or regulations will control. 

 
Sec. 6 Expiration Date. This Order is effective immediately. It will remain in effect 
until it is amended, superseded, or revoked. 

 
 

 

 

Date: MAR 2 9  2017 



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Jim Kurth
Cc: Charisa Morris; Betsy Hildebrandt
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 11:39:15 AM
Attachments: FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx

Here is the final revised version to address all of the feedback and guidance from our political
team.  Will send it up the line to ASFWP.  Thanks.  Steve

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Patterson, Dan <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 12:29 PM
Subject: Re: SO 3349
To: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Cc: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>

Okay.

Made Steve's changes -- removed date b/c I figured it would be date-stamped once
signed; also it was 8 direct actions and "5" additional actions (we had 4).

Also reflects late edits from ES.

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 12:17 PM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Yep.

Dan has included.

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad

On Apr 20, 2017, at 12:16 PM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

And I see you also just got late breaking edits from ES.  Thanks.  Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 12:06 PM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Thanks, the content looks good.

Please rework to say:

To:  Deputy Secretary



Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
From:  Director

And change to "eight" the number we have identified on top of page 2 (it says
"seven" actions).

Thanks and email me the final final final version.  

Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 11:55 AM, Patterson, Dan
<dan_patterson@fws.gov> wrote:

Steve,

Attached is a clean draft of our preliminary response to SO 3349.

DP

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 11:03 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

The document is looking good and reflects the conversation we had with
the political team Tuesday.  Pls send me the final once it ready to go and I
will send it up the line to them ..... they could very well have further edits
but that is their purview.  Thanks!  Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 10:47 AM, Patterson, Dan
<dan_patterson@fws.gov> wrote:

Steve,

Just left a VM for you about wanting to touch base on SO 3349.
Our draft is nearly ready -- waiting on some language from
Refuges and a quick check-in with Gary. 

Did you have any edits you'd like incorporated? If so, please
send them my way. Also, once we have a clean, final version of
the draft, do you want to move it to Casey or should we do it?

Thanks,
DP

-- 

DAN PATTERSON
Chief, Branch of Program Support
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: MB



Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
w. 703-358-2630 
c.  571-357-0347

-- 

DAN PATTERSON
Chief, Branch of Program Support
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: MB
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
w. 703-358-2630 
c.  571-357-0347

-- 

DAN PATTERSON
Chief, Branch of Program Support
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: MB
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
w. 703-358-2630 
c.  571-357-0347
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Memorandum 
 
To: Deputy Secretary 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
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Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g., 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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From: Jerome Ford
To: Stephen Guertin
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 11:02:06 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx

Standing by for further instructions.

Please advise at your earliest convenience.

Thanks.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Patterson, Dan" <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 11:55:02 AM EDT
To: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Cc: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: SO 3349

Steve,

Attached is a clean draft of our preliminary response to SO 3349.

DP

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 11:03 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

The document is looking good and reflects the conversation we had with the
political team Tuesday.  Pls send me the final once it ready to go and I will send
it up the line to them ..... they could very well have further edits but that is their
purview.  Thanks!  Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 10:47 AM, Patterson, Dan <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
wrote:

Steve,

Just left a VM for you about wanting to touch base on SO 3349. Our
draft is nearly ready -- waiting on some language from Refuges and a
quick check-in with Gary. 

Did you have any edits you'd like incorporated? If so, please send
them my way. Also, once we have a clean, final version of the draft, do



you want to move it to Casey or should we do it?

Thanks,
DP

-- 

DAN PATTERSON
Chief, Branch of Program Support
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: MB
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
w. 703-358-2630 
c.  571-357-0347

-- 

DAN PATTERSON
Chief, Branch of Program Support
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: MB
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
w. 703-358-2630 
c.  571-357-0347
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Information Memorandum  
for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 

 
Date:  April 20, 2017  

 
From: Jerome Ford, Assistant Director, Migratory Birds, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

(FWS) 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
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Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g., 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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From: Hildebrandt, Betsy
To: Kodis, Martin
Cc: Matthew Huggler
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, April 6, 2017 8:47:00 AM

This is the general guidance.  Thanks for jumping on this Marty
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford, Jerome <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 7:53 AM
Subject: SO 3349
To: "gary_frazer@fws.gov" <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, David Hoskins <david_hoskins@fws.gov>
Cc: "Kurth, Jim" <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Betsy
Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>,
Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>

Team,

Noah Matson will be contacting you are your designated staff to regroup on the subject
assignment.  I have a new approach which should allow us a chance to address the SO.  This
approach will require you to self-identify 2-3 actions (discretionary policies, advisory
guidance, etc.) that have been noted as burdensome.  Such feedback may have come to you via
public comments during the publication of proposed or final regulations or incoming an letter
from an interested entity.  

Additionally, I would like to include in the FWS response 2-3 perceived burdensome actions
that are clearly necessary and have enabled excellent conservation for critters and provide a
great benefit to the American public. 

Please be advised and alert your staff that Noah will provide detailed instructions later this
morning with deadlines.  Unfortunately, the deadlines will be rather short since we will need
to provide an update by next Wednesday.

Thank you for your anticipated understanding, patience and cooperation.  Enjoy your day and
make the best of it.

-- 
Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program
FWS Aviation Executive
202-208-1050
jerome_ford@fws.gov

-- 
Betsy Hildebrandt



Assistant Director - External Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov
202-208-5256



From: gregory sheehan@fws.gov on behalf of Sheehan, Greg
To: Gary Lawkowski
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349
Date: Friday, May 11, 2018 4:50:50 PM
Attachments: 2631 170426104300 001 (1).pdf

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, May 11, 2018 at 4:00 PM
Subject: Re: SO 3349
To: "Lawkowski, Gary" <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Greg Sheehan
<greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

Signed version, attached.

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 1:40 PM, Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Is it possible to confirm whether this memo was signed/finalized?

Sincerely,

Gary Lawkowski

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:36 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Martinez, Cynthia <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:05 AM
Subject: Re: SO 3349
To: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Cc: Bud Cribley <bud_cribley@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>,
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Charisa
Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>

Steve,

Attached is the response prepared in April 2017 to SO 3349  “Management of Non-Federal Oil
and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016)." that was submitted into DTS on April 24,
2017, and I believe signed by the Directors office on April 25, 2017.

Please let me know if you need anything else.

Thanks
Cynthia

Chief
National Wildlife Refuge System
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service



On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 5:15 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:
Can we get an update on this deliverable from SO 3349?  Thanks.  Steve

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith"
<paul_smith@nps.gov>, "Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past
Secretary's Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of the
National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the
following rules and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife
and Parks on whether the rule is fully consistent with the President’s
policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg.
77972 (Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948
(Nov. 14, 2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service



1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675













From: Greg Sheehan
To: Roslyn Sellars; thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Fwd: SOI monthly meeting agenda
Date: Tuesday, April 17, 2018 1:29:00 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

SOI-ASFWP Monthly Meeting 2018-04-17.docx

Could you please print this for me.  I’ll stop by and grab it.  

Thanks

Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
202-208-4545 office
202-676-7675 cell

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: April 17, 2018 at 9:36:09 AM EDT
To: Greg Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>
Subject: SOI monthly meeting agenda

attached (submitted to SOI yesterday)

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937



 
United States Department of the Interior 

Washington, D.C. 20240 
SISTANT SECRETARY MONTHLY MEETING WITH THE SECRETARY 

1 

 
DATE:   April 17, 2018   TIME:  4:00 p m. 
FROM: Susan Combs, Senior Advisor to the Secretary, exercising the authority of the 
Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks  
SUBJECT:  Monthly Meeting 
DOI Staff Participating:  David Bernhardt, Todd Willens, Scott Hommel, Downey Magallanes, 
Dan Smith, Greg Sheehan 
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Matson, Noah
Cc: Stephen Guertin
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, May 23, 2018 2:03:32 PM
Attachments: 065545 Non-Fed Oil Gas Activities .docx

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:56 AM
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: "Rushing, Anya" <anya_rushing@fws.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

You're right! Final was in DTS (attached) - I just compared it to the signed version and they
appear identical.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:50 AM, Rushing, Anya <anya_rushing@fws.gov> wrote:
No, unless it was updated to DTS. 

Anya Rushing
Biological Analyst and Briefing Book Lead
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1849 C. Street NW, Room 3351
Washington, DC
202-273-3288

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:48 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
This is the latest I have (6 days old).  Anya, do you have a more recent version?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 1:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Anya Rushing <anya_rushing@fws.gov>

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:



From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan
Patterson <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome
Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and
your staff for providing information and your comprehensive review this
morning.  I am hopeful that our product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



 

 
 
 
In Reply Refer To: 
FWS/ANRS/065545 
 
 
To:      Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From:       Director 
 
Subject: Response to the deliverable Section 5.c. (iv) of Secretary’s Order 3349 – “American 

Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
In 1960, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) first promulgated regulations to govern the 
exercise of non-Federal mineral rights on lands and waters in the National Wildlife Refuge System 
(NWRS). These regulations lacked a specific consistent process for providing operators access and use 
of refuge surface to conduct operations while also minimizing impacts to refuge resources and uses. 
Reports from the Government Accountability Office (2003 and 2007) and the Office of Inspector 
General (2015) identified these deficiencies in the Service management of non-Federal oil and gas 
operations and recommended promulgating regulations to clarify and improve the process. In 2013, the 
Service began a rulemaking effort to resolve these deficiencies that culminated in the finalization of the 
oil and gas rule (Rule) entitled, “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016). 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order (EO) entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” instructed the Secretary of Interior to review the Service’s Rule to ensure it is 
consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of the EO. 
 
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Secretary’s Order (SO) 3349, “American Energy 
Independence,” which required the Service to conduct a policy review, within 21 days of the SO, of the 
Rule and report on whether the Rule is fully consistent with that policy. 
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From: Matson, Noah
To: Stephen Guertin; Charisa Morris (charisa morris@fws.gov)
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, May 23, 2018 11:55:33 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx

Steve - I'm helping respond to the latest request for information about our implementation of
SO3349 and filling out a spreadsheet from ASFWP. Unfortunately, no one seems to have the
final, dated version of the attached memo that Jerome says you forwarded to Casey
Hammond/ASFWP last April - do you have an email/file, etc? It is not in DTS as far as I can
tell.

Thanks!

Noah Matson
Acting Chief, Division of Natural Resources and Conservation Planning
National Wildlife Refuge System 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah_matson@fws.gov
(703) 358-2270

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 12:46 PM
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan Patterson
<dan_patterson@fws.gov>

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and your staff for
providing information and your comprehensive review this morning.  I am hopeful that our
product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome



file:///C/Users/CRose/Desktop/EO-SO%20FOIAs/Records/3349/Extracted%20Appended/ATT00001_29 htm[3/6/2019 6:32:22 AM]

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad
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Memorandum 
 
To: Deputy Secretary 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
 



 2 

Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g., 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Donnise Hancock
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Friday, May 11, 2018 2:59:22 PM
Attachments: 2631 170426104300 001.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:58 AM
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: "Rushing, Anya" <anya_rushing@fws.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Signed version attached, FYC.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:56 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
You're right! Final was in DTS (attached) - I just compared it to the signed version and they
appear identical.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:50 AM, Rushing, Anya <anya_rushing@fws.gov> wrote:
No, unless it was updated to DTS. 

Anya Rushing
Biological Analyst and Briefing Book Lead
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1849 C. Street NW, Room 3351
Washington, DC
202-273-3288

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:48 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
This is the latest I have (6 days old).  Anya, do you have a more recent version?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 1:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Anya Rushing
<anya_rushing@fws.gov>

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program



Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>,
Dan Patterson <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially
Burdensome Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and
your staff for providing information and your comprehensive review this
morning.  I am hopeful that our product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937













From: Johnson, Mike
To: Stephen Guertin; Ford, Jerome
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, September 20, 2017 10:51:55 AM
Attachments: FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx

Steve,

Here is what I believe was the final report on SO3349.

Mike
Michael J. Johnson
Deputy Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS 
5275 LEESBURG PIKE, MS: MB
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803
Office:  703-358-1893
Mobile: 703-915-0424
mike j johnson@fws.gov
Building a vision for the next 100 years of Bird Conservation!

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan
Patterson <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome
Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and your
staff for providing information and your comprehensive review this morning.  I
am hopeful that our product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome



-- 
Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program
FWS Aviation Executive
202-208-1050
jerome_ford@fws.gov

-- 
Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program
FWS Aviation Executive
202-208-1050
jerome_ford@fws.gov
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Memorandum 
 
To: Deputy Secretary 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
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Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g., 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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From: Ford, Jerome
To: Charisa Morris
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, July 12, 2017 3:11:33 PM
Attachments: mime-attachment.html

ATT00001.htm
FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx
ATT00002.htm

FYI
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ford, Jerome <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:56 PM
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>

Look what I found!

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 2:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Anya Rushing <anya_rushing@fws.gov>

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan
Patterson <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome
Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and your
staff for providing information and your comprehensive review this morning.  I



am hopeful that our product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome

-- 
Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program
FWS Aviation Executive
202-208-1050
jerome_ford@fws.gov

-- 
Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program
FWS Aviation Executive
202-208-1050
jerome_ford@fws.gov



file:///C/Users/CRose/Desktop/EO-SO%20FOIAs/Records/3349/Extracted%20Appended/mime-attachment_4.html[3/6/2019 6:32:52 AM]

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad
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Memorandum 
 
To: Deputy Secretary 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
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Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g., 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Casey Hammond; Rushing, Anya
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 8:49:05 AM
Attachments: mime-attachment.html

ATT00001.htm
FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx
ATT00002.htm

This is the latest I have (6 days old).  Anya, do you have a more recent version?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 1:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Anya Rushing <anya_rushing@fws.gov>

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan
Patterson <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome
Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and your
staff for providing information and your comprehensive review this morning.  I
am hopeful that our product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



file:///C/Users/CRose/Desktop/EO-SO%20FOIAs/Records/3349/Extracted%20Appended/mime-attachment_5.html[3/6/2019 6:33:03 AM]

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad
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Memorandum 
 
To: Deputy Secretary 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
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Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g., 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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From: Jerome Ford
To: Jim Kurth
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 1:17:01 PM
Attachments: mime-attachment.html

ATT00001.htm
FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx
ATT00002.htm

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan
Patterson <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome
Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and your
staff for providing information and your comprehensive review this morning.  I
am hopeful that our product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome



file:///C/Users/CRose/Desktop/EO-SO%20FOIAs/Records/3349/Extracted%20Appended/mime-attachment_6.html[3/6/2019 6:33:13 AM]

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad
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Memorandum 
 
To: Deputy Secretary 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
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Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g., 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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From: Jerome Ford
To: Charisa Morris; Anya Rushing
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 1:16:18 PM
Attachments: mime-attachment.html

ATT00001.htm
FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx
ATT00002.htm

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan
Patterson <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome
Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and your
staff for providing information and your comprehensive review this morning.  I
am hopeful that our product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome



file:///C/Users/CRose/Desktop/EO-SO%20FOIAs/Records/3349/Extracted%20Appended/mime-attachment_7.html[3/6/2019 6:33:24 AM]

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad
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Memorandum 
 
To: Deputy Secretary 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
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Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g., 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Matson, Noah; Stephen Guertin
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, May 23, 2018 2:03:46 PM
Attachments: 2631 170426104300 001.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:58 AM
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: "Rushing, Anya" <anya_rushing@fws.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Signed version attached, FYC.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:56 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
You're right! Final was in DTS (attached) - I just compared it to the signed version and they
appear identical.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:50 AM, Rushing, Anya <anya_rushing@fws.gov> wrote:
No, unless it was updated to DTS. 

Anya Rushing
Biological Analyst and Briefing Book Lead
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1849 C. Street NW, Room 3351
Washington, DC
202-273-3288

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:48 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
This is the latest I have (6 days old).  Anya, do you have a more recent version?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 1:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Anya Rushing
<anya_rushing@fws.gov>

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program



Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>,
Dan Patterson <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially
Burdensome Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and
your staff for providing information and your comprehensive review this
morning.  I am hopeful that our product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937













From: Barbara Wainman
To: greg j sheehan@fws.gov
Subject: Fwd: Talking Points for FWS 10/31 7pm interview re: Alaska 1002 Area
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 5:38:28 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

Alaskan 1002 One Pager.docx

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Rigas, Laura" <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>
Date: October 31, 2017 at 6:05:19 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,  Barbara Wainman
<barbara_wainman@fws.gov>, Greg Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, 
"Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Heather Swift
<heather_swift@ios.doi.gov>,  "Chambers, Micah"
<micah_chambers@ios.doi.gov>, "Newell, Russell"
<russell_newell@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Talking Points for FWS 10/31 7pm interview re: Alaska 1002
Area

Thanks, Charisa --
Great job. We suggest that Greg used the attached backgrounder as general
talkers, especially for the nuances. Any issues with it?
 I would even support sending a copy of the attached doc to the reporter, but defer
to Heather on that. 
Also, in the talkers you outline (which are basically a boiled down version of the
attached), I think it's important to highlight that if

Good luck and let us know how the interview goes. 
My best, 
L

Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell 
@Interior 

On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 5:43 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



Good afternoon-

Please see the talking points below, submitted for your review.

  

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

(b) (5) DPP



 

Section 1002 History: In section 1002 of ANILCA (Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act), 
Congress and President Carter deferred a decision regarding future management of the 1.5-million-acre 
coastal plain – now referred to as the 1002 area – in recognition of the area’s natural resource potential.  
Due to its unique purpose and potential, the 1002 area has never been added to the rest of the refuge’s 
designated wilderness.   

•  
 

Administration Position: Given the 1002 area’s unique status, the President’s FY18 budget called for 
Congress to approve development in the 1002 area. We want two lease sales in the next 10 years. This 
will accommodate all of the necessary environmental assessments to make sure the development is 
done in the most environmentally responsible manner. 

 
Our budget estimates that this would bring in roughly $1.8B to the Treasury.  

Last spring, Secretary Zinke visited the North Slope with Chairman Murkowski and a bipartisan Senate 
delegation. While there, he signed a secretarial order in Anchorage that requires the USGS to update its 
resource assessments for the 1002 area.  The plan includes consideration of new geological and 
geophysical data, as well as potential for reprocessing existing geological and geophysical data. The 
secretarial order does not reduce, eliminate, or modify any environmental or regulatory requirements 
for energy development.  This evaluation is consistent with the intent of ANILCA and will improve the 
Department’s understanding of the 1002 area. 

Environmental Impact: If Congress authorizes development in the 1002 area, DOI will have to follow all 
the appropriate environmental laws and procedures before any production can occur.  

  

The NPRA (National Petroleum Reserve Alaska) is also located on Alaska’s North Slope on the coastal 
plains. The terrain is very similar to the 1002 area. Within the NPRA, lease sales have been occurring 
since 1999 and production and development are still occurring. Drilling technology has only gotten safer 
and less intrusive.   

We also currently have active oil drilling and production in the Kenai Wildlife Refuge in Alaska. We have 
strict rules in place there that protect the environment and associated communities. The Kenai wildlife 
refuge is the most popular refuge in Alaska, game stocks are healthy and well managed, systems are put 
in place that mitigate impact to the refuge and surrounding communities. 

Bottom Line:  
 However, no development can occur 

without Congressional action. The Administration supports Congress’ action to authorize development 
as illustrated by our budget request. We fundamentally believe this will bolster our nation’s energy 
independence and national security, provide economic opportunity for Alaskans and provide much-
needed revenue to both the State of Alaska and Federal government.  

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



From: Denise Sheehan
To: Tina A Campbell
Subject: Fwd: Transition planning update 3/30/17
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 2:00:49 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

so 3349 -american energy independence.pdf

Tina,
FYI.
Denise

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 10:57:17 AM EDT
To: "FWS Directorate & Deputies" <fwsdirectanddep@fws.gov>
Subject: Transition planning update 3/30/17

The Secretary has signed four Secretarial Orders to date.  We have taken action on the first
one; have turned in our assignments for the second one and are now supporting the
Department’s efforts; and have several key assignments coming off the fourth one.

1. We have already taken steps to implement SO 3346 to revoke Director's Order No 219
on the use of nontoxic ammunition and fishing tackle.

2. We have just turned in our detailed response and recommendations on SO 3347 on
Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation (access and outdoor recreation).  We
had thirty days to complete this very detailed and ambitious deliverable which will now be
reviewed by the DOI political leadership team, formulated into a Secretarial Action Plan,
and shared with the Wildlife Hunting Heritage Conservation Council and Sport Fishing and
Boating Partnership Council for their feedback and recommendations for a final Secretarial
Action Plan.  We will continue to support these policy level conversations as they move
forward.

3. SO 3348 overturns the 2016 moratorium on all new coal leases on federal land and ends
the programmatic environmental impacts statement that was set to be completed no sooner
than 2019.

4. The Secretary has just signed out SO 3349 on American energy independence and this
also launches several specific assignments for us on very short timeframes – we have two
to three weeks for each assignment.  (Much as we did with SO 3347 we will convene a
cross-program team to identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up
periodic check ins as we work toward a final product).  SO 3349 tiers off of the just-released
and broader Executive Order on energy.  

·       SO 3349 "energy independence" order revokes the previous Administration's
mitigation directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or
rescind" related policies on mitigation or climate change. 

·       SO 3349 directs the Bureau of Land Management to "expeditiously" rescind its
hydraulic fracturing regulations and gave BLM 21 days to review the methane



flaring rule to determine whether it's "fully consistent" with the EO. 

·       SO 3349 gives the directors of the National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife
Service 21 days from yesterday to reconsider their oil and gas rules. 

·       SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced energy
resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources."
The deputy Interior secretary then has six days to produce a plan to comply with
the EO energy order. 

 



 

ORDER NO.   3 3 4 9 

THE SECRETARY OF TH E INTERIOR 
WASHINGTON 

 

Subject:   American Energy Independence 
 

Sec. 1 Purpose. This Order implements the review of agency actions directed by an 
Executive Order signed by the President on March 28, 2017 and entitled "Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth" (March 28, 2017 E.O.). It also directs a 
reexamination of the mitigation policies and practices across the Department of the Interior 
(Department) in order to better balance conservation strategies and policies with the 
equally legitimate need of creating jobs for hard-working American families. 

 
Sec. 2 Authorities. This Order is issued under the authority of Section 2 of 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1262), as amended, and other applicable 
statutory authorities. 

 
Sec. 3 Background. Among other provisions, the March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the 
Department to review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and 
any other similar actions that potentially burden the development or utilization of 
domestically produced energy resources. A plan to carry out the review must be submitted 
to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget (0MB) and to certain other White 
House officials within 45 days of the date of the March 28, 2017 E.O. The objective of the 
review is to identify agency actions that unnecessarily burden the development or 
utilization of the Nation's energy resources and support action to appropriately and 
lawfully suspend, revise, or rescind such agency actions as soon as practicable. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also directs the Department to promptly review certain specific 
actions recently taken by the Department, in particular Secretary's Order 3338, 
"Discretionary Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Modernize the Federal 
Coal Program," and four rules related to onshore oil and gas development. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds certain Presidential Actions, reports, and final 
guidance related to climate change, including: 

 
a. E.O. 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the 

Impacts of Climate Change); 
 

b. Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon 
Pollution Standards); and 

 
c. Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and 

National Security). 
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The March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the Department to identify agency actions "related to or 
arising from" the rescinded Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance, and to initiate a 
lawful and appropriate process to suspend, revise, or rescind such actions. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds the Presidential Memorandum issued on November 
3, 2015, entitled "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment."  That Memorandum directed the Secretary of 
the Interior, among other Cabinet officials, to undertake a number of actions to implement 
a landscape-scale mitigation policy, including specific directions to the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) and the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) to develop mitigation 
policies that incorporated compensatory mitigation into planning and permitting processes. 

 
Secretary's Order 3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of 
the Interior," dated October 13, 2013, is directly related to the rescinded Presidential 
Memorandum on mitigation.  Secretary's Order 3330 dovetails with the subsequently 
issued Presidential Memorandum by directing the development and implementation of a 
landscape-scale mitigation policy for the Department. As directed by the Order, the 
Secretary received a report in April 2014 entitled, "A Strategy for Improving Mitigation 
Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior."  The Strategy set forth a number 
of "deliverables" by nearly every office and bureau within the Department to advance the 
stated goal of "landscape-scalemitigation." Given the close nexus between the rescinded 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretary's Order 3330, a thorough reexamination is 
needed of the policies set out in that Order. 

 
Sec. 4 Policy. To begin implementing the March 28, 2017 E.O., I hereby order the 
following: 

 
a. Revocation of Secretary's Order 3330. I hereby revoke Secretary's Order 

3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior," 
dated October 31, 2013. As set forth below, all actions taken pursuant to Secretary's Order 
3330 must be reviewed for possible reconsideration, modification, or rescission as 
appropriate. 

 
b. Review of Department Actions. As set forth in Sec. 5 below, each bureau 

and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, 
instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar actions (Department 
Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions set forth above and, to the 
extent deemed necessary and permitted by law, initiate an appropriate process to suspend, 
revise, or rescind any such actions, consistent with the policies set forth in the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 
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Sec. 5 Implementation. The following actions shall be taken pursuant to this Order: 

 
a. Mitigation Policy Review. 

 
(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to (1) 
the Presidential Memorandum dated November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural 
Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) 
Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions they have adopted or 
are in the process of developing relating to (1) the Presidential Memorandum dated 
November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through.their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action for review. 

 
b. Climate Change Policy Review. 

(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted, or are in the process of developing, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., 
in particular:  Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change); Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power 
Sector Carbon Pollution Standards); Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 
(Climate Change and National Security); Report of the Executive Office of the President of 
June 2013 (The President's Climate Action Plan); Report of the Executive Office of the 
President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy to Reduce Methane Emissions); 
and the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for 
Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the 
Effects of Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 
51866 (August 5, 2016). 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions identified in the review 
required by subsection (i) above. 
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(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action, for review. 

 
c. Review of Other Department Actions Impacting Energy Development. 

 
(i) As previously announced by the Department, BLM shall proceed 

expeditiously with proposing to rescind the final rule entitled, "Oil and Gas; Hydraulic 
Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands," 80 Fed. Reg. 16128 (Mar. 26, 2015). 

 
(ii) Within 21 days, the Director, BLM shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation," 
81 Fed. Reg. 83008 (January 17, 2017), and report to the Assistant Secretary - 
Land and Minerals Management on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set 
forth'in Section 1 of the March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iii) Within 21 days, the Director, National Park Service shall review the 

final rule entitled, "General Provisions and Non-FederalOil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 
77972 (Nov. 4, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iv) Within 21 days, the Director, FWS shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Management ofNon-Federal Oil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(v) Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the 

Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing 
Department Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that term is 
defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically 
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear 
resources. 

 
(vi) Within 35 days, the Deputy Secretary shall provide to me a plan to 

complete the review of Department Actions contemplated by Section 2 of the March 28, 
2017 E.O. The plan must meet all objectives and time lines set forth in the March 28, 2017 
E.O. 

 
Sec. 5 Effect of the Order. This Order is intended to improve the internal management 
of the Department. This Order and any resulting reports or recommendations are not 
intended to, and do not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable 
at law or equity by a party against the United States, its departments, agencies, 
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instrumentalities or entities, its officers or employees, or any other person. To the extent 
there is any inconsistency between the provisions of this Order and any Federal laws or 
regulations, the laws or regulations will control. 

 
Sec. 6 Expiration Date. This Order is effective immediately. It will remain in effect 
until it is amended, superseded, or revoked. 

 
 

 

 

Date: MAR 2 9  2017 



From: Weber, Wendi
To: Charisa Morris
Subject: Fwd: Transition planning update 3/30/17
Date: Tuesday, April 4, 2017 10:44:18 AM
Attachments: so 3349 -american energy independence.pdf

Hi can you please send me a copy of our response to SO 3347. We haven't seen that. Thank
you 
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:57 AM
Subject: Transition planning update 3/30/17
To: FWS Directorate & Deputies <fwsdirectanddep@fws.gov>

The Secretary has signed four Secretarial Orders to date.  We have taken action on the first one; have
turned in our assignments for the second one and are now supporting the Department’s efforts; and have
several key assignments coming off the fourth one.

1. We have already taken steps to implement SO 3346 to revoke Director's Order No 219 on the use of
nontoxic ammunition and fishing tackle.

2. We have just turned in our detailed response and recommendations on SO 3347 on Conservation
Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation (access and outdoor recreation).  We had thirty days to complete
this very detailed and ambitious deliverable which will now be reviewed by the DOI political leadership
team, formulated into a Secretarial Action Plan, and shared with the Wildlife Hunting Heritage
Conservation Council and Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership Council for their feedback and
recommendations for a final Secretarial Action Plan.  We will continue to support these policy level
conversations as they move forward.

3. SO 3348 overturns the 2016 moratorium on all new coal leases on federal land and ends the
programmatic environmental impacts statement that was set to be completed no sooner than 2019.

4. The Secretary has just signed out SO 3349 on American energy independence and this also launches
several specific assignments for us on very short timeframes – we have two to three weeks for each
assignment.  (Much as we did with SO 3347 we will convene a cross-program team to identify the
deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final
product).  SO 3349 tiers off of the just-released and broader Executive Order on energy.  

·       SO 3349 "energy independence" order revokes the previous Administration's mitigation
directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies on
mitigation or climate change. 

·       SO 3349 directs the Bureau of Land Management to "expeditiously" rescind its hydraulic
fracturing regulations and gave BLM 21 days to review the methane flaring rule to determine
whether it's "fully consistent" with the EO. 

·       SO 3349 gives the directors of the National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife Service 21
days from yesterday to reconsider their oil and gas rules. 

·       SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that potentially burden
the "development or utilization of domestically produced energy resources, with particular
attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources." The deputy Interior secretary then has
six days to produce a plan to comply with the EO energy order. 



 

-- 
Wendi Weber
Regional Director
Department of the Interior
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
300 Westgate Center Drive
Hadley, MA 01035-9589
413/253-8300
413/253-8308fax
413/531-5163cell
wendi_weber@fws.gov



 

ORDER NO.   3 3 4 9 

THE SECRETARY OF TH E INTERIOR 
WASHINGTON 

 

Subject:   American Energy Independence 
 

Sec. 1 Purpose. This Order implements the review of agency actions directed by an 
Executive Order signed by the President on March 28, 2017 and entitled "Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth" (March 28, 2017 E.O.). It also directs a 
reexamination of the mitigation policies and practices across the Department of the Interior 
(Department) in order to better balance conservation strategies and policies with the 
equally legitimate need of creating jobs for hard-working American families. 

 
Sec. 2 Authorities. This Order is issued under the authority of Section 2 of 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1262), as amended, and other applicable 
statutory authorities. 

 
Sec. 3 Background. Among other provisions, the March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the 
Department to review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and 
any other similar actions that potentially burden the development or utilization of 
domestically produced energy resources. A plan to carry out the review must be submitted 
to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget (0MB) and to certain other White 
House officials within 45 days of the date of the March 28, 2017 E.O. The objective of the 
review is to identify agency actions that unnecessarily burden the development or 
utilization of the Nation's energy resources and support action to appropriately and 
lawfully suspend, revise, or rescind such agency actions as soon as practicable. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also directs the Department to promptly review certain specific 
actions recently taken by the Department, in particular Secretary's Order 3338, 
"Discretionary Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Modernize the Federal 
Coal Program," and four rules related to onshore oil and gas development. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds certain Presidential Actions, reports, and final 
guidance related to climate change, including: 

 
a. E.O. 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the 

Impacts of Climate Change); 
 

b. Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon 
Pollution Standards); and 

 
c. Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and 

National Security). 
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The March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the Department to identify agency actions "related to or 
arising from" the rescinded Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance, and to initiate a 
lawful and appropriate process to suspend, revise, or rescind such actions. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds the Presidential Memorandum issued on November 
3, 2015, entitled "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment."  That Memorandum directed the Secretary of 
the Interior, among other Cabinet officials, to undertake a number of actions to implement 
a landscape-scale mitigation policy, including specific directions to the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) and the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) to develop mitigation 
policies that incorporated compensatory mitigation into planning and permitting processes. 

 
Secretary's Order 3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of 
the Interior," dated October 13, 2013, is directly related to the rescinded Presidential 
Memorandum on mitigation.  Secretary's Order 3330 dovetails with the subsequently 
issued Presidential Memorandum by directing the development and implementation of a 
landscape-scale mitigation policy for the Department. As directed by the Order, the 
Secretary received a report in April 2014 entitled, "A Strategy for Improving Mitigation 
Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior."  The Strategy set forth a number 
of "deliverables" by nearly every office and bureau within the Department to advance the 
stated goal of "landscape-scalemitigation." Given the close nexus between the rescinded 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretary's Order 3330, a thorough reexamination is 
needed of the policies set out in that Order. 

 
Sec. 4 Policy. To begin implementing the March 28, 2017 E.O., I hereby order the 
following: 

 
a. Revocation of Secretary's Order 3330. I hereby revoke Secretary's Order 

3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior," 
dated October 31, 2013. As set forth below, all actions taken pursuant to Secretary's Order 
3330 must be reviewed for possible reconsideration, modification, or rescission as 
appropriate. 

 
b. Review of Department Actions. As set forth in Sec. 5 below, each bureau 

and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, 
instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar actions (Department 
Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions set forth above and, to the 
extent deemed necessary and permitted by law, initiate an appropriate process to suspend, 
revise, or rescind any such actions, consistent with the policies set forth in the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 
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Sec. 5 Implementation. The following actions shall be taken pursuant to this Order: 

 
a. Mitigation Policy Review. 

 
(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to (1) 
the Presidential Memorandum dated November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural 
Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) 
Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions they have adopted or 
are in the process of developing relating to (1) the Presidential Memorandum dated 
November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through.their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action for review. 

 
b. Climate Change Policy Review. 

(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted, or are in the process of developing, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., 
in particular:  Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change); Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power 
Sector Carbon Pollution Standards); Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 
(Climate Change and National Security); Report of the Executive Office of the President of 
June 2013 (The President's Climate Action Plan); Report of the Executive Office of the 
President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy to Reduce Methane Emissions); 
and the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for 
Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the 
Effects of Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 
51866 (August 5, 2016). 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions identified in the review 
required by subsection (i) above. 
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(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action, for review. 

 
c. Review of Other Department Actions Impacting Energy Development. 

 
(i) As previously announced by the Department, BLM shall proceed 

expeditiously with proposing to rescind the final rule entitled, "Oil and Gas; Hydraulic 
Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands," 80 Fed. Reg. 16128 (Mar. 26, 2015). 

 
(ii) Within 21 days, the Director, BLM shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation," 
81 Fed. Reg. 83008 (January 17, 2017), and report to the Assistant Secretary - 
Land and Minerals Management on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set 
forth'in Section 1 of the March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iii) Within 21 days, the Director, National Park Service shall review the 

final rule entitled, "General Provisions and Non-FederalOil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 
77972 (Nov. 4, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iv) Within 21 days, the Director, FWS shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Management ofNon-Federal Oil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(v) Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the 

Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing 
Department Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that term is 
defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically 
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear 
resources. 

 
(vi) Within 35 days, the Deputy Secretary shall provide to me a plan to 

complete the review of Department Actions contemplated by Section 2 of the March 28, 
2017 E.O. The plan must meet all objectives and time lines set forth in the March 28, 2017 
E.O. 

 
Sec. 5 Effect of the Order. This Order is intended to improve the internal management 
of the Department. This Order and any resulting reports or recommendations are not 
intended to, and do not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable 
at law or equity by a party against the United States, its departments, agencies, 
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instrumentalities or entities, its officers or employees, or any other person. To the extent 
there is any inconsistency between the provisions of this Order and any Federal laws or 
regulations, the laws or regulations will control. 

 
Sec. 6 Expiration Date. This Order is effective immediately. It will remain in effect 
until it is amended, superseded, or revoked. 

 
 

 

 

Date: MAR 2 9  2017 



From: gregory sheehan@fws.gov on behalf of Sheehan, Greg
To: Charisa Morris; Steve Guertin; Michael Gale
Subject: Fwd: URGENT -- FOR WH -- Interior Accomplishments Under President Trump 2017
Date: Friday, November 3, 2017 1:42:44 PM
Attachments: 1103 DOI Accomplishments.docx

For action.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Larrabee, Jason <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Fri, Nov 3, 2017 at 11:47 AM
Subject: Fwd: URGENT -- FOR WH -- Interior Accomplishments Under President Trump
2017
To: Aurelia Skipwith <aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov>, Greg Sheehan
<greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, Marshall Critchfield <marshall_critchfield@ios.doi.gov>,
Zachariah Gambill <zack_gambill@fws.gov>, Brian Pavlik <brian_pavlik@nps.gov>

All - 
I'd appreciate your eyes on this as soon as possible.  Tight turnaround.  I'm planning on adding
in the Washington Memorial Bridge Project.  Let me know if you have others...

Jason Larrabee
Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Rigas, Laura <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Fri, Nov 3, 2017 at 11:40 AM
Subject: URGENT -- FOR WH -- Interior Accomplishments Under President Trump 2017
To: "Travnicek, Andrea" <andrea_travnicek@ios.doi.gov>, Amanda Kaster
<amanda_kaster@ios.doi.gov>, Benjamin Cassidy <benjamin cassidy@ios.doi.gov>, Daniel
Jorjani <daniel_jorjani@ios.doi.gov>, David Bernhardt < >, Douglas
Domenech <douglas_domenech@ios.doi.gov>, "Magallanes, Downey"
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James Cason <james_cason@ios.doi.gov>, "Larrabee,
Jason" <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov>, John Tahsuda <john.tahsuda@bia.gov>, Katharine
Macgregor <kate_macgregor@ios.doi.gov>, Lori Mashburn <lori_mashburn@ios.doi.gov>,
"Chambers, Micah" <micah_chambers@ios.doi.gov>, Scott Hommel
<scott_hommel@ios.doi.gov>, "Williams, Timothy" <timothy_williams@ios.doi.gov>,
"Wynn, Todd" <todd_wynn@ios.doi.gov>, Todd Willens <todd_willens@ios.doi.gov>,
"Cameron, Scott" <scott_cameron@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Heather Swift <heather_swift@ios.doi.gov>, "Newell, Russell"
<russell_newell@ios.doi.gov>, "Nachmany, Eli" <eli_nachmany@ios.doi.gov>, Alex Hinson
<alex_hinson@ios.doi.gov>

(b) (6) David Bernhardt



Hi All -- 

All Departments across the administration have been asked to submit our "2017
Accomplishments" to the WH by Monday am. 

Attached, we've put together a draft document on all of our DOI accomplishments under the
Trump Administration, pulling from our accomplishments card, our "six months" document,
and recent developments. As you can see, they are organized by "themes" rather than by
department. Feel free to add a category if it's directly related to one of the Secretary's top 10
priorities or otherwise a known administration priority.  

We ask all Acting Assistant Secretaries and "hallways" to respond with their edits to the doc
(IN TRACK CHANGES) to Eli_nachmany@ios.doi.gov COB today, but we will be
willing to accept edits by 5pm on Saturday (tomorrow). 

We are also happy to accept "future" accomplishments (in November and December) as long
as we are sure they are going to be announced or completed before Dec 31, 2017.  Please note
their date or time frame of anticipated completion/announcement. 

Let us know if you have any questions and thank you for your help. Eli and Alex will be
stopping by the A/S offices today to assist in getting this completed on time.  

#MAGA!

My best, 
L

--
Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell 
@Interior 

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675
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U.S. Department of the Interior: Accomplishments under the Trump Administration 
 
Regulatory Reform 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3349, putting the Department on the path to suspend, revise, or 
rescind dozens of regulatory and policy actions from the previous administration. 

o Rescinded the Hydraulic Fracturing Rule 
o Launched a review of the Venting and Flaring Rule 
o Re-examined compensatory mitigation policies that have reduced predictability, 

created conflicts, and unnecessarily increased permitting/authorization timelines. 
o Reviewed, repealed, or rewrote the following rules: the Bureau of Safety and 

Environmental Enforcement (BSEE) Well Control and BOP Rules, the Office of 
Natural Resource Revenue (ONRR) Valuation Rule, and the Office of Surface 
Mining Reclamation & Enforcement (OSMRE) Stream Protection Rule. 

• Took actions to reduce the length of the permitting process under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

o Identified a number of rules and regulations to revise and rescind, including the 
Master Leasing Plans, the NEPA Compliance for Oil and Gas Lease 
Reinstatement Petitions, and the Sage-Grouse Resource Management Plans. 

o Issued a memo from the Deputy Secretary setting a permitting deadline of one 
year and limiting Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) to 150 pages (or 300 
pages for unusually complex projects). 

• Reduced the semi-annual regulatory agenda more than 50-percent. 
o Initiated 21 deregulatory actions, with 11 of them complete. These efforts will 

save $3.8 billion over time, based on a $261 million annual number. 
• Reviewed the government’s interpretation of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act to narrow 

governmental abuses of prosecutorial discretion to target and penalize industry. 
 
Conservation and Sportsmen 

• Declared October as National Hunting and Fishing Month 
• Ended the ban on lead ammo and tackle, making hunting and fishing affordable again for 

everyday Americans. 
• Continued to advocate against the sale or transfer of any public lands 
• Signed a Secretarial Order on sage-grouse conservation, strengthening collaboration 

between the federal government and the states. 
• Issued guidance on wildland fire management, pivoting sharply from the previous 

administration’s reactive approach to an aggressive and proactive strategy focused on 
clearing the dead and dying timber from forests, so they do not accumulate and fuel 
catastrophic fires. 

• Opened up public access to the Sabinoso Wilderness through the acceptance of a 
donation of 3,595 acres of land. 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3356 to expand public access to public land and to promote 
hunting and fishing. 
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o Directed Interior bureaus to produce plans on expanding access for hunting and 
fishing. 

o Improved wildlife management through collaboration with state, tribal, and other 
partners. 

o Directed the expansion of educational outreach programs for underrepresented 
communities such as veterans, minorities, and youth. 

• Held a Department event with veterans to discuss expanding access for veterans on 
public lands. 

• Proposed opening or expanding access for hunting and fishing at 10 national wildlife 
refuges. 

• Sent recommendations on modifications to recently designated National Monuments to 
the White House, in compliance with Executive Order 13792. 

 
American Energy Dominance 

• Released the “Energy Burdens Report,” detailing actions the Department has taken to 
reduce burdens on American energy production. 

• Ended the previous administration’s coal moratorium, which banned coal leasing on 
federal lands. 

o Since lifting the moratorium, the Bureau of Land Management has received three 
new applications for an additional 2,230 acres and 15.3 million tons of coal all 
together. 

o The Bureau also issued a lease for over 6,175 acres of land in the West, 
containing approximately 56.6 million tons of recoverable coal. 

• Helped put America on track to be a net exporter of natural gas for the first time in 60 
years. 

• Oversaw a 20% jump in mining in the first quarter of 2017. 
• Signed Secretarial Order 3350 to develop a new Five-Year Program to responsibly 

develop the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) and generate revenue, after the previous 
administration put 94% of the OCS off-limits from leasing. 

• Established, through Secretarial Order 3351, a specific position to achieve energy 
dominance: Counselor to the Secretary for Energy Policy. 

• Re-established the Royalty Policy Committee to ensure the public continues to receive 
the full value of energy produced on federal lands. 

• Supported the first-ever export of U.S. coal to the Ukraine. 
• Worked with the White House and State Department to pull the United States out of the 

Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI). 
• Oversaw U.S. crude oil exports hitting an all-time high. 
• Prioritized Alaskan energy development. 

o Signed Secretarial Order 3352 to jump-start Alaskan energy production in the 
National Petroleum Reserve Alaska (NPRA). 

o Supported Senate efforts to open up the 1002 area of the North Slope for energy 
development. 
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o Opened Alaska’s Cook Inlet up for business again, with the first leases awarded in 
over a decade on June 21, 2017. 

• Opened 76 million acres in the Gulf of Mexico for oil and gas exploration and 
development on July 13, 2017. 

• Leased 913,542 offshore acres in the Central Gulf oil and gas generating $275 million on 
March 22, 2017. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Wyoming netting more than $129 million, 
which was the second-highest grossing lease sale in the Bureau’s history. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Utah netting $22 million and supporting 
1,000 local jobs on March 15, 2017. 

 
Tribal and Indian Affairs 

• Supported the first-ever Presidential Emergency Declaration for a tribe, when President 
Trump authorized sending Bureau of Indian Affairs law enforcement officers to the 
Seminole Tribe of Florida in the wake of Hurricane Irma. 

• Recommended revising the management plan for Bears Ears National Monument to 
support tribal co-management. 

• Drew the important distinction between banned African elephant ivory and Alaska Native 
walrus ivory, which Alaska Natives sell as handicraft. 

• Restored the right of Alaska Natives to sell handicrafts that incorporate migratory bird 
parts. 

• Supported President Trump’s nomination of Tara Sweeney for Assistant Secretary of 
Indian Affairs – Sweeney is the first-ever female Alaska Native nominated for any Senate 
confirmed position. 

 
Infrastructure 

• Initiated a new approach to railroad rights of way in which the Department protects 
property rights and promotes economic growth/infrastructure development. 

• Cleared the way for permitting, construction and operation of the KXL and Dakota 
Access pipeline projects. 

• Resolved conflicts impeding the construction of a Virginia utility power line project 
(Surry-Skiffes Creek -Wheaton 500 kV utility line) comprising a $200 million 
infrastructure investment. 

• Secretary Zinke visited dozens of parks to prioritize park infrastructure and reduce the 
maintenance backlog. 

• Initiated a public comment period for raising fees at popular National Parks to address 
infrastructural deterioration. 

• During “Made in America” Week, highlighted the American outdoor recreation industry, 
showcasing “Made in America” products like boats and RVs. The day was marked by the 
Secretary convening an advisory panel on public-private partnerships for federal land. 

 



From: Gambill, Zachariah
To: Sheehan, Greg
Subject: Fwd: URGENT -- FOR WH -- Interior Accomplishments Under President Trump 2017
Date: Tuesday, November 28, 2017 6:24:21 PM
Attachments: 1103 DOI Accomplishments FWS DO Comments.docx

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Gambill, Zachariah <zachariah_gambill@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Nov 3, 2017 at 5:27 PM
Subject: Re: URGENT -- FOR WH -- Interior Accomplishments Under President Trump 2017
To: "Larrabee, Jason" <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov>, Laura Rigas
<laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>, "Sheehan, Greg" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

FWS edits, we took out the Migratory Bird Treaty Act because it is still under legal review,
however, our edits to the document are included. 

Respectfully, 

Zack 

On Fri, Nov 3, 2017 at 11:47 AM, Larrabee, Jason <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
All - 
I'd appreciate your eyes on this as soon as possible.  Tight turnaround.  I'm planning on
adding in the Washington Memorial Bridge Project.  Let me know if you have others...

Jason Larrabee
Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Rigas, Laura <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Fri, Nov 3, 2017 at 11:40 AM
Subject: URGENT -- FOR WH -- Interior Accomplishments Under President Trump 2017
To: "Travnicek, Andrea" <andrea_travnicek@ios.doi.gov>, Amanda Kaster
<amanda_kaster@ios.doi.gov>, Benjamin Cassidy <benjamin_cassidy@ios.doi.gov>,
Daniel Jorjani <daniel_jorjani@ios.doi.gov>, David Bernhardt >,
Douglas Domenech <douglas_domenech@ios.doi.gov>, "Magallanes, Downey"
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James Cason <james_cason@ios.doi.gov>, "Larrabee,
Jason" <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov>, John Tahsuda <john.tahsuda@bia.gov>, Katharine
Macgregor <kate_macgregor@ios.doi.gov>, Lori Mashburn <lori_mashburn@ios.doi.gov>,
"Chambers, Micah" <micah_chambers@ios.doi.gov>, Scott Hommel
<scott_hommel@ios.doi.gov>, "Williams, Timothy" <timothy_williams@ios.doi.gov>,
"Wynn, Todd" <todd_wynn@ios.doi.gov>, Todd Willens <todd_willens@ios.doi.gov>,

(b) (6) David Bernhardt



"Cameron, Scott" <scott_cameron@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Heather Swift <heather_swift@ios.doi.gov>, "Newell, Russell"
<russell_newell@ios.doi.gov>, "Nachmany, Eli" <eli_nachmany@ios.doi.gov>, Alex
Hinson <alex_hinson@ios.doi.gov>

Hi All -- 

All Departments across the administration have been asked to submit our "2017
Accomplishments" to the WH by Monday am. 

Attached, we've put together a draft document on all of our DOI accomplishments under the
Trump Administration, pulling from our accomplishments card, our "six months" document,
and recent developments. As you can see, they are organized by "themes" rather than by
department. Feel free to add a category if it's directly related to one of the Secretary's top 10
priorities or otherwise a known administration priority.  

We ask all Acting Assistant Secretaries and "hallways" to respond with their edits to the doc
(IN TRACK CHANGES) to Eli_nachmany@ios.doi.gov COB today, but we will be
willing to accept edits by 5pm on Saturday (tomorrow). 

We are also happy to accept "future" accomplishments (in November and December) as
long as we are sure they are going to be announced or completed before Dec 31, 2017. 
Please note their date or time frame of anticipated completion/announcement. 

Let us know if you have any questions and thank you for your help. Eli and Alex will be
stopping by the A/S offices today to assist in getting this completed on time.  

#MAGA!

My best, 
L

--
Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell 
@Interior 

-- 
Zack Gambill 
Advisor to FWS 
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3351



Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.
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U.S. Department of the Interior: Accomplishments under the Trump Administration 
 
Regulatory Reform 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3349, putting the Department on the path to suspend, revise, or 
rescind dozens of regulatory and policy actions from the previous administration. 

o Rescinded the Hydraulic Fracturing Rule 
o Launched a review of the Venting and Flaring Rule 
o Re-examined compensatory mitigation policies that have reduced predictability, 

created conflicts, and unnecessarily increased permitting/authorization timelines. 
o Reviewed, repealed, or rewrote the following rules: the Bureau of Safety and 

Environmental Enforcement (BSEE) Well Control and BOP Rules, the Office of 
Natural Resource Revenue (ONRR) Valuation Rule, and the Office of Surface 
Mining Reclamation & Enforcement (OSMRE) Stream Protection Rule. 

• Took actions to reduce the length of the permitting process under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

o Identified a number of rules and regulations to revise and rescind, including the 
Master Leasing Plans, the NEPA Compliance for Oil and Gas Lease 
Reinstatement Petitions, and the Sage-Grouse Resource Management Plans. 

o Issued a memo from the Deputy Secretary setting a permitting deadline of one 
year and limiting Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) to 150 pages (or 300 
pages for unusually complex projects). 

• Reduced the semi-annual regulatory agenda more than 50-percent. 
o Initiated 21 deregulatory actions, with 11 of them complete. These efforts will 

save $3.8 billion over time, based on a $261 million annual number. 
• At the project level, reduced the regulatory burden of environmental review processes for 

proposed infrastructure, energy, and development projects through standardizing 
consultation and coordination practices such as through the FAST-41 permitting 
dashboard and the use of programmatic consultations under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA). 

• Instilled a renewed focus on recovery of threatened or endangered species under the ESA, 
including removing the Yellowstone population of the grizzly bear from federal 
protection. 

 
Conservation and Sportsmen 

• Declared October as National Hunting and Fishing Month and August as National 
Shooting Sports Month. 

• Ended the ban on lead ammo and tackle, making hunting and fishing affordable again for 
everyday Americans. 

• Continued to advocate against the sale or transfer of any public lands. 
• Signed a Secretarial Order on sage-grouse conservation, strengthening collaboration 

between the federal government and the states. 
• Issued guidance on wildland fire management, pivoting sharply from the previous 

administration’s reactive approach to an aggressive and proactive strategy focused on 
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clearing the dead and dying timber from forests, so they do not accumulate and fuel 
catastrophic fires. 

• Opened up public access to the Sabinoso Wilderness through the acceptance of a 
donation of 3,595 acres of land. 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3356 to expand public access to public land and to promote 
hunting and fishing. 

o Directed Interior bureaus to produce plans on expanding access for hunting and 
fishing. 

o Improved wildlife management through collaboration with state, tribal, and other 
partners. 

o Directed the expansion of educational outreach programs for underrepresented 
communities such as veterans, minorities, and youth. 

• Held a Sportsmen Access Summit with over 60 conservation and industry organizations 
to kick-start broad efforts for enhancing hunting, fishing, and outdoor recreation 
opportunities.  

• Held a Departmental event with veterans groups to discuss expanding access for veterans 
on public lands. 

• Proposed opening or expanding access for hunting and fishing at 10 national wildlife 
refuges. 

• Sent recommendations on modifications to recently designated National Monuments to 
the White House, in compliance with Executive Order 13792. 

• Streamlined the permitting for importation of trophies of big game from African range 
countries. 

 
American Energy Dominance 

• Released the “Energy Burdens Report,” detailing actions the Department has taken to 
reduce burdens on American energy production. 

• Ended the previous administration’s coal moratorium, which banned coal leasing on 
federal lands. 

o Since lifting the moratorium, the Bureau of Land Management has received three 
new applications for an additional 2,230 acres and 15.3 million tons of coal all 
together. 

o The Bureau also issued a lease for over 6,175 acres of land in the West, 
containing approximately 56.6 million tons of recoverable coal. 

• Helped put America on track to be a net exporter of natural gas for the first time in 60 
years. 

• Oversaw a 20% jump in mining in the first quarter of 2017. 
• Signed Secretarial Order 3350 to develop a new Five-Year Program to responsibly 

develop the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) and generate revenue, after the previous 
administration put 94% of the OCS off-limits from leasing. 

• Established, through Secretarial Order 3351, a specific position to achieve energy 
dominance: Counselor to the Secretary for Energy Policy. 
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• Re-established the Royalty Policy Committee to ensure the public continues to receive 
the full value of energy produced on federal lands. 

• Supported the first-ever export of U.S. coal to the Ukraine. 
• Worked with the White House and State Department to pull the United States out of the 

Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI). 
• Oversaw U.S. crude oil exports hitting an all-time high. 
• Prioritized Alaskan energy development. 

o Signed Secretarial Order 3352 to jump-start Alaskan energy production in the 
National Petroleum Reserve Alaska (NPRA). 

o Supported Senate efforts to open up the 1002 area of the North Slope for energy 
development. 

o Opened Alaska’s Cook Inlet up for business again, with the first leases awarded in 
over a decade on June 21, 2017. 

• Opened 76 million acres in the Gulf of Mexico for oil and gas exploration and 
development on July 13, 2017. 

• Leased 913,542 offshore acres in the Central Gulf oil and gas generating $275 million on 
March 22, 2017. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Wyoming netting more than $129 million, 
which was the second-highest grossing lease sale in the Bureau’s history. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Utah netting $22 million and supporting 
1,000 local jobs on March 15, 2017. 

 
Tribal and Indian Affairs 

• Supported the first-ever Presidential Emergency Declaration for a tribe, when President 
Trump authorized sending Bureau of Indian Affairs law enforcement officers to the 
Seminole Tribe of Florida in the wake of Hurricane Irma. 

• Recommended revising the management plan for Bears Ears National Monument to 
support tribal co-management. 

• Drew the important distinction between banned African elephant ivory and Alaska Native 
walrus ivory, which Alaska Natives sell as handicraft. 

• Restored the right of Alaska Natives to sell handicrafts that incorporate migratory bird 
parts. 

• Supported President Trump’s nomination of Tara Sweeney for Assistant Secretary of 
Indian Affairs – Sweeney is the first-ever female Alaska Native nominated for any Senate 
confirmed position. 

 
Infrastructure 

• Initiated a new approach to railroad rights of way in which the Department protects 
property rights and promotes economic growth/infrastructure development. 

• Cleared the way for permitting, construction and operation of the KXL and Dakota 
Access pipeline projects. 
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• Resolved conflicts impeding the construction of a Virginia utility power line project 
(Surry-Skiffes Creek -Wheaton 500 kV utility line) comprising a $200 million 
infrastructure investment. 

• Secretary Zinke visited dozens of parks to prioritize park infrastructure and reduce the 
maintenance backlog. 

• Initiated a public comment period for raising fees at popular National Parks to address 
infrastructural deterioration. 

• FWS staff and other federal partner’s efforts were successful with the future repair for the 
historic “Swinging Bridge” that crosses the Green River on Browns Park NWR, thus 
restoring access for local citizens.  

• During “Made in America” Week, highlighted the American outdoor recreation industry, 
showcasing “Made in America” products like boats and RVs. The day was marked by the 
Secretary convening an advisory panel on public-private partnerships for federal land. 

 



From: Huggler, Matthew
To: Maureen Foster; Virginia Johnson
Cc: Casey Hammond; Charisa Morris; Jim Kurth; Guertin, Stephen
Subject: FWS BP on Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rule
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 2:51:18 PM
Attachments: FWS HQ - Non-Fed Oil Gas Activities on NWRS BP.docx

50 CFR Part 29D.pdf

Maureen, Virginia -

Also at our Tuesday afternoon meeting this week, you requested a briefing paper on our non-
federal oil and gas rule.  Please see the attached briefing paper and attachment.

If you need any additional information, please let us know.  

We are also working on the related reviews requested by Secretarial Order 3349.

Thanks and have a nice weekend,

- Matt

---
Matthew C. Huggler
Deputy Assistant Director - External Affairs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: EA
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
(703) 358-2243 (office)
(202) 460-8402 (cell)



INFORMATION/BRIEFING MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY 

 

DATE:  March 29, 2017 

FROM: Jim Kurth, Acting Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

SUBJECT: Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Activities within the National Wildlife 
Refuge System 

To provide an overview of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (FWS) management of non-
federal oil and gas activities within the National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS), particularly 
the applicable rule at 50 CFR, Part 29D. 

BACKGROUND 

• Non-Federal oil and gas exploration and development occurs in NWRS lands where mineral 
rights remain in private, state or tribal ownership. FWS’s data indicate that up to 4,000 oil 
and gas wells lie on 107 NWRS units.  Many of these wells have been properly plugged and 
require no further management actions, meaning that the actual number of non-Federal wells 
operating within the NWRS is likely 2,500 – 3,000. 

DISCUSSION 

• Oil and gas rights holders are entitled to reasonable access to explore for and develop their 
oil and gas resources on National Wildlife Refuges.  

• Activities associated with developing these resources have negative impacts on wildlife, 
habitat, wildlife-dependent recreation, and the health and safety of employees and visitors, 
which compromises the purposes for which the surrounding refuge was established.  
However, many of these impacts can be avoided or minimized through coordination and 
cooperation between FWS staff and the operator. 

• While FWS has had many local successes working with oil and gas operators to achieve 
resource protections in tandem with oil and gas development, there are many examples of 
unnecessary and preventable impacts on natural resources.  

• The Government Accountability Office (GAO) primarily attributed these management 
shortfalls to FWS personnel lacking the necessary clarity of authorities and regulatory tools 
which it deemed essential for effective oil and gas management. As a result, FWS 
promulgated a rule which allows for the continued exercise of non-Federal oil and gas rights 
while avoiding or minimizing unnecessary impacts. 

• The FWS oil and gas rule at 50 CFR, Part 29D: 
o Does not prohibit oil and gas development on NWRS lands, but establishes national 

regulatory consistency to the benefit of both oil and gas operators and refuge 
managers; 

o Is specifically designed to avoid regulatory burdens and ensure  benefits to refuge resources 
and uses outweigh regulatory burdens and costs; 

o Avoids procedural and operational duplication with state regulatory programs by 
focusing on surface activities and establishes the functional equivalent of a “surface 
use agreement” between the Service and operator; 



o Contains a permitting process centered around flexible, site-specific operating 
standards for operations that create new impacts (e.g., new operations and expansion 
of existing operations) and ensures operators reclaim and restore habitat disturbed by 
their activities to protect wildlife for future generations; 

o Analysis led us to NOT select the environmentally preferred alternative specifically 
because costs (to both the Service and the regulated community) outweighed the 
benefits; and, 

o Will apply to about 400 businesses (5 percent of all U.S. oil and gas extraction 
businesses). 

NEXT STEPS 

On December 14, 2016, the FWS oil and gas rule became final and is currently being 
implemented with existing staff resources. 

On March 29, 2017, the Secretary of the Interior issued Secretarial Order 3349.  The Order 
implements the review of agency actions directed by the President’s Executive Order entitled, 
“Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth.”  Among other things, the Secretarial 
Order directs FWS to review its oil and gas rule within 21 days to determine whether it is fully 
consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the Executive Order.  FWS is currently 
conducting this review.     

ATTACHMENTS 

• 50 CFR, Part 29D 
 

• GAO reports: 
 

o 2003 GAO Report: http://www.gao.gov/assets/240/239441.pdf 
 

o 2007 GAO Report: http://www.gao.gov/assets/100/95007.pdf 
 

o 2015 OIG 
Report: https://www.doioig.gov/sites/doioig.gov/files/CREVFWS00022014Public
1 
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Our Mission

“Working with others to conserve, 
protect and enhance fish, wildlife, 
plants and their habitats for the 
continuing benefit of the American 
people”



                   DOI Operations Priorities

Priorities for new Administration:

• Comprehensive Plan for Reforming the Federal Government 
and Reducing the Federal Civilian Workforce

• Hiring Controls memo for DOI
• Managing Grants Cooperative Agreements and other Significant 

Actions before decisions
• Secretarial Orders on American Energy Independence, 

Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation, etc



By the Numbers

Our work spans the globe, including:
•  565 National Wildlife Refuges 
•  20 Million Acres of Wilderness
•  72 National Fish Hatcheries
•  80 ES Field Offices
•  7 National Monuments
•  8 Law Enforcement Agents at 
     U.S. Embassies worldwide
• Projects funded in more than
    75 countries



National Wildlife Refuge System

•  Nearly 48 Million annual visitors
•  Major rural economic driver 
•  Significant hunting and fishing opportunities
• Ongoing work to support SO 3347 to promote additional 

hunter and angler access
565 National Wildlife Refuges provide key habitat for: 
•  220+ mammal species
•  700+ bird species
•  1000+ fish species
•  380+ Threatened 
 or Endangered species



Migratory Bird Program

Sustaining healthy migratory bird populations through:
•  Working with partners across North America to maintain healthy  

migratory game bird populations;

•  Protecting and conserving non-game migratory bird populations 
across their range in North and South America;

•  Administering grant programs supporting partnership-driven bird    
habitat conservation projects;

•     Working with landowners to avoid/     
reduce development impacts to birds;

•     Supporting a nationwide network of 
bird conservation Joint Ventures.



Endangered Species Program
We work to protect and recover 1,966 listed species (U.S. and 
foreign).  Ongoing work to support SO 3349 on regulations and 
larger Executive Orders:
• 1,059 Endangered animals and plants in the United States
•  313 Threatened animals and plants in the United States
•  594 endangered and threatened foreign species We work by:

• Providing consultation to other 
Federal Agencies;

• Providing, grants, tools and technical 
assistance to landowners;

• Implementing listing and recovery 
actions;

• Issuing permits and providing 
predictability for stakeholders;



Fish & Aquatic Conservation
We’re focused on science-based conservation & restoration of 
native fish & aquatic species.  Significant support for angling and 
boating constituencies. Ongoing work to support SO 3347 to 
promote additional angler access.
•  200+ field stations, including 72 National Fish      Hatcheries, 7 

Fish Technology Centers
•  2 million+ annual visitors
• We’ve worked with over 700 partners to remove 
    1,638+ dams and other barriers -

-Reopened 24,000 river miles 
-Reconnected 170,000 acres

     of wetlands to natural stream flows



International Affairs Program

•  Wildlife Without Borders Species, Regional and 
Global Grant Programs have funded conservation 

projects in over 75 countries.
• We ensure sustainable wildlife trade, issuing 

20,000+ permits annually. 
•We work with range countries across the globe, providing 
tools, training and funding to help th   
and sustain native species, including

  elephants, rhinos and tigers.



Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration

• Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Programs provide vital 
funding for conservation at the state and local level, including 
habitat restoration, research and recreation.  Significant 
support for hunting, angling and boating including Three R’s.
- Over $1 Billion annually in dedicated funding from   

excise taxes on hunting and fishing equipment
• WSFR Grant Programs also fund infrastructure 

for recreational boating and fishing.

• We administer State and Tribal 
Wildlife Grants to support their 
priority conservation efforts.



Office of Law Enforcement

• OLE works domestically and internationally to enforce wildlife 
laws and protect vulnerable species.  Strong partnership and 
cooperation with State Fish and Game Agencies.
- 208 special agents conduct investigations of poaching 

and illegal trade; and
-140 wildlife inspectors stationed at U.S. ports examine 

cargo shipments to ensure compliance with U.S. laws.

• National Wildlife Forensics Lab - analysis
     of evidence in wildlife crimes
• Training and technical investigative support for 

foreign game wardens and wildlife officers
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FWS Response SO 3349 chges accepted.docx

Open in Docs

Google Docs: Create and edit documents online. 

Google Inc. 1600 Amphitheatre Parkway, Mountain View, CA 94043, USA

You have received this email because someone shared a document with you from

Google Docs.
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Hi Maureen,

FYI Greg just signed both Federal register notices (attached for reference). We're planning on
having them delivered to the Office of the Federal Register by 2pm.

Thanks,
Kashyap

-- 
Kashyap_Patel@fws.gov | acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
| 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-4923 | Txt/Cell: 703-638-4640
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Billing Code 4333–15 

 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

 

[Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165]; [FXES11140900000-178;FF09E33000] 

 

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Endangered Species Act 

Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.  

 

ACTION: Policy; withdrawal. 

 

SUMMARY:  We, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), announce we are 

withdrawing the Endangered Species Act (ESA) Compensatory Mitigation Policy, 

published December 27, 2016 (81 FR 95316) (ESA-CMP).  In our notice of November 6, 

2017 (82 FR 51382) we requested additional public comments regarding the policy’s 

overall mitigation planning goal of net conservation gain.  We are now withdrawing this 

policy.  The Service does not have authority to require “net conservation gain” under the 

ESA, and the policy is inconsistent with current Executive branch policy.  Except as 
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otherwise specified, all policies or guidance documents that were superseded by ESA-

CMP are reinstated.    

   

DATES:   Effective on [INSERT DATE OF PUBLICATION IN THE FEDERAL 

REGISTER].  

 

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials received, as well as supporting documentation, 

are available on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov at Docket Number FWS–HQ–

ES–2015–0165.    

 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:  Craig Aubrey, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service, Division of Environmental Review, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, 

VA 22041–3803, telephone 703–358–2442. 

 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:   

The ESA-CMP (81 FR 95316, December 27, 2016) was developed to ensure 

consistency with existing directives in effect at the time of issuance, including former 

President Obama's Memorandum on Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources From 

Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment (November 3, 2015).  Under 

the memorandum, all Federal mitigation policies were directed to clearly set a net-benefit 

goal or, at minimum, a no-net-loss goal for natural resources, wherever doing so is 

allowed by existing statutory authority and is consistent with agency mission and 

established natural resource objectives.  The Presidential Memorandum was subsequently 
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rescinded by Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 

Growth” (March 28, 2017). 

The ESA-CMP also described its consistency with the Secretary of the Interior's 

Order 3330 on Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the 

Interior (October 31, 2013), which established a Department-wide mitigation strategy to 

ensure consistency and efficiency in the review and permitting of infrastructure-

development projects and in conserving natural and cultural resources.  The Secretary's 

Order was subsequently revoked by Secretary of the Interior's Order 3349 on American 

Energy Independence (March 29, 2017).  It directed Department of the Interior bureaus to 

reexamine mitigation policies and practices to better balance conservation strategies and 

policies with job creation for American families. 

In light of the revocation of the 2015 Presidential Memorandum and Secretary’s 

Order 3330, on November 6, 2017, the Service requested comment on the ESA-CMP, 

along with the Service-Wide Mitigation Policy (81 FR 83440, November 21, 2016), 

specifically “regarding whether to retain or remove net conservation gain as a mitigation 

planning goal within our mitigation policies.”  Mitigation Policies of the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service; Request for Comment (82 Federal Register 51382, 51383, November 6, 

2017).  The comment period for this request ended on January 5, 2018. 

Under Supreme Court precedent, the Takings Clause of the Fifth Amendment of 

the United States Constitution limits the ability of government to require monetary 

exactions as a condition of permitting private activities, particularly private activities on 

private property.  In Koontz v. St. Johns River Water Management District, 570 U.S. 595 

(2013), the Supreme Court held that a proposal to fund offsite mitigation proposed by the 
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State of Florida as a condition of granting a land-use permit must satisfy the test 

established in Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 825 (1987), and Dolan 

v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374 (1994).  Specifically, “a unit of government may not 

condition the approval of a land-use permit on the owner’s relinquishment of a portion of 

his property unless there is a ‘nexus’ and ‘rough proportionality’ between the 

government’s demand and the effects of the proposed land use.”  Id. at 599.  

Compensatory mitigation raises serious questions of whether there is a sufficient nexus 

between the potential harm and the proposed remedy to satisfy constitutional muster.   

Further, because by definition compensatory mitigation does not directly avoid or 

minimize the anticipated harm, its application is particularly ripe for abuse.  At times the 

nexus between a proposed undertaking and compensatory mitigation requirements is far 

from clear.  These concerns are particularly acute when coupled with a net conservation 

gain goal, which necessarily seeks to go beyond mitigating actual or anticipated harm to 

forcing participants to pay to address harms they, by definition, did not cause.   

In light of the change in national policy reflected in Executive Order 13783 and 

Secretary’s Order 3349, the comments received by the Service, and concerns regarding 

the legal and policy implications of a net conservation gain goal, the Service has 

concluded that it is no longer appropriate to retain a net conservation gain standard in the 

Service’s overall mitigation planning goal within the ESA-CMP.  Because the net 

conservation gain standard is so prevalent throughout the ESA-CMP, the Service is 

implementing this conclusion by withdrawing it.      
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Summary of Comments and Responses 

Executive Order 13783 – "Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 

Growth" (March 28, 2017) – rescinded the Presidential Memorandum on Mitigating 

Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 

Investment.  The Secretary of the Interior subsequently issued Secretarial Order 3349 on 

American Energy Independence (March 29, 2017), which directed Department of the 

Interior (DOI) bureaus to reexamine mitigation policies and practices to better balance 

conservation strategies and policies with job creation for American families.  Pursuant to 

Secretarial Order 3349, we published a notice on November 6, 2017 (82 FR 51382) 

requesting additional public comments specifically addressing the advisability of 

retaining or removing references to net conservation gain as a mitigation planning goal 

within our mitigation policies.  In addition, in carrying out Executive Order 13777, 

“Enforcing the Regulatory Reform Agenda,” DOI published a document with the title 

“Regulatory Reform” in the Federal Register of June 22, 2017 (82 FR 28429).  The 

document requested public comment on how DOI can improve implementation of 

regulatory reform initiatives and policies and identify regulations for repeal, replacement, 

or modification. This notice addresses comments that DOI has received in response to the 

regulatory reform docket that relates to the Service’s use of mitigation. 

During the combined comment periods, for the ESA-CMP we received 

approximately 335 public comment letters, including comments from Federal, State, and 

local government entities; industry; trade associations; conservation organizations; 

nongovernmental organizations; private citizens; and others. The range of comments 
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varied from those that provided general statements of support or opposition to the draft 

and final 2016 ESA-CMP, to those that provided extensive comments and information 

supporting or opposing the draft and final 2016 ESA-CMP.   

We considered all of the comments we received in the comment period beginning 

November 6, 2017 (82 FR 51382), and following the DOI’s “Regulatory Reform” 

Federal Register announcement (June 22, 2017, 82 FR 28429); we respond to the 

substantive comments below.   

 

A. Authority to Include Net Conservation Gain or No Net Loss under the ESA 

Comment (1):  One commenter stated there were constitutional limits on requiring 

mitigation, referencing the Koontz v. St. Johns River Water Management District case 

decided by the U.S. Supreme Court, 570 U.S. 595 (2013).  This commenter noted that 

any compensatory mitigation measures must have an essential nexus with the proposed 

impacts and be roughly proportional, or have a reasonable relationship between the 

permit conditions required and the impacts of the proposed development being addressed 

by those permit conditions. 

Response: The Service agrees that the Koontz case, as well as predecessor cases 

including, but not limited to, Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 825 

(1987), and Dolan v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374 (1994), raise serious constitutional 

concerns about the viability of some elements of compensatory-mitigation programs.  

These concerns are particularly acute for offsite compensatory-mitigation programs and 

programs that seek a net conservation gain.  Offsite compensatory-mitigation programs 

raise concerns regarding an appropriate nexus between the anticipated impact and the 
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mitigation requirement.  As mitigation moves further away from the direct impacts of a 

project, the risk that the connection between required compensation and the initial project 

becomes more attenuated increases.  Further, by seeking to err on the side of mitigating 

above and beyond the impacts of the specific project at issue, the net conservation gain 

standard raises inherent concerns about proportionality, as well as the appropriate nexus 

between project impacts and mitigation methods, particularly where mitigation is in 

essence being used to rectify past, unrelated harms. We, like all agencies, must 

implement our authorities consistent with any applicable case law as 

appropriate.  Consideration of the Constitutional standard set forth in Koontz is one 

reason, though not the only reason, that the Service is withdrawing its previous 

Mitigation Policy and ESA-CMP.  In light of the Koontz case and any other relevant 

court decisions, the Service, in using its previous guidance (e.g., 2003 guidance on the 

establishment, use, and operation of conservation banks (68 FR 24753, May 8, 2003) and 

2008 recovery crediting guidance (73 FR 44761, July 31, 2008)), will make sure that any 

statutorily authorized mitigation measures will have a clear connection (i.e., have an 

essential nexus) and be commensurate (i.e., have rough proportionality) to the impact of 

the project or action under consideration.    

Comment (2): Many commenters addressed the mitigation planning goal of 

improving (i.e., a net gain) or, at minimum, maintaining (i.e., no net loss) the current 

status of affected resources.  A number of commenters supported the goal while a number 

of commenters opposed the inclusion of a net conservation gain.  Of commenters 

opposed to net conservation gain, their specific reasons included:   
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a) the Service lacks the statutory authority to implement the net conservation gain 

goal for mitigation planning;   

b) the net conservation gain goal imposes a new standard for mitigation and that 

mitigation requirements should be commensurate with the level of impacts;   

c) concern about the costs associated with achieving net conservation gain; 

d) questions about the ability to achieve net conservation gain and how it would be 

measured;   

e) the ESA-CMP does not provide the methodology to assess or measure the net 

conservation gain; and   

f) net conservation gain is incompatible with the standards of ESA sections 7 and 

10.   

Also, several commenters asserted that a mitigation planning goal of no net loss is 

inconsistent with the ESA and exceeds our authorities under the ESA.  

Response:  The ESA requires neither “net conservation benefit” nor “no net loss,” 

and the Service has not previous required a “net benefit” nor “no net loss” while 

implementing the ESA.  Under the ESA, the standard for section 7 is that a “Federal 

agency shall, in consultation with and with the assistance of the Secretary, insure that any 

action … is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered species or 

threatened species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of habitat.” (§ 

7(a)(2)); under section 10 the requirement is “to the maximum extent practicable, 

minimize and mitigate the impacts of such taking” (§ 10(a)(2)(B)(ii)).  As one court has 

noted, “[t]he words ‘maximum extent practicable’ signify that the applicant may do 

something less than fully minimize and mitigate the impacts of the take where to do more 
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would not be practicable.  Moreover, the statutory language does not suggest that an 

applicant must ever do more than mitigate the effect of its take of species.”  National 

Wildlife Federation v. Norton, 306 F. Supp. 2d 920, 928 (E.D. Cal. 2004); see also Union 

Neighbors United, Inc. v. Jewell, 831 F.3d 564 (D.C. Cir. 2016) (holding that the 

obligation to minimize and mitigate to the maximum extent practicable was satisfied by a 

plan that the Service found to fully offset the impact of the proposed taking).  Since what 

is “practicable” may not fully offset proposed take, the “maximum extent practicable” 

standard is inconsistent with both a general net conservation gain and no-net-loss 

mitigation objective.  Nothing in the ESA requires that the Service apply a net 

conservation gain or no net loss standard.  

Those commenters supporting the goal generally asserted, among other points, 

that the Service has the authority to require compensatory mitigation, found the measures 

to be clear, and thought the policy encouraged consistent implementation.  While we 

appreciate these comments, for the reasons described above, we are not persuaded.    

As noted above, because the concepts of “net conservation gain” and “no net loss” 

were central to and embedded throughout the policies, modifying the policies would 

likely have caused significant confusion.  This fact, together with the more recently 

issued Executive and Secretarial Orders that questioned “net gain,” lead to our decision 

here to withdraw the ESA-CMP.  

 

B.  Landscape-scale Approach 

Comment (3):  Several commenters described their concerns with the implications 

of the ESA-CMP’s landscape-scale approach including: 
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a) There is no statutory authority for taking a landscape-scale approach; 

b) Including a landscape-scale approach would lead to the Service seeking 

mitigation for impacts beyond a project under review, including impacts that 

happened in the past or in unrelated locations; 

c) A general concern that a landscape-scale approach would mean Federal 

overreach, including disregard for the plans, processes, and resource interests of 

States, Tribes, and local governments.  

Response:  We agree with commenters that proponents’ and action agencies’ 

responsibilities include the provisions of relevant authorities and that those 

responsibilities do not extend to impacts unrelated to their action.  Requiring mitigation 

to impacts unrelated to a proponent’s action would likely conflict with the “essential 

nexus” required under Koontz for property development (see Comment 1 above).  

Accordingly, any effort to apply a landscape-scale approach to mitigation must ensure 

that there is an essential nexus between the proposed activity and the contemplated 

mitigation and that mitigation is not being imposed to correct for past impacts by other 

actors.  

 

C. Authority to Include Candidate or At-risk Species 

Comment (4): Several commenters stated that the Service has no statutory 

authority under the ESA to include candidate or at-risk species in compensatory-

mitigation mechanisms.  

Response: The commenter is correct that the Service cannot require the inclusion 

of compensatory mitigation for impacts to at-risk and candidate species.  Including 
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candidate or other at-risk species in mitigation would be voluntary on the part of the 

Federal agency or applicant, which may, if the species is listed, streamline future 

reinitiation of consultation or amendments to habitat conservation plans (HCPs).  Under 

section 10 of the ESA, although the applicant voluntarily develops its HCPs in 

consultation with the Service, the applicant ultimately decides which candidate or non-

listed at-risk species it desires to include in its HCP.  Many applicants voluntarily include 

at-risk species in their HCPs to receive “no surprises” assurances and preclude the need 

to amend the associated incidental take permit, should the species become listed in the 

future.  This is consistent with ESA goals of recovering listed species and, ideally, 

avoiding the need to list species because threats to them have been 

addressed.  Furthermore, applicants may include candidate or other at-risk species to 

address State or other local requirements (e.g., California’s Natural Community 

Conservation Planning Act).  But in all cases, considerations of non-ESA-listed species 

are voluntary on the part of the Federal agency or applicant. 

 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

We have analyzed the withdrawal of this policy in accordance with the criteria of 

the National Environmental Policy Act, as amended (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4332(c)), the 

Council on Environmental Quality’s Regulations for Implementing the Procedural 

Provisions of NEPA (40 CFR parts 1500–1508), and the Department of the Interior’s 

NEPA procedures (516 DM 2 and 8; 43 CFR part 46).  Issuance of policies, directives, 

regulations, and guidelines that are of an administrative, financial, legal, technical, or 

procedural nature, or whose environmental effects are too broad, speculative, or 
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conjectural to lend themselves to meaningful analysis and will later be subject to the 

NEPA process, either collectively or case-by-case may be categorically excluded under 

NEPA (43 CFR 46.210(i)).  We have determined that a categorical exclusion applies to 

withdrawing this policy.   

 

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 

This policy withdrawal does not contain any new collections of information that 

require approval by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) under the Paperwork 

Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).  OMB has reviewed and approved the 

information collection requirements for applications for incidental take permits, annual 

reports, and notifications of incidental take for native endangered and threatened species 

for safe harbor agreements, candidate conservation agreements with assurances, and 

habitat conservation plans under OMB Control Number 1018-0094, which expires on 

March 31, 2019.  We may not conduct or sponsor and a person is not required to respond 

to a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number. 

 

Government-to-Government Relationship with Tribes 

In accordance with the President’s memorandum of April 29, 1994, 

“Government-to-Government Relations with Native American Tribal Governments” (59 

FR 22951), Executive Order 13175 “Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal 

Governments,” and the Department of the Interior Manual at 512 DM 2, we have 

considered possible effects on federally recognized Indian tribes and have determined 

that there are no potential adverse effects of withdrawing this policy.  Our intent with 
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withdrawing these policies is to reduce confusion of mitigation programs, projects, and 

measures, including those taken on Tribal lands.  We will work with Tribes as applicants 

proposing mitigation as part of proposed actions and with Tribes as mitigation sponsors. 
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Authority 

The multiple authorities for this action include the: Endangered Species Act of 

1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, as 

amended, (16 U.S.C. 661–667(e)); and National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 

4371 et seq.). 

 

 

Dated:   ______________. 

 

  ______________________________________ 

Gregory J. Sheehan 

Principal Deputy Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

 

[Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0126]; [FXHC11220900000–156–FF09E33000] 

 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Mitigation Policy 

 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.  

 

ACTION: Policy; withdrawal. 

 

SUMMARY:  We, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), announce we are 

withdrawing the Mitigation Policy published November 21, 2016 (81 FR 83440), which 

guides Service recommendations on mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water 

developments on fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats.  In our notice of November 6, 

2017 (82 FR 51382), we requested additional public comments regarding this policy’s 

overall mitigation planning goal of net conservation gain.  We are now withdrawing this 

policy as it is no longer appropriate to retain the “net conservation gain” standard 

throughout various Service-related activities and is inconsistent with current Executive 

branch policy.  Until further notice, all policies that were superseded by the 2016 
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Mitigation Policy are reinstated, including the Fish and Wildlife Service Mitigation 

Policy (46 FR 7644–7663) published in the Federal Register on January 23, 1981. 

 

DATES:   Effective on [INSERT DATE OF PUBLICATION IN THE FEDERAL 

REGISTER].  

 

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials received, as well as supporting documentation, 

are available on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov at Docket Number FWS–HQ–

ES–2015–0126.    

 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:  Craig Aubrey, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service, Division of Environmental Review, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, 

VA 22041–3803, telephone 703–358–2442. 

 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:   

The Mitigation Policy (81 FR 83440, November 21, 2016) was developed to 

ensure consistency with directives in effect at the time of issuance, including former 

President Obama's Memorandum on Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources From 

Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment (November 3, 2015).  Under 

the memorandum, all Federal mitigation policies were directed to clearly set a net-benefit 

goal or, at minimum, a no-net-loss goal for natural resources, wherever doing so is 

allowed by existing statutory authority and is consistent with agency mission and 

established natural resource objectives.  The Presidential Memorandum was subsequently 
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rescinded by Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 

Growth” (March 28, 2017). 

The Mitigation Policy also described its consistency with the Secretary of the 

Interior's Order 3330 on Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department 

of the Interior (October 31, 2013), which established a Department-wide mitigation 

strategy to ensure consistency and efficiency in the review and permitting of 

infrastructure-development projects and in conserving natural and cultural resources.  

The Secretary's Order was subsequently revoked by Secretary of the Interior's Order 3349 

on American Energy Independence (March 29, 2017).  It directed Department of the 

Interior bureaus to reexamine mitigation policies and practices to better balance 

conservation strategies and policies with job creation for American families. 

In light of the revocation of the 2015 Presidential Memorandum and Secretary’s 

Order 3330, on November 6, 2017, the Service requested comment on the Mitigation 

Policy, as well as the Endangered Species Act – Compensatory Mitigation Policy (81 FR 

95316, December 27, 2016), specifically “regarding whether to retain or remove net 

conservation gain as a mitigation planning goal within our mitigation policies.”  

Mitigation Policies of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; Request for Comment (82 FR 

51382, 51383, November 6, 2017).  The comment period for this request ended on 

January 5, 2018. 

Under Supreme Court precedent, the Takings Clause of the Fifth Amendment of 

the United States Constitution limits the ability of government to require monetary 

exactions as a condition of permitting private activities, particularly private activities on 

private property.  In Koontz v. St. Johns River Water Management District, 570 U.S. 595 
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(2013), the Supreme Court held that a proposal to fund offsite mitigation proposed by the 

State of Florida as a condition of granting a land-use permit must satisfy the test 

established in Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 825 (1987) and Dolan 

v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374 (1994).  Specifically, “a unit of government may not 

condition the approval of a land-use permit on the owner’s relinquishment of a portion of 

his property unless there is a ‘nexus’ and ‘rough proportionality’ between the 

government’s demand and the effects of the proposed land use.”  Id. at 599.   

Compensatory mitigation requirements in particular raise serious questions of 

whether there is a sufficient nexus between the potential harm and the proposed remedy 

to satisfy constitutional muster.  Further, because by definition compensatory mitigation 

does not directly avoid or minimize the anticipated harm, its application is particularly 

ripe for abuse.  These concerns are particularly acute when coupled with a net 

conservation gain standard, which necessarily goes beyond mitigating actual or 

anticipated harm to forcing participants to pay to address harms they, by definition, did 

not cause.   

In light of the change in national policy reflected in Executive Order 13783 and 

Secretary’s Order 3349, the comments received by the Service, and concerns regarding 

the legal and policy implications of compensatory mitigation, particularly compensatory 

mitigation with a net conservation gain policy, the Service has concluded that it is no 

longer appropriate to retain references to or mandate a net conservation gain standard in 

the Service’s overall mitigation planning goal within each document.  Because the net 

conservation gain standard is so prevalent throughout the Mitigation Policy, the Service 

is implementing this conclusion by withdrawing the Mitigation Policy.      
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Summary of Comments and Responses 

Executive Order 13783 – "Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 

Growth" (March 28, 2017) – rescinded the Presidential Memorandum on Mitigating 

Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 

Investment.  The Secretary of the Interior subsequently issued Secretarial Order 3349 on 

American Energy Independence (March 29, 2017), which directed Department of the 

Interior (DOI) bureaus to reexamine mitigation policies and practices to better balance 

conservation strategies and policies with job creation for American families.  Pursuant to 

Secretarial Order 3349, we published a notice on November 6, 2017 (82 FR 51382), 

requesting additional public comments specifically addressing the advisability of 

retaining or removing references to net conservation gain as a mitigation planning goal 

within our mitigation policies.  In addition, in carrying out Executive Order 13777, 

“Enforcing the Regulatory Reform Agenda,” DOI published a document with the title 

“Regulatory Reform” in the Federal Register of June 22, 2017 (82 FR 28429).  The 

document requested public comment on how DOI can improve implementation of 

regulatory reform initiatives and policies and identify regulations for repeal, replacement, 

or modification. This notice addresses comments that DOI has received in response to the 

regulatory reform docket that relates to the Service’s use of mitigation. 

During the combined comment periods, for the Service-wide Mitigation Policy 

we received approximately 427 comments from Federal, State, and local government 

entities, industry, trade associations, conservation organizations, nongovernmental 

organizations, private citizens, and others.  Two of those submissions transmitted the 
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discrete comments from an additional 1,756 citizens expressing support for the Service’s 

mitigation policy approach.  The range of comments otherwise varied from those that 

provided general statements of support or opposition to the draft or final Policy, to those 

that provided extensive comments and information supporting or opposing the draft or 

final Policy, or specific aspects thereof.  The majority of comments submitted included 

detailed suggestions for revisions addressing major concepts as well as editorial 

suggestions for specific wording or line edits.  

We considered all of the comments we received in the comment period beginning 

November 6, 2017 (82 FR 51382), and following the DOI’s “Regulatory Reform” 

Federal Register announcement (June 22, 2017, 82 FR 28429); we respond to the 

substantive comments below.   

 

A.  Policy addresses multiple authorities 

Comment (1):  One commenter stated there were constitutional limits on requiring 

mitigation, referencing the Koontz v. St. Johns River Water Management District case 

decided by the U.S. Supreme Court, 570 U.S. 595 (2013).  This commenter noted that 

any compensatory mitigation measures must have an essential nexus with the proposed 

impacts and be roughly proportional, or have a reasonable relationship between the 

permit conditions required and the impacts of the proposed development being addressed 

by those permit conditions. 

Response: The Service agrees that the Koontz case, as well as predecessor cases 

including, but not limited to, Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 825 

(1987), and Dolan v. City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374 (1994), raise serious constitutional 
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concerns about the viability of some elements of the Service’s mitigation programs.  

These concerns are particularly acute for offsite compensatory-mitigation programs and 

programs that seek a net conservation gain.  Offsite compensatory-mitigation programs 

raise concerns regarding an appropriate nexus between the anticipated impact and the 

mitigation requirement.  As mitigation moves further away from the direct impacts of a 

project, the risk that the connection between required compensation and the initial project 

becomes more attenuated increases.  Further, by seeking to err on the side of mitigating 

above and beyond the impacts of the specific project at issue, a net conservation gain 

standard raises inherent concerns about proportionality, as well as the appropriate nexus 

between project impacts and mitigation methods, particularly where mitigation is in 

essence being used to rectify past, unrelated harms.  We, like all agencies, must 

implement our authorities consistent with any applicable case law as 

appropriate.  Consideration of the Constitutional standard set forth in Koontz is one 

reason, though not the only reason, that the Service is withdrawing its previous 

Mitigation Policy.  In light of the Koontz case and any other relevant court decisions, the 

Service, in using its previous policies (e.g., 1981 Policy), will make sure that any 

statutorily authorized mitigation measures will have a clear connection (i.e., have an 

essential nexus) and be commensurate (i.e., have rough proportionality) to the impact of 

the project or action under consideration.    

Comment (2): Several commenters addressed aspects of the Service’s authority 

under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (Eagle Act).  One commenter supported 

the acknowledgement that compensatory mitigation for bald and golden eagles may 

include preservation of those species’ habitats and enhancing their prey base.  The 
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commenter noted that existing regulations establishing a permit program for the non-

purposeful take of bald and golden eagles recognize these options but that these options 

have not been used.  One commenter stated the Service was incorrect in stating in the 

proposed Policy: “the statute and implementing regulations allow the Service to require 

habitat preservation and/or enhancement as compensatory mitigation for eagle take.”  The 

commenter said that Congress has not exercised jurisdiction over the habitats of eagles, 

meaning the Service lacks authority to require mitigation for impacts to eagle habitats.  

One commenter suggested the Policy should articulate whether compensatory mitigation 

would be in addition to current requirements of a 1-for-1 take offset.  

Response:  We agree that the authority of the Eagle Act is limited, and the Service 

has outlined its authority in its regulations (50 CFR part 22).  Nothing in the Eagle Act 

directly addresses eagle habitat, or requires that the Service apply a net conservation gain 

standard.  Accordingly, the withdrawal of the 2016 Mitigation Policy and reinstatement 

of the 1981 Mitigation Policy will not change our authority under the Eagle Act.   

Comment (3): Several commenters addressed the Service’s authority under the 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).  One commenter said the Service was incorrect in 

describing implied authority to permit incidental take of migratory birds under the MBTA 

and noted that the Service has no authority to require compensatory mitigation for 

incidental take of migratory birds.  Several commenters said that mitigation for migratory 

birds exceeds MBTA authority and that the Policy should exclude potential incidental 

impacts to migratory birds under the MBTA until the Service establishes statutory or 

regulatory authority to require landowners to obtain incidental take authorization prior to 
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undertaking otherwise lawful activities.  They added that the MBTA does not directly 

address mitigation or habitat impacts. 

One commenter said the Service was incorrect in writing that the Fish and 

Wildlife Conservation Act implicitly provided for mitigation of impacts to migratory 

birds.  The commenter said that the language does not authorize the Service to engage in 

any management activities associated with migratory birds, particularly over private 

parties, only directing the Service to monitor and assess population trends and species 

status of migratory nongame birds. 

Response:  DOI’s Office of the Solicitor issued M-Opinion 37050, The Migratory 

Bird Treaty Act Does Not Prohibit Incidental Take (M-Opinion), on December 22, 2017, 

which concludes that the take of birds resulting from an activity is not prohibited by the 

MBTA when the underlying purpose of that activity is not to take birds.  In addition, the 

Service does not have specific statutory authority pursuant to the MBTA to require 

Federal action agencies and/or their permittees to provide compensatory mitigation for 

unavoidable impacts to (loss of) migratory bird habitat resulting from federally conducted 

or approved, authorized, or funded projects or activities.  Like the Eagle Act, the MBTA 

does not directly protect habitat.  When the Service authorizes otherwise prohibited 

intentional take, however, it can make that authorization subject to appropriate 

conditions, including non-compensatory mitigation, such as measures to avoid, minimize, 

reduce, or rectify anticipated harm.  In addition, Executive Order (E.O) 13186 directs 

Federal agencies “taking actions that have, or are likely to have, a measurable negative 

effect on migratory bird populations” to sign a Memorandum of Understanding with the 

Service “that shall promote the conservation of migratory bird populations.” 
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Comment (4):  One commenter specifically questioned the treatment of Natural 

Resource Damage Assessment actions conducted under the Comprehensive 

Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, Oil Pollution Act , and the 

Clean Water Act, stating that the Presidential Memorandum on Mitigating Impacts on 

Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment, dated 

November 3, 2015, requires that separate guidance be developed for when restoration 

banking or advance restoration would be appropriate. 

Response:  The Presidential Memorandum on Mitigation was rescinded by 

Executive Order 13783, Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth (March 

28, 2017).  Furthermore, when a release of hazardous substance or oil injures natural 

resources subject to the natural resource damage assessment and restoration trusteeship of 

States, Tribes, or the Federal Government, appropriate restoration is determined by the 

scope and scale of the injury and the nexus of the restoration action to that specific injury.   

 

B.  Net Conservation Gain / No Net Loss 

Comment (5): Many commenters addressed the Policy’s mitigation planning goal 

of improving (i.e., a net gain) or, at minimum, maintaining (i.e., no net loss) the current 

status of affected resources.  A number of commenters supported the goal while a number 

of commenters opposed the inclusion of a net conservation gain.  Of commenters 

opposed to net conservation gain, their specific reasons included:   

(a) The Service lacks the statutory authority to implement the net conservation gain 

goal for mitigation planning.   
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(b) The net conservation gain goal imposes a new standard for mitigation and that 

mitigation requirements should be commensurate with the level of impacts.   

(c) Concern about the costs associated with achieving net conservation gain. 

(d)  Questions about the ability to achieve net conservation gain and how it would be 

measured.   

(e) The Policy does not provide the methodology to assess or measure the net 

conservation gain.   

(f) Net conservation gain is incompatible with the standards of the ESA sections 7 

and 10.  One commenter asked that we clarify that the net conservation gain goal 

does not modify or expand proponents’ obligations under ESA sections 7 or 10 

permitting programs.  One commenter stated that the Policy’s goal would have 

limited relevance to section 10 decisions other than serving as an aspiration or 

goal for negotiating conservation measures.  One commenter asked that we 

specify how the Policy’s goal will be applied to processing incidental take permit 

applications under section 10(a)(2)(B)(ii), especially for projects predicted to 

directly kill listed species.  This commenter added that neither no net loss nor net 

gain is an appropriate goal under section 10 if the goal implies that impacts at the 

individual level will not be minimized to the maximum extent practicable.   

Response:  We agree with concerns expressed by commenters that the Service 

generally lacks the statutory authority to implement “net conservation gain” for 

mitigation planning.  No statute within the Service’s purview mandates that the Service 

directly apply a net conservation gain standard.  For example, under the Endangered 

Species Act (ESA), the standard for section 7 is that a “Federal agency shall, in 
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consultation with and with the assistance of the Secretary, insure that any action … is not 

likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered species or threatened 

species or result in the destruction or adverse modification of habitat” (§ 7(a)(2)); under 

section 10, the requirement is “to the maximum extent practicable, minimize and mitigate 

the impacts of such taking” (§ 10(a)(2)(B)(ii)).  As one court has noted, “[t]he words 

‘maximum extent practicable’ signify that the applicant may do something less than fully 

minimize and mitigate the impacts of the take where to do more would not be practicable.  

Moreover, the statutory language does not suggest that an applicant must ever do more 

than mitigate the effect of its take of species.”  National Wildlife Federation v. Norton, 

306 F. Supp. 2d 920, 928 (E.D. Cal. 2004); see also Union Neighbors United, Inc. v. 

Jewell, 831 F.3d 564 (D.C. Cir. 2016) (holding that the obligation to minimize and 

mitigate to the maximum extent practicable was satisfied by a plan that the Service found 

to fully offset the impact of the proposed taking).  Since what is “practicable” may not 

fully offset proposed take, the “maximum extent practicable” standard is inconsistent 

with both a general net conservation gain and a no-net-loss mitigation objective.  Nothing 

in the ESA requires that the Service apply a net conservation gain or no-net-loss standard.  

Those commenters supporting the goal generally asserted, among other points, 

that the Service has the authority to require compensatory mitigation, found the measures 

to be clear, and thought the policy encouraged consistent implementation.  While we 

appreciate these comments, for the reasons described above, we are not persuaded.    

As “net conservation gain” was central to and integrated throughout the policies, 

in addition to the more recently issued 2017 Executive and Secretarial Orders, modifying 

these policies would likely have caused even more confusion.  Thus, we are withdrawing 
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the 2016 Mitigation Policy, and restoring the policies and guidance that were superseded 

by the 2016 policies.   

   

C.  Landscape-scale Approach 

Comment (6):  Several commenters described their concerns with the implications 

of the Policy’s inclusion of a landscape-scale approach: 

(a) There is no statutory authority for taking a landscape-scale approach.   

(b) Including a landscape-scale approach would lead to the Service seeking 

mitigation for impacts beyond a project under review, including impacts that 

happened in the past or in unrelated locations.  They said that meeting the 

standards of an applicable authority within the narrow geographic scope of their 

project is the proponent’s only responsibility.   

(c) General concern that a landscape-scale approach would mean Federal overreach, 

including disregard for the plans, processes, and resource interests of States, 

tribes, and local governments. 

Response:  We agree with commenters that proponents’ and action agencies’ 

responsibilities include the provisions of relevant authorities and that those 

responsibilities do not extend to impacts unrelated to their action.  Requiring mitigation 

to impacts unrelated to a proponent’s action would likely conflict with the “essential 

nexus” required under Koontz for property development (see Comment 1 above).  

Accordingly, any effort to apply a landscape-scale approach to mitigation must ensure 

that there is an essential nexus between the proposed activity and the contemplated 
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mitigation and that mitigation is not being imposed to correct for past impacts by other 

actors.  

Section 5 of the Mitigation Policy, “Mitigation Framework,” calls for both 

consideration of a landscape-scale approach in addition to “net conservation gain.”  

Because net conservation gain is integral to the policies, even though considerations of 

landscape-scale approaches may be useful in some cases, withdrawing these policies will 

reduce confusion over the net conservation gain goal.  This notice does not affect the 

Service authorities that already allow the flexibility to consider landscape-scale approach.  

In some cases, taking the broader ecological context of both impacts and mitigation 

opportunities into account by applying a landscape-scale approach is an effective means 

of implementing the Service’s mission in a way that also benefits proponents.   

 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

We have analyzed the withdrawals of this policy in accordance with the criteria of 

the National Environmental Policy Act, as amended (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4332(c)), the 

Council on Environmental Quality’s Regulations for Implementing the Procedural 

Provisions of NEPA (40 CFR parts 1500–1508), and the Department of the Interior’s 

NEPA procedures (516 DM 2 and 8; 43 CFR part 46).  Issuance of policies, directives, 

regulations, and guidelines that are of an administrative, financial, legal, technical, or 

procedural nature, or whose environmental effects are too broad, speculative, or 

conjectural to lend themselves to meaningful analysis and will later be subject to the 

NEPA process, either collectively or case-by-case may be categorically excluded under 

NEPA (43 CFR 46.210(i)).  We have determined that a categorical exclusion applies to 



 

15 

 

withdrawing this policy.   

 

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 

This policy withdrawal does not contain any new collections of information that 

require approval by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) under the Paperwork 

Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).  OMB has reviewed and approved the 

information collection requirements for applications for incidental take permits, annual 

reports, and notifications of incidental take for native endangered and threatened species 

for safe harbor agreements, candidate conservation agreements with assurances, and 

habitat conservation plans under OMB Control Number 1018-0094, which expires on  

March 31, 2019.    We may not conduct or sponsor and a person is not required to 

respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control 

number. 

 

Government-to-Government Relationship with Tribes 

In accordance with the President’s memorandum of April 29, 1994, 

“Government-to-Government Relations with Native American Tribal Governments” (59 

FR 22951), Executive Order 13175 “Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal 

Governments,” and the Department of the Interior Manual at 512 DM 2, we have 

considered possible effects on federally recognized Indian tribes and have determined 

that there are no potential adverse effects of withdrawing this policy.  Our intent with 

withdrawing these policies is to reduce confusion of mitigation programs, projects, and 

Commented [A1]: In ADDRESSES, we indicate that an EA is 
available. 
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measures, including those taken on Tribal lands.  We will work with Tribes as applicants 

proposing mitigation as part of proposed actions and with Tribes as mitigation sponsors. 
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Authority 

The multiple authorities for this action include the Endangered Species Act of 

1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, as 

amended, (16 U.S.C. 661–667(e)); and National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 

4371 et seq.). 

 

 

Dated:   ___________________________. 

 

  _________________________________ 

  Gregory J. Sheehan 

Principal Deputy Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

 

 



From: Parramore, Laury
To: Barbara Wainman; Matthew Huggler; Vanessa Kauffman
Subject: HEAD"S UP: Greenwire story today on mitigation policy comment period
Date: Thursday, January 4, 2018 11:01:09 AM
Attachments: Mitigation Policies Reopening Bulletin Final.docx

Mike Doyle is running a piece today on the mitigation policy and public comments.
We put out a bulletin on this Nov. 3 (attached). Comment period closes tomorrow
(only 130 comments per regulations.gov). Tried to explain to him last night this isn't
really a big story, and he initially concurred but guess it must be slow news day. 

Laury Marshall Parramore

Assistant Chief, Public Affairs

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

MS: EA

5275 Leesburg Pike

Falls Church, VA 22041-3803

703/358 2541 -- direct

703/589 6947 -- mobile



 

November 3, 2017      Contact:  Vanessa Kauffman 
703-358-2138 
vanessa kauffman@fws.gov 

 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Solicits Public Input on Mitigation Policies 

 
To help ensure that its policies are consistent, effective and transparent, and provide a level of certainty to 
all involved parties, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is soliciting public review of and comment on its 
Service-wide Mitigation Policy and its Endangered Species Act - Compensatory Mitigation Policy (ESA-
CMP). These policies provide direction to Service employees on how to develop mitigation 
recommendations to offset the impacts of development activities on species or their habitats. 
 
The review is part of a broader Service effort to re-evaluate several regulations and policies related to the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Order 3349 on American Energy Independence (March 29, 2017). The order 
directed bureaus to review policies to ensure consistency with directives in effect at the time Secretarial 
Order 3349 was issued. 
 
The existing Mitigation Policy, which revised the long-standing 1981 Service Mitigation Policy, 
articulates general policy and principles intended to guide recommended mitigation across all Service 
programs. These principles were in turn stepped down into the ESA-CMP. 
 
The Service is soliciting additional input regarding whether to retain or modify the mitigation goals or 
other policy direction articulated within our mitigation policies. Based on comments received, the Service 
will decide whether and how to revise the policies. 
 
The notice will publish in the Federal Register on November 6, 2017. Written comments and information 
concerning this proposal can be submitted by one of the following methods: 
 

• Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the instructions for submitting 
comments to: 

o Mitigation Policy at Docket No. [FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0126] 
o ESA-CMP at Docket No. [FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165] 

• U. S. mail or hand-delivery: Public Comments Processing, Attn: Docket No. [FWS–HQ–ES–
2015–0126 or FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165]; Division of Policy, Performance and Management 
Programs; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; 5275 Leesburg Pike - MS: BPHC Falls Church, VA 
22041-3808. 

 
The Service invites comments, information and recommendations from governmental agencies, Indian 
Tribes, the scientific community, industry groups, environmental interest groups and any other interested 
parties. 



 
Comments must be received within 60 days, on or before January 5, 2018. The Service will post all 
comments on http://www.regulations.gov. This generally means the agency will post any personal 
information provided through the process. The Service is not able to accept email or faxes. 
 
For more information, please visit: http://www.fws.gov/ecological-services/habitat-conservation/cp.html. 
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service works with others to conserve, protect and enhance fish, wildlife, 
plants and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people. For more information, visit 
www.fws.gov, or connect with us through any of these social media channels: Facebook, Twitter, 
YouTube and Flickr. 
 

-FWS- 
 



From: Bell, Gloria
To: seth mott@fws.gov
Subject: I will be out of the office 4/7/17 to 4/14/17 Re: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 1:25:08 PM

I will be out of the office from 4/7/17 to 4/14/17.  In my absence,
please contact the following.

Friday, 4/7:  Richard Ruggiero at richard_ruggiero@fws.gov or 703/358-2460

4/10 to 4/14:  Rosemarie Gnam at rosemarie_gnam@fws.gov or 703/358-2497

Thanks.

--

Gloria

Gloria Bell  |  Deputy Assistant Director for International Affairs  |
 U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: IA, Falls Church, Virginia, 22041-3803, USA   |
 703·358·1767
www.fws.gov/international  |  Sign up
<http://visitor r20.constantcontact.com/d.jsp?
llr=m55c7tjab&p=oi&m=1109842295756&sit=xuh7is8gb&f=e7b4b07a-db5e-4e42-a2db-9b122d99f7b2>
for
our e-newsletter to learn how we're working around the globe to protect
species and their habitats!
<http://www facebook.com/usfwsinternationalaffairs>
<https://twitter.com/USFWSInternatl>[image: Stamp out extinction with the
Save Vanishing Species Stamp]



From: Sanchez, Shaun
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: I"m out of the office on extended detail through March 31, 2017 Re: Action - deliverables for SO 3349
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 9:21:49 AM

I am currently out of the office on extended detail through March 2017.  If you need assistance
please contact Jeff Donahoe at jeff_donahoe@fws.gov or Cynthia Martinez at
cynthia_martinez@fws.gov assistance.  

Thanks
Shaun

-- 
Shaun M. Sanchez
Deputy Chief
National Wildlife Refuge System
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
Office Phone:  703-358-2304
Cell:  702-533-9629
E-Mail: shaun_sanchez@fws.gov



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: maureen foster@ios doi gov  gary frazer@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  steve guert n  Gina Shultz@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  char sa morris@fws gov  virginia johnson@ios doi gov  jim kurth@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  Brief AS FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 11am  11 30am (gina shultz@fws gov)
Attachments: nvite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MmViZWQwZjI5NDBkMzY5MGUzYzNiNTcyMTk2NmM2MjA4NGUzYWFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar gina_shultz@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MmViZWQwZjI5NDBkMzY5MGUzYzNiNTcyMTk2NmM2MjA4NGUzYWFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MmViZWQwZjI5NDBkMzY5MGUzYzNiNTcyMTk2NmM2MjA4NGUzYWFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MmViZWQwZjI5NDBkMzY5MGUzYzNiNTcyMTk2NmM2MjA4NGUzYWFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MmViZWQwZjI5NDBkMzY5MGUzYzNiNTcyMTk2NmM2MjA4NGUzYWFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: j m kurth@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  virginia johnson@ios doi gov  steve guertin  tom melius@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov
Subject: Invitation  Brief AS FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 11am  11 30am (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: inv te ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzZDg1OTgwNWM5MGVmMDIzYzg3M2ZlNTk1ZTVjOTJhZjdhZTU3Mjg5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzZDg1OTgwNWM5MGVmMDIzYzg3M2ZlNTk1ZTVjOTJhZjdhZTU3Mjg5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzZDg1OTgwNWM5MGVmMDIzYzg3M2ZlNTk1ZTVjOTJhZjdhZTU3Mjg5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzZDg1OTgwNWM5MGVmMDIzYzg3M2ZlNTk1ZTVjOTJhZjdhZTU3Mjg5&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzZDg1OTgwNWM5MGVmMDIzYzg3M2ZlNTk1ZTVjOTJhZjdhZTU3Mjg5&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: jim kurth@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; steve guertin; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am (tom_melius@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYjI1OGUyNDk0OGY1MTg1MTAxOGRiYjNiNTI1ZTg3YjU1YzM4NDkz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar tom_melius@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYjI1OGUyNDk0OGY1MTg1MTAxOGRiYjNiNTI1ZTg3YjU1YzM4NDkz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYjI1OGUyNDk0OGY1MTg1MTAxOGRiYjNiNTI1ZTg3YjU1YzM4NDkz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYjI1OGUyNDk0OGY1MTg1MTAxOGRiYjNiNTI1ZTg3YjU1YzM4NDkz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYjI1OGUyNDk0OGY1MTg1MTAxOGRiYjNiNTI1ZTg3YjU1YzM4NDkz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account tom_melius@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar tom_melius@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: tom melius@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; steve guertin; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am (jim_kurth@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlZDA4MjdlM2UzNzc1NDE1ZTgzY2NmZGI5NTg0NmMyNWY4NDdlMGYx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar jim_kurth@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlZDA4MjdlM2UzNzc1NDE1ZTgzY2NmZGI5NTg0NmMyNWY4NDdlMGYx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlZDA4MjdlM2UzNzc1NDE1ZTgzY2NmZGI5NTg0NmMyNWY4NDdlMGYx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlZDA4MjdlM2UzNzc1NDE1ZTgzY2NmZGI5NTg0NmMyNWY4NDdlMGYx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlZDA4MjdlM2UzNzc1NDE1ZTgzY2NmZGI5NTg0NmMyNWY4NDdlMGYx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jim_kurth@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar jim_kurth@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; seth mott@fws gov; steve guertin; jim kurth@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; charisa morris@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 11am  11:30am (virginia johnson@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmNTE3Yjk3YzNjMTI4ZDAyNjQ4ZWNjYjY5ZjFhM2UxMzJmMDVlZDQ0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws gov 
• steve guertin 
• jim_kurth@fws gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmNTE3Yjk3YzNjMTI4ZDAyNjQ4ZWNjYjY5ZjFhM2UxMzJmMDVlZDQ0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmNTE3Yjk3YzNjMTI4ZDAyNjQ4ZWNjYjY5ZjFhM2UxMzJmMDVlZDQ0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmNTE3Yjk3YzNjMTI4ZDAyNjQ4ZWNjYjY5ZjFhM2UxMzJmMDVlZDQ0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmNTE3Yjk3YzNjMTI4ZDAyNjQ4ZWNjYjY5ZjFhM2UxMzJmMDVlZDQ0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account virginia_johnson@ios doi.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws.gov; steve guertin; tom melius@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am (seth_mott@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyNDBiZmQ2NzJmMmM2ZjkwYzhiNTY1NDkzMDc2MzRmMTM5NGQ1Y2E0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar seth_mott@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyNDBiZmQ2NzJmMmM2ZjkwYzhiNTY1NDkzMDc2MzRmMTM5NGQ1Y2E0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyNDBiZmQ2NzJmMmM2ZjkwYzhiNTY1NDkzMDc2MzRmMTM5NGQ1Y2E0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyNDBiZmQ2NzJmMmM2ZjkwYzhiNTY1NDkzMDc2MzRmMTM5NGQ1Y2E0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyNDBiZmQ2NzJmMmM2ZjkwYzhiNTY1NDkzMDc2MzRmMTM5NGQ1Y2E0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account seth_mott@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar seth_mott@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: virginia johnson@ios doi gov  seth mott@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  maureen foster@ os doi gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  steve guert n  jim kurth@fws gov  char sa morris@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  Brief AS FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 11am  11 30am (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiNDkxOGYxMDQ0NGIyZTg1NzRmZDM1OTIzZmJlNTUzNmMzNWQwN2Zj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar gary_frazer@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiNDkxOGYxMDQ0NGIyZTg1NzRmZDM1OTIzZmJlNTUzNmMzNWQwN2Zj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiNDkxOGYxMDQ0NGIyZTg1NzRmZDM1OTIzZmJlNTUzNmMzNWQwN2Zj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiNDkxOGYxMDQ0NGIyZTg1NzRmZDM1OTIzZmJlNTUzNmMzNWQwN2Zj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiNDkxOGYxMDQ0NGIyZTg1NzRmZDM1OTIzZmJlNTUzNmMzNWQwN2Zj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws gov; steve guertin; maureen foster@ios doi gov; gary frazer@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; tom me ius@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS FWP on first package of SO 3349 de iverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 11am  11:30am (maureen foster@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmOGQ1ZDlmNDgyZDQwYzk2Y2RmYTQ4MjgwZGI5YWVhODE5YmRiYzVi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmOGQ1ZDlmNDgyZDQwYzk2Y2RmYTQ4MjgwZGI5YWVhODE5YmRiYzVi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmOGQ1ZDlmNDgyZDQwYzk2Y2RmYTQ4MjgwZGI5YWVhODE5YmRiYzVi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmOGQ1ZDlmNDgyZDQwYzk2Y2RmYTQ4MjgwZGI5YWVhODE5YmRiYzVi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3MgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmOGQ1ZDlmNDgyZDQwYzk2Y2RmYTQ4MjgwZGI5YWVhODE5YmRiYzVi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jim kurth@fws gov  steve guertin  seth mott@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  virginia johnson@ios doi gov  tom melius@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  charisa morris@fws gov
Subject: Inv tation  Brief AS FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 11am  11 30am (steve guertin)
Attachments: invite cs

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlMGFkMThhZDNhYWUzNDBiYzdkNGZmMTdiMmQzZGZjMThjZmU1NDE1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar ste e guertin 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlMGFkMThhZDNhYWUzNDBiYzdkNGZmMTdiMmQzZGZjMThjZmU1NDE1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlMGFkMThhZDNhYWUzNDBiYzdkNGZmMTdiMmQzZGZjMThjZmU1NDE1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlMGFkMThhZDNhYWUzNDBiYzdkNGZmMTdiMmQzZGZjMThjZmU1NDE1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlMGFkMThhZDNhYWUzNDBiYzdkNGZmMTdiMmQzZGZjMThjZmU1NDE1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the accoun  because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar steve guertin.
To stop receiving these emails, please log in to https .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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: gary frazer@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  jim kurth@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  steve guertin  tom melius@fws gov

virginia johnson@ os doi gov  jerome ford@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 del verables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 1pm  1 30pm (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar charisa_morris@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; steve guertin; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov;

jerome_ford@fws gov; noah_matson@fws gov; virginia_johnson@ios doi gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (jim_kurth@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar jim_kurth@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jim_kurth@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar jim_kurth@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: noah matson@fws.gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; tom me ius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov;

Gina Shultz@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (noah_matson@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar noah_matson@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  virg nia johnson@ios doi gov  noah matson@fws gov  jim kurth@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  steve

guertin  jerome ford@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 1pm  1 30pm (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite cs

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: jim kurth@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; steve guertin; noah matson@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov;

jerome_ford@fws gov; tom_melius@fws gov; maureen_foster@ios doi gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (steve guertin)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar steve guertin 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar steve guertin.
To stop receiving these emails, please log in to https .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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; steve guertin; jerome ford@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov;

maureen foster@ios doi gov; noah matson@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 de iverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 1pm  1:30pm (virginia johnson@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: jim kurth@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov;

tom melius@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (tom_melius@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar tom_melius@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account tom_melius@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar tom_melius@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

tom_melius@fws gov; Gina_Shultz@fws gov; maureen_foster@ios doi gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (gina_shultz@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov;

gary_frazer@fws gov; noah_matson@fws gov; steve guertin
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (jerome_ford@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: steve guertin  charisa morris@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  cynthia mart nez@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov

virginia johnson@ios doi gov  gary frazer@fws gov  jim kurth@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 1pm  1 30pm (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jim kurth@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; charisa morris@fws gov;

Gina Shultz@fws gov; steve guertin; shaun sanchez@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 1pm  1:30pm (maureen foster@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guert n@fws gov
To: gary frazer@fws gov; steve guertin; jim kurth@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; jerome ford@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; charisa morris@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov;

tom melius@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10  2017 1pm  1:30pm (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar cynthia_martinez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: mike j johnson@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; charisa morris@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; steve guertin; gary frazer@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov;

casey hammond@ios doi gov; jerome ford@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; G na Shultz@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (mike j johnson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y1ZGM0MGQxZDIwNWI1YmExZjUxNWVlMjNmNjJiMDVlMzVhMjEzYWY0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar mike_j_johnson@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws gov 
• steve guertin 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y1ZGM0MGQxZDIwNWI1YmExZjUxNWVlMjNmNjJiMDVlMzVhMjEzYWY0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y1ZGM0MGQxZDIwNWI1YmExZjUxNWVlMjNmNjJiMDVlMzVhMjEzYWY0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y1ZGM0MGQxZDIwNWI1YmExZjUxNWVlMjNmNjJiMDVlMzVhMjEzYWY0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y1ZGM0MGQxZDIwNWI1YmExZjUxNWVlMjNmNjJiMDVlMzVhMjEzYWY0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account mike_j_johnson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar mike_j_johnson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charisa morris@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; m ke j johnson@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov;

gary frazer@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; charles blair@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (jerome ford@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3YjEwMmU3OTVkNzU3ZTA1N2U4MWZiMmFjNDliZWE1YWQ3MWZkNTM3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar jerome_ford@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3YjEwMmU3OTVkNzU3ZTA1N2U4MWZiMmFjNDliZWE1YWQ3MWZkNTM3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3YjEwMmU3OTVkNzU3ZTA1N2U4MWZiMmFjNDliZWE1YWQ3MWZkNTM3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3YjEwMmU3OTVkNzU3ZTA1N2U4MWZiMmFjNDliZWE1YWQ3MWZkNTM3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3YjEwMmU3OTVkNzU3ZTA1N2U4MWZiMmFjNDliZWE1YWQ3MWZkNTM3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charles blair@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov;

seth mott@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (betsy hildebrandt@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZGM2NTg5ZmEzM2M2NjQyZTFlYjk2ZWYzN2ZlMmI1MjJiMzAwZmMw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZGM2NTg5ZmEzM2M2NjQyZTFlYjk2ZWYzN2ZlMmI1MjJiMzAwZmMw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZGM2NTg5ZmEzM2M2NjQyZTFlYjk2ZWYzN2ZlMmI1MjJiMzAwZmMw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZGM2NTg5ZmEzM2M2NjQyZTFlYjk2ZWYzN2ZlMmI1MjJiMzAwZmMw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZGM2NTg5ZmEzM2M2NjQyZTFlYjk2ZWYzN2ZlMmI1MjJiMzAwZmMw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  casey hammond@ os doi gov  charles blair@fws gov  char sa morris@fws gov

shaun sanchez@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (seth mott@fws gov)
Attachments: nvite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYTBlMjUyNzQ1N2Y2Mzc4NGVlYTgzMzM1NmM1OTM4MTYwOTJmY2Uw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar seth_mott@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYTBlMjUyNzQ1N2Y2Mzc4NGVlYTgzMzM1NmM1OTM4MTYwOTJmY2Uw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYTBlMjUyNzQ1N2Y2Mzc4NGVlYTgzMzM1NmM1OTM4MTYwOTJmY2Uw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYTBlMjUyNzQ1N2Y2Mzc4NGVlYTgzMzM1NmM1OTM4MTYwOTJmY2Uw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYTBlMjUyNzQ1N2Y2Mzc4NGVlYTgzMzM1NmM1OTM4MTYwOTJmY2Uw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account seth_mott@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar seth_mott@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov;

charisa morris@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (mike j johnson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3OWZjNDE1MmFhOTMzOWUwMDcxYzc3MzVhNjI3ZTA0YjU4YTk3OTYz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar mike_j_johnson@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3OWZjNDE1MmFhOTMzOWUwMDcxYzc3MzVhNjI3ZTA0YjU4YTk3OTYz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3OWZjNDE1MmFhOTMzOWUwMDcxYzc3MzVhNjI3ZTA0YjU4YTk3OTYz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3OWZjNDE1MmFhOTMzOWUwMDcxYzc3MzVhNjI3ZTA0YjU4YTk3OTYz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3OWZjNDE1MmFhOTMzOWUwMDcxYzc3MzVhNjI3ZTA0YjU4YTk3OTYz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account mike_j_johnson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar mike_j_johnson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: gary frazer@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov;

cynthia martinez@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (matthew huggler@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYzViZTZhMmRjZDk1YTMwZGYyNWVlYmJkNmNmYzVhOWUyZWYxM2Jm&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar matthe _huggler@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYzViZTZhMmRjZDk1YTMwZGYyNWVlYmJkNmNmYzVhOWUyZWYxM2Jm&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYzViZTZhMmRjZDk1YTMwZGYyNWVlYmJkNmNmYzVhOWUyZWYxM2Jm&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYzViZTZhMmRjZDk1YTMwZGYyNWVlYmJkNmNmYzVhOWUyZWYxM2Jm&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYzViZTZhMmRjZDk1YTMwZGYyNWVlYmJkNmNmYzVhOWUyZWYxM2Jm&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account matthew_huggler@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar matthew_huggler@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: matthew huggler@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov;

betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; charisa morris@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (casey hammond@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjMmRjOTUyMmMzMDJmNDg5OGI0MTUxM2Y1ZGI5YzBkZGYxM2YyYzA4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjMmRjOTUyMmMzMDJmNDg5OGI0MTUxM2Y1ZGI5YzBkZGYxM2YyYzA4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjMmRjOTUyMmMzMDJmNDg5OGI0MTUxM2Y1ZGI5YzBkZGYxM2YyYzA4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjMmRjOTUyMmMzMDJmNDg5OGI0MTUxM2Y1ZGI5YzBkZGYxM2YyYzA4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjMmRjOTUyMmMzMDJmNDg5OGI0MTUxM2Y1ZGI5YzBkZGYxM2YyYzA4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: gary frazer@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  charles blair@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov

matthew huggler@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (noah matson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjODcxODcyZGE0NTZhMjBjY2UyZDk3ZDJmNThmMDQ0OWUxZjAyNWM0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar noah_matson@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjODcxODcyZGE0NTZhMjBjY2UyZDk3ZDJmNThmMDQ0OWUxZjAyNWM0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjODcxODcyZGE0NTZhMjBjY2UyZDk3ZDJmNThmMDQ0OWUxZjAyNWM0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjODcxODcyZGE0NTZhMjBjY2UyZDk3ZDJmNThmMDQ0OWUxZjAyNWM0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjODcxODcyZGE0NTZhMjBjY2UyZDk3ZDJmNThmMDQ0OWUxZjAyNWM0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  charles blair@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov

jerome ford@fws gov  Gina Shu tz@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  seth mott@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxN2NmMjUwNjg3NGVkZTQ4MzBmYmY1Yzc2MmE4MjMwNjI1Y2E1MzI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar gary_frazer@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxN2NmMjUwNjg3NGVkZTQ4MzBmYmY1Yzc2MmE4MjMwNjI1Y2E1MzI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxN2NmMjUwNjg3NGVkZTQ4MzBmYmY1Yzc2MmE4MjMwNjI1Y2E1MzI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxN2NmMjUwNjg3NGVkZTQ4MzBmYmY1Yzc2MmE4MjMwNjI1Y2E1MzI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxN2NmMjUwNjg3NGVkZTQ4MzBmYmY1Yzc2MmE4MjMwNjI1Y2E1MzI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: G na Shultz@fws gov  charles blair@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov

casey hammond@ios doi gov  seth mott@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov
Subject: Inv tation  SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (g na shultz@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWU1YmMxYmM0ZGYyYTZhZDU1OWM3YjljYzE3MmI0ZTZkYmEyZDVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWU1YmMxYmM0ZGYyYTZhZDU1OWM3YjljYzE3MmI0ZTZkYmEyZDVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWU1YmMxYmM0ZGYyYTZhZDU1OWM3YjljYzE3MmI0ZTZkYmEyZDVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWU1YmMxYmM0ZGYyYTZhZDU1OWM3YjljYzE3MmI0ZTZkYmEyZDVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWU1YmMxYmM0ZGYyYTZhZDU1OWM3YjljYzE3MmI0ZTZkYmEyZDVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; m ke j johnson@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov;

casey hammond@ios doi gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: inv te ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3NTE4NzM3YTk4NDU0NDVjODUzZjJkNzFkZWQ NzFlNGRhNWQ4YTkw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar charisa_morris@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3NTE4NzM3YTk4NDU0NDVjODUzZjJkNzFkZWQ5NzFlNGRhNWQ4YTkw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3NTE4NzM3YTk4NDU0NDVjODUzZjJkNzFkZWQ5NzFlNGRhNWQ4YTkw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3NTE4NzM3YTk4NDU0NDVjODUzZjJkNzFkZWQ5NzFlNGRhNWQ4YTkw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3NTE4NzM3YTk4NDU0NDVjODUzZjJkNzFkZWQ NzFlNGRhNWQ4YTkw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; m ke j johnson@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov;

gary frazer@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (charles blair@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZhMGM1MTA0NzA5MWY3OTM2Y2NkZDBmY2QyM2M0OTIxYTlmMDAyYjdk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar charles_blair@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZhMGM1MTA0NzA5MWY3OTM2Y2NkZDBmY2QyM2M0OTIxYTlmMDAyYjdk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZhMGM1MTA0NzA5MWY3OTM2Y2NkZDBmY2QyM2M0OTIxYTlmMDAyYjdk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZhMGM1MTA0NzA5MWY3OTM2Y2NkZDBmY2QyM2M0OTIxYTlmMDAyYjdk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZhMGM1MTA0NzA5MWY3OTM2Y2NkZDBmY2QyM2M0OTIxYTlmMDAyYjdk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charles_blair@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar charles_blair@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: seth mott@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov

cynthia martinez@fws gov  charles bla r@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov
Subject: Inv tation  SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyZmQwNGQxMzcyNmNhNjkxNjYwNTBjYWJjMWQ5NDQyNjk2MGI1YWJi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyZmQwNGQxMzcyNmNhNjkxNjYwNTBjYWJjMWQ5NDQyNjk2MGI1YWJi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyZmQwNGQxMzcyNmNhNjkxNjYwNTBjYWJjMWQ5NDQyNjk2MGI1YWJi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyZmQwNGQxMzcyNmNhNjkxNjYwNTBjYWJjMWQ5NDQyNjk2MGI1YWJi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyZmQwNGQxMzcyNmNhNjkxNjYwNTBjYWJjMWQ5NDQyNjk2MGI1YWJi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: mike j johnson@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov;

Gina Shultz@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZTViMmYzZGFmMjFmZTAyYmRhMDIzODcxMDFhOWU5NTkxZGJhYmRi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar cynthia_martinez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZTViMmYzZGFmMjFmZTAyYmRhMDIzODcxMDFhOWU5NTkxZGJhYmRi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZTViMmYzZGFmMjFmZTAyYmRhMDIzODcxMDFhOWU5NTkxZGJhYmRi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZTViMmYzZGFmMjFmZTAyYmRhMDIzODcxMDFhOWU5NTkxZGJhYmRi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZTViMmYzZGFmMjFmZTAyYmRhMDIzODcxMDFhOWU5NTkxZGJhYmRi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; gary frazer@fws gov; benjamin jesup@sol doi gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov;

charles blair@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349  Dial: Code:  @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (benjamin jesup@sol doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmVuamFtaW4uamVzdXBAc29sLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiNDI4NzZhNjhlYzVlNTI4YWUyOGI0NWJiOWQ3ZWRkMGY4OTAzZmZi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 - Dial:  Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Call:  Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: 23&hl en> ) 
Video ca   
Calendar benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmVuamFtaW4uamVzdXBAc29sLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiNDI4NzZhNjhlYzVlNTI4YWUyOGI0NWJiOWQ3ZWRkMGY4OTAzZmZi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmVuamFtaW4uamVzdXBAc29sLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiNDI4NzZhNjhlYzVlNTI4YWUyOGI0NWJiOWQ3ZWRkMGY4OTAzZmZi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmVuamFtaW4uamVzdXBAc29sLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiNDI4NzZhNjhlYzVlNTI4YWUyOGI0NWJiOWQ3ZWRkMGY4OTAzZmZi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmVuamFtaW4uamVzdXBAc29sLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiNDI4NzZhNjhlYzVlNTI4YWUyOGI0NWJiOWQ3ZWRkMGY4OTAzZmZi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar benjamin.jesup@sol doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: jason goldberg@fws.gov
To: seth mott@fws.gov; kurt johnson@fws.gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 Follow-up @ Thu Apr 6, 2017 2pm - 3pm (seth_mott@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid NmJjNGRkYWdwb2tzYm1xOGdtcW1qdmU2MWcgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjIjamFzb25fZ29sZGJlcmdAZndzLmdvdjc2NTQwZjUzYTQyMmUwY2Y2ZTFlNjljOTY1MTFlYzdjMzdlYjU0NmY&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Follow-up
Review the list of FWS actions relevant to SO 3349. (Jason to e-mail list to Seth and Kurt with edits prior to meeting.)
When Thu Apr 6  2017 2pm – 3pm Eastern Time 
Video call   
Calendar seth_mott@fws.gov 
Who • jason_goldberg@fws.gov - organizer 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• kurt_johnson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid NmJjNGRkYWdwb2tzYm1xOGdtcW1qdmU2MWcgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjIjamFzb25fZ29sZGJlcmdAZndzLmdvdjc2NTQwZjUzYTQyMmUwY2Y2ZTFlNjljOTY1MTFlYzdjMzdlYjU0NmY&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid NmJjNGRkYWdwb2tzYm1xOGdtcW1qdmU2MWcgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjIjamFzb25fZ29sZGJlcmdAZndzLmdvdjc2NTQwZjUzYTQyMmUwY2Y2ZTFlNjljOTY1MTFlYzdjMzdlYjU0NmY&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid NmJjNGRkYWdwb2tzYm1xOGdtcW1qdmU2MWcgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjIjamFzb25fZ29sZGJlcmdAZndzLmdvdjc2NTQwZjUzYTQyMmUwY2Y2ZTFlNjljOTY1MTFlYzdjMzdlYjU0NmY&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid NmJjNGRkYWdwb2tzYm1xOGdtcW1qdmU2MWcgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjIjamFzb25fZ29sZGJlcmdAZndzLmdvdjc2NTQwZjUzYTQyMmUwY2Y2ZTFlNjljOTY1MTFlYzdjMzdlYjU0NmY&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account seth_mott@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar seth_mott@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: jason goldberg@fws gov
To: kurt johnson@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 Follow up @ Thu Apr 6  2017 2pm  3pm (kurt johnson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite cs

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid NmJjNGRkYWdwb2tzYm1xOGdtcW1qdmU2MWcga3VydF9qb2huc29uQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjIjamFzb25fZ29sZGJlcmdAZndzLmdvdmM4Y2Y2YWU5MDY3MGIyMDY2MDk0NTJjMGQ5MjBiYTAwNjNiZDNjZjU&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Follow-up
Review the list of FWS actions relevant to SO 3349. (Jason to e-mail list to Seth and Kurt with edits prior to meeting.)
When Thu Apr 6, 2017 2pm – 3pm Eastern Time 
Video call  
Calendar kurt_johnson@fws.gov 
Who • jason_goldberg@fws.gov - organizer 
• kurt_johnson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid NmJjNGRkYWdwb2tzYm1xOGdtcW1qdmU2MWcga3VydF9qb2huc29uQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjIjamFzb25fZ29sZGJlcmdAZndzLmdvdmM4Y2Y2YWU5MDY3MGIyMDY2MDk0NTJjMGQ5MjBiYTAwNjNiZDNjZjU&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid NmJjNGRkYWdwb2tzYm1xOGdtcW1qdmU2MWcga3VydF9qb2huc29uQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjIjamFzb25fZ29sZGJlcmdAZndzLmdvdmM4Y2Y2YWU5MDY3MGIyMDY2MDk0NTJjMGQ5MjBiYTAwNjNiZDNjZjU&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid NmJjNGRkYWdwb2tzYm1xOGdtcW1qdmU2MWcga3VydF9qb2huc29uQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjIjamFzb25fZ29sZGJlcmdAZndzLmdvdmM4Y2Y2YWU5MDY3MGIyMDY2MDk0NTJjMGQ5MjBiYTAwNjNiZDNjZjU&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid NmJjNGRkYWdwb2tzYm1xOGdtcW1qdmU2MWcga3VydF9qb2huc29uQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjIjamFzb25fZ29sZGJlcmdAZndzLmdvdmM4Y2Y2YWU5MDY3MGIyMDY2MDk0NTJjMGQ5MjBiYTAwNjNiZDNjZjU&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account kurt_johnson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar kurt_johnson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov
Cc: charisa morris@fws gov; anya rushing@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 Pre brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS FWP)  Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm  1:30pm (betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyY2YxODhkZDc5MmUwNjg4M2Q4ZmUxODJkOTMzODNjMDM0ZWZlYjg1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video cal  
Calendar betsy_hildebrandt@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyY2YxODhkZDc MmUwNjg4M2Q4ZmUxODJkOTMzODNjMDM0ZWZlYjg1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyY2YxODhkZDc MmUwNjg4M2Q4ZmUxODJkOTMzODNjMDM0ZWZlYjg1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyY2YxODhkZDc MmUwNjg4M2Q4ZmUxODJkOTMzODNjMDM0ZWZlYjg1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyY2YxODhkZDc5MmUwNjg4M2Q4ZmUxODJkOTMzODNjMDM0ZWZlYjg1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account betsy_hildebrandt@fws gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: noah matson@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov
Cc: anya rushing@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 Pre brief (prior to 2 15pm w/AS FWP)  Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm  1 30pm (anya rushing@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgYW55YV9ydXNoaW5nQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZGVhMTU5OTJkZDExZTcxYjBiZDc3MTE5YjNiYTdlZmFhYjIxYzNi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video cal   
Calendar anya_rushing@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
 
Your attendance is optional.
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgYW55YV9ydXNoaW5nQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZGVhMTU5OTJkZDExZTcxYjBiZDc3MTE5YjNiYTdlZmFhYjIxYzNi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgYW55YV9ydXNoaW5nQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZGVhMTU5OTJkZDExZTcxYjBiZDc3MTE5YjNiYTdlZmFhYjIxYzNi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgYW55YV9ydXNoaW5nQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZGVhMTU5OTJkZDExZTcxYjBiZDc3MTE5YjNiYTdlZmFhYjIxYzNi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgYW55YV9ydXNoaW5nQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZGVhMTU5OTJkZDExZTcxYjBiZDc3MTE5YjNiYTdlZmFhYjIxYzNi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account anya_rushing@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar anya_rushing@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: noah matson@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; Gina Shu tz@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov
Cc: anya rushing@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 Pre brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS FWP)  Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm  1:30pm (gina shultz@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZDZmODVhNWRjMmNmZmZmMTY2ZWVlZDU1MTEwMGYxMDI4N2Y3NDg3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call   
Calendar gina_shultz@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZDZmODVhNWRjMmNmZmZmMTY2ZWVlZDU1MTEwMGYxMDI4N2Y3NDg3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZDZmODVhNWRjMmNmZmZmMTY2ZWVlZDU1MTEwMGYxMDI4N2Y3NDg3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZDZmODVhNWRjMmNmZmZmMTY2ZWVlZDU1MTEwMGYxMDI4N2Y3NDg3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZDZmODVhNWRjMmNmZmZmMTY2ZWVlZDU1MTEwMGYxMDI4N2Y3NDg3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: casey hammond@ios doi gov  jerome ford@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov
Cc: charisa morris@fws gov  anya rushing@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 Pre brief (pr or to 2 15pm w/AS FWP)  Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm  1 30pm (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: nvite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5Zjk4NGY3OTkyMjEwNDkxYTFhZmEyY2NiZTE4MjZiMWQ0NjQ1OTc2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video cal   
Calendar shaun_sanchez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5Zjk4NGY3OTkyMjEwNDkxYTFhZmEyY2NiZTE4MjZiMWQ0NjQ1OTc2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5Zjk4NGY3OTkyMjEwNDkxYTFhZmEyY2NiZTE4MjZiMWQ0NjQ1OTc2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5Zjk4NGY3OTkyMjEwNDkxYTFhZmEyY2NiZTE4MjZiMWQ0NjQ1OTc2&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5Zjk4NGY3OTkyMjEwNDkxYTFhZmEyY2NiZTE4MjZiMWQ0NjQ1OTc2&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guert n@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; noah matson@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov
Cc: anya rush ng@fws gov; char sa morr s@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 Pre brief (pr or to 2:15pm w/AS FWP)  Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm  1:30pm (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2MmZjNmVhMTRlYTAzZmM5ZDRmY2ZiNjhkNjlmMzc5ZTE4MWU1ZDZk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call   
Calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
 
Your attendance is optional.
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2MmZjNmVhMTRlYTAzZmM5ZDRmY2ZiNjhkNjlmMzc5ZTE4MWU1ZDZk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2MmZjNmVhMTRlYTAzZmM5ZDRmY2ZiNjhkNjlmMzc5ZTE4MWU1ZDZk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2MmZjNmVhMTRlYTAzZmM5ZDRmY2ZiNjhkNjlmMzc5ZTE4MWU1ZDZk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2MmZjNmVhMTRlYTAzZmM5ZDRmY2ZiNjhkNjlmMzc5ZTE4MWU1ZDZk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jerome ford@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov
Cc: charisa morr s@fws gov  anya rushing@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 Pre brief (prior to 2 15pm w/AS FWP)  Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm  1 30pm (jerome ford@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMThmZGQzZTVjYmViNDU0NTQ0M2E0YWQ4ODA4YjFjYzBjZTlhZjEz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video cal  
Calendar jerome_ford@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMThmZGQzZTVjYmViNDU0NTQ0M2E0YWQ4ODA4YjFjYzBjZTlhZjEz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMThmZGQzZTVjYmViNDU0NTQ0M2E0YWQ4ODA4YjFjYzBjZTlhZjEz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMThmZGQzZTVjYmViNDU0NTQ0M2E0YWQ4ODA4YjFjYzBjZTlhZjEz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMThmZGQzZTVjYmViNDU0NTQ0M2E0YWQ4ODA4YjFjYzBjZTlhZjEz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: noah matson@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov
Cc: anya rushing@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 Pre brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS FWP)  Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm  1:30pm (casey hammond@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWMwNTZkMjk4ZDZlOTBkZWJmODYwYTZjM2VlNWUwMWYwYWE4MTNj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call  
Calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWMwNTZkMjk4ZDZlOTBkZWJmODYwYTZjM2VlNWUwMWYwYWE4MTNj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWMwNTZkMjk4ZDZlOTBkZWJmODYwYTZjM2VlNWUwMWYwYWE4MTNj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWMwNTZkMjk4ZDZlOTBkZWJmODYwYTZjM2VlNWUwMWYwYWE4MTNj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWMwNTZkMjk4ZDZlOTBkZWJmODYwYTZjM2VlNWUwMWYwYWE4MTNj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: shaun sanchez@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov
Cc: charisa morris@fws gov  anya rushing@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 Pre brief (prior to 2 15pm w/AS FWP)  Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm  1 30pm (noah matson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZjRjZjA2ZGM3MzI2NDI5NmUzNTJlMTJhNTg4YWVkYTBmZjUwZWY2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video cal  
Calendar noah_matson@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZjRjZjA2ZGM3MzI2NDI5NmUzNTJlMTJhNTg4YWVkYTBmZjUwZWY2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZjRjZjA2ZGM3MzI2NDI5NmUzNTJlMTJhNTg4YWVkYTBmZjUwZWY2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZjRjZjA2ZGM3MzI2NDI5NmUzNTJlMTJhNTg4YWVkYTBmZjUwZWY2&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZjRjZjA2ZGM3MzI2NDI5NmUzNTJlMTJhNTg4YWVkYTBmZjUwZWY2&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: casey hammond@ios doi gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov
Cc: charisa morris@fws gov; anya rushing@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 Pre brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS FWP)  Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm  1:30pm (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5YTA4YzA3NWZlZWQ2OGQyYTUwMjQ3ZTNkODkxZjc3NGIyYTI5ZDY1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18  2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call  
Calendar cynthia_martinez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5YTA4YzA3NWZlZWQ2OGQyYTUwMjQ3ZTNkODkxZjc3NGIyYTI5ZDY1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5YTA4YzA3NWZlZWQ2OGQyYTUwMjQ3ZTNkODkxZjc3NGIyYTI5ZDY1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5YTA4YzA3NWZlZWQ2OGQyYTUwMjQ3ZTNkODkxZjc3NGIyYTI5ZDY1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5YTA4YzA3NWZlZWQ2OGQyYTUwMjQ3ZTNkODkxZjc3NGIyYTI5ZDY1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: matthew huggler@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov;

noah matson@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (betsy hildebrandt@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar betsy_hildebrandt@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account betsy_hildebrandt@fws gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar betsy_hildebrandt@fws gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: mike j johnson@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov;

seth mott@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (mike j johnson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account mike_j_johnson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar mike_j_johnson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; jerome ford@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov;

charisa morris@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charles blair@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov;

jerome ford@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (jerome ford@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov;

betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; casey hammond@ os doi gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar gary_frazer@fws gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws gov  charles blair@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  noah matson@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov

mike j johnson@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (charles blair@fws gov)
Attachments: nvite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiMzNlNjQ0OWFkODcxOTU3M2Q0ZTlmODFlN2FlZDU2ZmJkNjgzY2I1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal   

_blair@fws.gov 
Who  stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiMzNlNjQ0OWFkODcxOTU3M2Q0ZTlmODFlN2FlZDU2ZmJkNjgzY2I1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiMzNlNjQ0OWFkODcxOTU3M2Q0ZTlmODFlN2FlZDU2ZmJkNjgzY2I1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiMzNlNjQ0OWFkODcxOTU3M2Q0ZTlmODFlN2FlZDU2ZmJkNjgzY2I1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiMzNlNjQ0OWFkODcxOTU3M2Q0ZTlmODFlN2FlZDU2ZmJkNjgzY2I1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charles_blair@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar charles_blair@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: matthew huggler@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  G na Shultz@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  charles blair@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  mike j johnson@fws gov

char sa morris@fws gov  betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite cs

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: charles blair@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov;

casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (seth_mott@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar seth_mott@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account seth_mott@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar seth_mott@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov;

shaun sanchez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (matthew huggler@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar matthe _huggler@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account matthew_huggler@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar matthew_huggler@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jerome ford@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  noah matson@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  charles blair@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov

charisa morris@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (gina shultz@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar gina_shultz@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charles blair@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov;

mike j johnson@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (casey hammond@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal    
Calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charles_blair@fws gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charles blair@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  charisa morr s@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  G na Shultz@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov

casey hammond@ios doi gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov
Subject: Invitation  SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (noah matson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar noah_matson@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 
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From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charisa morris@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov;

cynthia martinez@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov
Subject: Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ5N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or call in number to be provided&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ5N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 
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REGULATIONS
Key Dems press Zinke for info on reg review task force
Arianna Skibell, E&E News reporter
Published: Wednesday, May 3, 2017

Key House Democrats are pushing back at recent Department of he Interior efforts to roll back
regulations and are questioning the role of acting Deputy Secretary of the Interior James Cason.

House Natural Resource Committee ranking member Raúl Grijalva (D-Ariz ) and Subcommittee
on Oversight and Investigations ranking member Donald McEachin (D-Va ) yesterday sent a
letter to Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke demanding additional information on a newly established
regulatory task force.

President Trump's February executive order on regulations requires agencies to establish a
panel to identify rules for modification or repeal.

The lawmakers noted that the members of the task force, first reported by E&E News, include
five political "beachhead" employees and one career staffer but no Senate-confirmed personnel
or staff with clear technical expertise in land management, wildlife management, environmental
protection or safety regulation.

They added that there is no information "about how this task force will operate, where it fits in he
regulatory review process created by SO 3349, whether any of its ac ivities or decisions will be
transparent and be made known to the public, whether it will accept public comments, or any
other logistical detail."

They demanded Zinke release more information about how he task force plans to operate, while
emphasizing that he task force should not operate in the dark.

"The American people deserve to know why certain regulations are or are not being considered
for repeal or modification, how decisions to repeal or modify regulations are being made, and the
true health, safety, environmental, and economic impacts of making changes to those
regulations," they wrote.

Cason's review authority

In a separate letter, the lawmakers raised questions about an April 12 memo Zinke sent to
department secretaries directing them to ensure all bureau heads and office directors report to
he acting deputy secretary on all "proposed decisions" that have "nationwide, regional, or
statewide impacts."

The memo also said that decisions should not be made until the acting deputy secretary has
"reviewed the report and provided clearance."

"While the memo purports to be in part for the purpose of allowing the Ac ing Deputy Secretary
to learn more about how Departmental decisions are made, the person currently filling the role of
Acting Deputy Secretary, Mr. James Cason, served as Associate Deputy Secretary for the
Department of the Interior from 2001 through 2009, and would be expected to already have a
good understanding about Departmental processes," yesterday's letter pointed out.

Grijalva and McEachin asked Zinke to disclose any guidance issued to Interior agencies
explaining the extent of Cason's review authority. They also asked what authority Cason has
over grants and regulatory decisions, and for further clarification over he terms "na ionwide,
regional, or statewide impacts."

From: Garrity, Katherine
To: Andrew Brown; Anissa Craghead; Cathy Enoch; Krista Holloway; Marcia Cash; Michel Bagbonon; Sara Prigan; Susan Wilkinson; Tina Campbell; Howze, Kim; Kashyap Patel; Baucum, Madonna;

Charisa Morris; Denise Sheehan; Kvasnicka, Jean
Subject: Key Dems press Zinke for info on reg review task force
Date: Wednesday, May 3, 2017 7:15:14 AM

Katherine Garrity
Deputy Division Chief
Audit Liaison Officer and Internal Control
Coordinator
Division of Policy. Performance and
Management Programs
US Fish and Wildlife Service MS BPHC
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041
703.358.2551



From: Ed Arnett
To:
Cc: Todd Willens; Greg J Sheehan@fws.gov; bsteed@blm.gov; kkelleh@blm.gov; Gtoevs@blm.gov; Kathy

Benedetto (kbenedetto@blm.gov); mnedd@blm.gov
Subject: letter to Sec Zinke on mitigation
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2018 9:46:54 AM
Attachments: Policy Council Mitigation Letter to DOI Jan 16 2018.pdf
Importance: High

Good morning David,
 
I’ve attached a letter from several sportsmen, conservation, professional society and landowner
organizations regarding the Department of the Interior’s (DOI) mitigation policies that are under
review and development.  Our groups appreciate your consideration of these key points as you work
through developing any new policies on mitigation after the issue of Secretarial Order 3360 and
review of the USFWS policies.  Our groups stand ready to help and would like to meet and discuss
our ideas, including the opportunity for a workshop with DOI and multiple stakeholders that includes
energy industry, ag and ranching interests, sportsmen and conservation groups, and others. We can
help to organize and support such a gathering and hope you agree this would be a fruitful endeavor
to engage multiple stakeholders prior to finalizing any new policy. Please contact me if you would
like to discuss this opportunity at your convenience.
 
Thanks very much and I hope you had a good holiday weekend.  Best regards,
Ed
 
Edward B. Arnett, Ph.D.
Certified Wildlife Biologist®
Chief Scientist
Theodore Roosevelt Conservation Partnership
Loveland, CO 80537
970-775-7490 (office)
541-520-5252 (cell)
earnett@trcp.org
www.trcp.org
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January 16, 2018 
 
The Honorable Ryan Zinke 
Secretary 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
1849 C Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20240 
 
 
Dear Secretary Zinke, 
 
The undersigned hunting, fishing, conservation, professional society, outdoor-industry and landowner 
organizations are writing in regard to the Department of the Interior’s (DOI) mitigation policies that are 
under review and development.  Our organizations support responsible development of our nations’ 
natural resources that is balanced with fish and wildlife habitat needs and access for the public to enjoy 
quality recreational experiences.  However, to achieve responsible and balanced development, we 
believe more strategic and comprehensive planning coupled with effective mitigation policy is critical for 
successful outcomes all stakeholders and the public desire.  
 
Mitigation (avoidance, minimization, and compensation) is an essential tool for advancing fish, wildlife 
and natural resources conservation and management.  Mitigation can be applied to prevent impacts to 
the most critical lands and waters in a predictable manner and, when impacts cannot be avoided or 
minimized, balance impacts with conservation and restoration efforts elsewhere.   
 
Mitigation “done right” involves smart planning, efficient and effective decision-making, and 
predictability for project proponents, as well as a multitude of other stakeholder interests, which can 
result in positive outcomes for all – the public, communities, businesses, and the environment.  Better 
landscape planning that clearly defines areas 1) to be avoided because of irreplaceable natural resource 
values; 2) where development can occur with minimal controversy; and 3) where compensatory 
mitigation should be carried out to best replace or enhance lost ecological function, greatly improves 
certainty for developers and natural resource stakeholders. Such planning effort also reduces conflicts 
and communicates what is expected early in the process, thus reducing time and costs while better 
assuring effectiveness.  Avoidance is the best form of mitigation because a resource not impacted yields 
the least amount of work required to offset impacts. 
 
Secretarial Order 3349 directed the Department to review the mitigation policies of the Department.  
We believe that through many of its existing statutory authorities, DOI and the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) have the authority to apply the full mitigation hierarchy, including compensatory 
mitigation. The Department’s December 22 Order (Order No. 3360) rescinded two BLM mitigation 
policies (Bureau of Land Management, Manual Section 1794 - Mitigation (December 22, 2016) and 
Bureau of Land Management, Mitigation Handbook H-1794-1 (December 22, 2016)) and directed the 
BLM to revise and reissue Instruction Memorandum No. 2008-204 on “Offsite Mitigation” within 30 
days.  
 
We urge the BLM in its updated compensatory mitigation IM to clearly affirm the authority of the 
Bureau to require compensatory mitigation. We also strongly suggest that the BLM revise, as needed, 
and reissue the Mitigation Handbook and Manual to ensure that field staff has the resources they need 
to efficiently, predictably, and transparently implement its mitigation authorities.  
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In the sage-grouse context, we are aware that several states have indicated preference for using their 
states’ mitigation approaches on federal lands rather than having two standards.  While we agree that 
having multiple standards is not desirable, some states have not developed mitigation programs that 
meet science-based standards for good mitigation policy and almost all of the state programs are 
voluntary.  Also, the federal agencies are required to ensure proper stewardship of the public resources 
and mitigation can, and should, be used to ensure that outcome. 
 
We believe that the federal government should play a leadership role in establishing common and 
consistent standards for mitigation programs that will be applied on public lands, but could defer to a 
state mitigation program as long as those minimum requirements are met.  
 
With rescission of the Departmental Manual chapter on Landscape-Scale Mitigation (Part 600, Chapter 
6), the DOI does not have in place a clear statement of standards to which all of its mitigation policies 
and programs should adhere. We recommend that the Department reissue a manual chapter or other 
Department-wide statement summarizing such principles and that these principles should include the 
following, at a minimum: 
 

 Apply the full mitigation hierarchy (avoid, minimize, compensate) as defined by Council on 

Environmental Quality regulations (40 CFR 1508.20), when supported by existing authorities, 

and followed sequentially. 

 Establish a mitigation goal before projects are approved and impacts occur. 

 Utilize a no-net-loss standard, while recognizing that there may be contexts wherein it is 

appropriate to apply a higher goal. 

 Make decisions about the resources to avoid and where to direct compensatory mitigation at 

the appropriate scale and location, informed by science on the species and habitats involved. 

 Ensure that mitigation success metrics are science-based, measurable, and designed to track 

compliance, effectiveness, and inform any needed adjustments for improvement. 

 Ensure that decisions about the amount and type of compensation are commensurate with 

impacts and account for habitat function (not just acre-for-acre replacement), time lag, and risk. 

 Ensure that compensatory mitigation actions result in conservation actions that eliminate or 

ameliorate threats to a species, group of species, habitat or ecosystem function. 

 Provide compensatory benefits that are durable and in place at least as long as the duration of 

the direct and indirect impacts. 

 Provide for certainty and transparency to regulators, developers and the public. 

For the nation’s public lands, we also recommend that DOI develop land use plans, habitat objectives 
and mitigation strategies in close cooperation with each state’s fish and wildlife agency.  We are 
concerned that current BLM Resource Management Plans and management activities administered by 
the agency (e.g., energy development, including mitigation) do not adequately or consistently address 
population objectives for big game and other species set forth by each state.  The following excerpt from 
the BLM planning handbook clearly indicates BLM already has policy in place to work in close 
coordination with state agencies to set population goals for wildlife species: 

  
The BLM planning Handbook (H-1610 Appendix C, p. 6) requires field offices to: “Designate 
priority species and habitats, in addition to special status species, for fish or wildlife species 
recognized as significant for at least one factor such as density, diversity, size, public interest, 
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remnant character, or age. Identify desired outcomes using BLM strategic plans, state agency 
strategic plans, and other similar sources. Describe desired habitat conditions and/or population 
for major habitat types that support a wide variety of game, non-game, and migratory bird 
species; acknowledging the states’ roles in managing fish and wildlife, working in close 
coordination with state wildlife agencies, and drawing on state comprehensive wildlife 
conservation strategies. Identify actions and area wide use restrictions needed to achieve desired 
population and habitat conditions while maintaining a thriving natural ecological balance and 
multiple-use relationships.”  [emphasis added] 

 
We recommend that the Department issue an Instruction Memorandum to all field offices reiterating 
this planning requirement and instructing them to improve coordination with the states on habitat 
objectives and management activities, including mitigation approaches that help to meet state agency 
coordinated population objectives for fish and wildlife.  Doing so will increase opportunities for the 
public and create greater recreation-based economic return to local economies.  
 
Finally, we appreciate concerns about implementation of existing mitigation policies.  We also 
appreciate concerns about circumstances where collaboration may not have met expectations or failed 
to engage all key stakeholders. We believe, however, that inappropriate mitigation decisions are 
anomalies rather than the norm.  Our organizations view these issues as “implementation” issues rather 
than fundamental flaws with the concepts of mitigation and broader-scale planning.  We welcome the 
opportunity to discuss our thoughts on how these and other issues might be addressed while sustaining 
the very important mitigation framework. 
 
Our organizations support multiple uses of the nation’s system of public lands and we encourage DOI to 
improve its land use planning and mitigation policies rather than rescinding or weakening them, which 
could run counter to the Administration’s ability to meet its goals for energy, infrastructure, and other 
uses of our public lands.  Thank you for considering our concerns and recommendations as you move 
forward with any revisions to the Department’s mitigation policies.  Many of our groups have extensive 
expertise with the science, management and implementation of mitigation, and we stand ready to assist 
you and your staff in enhancing all sectors of the economy while stewarding natural resources for future 
generations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

American Fly Fishing Trade Association 

American Woodcock Society  

Archery Trade Association 

Backcountry Hunters and Anglers 

Bass Anglers Sportsman Society 

Delta Waterfowl 

Fly Fishers International 

Guy Harvey Ocean Foundation 

Izaak Walton League of America 

National Bobwhite Conservation Initiative 

North American Grouse Partnership 
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National Deer Alliance 

National Wildlife Federation 

National Wildlife Refuge Association 

Pope and Young Club 

Public Lands Foundation 

Quality Deer Management Association 

Ruffed Grouse Society 

Snook and Gamefish Foundation 

The Nature Conservancy 

The Wildlife Society 

Theodore Roosevelt Conservation Partnership 

Western Landowners Alliance 

Whitetails Unlimited 

Wildlife Management Institute 

 

 

cc:  David Bernhardt, Todd Willens, DOI; Greg Sheehan, USFWS; Brian Steed, Mike Nedd, Kathy 
Benedetto, Karen Kelleher and Gordon Toevs , BLM 



From: Gambill, Zachariah
To: Sheehan, Greg
Date: Tuesday, November 28, 2017 6:24:10 PM
Attachments: 1103 DOI Accomplishments.docx

This is the entire departments but our input is there. 

also this as well. 

Infrastructure project at Lower Green River NWR Complex
Topic:   Staff at the Lower Green River NWR Complex have been working with
Federal Highways, the Bureau of Land Management, Colorado Parks and Wildlife,
Colorado State Land Board, Moffatt Country, Seven County Infrastructure Coalition,
Utah Department of Natural Resources and several private partners to replace a bridge
that is essential to the local community.  The “Swinging Bridge” that crosses the
Green River on Browns Park NWR was damaged three years ago by a tractor,
resulting in an hour and a half detour for the community. Through the collaborative
efforts of the multiagency team funding has been acquired and plans developed for
the bridge replacement project that will begin the spring of 2018.
Supportive Stakeholders:  Community surrounding Browns Park NWR
Impacted Location:  Northwest, Colorado

 

FWS, Pennsylvania Facilitate Infrastructure Project While Conserving Listed Mussels
Topic: A major milestone has been reached in a long-term partnership between FWS
and the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation to replace the Old Hunter Station
Bridge in Forest County, Pennsylvania. The old bridge was recently demolished as
part of a $23.7 million infrastructure improvement project. Prior to demolition,
approximately 155,000 mussels, of which 105,000 are federally listed under the
Endangered Species Act, were translocated from the Allegheny River to other
waterways in Pennsylvania and six other states. The receiving states ensured each of
the translocation sites already hosted federally listed species, so there will not be any
additional regulatory burden.
Supportive Stakeholders: PennDot, Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, West Virginia,
Kentucky, New York, Pennsylvania, plus the Seneca Nation.
Impacted Location: Tionesta Township, Forest County, Pennsylvania

-- 
Zack Gambill 
Advisor to FWS 
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3351
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.
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U.S. Department of the Interior: Accomplishments under the Trump Administration 
 
Regulatory Reform 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3349, putting the Department on the path to suspend, revise, or 
rescind dozens of regulatory and policy actions from the previous administration. 

o Rescinded the Hydraulic Fracturing Rule 
o Launched a review of the Venting and Flaring Rule 
o Re-examined compensatory mitigation policies that have reduced predictability, 

created conflicts, and unnecessarily increased permitting/authorization timelines. 
o Reviewed, repealed, or rewrote the following rules: the Bureau of Safety and 

Environmental Enforcement (BSEE) Well Control and BOP Rules, the Office of 
Natural Resource Revenue (ONRR) Valuation Rule, and the Office of Surface 
Mining Reclamation & Enforcement (OSMRE) Stream Protection Rule. 

• Took actions to reduce the length of the permitting process under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

o Identified a number of rules and regulations to revise and rescind, including the 
Master Leasing Plans, the NEPA Compliance for Oil and Gas Lease 
Reinstatement Petitions, and the Sage-Grouse Resource Management Plans. 

o Issued a memo from the Deputy Secretary setting a permitting deadline of one 
year and limiting Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) to 150 pages (or 300 
pages for unusually complex projects). 

• Reduced the semi-annual regulatory agenda more than 50-percent. 
o Initiated 21 deregulatory actions, with 11 of them complete. These efforts will 

save $3.8 billion over time, based on a $261 million annual number. 
• Reviewed the government’s interpretation of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act to narrow 

governmental abuses of prosecutorial discretion to target and penalize industry. 
 
Conservation and Sportsmen 

• Declared October as National Hunting and Fishing Month 
• Ended the ban on lead ammo and tackle, making hunting and fishing affordable again for 

everyday Americans. 
• Continued to advocate against the sale or transfer of any public lands 
• Signed a Secretarial Order on sage-grouse conservation, strengthening collaboration 

between the federal government and the states. 
• Issued guidance on wildland fire management, pivoting sharply from the previous 

administration’s reactive approach to an aggressive and proactive strategy focused on 
clearing the dead and dying timber from forests, so they do not accumulate and fuel 
catastrophic fires. 

• Opened up public access to the Sabinoso Wilderness through the acceptance of a 
donation of 3,595 acres of land. 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3356 to expand public access to public land and to promote 
hunting and fishing. 
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o Directed Interior bureaus to produce plans on expanding access for hunting and 
fishing. 

o Improved wildlife management through collaboration with state, tribal, and other 
partners. 

o Directed the expansion of educational outreach programs for underrepresented 
communities such as veterans, minorities, and youth. 

• Held a Department event with veterans to discuss expanding access for veterans on 
public lands. 

• Proposed opening or expanding access for hunting and fishing at 10 national wildlife 
refuges. 

• Sent recommendations on modifications to recently designated National Monuments to 
the White House, in compliance with Executive Order 13792. 

 
American Energy Dominance 

• Released the “Energy Burdens Report,” detailing actions the Department has taken to 
reduce burdens on American energy production. 

• Ended the previous administration’s coal moratorium, which banned coal leasing on 
federal lands. 

o Since lifting the moratorium, the Bureau of Land Management has received three 
new applications for an additional 2,230 acres and 15.3 million tons of coal all 
together. 

o The Bureau also issued a lease for over 6,175 acres of land in the West, 
containing approximately 56.6 million tons of recoverable coal. 

• Helped put America on track to be a net exporter of natural gas for the first time in 60 
years. 

• Oversaw a 20% jump in mining in the first quarter of 2017. 
• Signed Secretarial Order 3350 to develop a new Five-Year Program to responsibly 

develop the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) and generate revenue, after the previous 
administration put 94% of the OCS off-limits from leasing. 

• Established, through Secretarial Order 3351, a specific position to achieve energy 
dominance: Counselor to the Secretary for Energy Policy. 

• Re-established the Royalty Policy Committee to ensure the public continues to receive 
the full value of energy produced on federal lands. 

• Supported the first-ever export of U.S. coal to the Ukraine. 
• Worked with the White House and State Department to pull the United States out of the 

Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI). 
• Oversaw U.S. crude oil exports hitting an all-time high. 
• Prioritized Alaskan energy development. 

o Signed Secretarial Order 3352 to jump-start Alaskan energy production in the 
National Petroleum Reserve Alaska (NPRA). 

o Supported Senate efforts to open up the 1002 area of the North Slope for energy 
development. 
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o Opened Alaska’s Cook Inlet up for business again, with the first leases awarded in 
over a decade on June 21, 2017. 

• Opened 76 million acres in the Gulf of Mexico for oil and gas exploration and 
development on July 13, 2017. 

• Leased 913,542 offshore acres in the Central Gulf oil and gas generating $275 million on 
March 22, 2017. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Wyoming netting more than $129 million, 
which was the second-highest grossing lease sale in the Bureau’s history. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Utah netting $22 million and supporting 
1,000 local jobs on March 15, 2017. 

 
Tribal and Indian Affairs 

• Supported the first-ever Presidential Emergency Declaration for a tribe, when President 
Trump authorized sending Bureau of Indian Affairs law enforcement officers to the 
Seminole Tribe of Florida in the wake of Hurricane Irma. 

• Recommended revising the management plan for Bears Ears National Monument to 
support tribal co-management. 

• Drew the important distinction between banned African elephant ivory and Alaska Native 
walrus ivory, which Alaska Natives sell as handicraft. 

• Restored the right of Alaska Natives to sell handicrafts that incorporate migratory bird 
parts. 

• Supported President Trump’s nomination of Tara Sweeney for Assistant Secretary of 
Indian Affairs – Sweeney is the first-ever female Alaska Native nominated for any Senate 
confirmed position. 

 
Infrastructure 

• Initiated a new approach to railroad rights of way in which the Department protects 
property rights and promotes economic growth/infrastructure development. 

• Cleared the way for permitting, construction and operation of the KXL and Dakota 
Access pipeline projects. 

• Resolved conflicts impeding the construction of a Virginia utility power line project 
(Surry-Skiffes Creek -Wheaton 500 kV utility line) comprising a $200 million 
infrastructure investment. 

• Secretary Zinke visited dozens of parks to prioritize park infrastructure and reduce the 
maintenance backlog. 

• Initiated a public comment period for raising fees at popular National Parks to address 
infrastructural deterioration. 

• During “Made in America” Week, highlighted the American outdoor recreation industry, 
showcasing “Made in America” products like boats and RVs. The day was marked by the 
Secretary convening an advisory panel on public-private partnerships for federal land. 

 



From: Matson, Noah
To: Charisa Morris (charisa morris@fws.gov)
Cc: Jerome Ford; Johnson, Mike J
Subject: MB SO3349 submission
Date: Thursday, July 13, 2017 12:27:50 PM
Attachments: Submission for Migratory Bird Program-SO3349.docx

Charisa,

attached is Migratory Bird's submission. We only had an entry under letter H, so that is the
only portion of the template I included in the attached. Please let me know if you have any
questions.

Thanks!

Noah 



Submission for Migratory Bird Program, Response to S.O. 3349 and June 28, 2017 Jim 
Cason Memo  
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From: Patel, Kashyap
To: Cynthia Martinez; Shaun Sanchez; Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz; Jerome Ford; Mike Johnson
Cc: Morris, Charisa; Xiomara Labiosa; Lois A Wellman; Delores Bigby
Subject: Monthly Assistant Secretary Meeting with the Secretary - due COB 7 June please
Date: Tuesday, June 5, 2018 3:03:35 PM
Attachments: SOI-ASFWP Monthly Meeting 2018-06-11.docx

Good afternoon,

FWP is soliciting our input on the Secretary's monthly meeting agenda. Attached is the FWS
portion of the agenda from last month's meeting.

Could you please update your sections, and make any recommendations for adding or deleting
an issue. 

Please let me know if you need more time beyond COB 7 June.

Very many thanks,
Kashyap

-- 
Kashyap_Patel@fws.gov | acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
| 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-4923 | Txt/Cell: 703-638-4640

(b) (5) DPP



 
United States Department of the Interior 

Washington, D.C. 20240 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY MONTHLY MEETING WITH THE SECRETARY 

1 

 
DATE:   June 11, 2018   TIME:  10:30 a m. 
FROM: Susan Combs, Senior Advisor to the Secretary, exercising the authority of the 
Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks  
SUBJECT:  Monthly Meeting 
DOI Staff Participating:  David Bernhardt, Todd Willens, Scott Hommel, Downey Magallanes, 
Dan Smith, Greg Sheehan 
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From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Benjamin Tuggle; Mott, Seth
Cc: Stephen Zylstra; Hudson, Michael; Kurt Johnson
Subject: National Climate Team Briefing
Date: Monday, November 20, 2017 12:10:39 PM
Attachments: Accomplishments Report for FY17 - 11.14.17.docx

FY18 USFWS NCT Workplan - 11.14.17.docx

Hi,

Attached please find draft documents FY17 Accomplishments and the FY18 Workplan for the
National Climate Team.  I am talking with Seth tomorrow morning about this in anticipation
of our briefing with Dr. Tuggle at 4 pm ET.  

Please let me know if you have any questions in the meantime or if I can be of additional
assistance.

Thank you,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213
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Activities and Accomplishments Report for FY 2017 
National Climate Team, US Fish and Wildlife Service 

October 2017   
 
Introduction  
The purpose of the National Climate Team (NCT) is to help lead and coordinate the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service’s (Service) response to climate change adaptation, resilience, and 
mitigation efforts at the national level, facilitate communications across regions and programs, 
and provide technical science and policy expertise within the Service. In any given year, the 
NCT completes a variety of tasks as broadly described in the NCT Charter (May 2015). The 
NCT holds monthly meetings to coordinate its work. The NCT also shares information across 
Service regions and programs via an e-mail listserv used to share announcements, articles, tools, 
and other resources.  The NCT also supports the Climate Change Portal as a forum for 
exchanging information and provides assistance to regions and programs as requested (e.g., for 
grant or document review). This report summarizes NCT activities and accomplishments in FY 
2017. 
 
Held monthly meetings to facilitate information exchange. 
The NCT met on a monthly basis to provide an active forum for NCT members to ask questions, 
share information, and maintain contact on climate-related issues.  For example, with assistance 
from Congressional and Legislative Affairs (CLA), the NCT started reporting at its monthly 
meetings on climate change-related legislative updates on a regular basis.  Regional and program 
updates gave NCT members the opportunity to share expertise and gain insights into the status of 
Service climate-related work across the country. 
 
Launched Climate Change Portal. 
The NCT led the development of a new online Sharepoint Climate Change Portal that was 
launched in FY17 and intended to serve as a Community of Practice for Service staff across the 
country.  The Portal has references, discussion forums, and links to tools that the Service can use 
for decision-making at all levels of the organization and across all programs.  For example, the 
Portal has a section for success stories and lessons learned that allows users to share examples 
from within the agency of vulnerability assessments and other projects that have improved the 
agency’s ability to understand, prepare for, and address the impacts of climate change on natural 
resources. 
 
Continued the review of the Strategic Plan. 
A subteam of NCT members reviewed implementation progress of the 2010 Strategic Plan for 
Responding to Accelerating Climate Change.  The work is intended to summarize where 
progress has been made, where gaps still exist, highlight actions that were not completed, and 
highlight ongoing needs and priorities. 
 
Selected new leadership. 
The NCT Charter requires NCT members to annually select a Chair and Vice-Chair each fiscal 
year.  Jason Goldberg (HQ) and Mike Hudson (R1) were selected as the Chair and Vice-Chair, 
respectively in 2017. 
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Coordinated response to DOI climate change data call.  
The NCT coordinated the Service’s input for a significant Department of the Interior data call on 
climate change activities related to SO 3349. This request was in response to Executive Order 
13783: Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth, released in March 2017.  The 
NCT provided data on key FWS policies that relate to climate change and examples of other 
documents that refer to climate change, such as the Climate-Smart Conservation manual 
produced by the National Wildlife Federation.  NCT also provided data on grants that include 
climate change. Science Applications Program Acting Assistant Director Mott reported that the 
FWS response was well received by DOI leadership.   
 
Coordination with the Joint Interagency Working Group (JIWG). 
JIWG serves as a staff-level steering committee under the National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants 
Climate Adaptation Strategy (NFWPCAS).  The Service, NOAA, and the Association of Fish 
and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA) are among the agencies represented on the JIWG.  JIWG is 
working with senior representatives to review and determine the future direction of NFWPCAS 
implementation.  The NCT provided input to help the JIWG identify future NFWPCAS 
implementation steps by giving the FWS JIWG staff representative feedback on the history and 
background of the NFWPCAS that was helpful in guiding NFWPCAS discussions about the 
future direction of the NFWPCAS.  The NCT provided a supporting role to the JIWG for the 
second annual Climate Adaptation Leadership Award (CALA) for Natural Resources. NCT team 
members assisted AFWA and other federal agencies with the nomination web site content, 
graphics, and digital outreach strategy. 
 
Revised NCT Charter.  
The Charter formally describes the role, structure, and processes of the NCT.  The NCT drafted a 
revised Charter that complies with the FY18 President’s Budget request.  The draft Charter will 
be held until needed for leadership review pending possible reorganization of Science 
Applications. 
 
Helped connect policy and talking points between HQ, Regional, and Field levels. 
By providing a forum for National, Regional, and Field staff from different programs to meet 
monthly, the NCT has helped ensure that programs can collaborate on climate change-related 
issues that has improved the ability of the agency to describe and take action on climate change 
impacts to trust resources, including adaptation and mitigation.  For example, Mike Marxen, an 
Ocean Conservation Planner with the NWRS Pacific Marine National Monuments, joined the 
May NCT call to discuss a scenario planning need that can help with management of the 
Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument in the Northwest Hawaiian Islands.  NCT 
provided the forum for him to get the assistance and ideas he needed.  
 
Communicated messages and stories about the Service’s climate adaptation and resilience 
activities.  
The Fall 2016 issue of Fish & Wildlife News, released in late November, focused on the work of 
the Service to address climate adaptation and resilience. The “Spotlight” articles were 
repurposed into Open Spaces blog posts on fws.gov. The Communications subteam of NCT 
members maintained the @USFWSClimate Twitter and FWS Climate Facebook pages to share 
adaptation and resilience-related content and stories from Regional and Program social media 
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channels. New followers and “likes” steadily increased throughout the year. One particular 
highlight was a December-long series of quick tips on how to have a climate-friendly holiday 
season. 
 
Provided assistance to NCTC in training needs assessment from a climate change 
perspective.  
The NCT provided support to NCTC in development of climate-change related courses.  NCT 
provided examples of how climate change is currently affecting wildlife resources and how 
Service staff are taking steps to help trust resources adapt to those changes for inclusion in 
courses.  For example, NCT members assisted in the development of a “Climate 101” course 
(officially titled “Climate Fundamentals for USFWS Employees”) by providing content and 
reviewing the presentations.  
 
Developed FY 2018 Work Plan.  
The NCT drafted a work plan for FY 2018, as required by the team charter. The plan was 
reviewed by the entire NCT, revised, and submitted to the AD-SA for review and concurrence. 
 
Conclusions  
Rollout of the Climate Change Portal, revision of the NCT Charter, and development of a work 
plan are particularly important accomplishments that provide a strong foundation for action in 
FY 2018 and beyond. 
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FY17 National Climate Team Members 
 
HQ  
Science Applications Jason Goldberg, Kurt Johnson, Laura 

Maclean 
FAC Dolores Savignano 
ES Nancy Green 
Refuges Scott Covington 
Migratory Birds Vacant 
External Affairs Brian Hires 
International Affairs Vacant 
BMO-Engineering Andrea McLaughlin (with assistance from 

Marilyn Brower) 
BMO-Economics Ted Maillett 
NCTC Dave Lemarie 
BPHR Alison Sasnett 
WSFR Christina Malloy/Christy Vigfusson 
Budget Lydia Collins 
CLA Taylor Pool 
  
Region  
1 Mike Hudson (with assistance from Kate 

Freund) 
2 Vacant 
3 Bob Krska 
4 Cindy Fury (with assistance from Lori 

Miller) 
5 Rick Bennett 
6 Greg Watson 
7 Charla Sterne 
8 Deb Schlaffman 
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FY2018 USFWS National Climate Team Workplan 

November 2017 

Introduction 
The purpose of the National Climate Team (NCT) is to help lead and coordinate the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service’s (Service) response to climate change adaptation, resilience, and 
mitigation efforts at the national level, facilitate communications across regions and programs, 
and provide technical science and policy expertise within the Service. The NCT supports the 
Climate Adaptation Network, a Service-wide senior leadership team focused on facilitating the 
integration of climate change considerations into all applicable Service activities, consistent with 
DOI and Service climate change policies.  
 
In any given year, the NCT completes a variety of tasks as broadly described in the NCT Charter 
(May 2015). The NCT holds monthly meetings to coordinate its work. The NCT also shares 
information across Service regions and programs via an e-mail listserv used to share 
announcements, articles, tools, and other resources.  The NCT also supports the Climate Change 
Portal as a forum for exchanging information and provides assistance to regions and programs as 
requested (e.g., for grant or document review). This report highlights activities the NCT intends 
to pursue in FY 2018. 
 
Fish, wildlife, and plants provide jobs, food, clean water, storm protection, health benefits and 
many other important ecosystem services that support people, communities and economies 
across the nation. Action is needed to help safeguard these valuable natural resources for the 
American people and communities that depend on those resources in a changing climate. In light 
of the importance of Service efforts to effectively address climate change and its impacts in the 
context of other challenges, this FY2018 work plan for the National Climate Team (NCT) is 
guided by reviews that the Service has conducted to better understand how it can meet the 
challenges posed by climate change and better manage trust resources.   
 
This work plan is a living document that will be appended during the year with specific tasks to 
reflect new guidance or direction from the CAN or the Directorate, or new collaborative efforts 
initiated with the CAN or our partners.  Remaining tasks are general in nature and do not contain 
sufficient specificity to associate a specific timeframe and/or deliverable, but are reflective of 
activities with which the NCT will be involved.  The specific tasks identified through the course 
of FY2018 will depend on multiple factors including actions requested by the CAN, Directorate, 
or others as well as the available capacity and relevant expertise of individual NCT members. 
 
Workplan Tasks 
 
● Technical Assistance and Internal Coordination  

 
o NCT tasks: 

▪ Serve as a resource for Service staff needing climate change assistance. Those 
Regional and Headquarters NCT members who have appropriate expertise 
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and time will continue to assist, upon request, with integration of climate 
change information into Service staff day-to-day work. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Respective Program/Regional NCT representative, where 

available 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing 

 
▪ Provide technical review and comment on relevant reports, policies, projects, 

papers, and other resources related to climate change. Prepare summaries as 
needed.  This will be done in coordination with the Science Applications 
Program, regional and program climate teams and/or leads, CAN, and 
working groups or other staff as appropriate. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  TBD for each review conducted 
● Deliverables:  Technical reviews; summaries when appropriate.  
● Status: Ongoing 

 
▪ Review and summarize existing and planned adaptive management and 

mitigation projects, including projects such as thin layer application, carbon 
sequestration, and estuary restoration. These summaries would be tailored, as 
appropriate, to the needs of different Programs and organizational levels in 
the Service from HQ leadership to Field staff. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  TBD for each review conducted 
● Deliverables:  Summaries  
● Status: Ongoing 

 
● FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan 

The FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan (Strategic Plan) was finalized in 2010.  The NCT 
will complete an informal review of the Strategic Plan and synthesize accomplishments and 
additional steps needed to meet the Plan’s goals and objectives.  

o NCT tasks: 
▪ Complete review of FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan 

● Timeframe:  Oct 2016 – Winter 2018 
● Lead:  Mike Hudson/Jason Goldberg 
● Deliverables:  Short document summarizing actions taken toward 

accomplishing goals and objectives of the Strategic Plan 
● Status: Ongoing – Draft accomplishment table and draft write-up 

developed. 
 

● Communications 
There is a continuing need to share general information and ensure consistent messaging 
internally and with the public about climate change, the Administration’s priorities, and how 
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the Service is responding in order to sustain its mission of conserving fish, wildlife, and 
plants and their habitats.   

o NCT tasks: 
▪ Maintain established channels for FWS climate change information. 
▪ Continued participation on joint CAN/NCT communications subteam 

established to develop, finalize and implement the Climate Change 
Communications Strategic Plan. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Laura MacLean 
● Deliverables:  Climate Change Communications Strategic Plan 
● Status: Ongoing 

▪ The NCT will assist the CAN in the development, review and comment on 
draft leadership messages that address climate change and its effects. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing on an as-needed basis through FY2018 
● Lead:  Laura MacLean 
● Deliverables:  Leadership messages 
● Status: TBD 

 
▪ Review effectiveness of the Portal.  Based on results of that evaluation, 

continue to identify, provide, and review content for a Service Community of 
Practice, including: success stories and examples of on the ground work and 
projects involving climate change; links to existing scientific tools and 
resources; and sharing policy and guidance. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Jason Goldberg 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing – Informal review of Portal is underway.  Results and 

further NCT discussion will determine status of Portal or other 
Communities of Practice.  

 
● Partnerships and External Coordination 
To enhance its own capacity and capability to address climate change adaptation, mitigation, and 
resilience for the benefit of trust resources, the Service needs to enhance partnerships with those 
who have the expertise to address bureau needs or help manage trust resources.  For example, we 
will pursue opportunities to collaborate on shared priorities with State fish and wildlife agencies. 
The goal of partnerships and external coordination is to ensure that the Service has access to the 
right information and the right resources to meet its mission efficiently and effectively, and is 
able to help others working on similar goals to accomplish the same. 

▪ Establish/maintain regular partnerships and communication with external 
partners: sharing information on current efforts and experiences; discussing 
and implementing opportunities to coordinate and collaborate; discussing and 
implementing opportunities to share expertise. Examples of such work include 
collaborating with NOAA, NPS, and USGS on a Surface Elevation Table 
(SET) database, evaluating sea level models, and coordinating with NOAA’s 
Sentinel Sites Program on technical and communication-related issues. 



DRAFT 
November 14, 2017 

4 
 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  All NCT 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing 

 
 
● Training 

NCTC is focused on bringing targeted training to regions, developing the online course 
“Climate Fundamentals for USFWS Employees,” and integrating climate change modules 
into existing training.  NCTC will report on training needs and progress to DOI and others. 

o NCT tasks: 
▪ The NCT will continue to provide assistance to NCTC, including expertise for 

development of course content related to climate change, and serving as 
instructors. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Dave Lemarie 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing 

 
● NCT Function 
 In addition to the aforementioned tasks, the NCT will function as follows in FY2018: 

o An annual dedicated planning meeting to reviewing progress of the workplan, 
developing an accomplishments report showing outcomes, updating the workplan as 
needed, and selecting a Chair and Vice-Chair.  Meeting will be “in-person” if 
possible.  

▪ Timeframe:  Oct 2017 
▪ Lead:  Chair/Vice-chair 

o Continue to coordinate with CAN to identify areas where NCT support is needed. 
▪ Time frame:  Ongoing through FY2018 
▪ Lead:  Chair/Vice-chair 

o Representation from all Programs and Regions (consistent with NCT Charter) 
o Monthly meetings by phone with all NCT members. 
o Provide work plan and accomplishment reports annually. 



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; steve guertin; tom melius@fws.gov;

charisa morris@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov
Subject: New Event: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for new event updates on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; steve guertin; tom melius@fws.gov;

charisa morris@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov
Subject: New Event: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am - 11:30am

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=aG9sbXRicXFqYXRjaHRsazgwcjM3cjI0Y3Mgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for new event updates on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws.gov;
tom melius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov

Subject: New Event: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm
(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)

Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for new event updates on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws.gov;
tom melius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov

Subject: New Event: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm
(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)

Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for new event updates on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; charles blair@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov;
mike j johnson@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov;
noah matson@fws.gov

Subject: New Event: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for new event updates on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; charles blair@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov;
mike j johnson@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov;
noah matson@fws.gov

Subject: New Event: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for new event updates on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: jerome ford@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov;

betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov
Cc: charisa morris@fws.gov; anya rushing@fws.gov
Subject: New Event: SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357 @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm

(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=Zm1kazhpanBjcjg5NjVmOHUwNW40NGZsamcgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

SO 3349 Pre-brief (prior to 2:15pm w/AS-FWP) - Room 3357
When Tue Apr 18, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• thomas_irwin@fws.gov - creator 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov - optional 
• anya_rushing@fws.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for new event updates on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; charles blair@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov;
casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov;
noah matson@fws.gov

Subject: New Event: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for new event updates on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; charles blair@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov;
casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov;
noah matson@fws.gov

Subject: New Event: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for new event updates on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (6)



From: Brower, Marilyn
To: seth mott@fws.gov
Subject: Out of the Office Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 2:29:04 PM

In my absence March 30th please contact Brad Iarossi at brad_iarossi@fws.gov or  (703) 358-
2211. On Friday March 31st please contact Kim Washington at
kimberly_washington@fws.gov or (703)358-2345.

-- 
Chief, Division of Engineering
marilyn brower@fws.gov  | (703) 358-1924
Attn: Marilyn Brower | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike – MS: BMO | Falls Church, Virginia  22041-3803



From: Huggler, Matthew
To: noah matson@fws.gov
Subject: Out-of-Office Re: [Update] SO 3349 team check in
Date: Tuesday, April 11, 2017 2:21:46 PM

I will be out of the office the week of April 10, returning on Monday, April 17.  If you need
immediate assistance, please contact Gavin Shire via email or at 703-358-2649.

-- 
---
Matthew C. Huggler
Deputy Assistant Director - External Affairs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: EA
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
(703) 358-2243 (office)
(202) 460-8402 (cell)



From: Irwin, Thomas
To: Noah Matson
Cc: Sellars, Roslyn; Charisa Morris; Michael Gale
Subject: Re: [CONFIRMED] Tues, Oct 3 @ 1:00p.m. - Meeting (Greg Sheehan, Gary Frazer, Jerome Ford and EWAC) to

discuss regulatory reform, eagle permit rule and MBTA - Rm 3358
Date: Wednesday, September 27, 2017 6:07:22 AM
Attachments: EWAC ltr of 8-31-17.pdf

Noah,

The only information we have is what was provided in the initial letter of request to meet [see attached].

Thomas

    thomas irwin@fws.gov - (202) 208-4545
Office of the Director - 1849 C Street NW - Room 3356 - Washington, DC 20240

On Wed, Sep 27, 2017 at 6:19 AM, Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov> wrote:
I'm not just seeking list of attendees of the meeting but members of EWAC that Mr
Anderson is representing. 

Thanks!

Noah

On Sep 26, 2017, at 2:53 PM, Irwin, Thomas <thomas_irwin@fws.gov> wrote:

Hey Noah,

The meeting date/time is confirmed.  Checking on list of attendees from Mr. Anderson and can let
you know.

Thomas

    thomas_irwin@fws.gov - (202) 208-4545
Office of the Director - 1849 C Street NW - Room 3356 - Washington, DC 20240

On Tue, Sep 26, 2017 at 2:38 PM, Matson, Noah <noah_matson@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hey Thomas, 

I know Jon Anderson/EWAC were soliciting a meeting with Greg. Has that
been scheduled?  In reaching out to Mr. Anderson (ideally prior to
scheduling), can you please request a list of EWAC's members? They aren't
listed on their website, and EWAC itself isn't a stand alone legal entity.

Thanks!



Noah Matson
Policy Advisor, Migratory Birds
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah matson@fws.gov
(703) 358-2270



   
 

 
 

 
August 31, 2017 

 

Comments regarding the June 21, 2017, Information Request  

Department of the Interior Regulatory Reform Initiative  

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (DOI-2017-0003-0009) 

 
Agency/Docket Number: 

133D5670LC DS10100000 DLCAP0000.000000 WBS DX.10120 

 
Document Number: 
2017-13062 

 
Submitted by: 
 
Energy and Wildlife Action Coalition 

 

 
Filed electronically to the attention of: 
 
Office of the Executive Secretariat 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
1859 C Street NW  
Mail Stop 7328 
Washington, DC 20240 
ATTN: Reg. Reform 
Email: regulatoryreform@ios.doi.gov 
 



 

 

The Energy and Wildlife Action Coalition (“EWAC”) submits this summary in response 

to Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 

Secretarial Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” and the resulting U.S. Department of 
the Interior (“DOI”) request for public comments (Document No. 2017-13062) regarding how 
DOI can improve implementation of regulatory reform initiatives and policies and identifying 
regulations for repeal, replacement, or modification.1   

EWAC is a national coalition formed in 2014 whose members consist of electric utilities, 
electric transmission providers, renewable energy entities operating throughout the United States, 
and related trade associations.  The fundamental goals of EWAC are to evaluate, develop, and 
promote sound environmental policies for federally protected wildlife and closely related natural 
resources while ensuring the continued generation and transmission of reliable and affordable 
electricity.  EWAC supports public policies, based on sound science, that protect wildlife and 
natural resources in a reasonable, consistent, and cost-effective manner. 

Since its inception, EWAC has provided extensive comments to the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (“USFWS”) in response to numerous rulemakings, guidance documents, and 
policy statements that have shaped federal wildlife regulation in recent years.  While the majority 
of EWAC’s previous public comments addressed the proposed versions of rules, policies, and 
guidelines, in most instances our comments/recommendations were not addressed, and the final 
versions of these rules, policies, and guidance documents remained largely consistent with the 
proposed versions.  Given the lack of meaningful change between proposed and final versions of 
rules and policies with respect to EWAC’s concerns, we believe EWAC’s prior comments 
remain relevant to the current DOI regulatory reform initiative and ask that they be given 
additional consideration at this time.  We have endeavored to make this public comment letter a 
short summary of prominent regulatory issues that have arisen—primarily under the Endangered 
Species Act and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act—and to provide DOI and USFWS 
with a toolbox to consider our complete comments on these issues (see individual links to 
lengthier comments and papers provided within the table below).   

We appreciate the opportunity to raise these persistent concerns and to assist DOI in a 
targeted reconsideration of prior regulatory and administrative actions.  Should any questions 
arise, please feel free to contact the following EWAC representatives: 

Richard J. Meiers, EWAC Policy Chair, jim.meiers@duke-energy.com, 980-373-2363 

John M. Anderson, EWAC Policy Director, janderson@nossaman.com, 202-887-1441 

 Alan M. Glen, Nossaman, LLP, Partner, aglen@nossaman.com, 512-813-7943 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                
1 82 Fed. Reg. 28,429 (June 22, 2017).   
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USFWS Regulations, Policies, and Practices in Need of Modification as  

Identified by the Energy and Wildlife Action Coalition 
 

USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

        Endangered Species Act – Section 10 Incidental Take Permitting  

1.  Joint U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service and National 

Marine Fisheries Service 

Habitat Conservation 

Planning and Incidental 

Take Permit Processing 

Handbook, 81 Fed. Reg. 

93,702 (Dec. 21, 2016) 

(“HCP Handbook”) 

 

 

The original HCP Handbook has proved helpful to the 

regulated community since its publication in 1996.  However, 

the 2016 revisions to the HCP Handbook create unnecessary 

complexity and are geared primarily to large-scale HCPs, 

neglecting the project-scale or low-effect HCPs that make up 

the majority of HCPs.  Further, the revised HCP Handbook 

contains inconsistent language regarding the compensatory 

mitigation standards under the Endangered Species Act 

(“ESA”). 

EWAC recommends that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (“USFWS”) and National Marine Fisheries 

Service (“NMFS”) (together, “Services”) withdraw, 

refine, and re-propose the December 21, 2016, revision 

of the HCP Handbook.  The Services should revise the 

HCP Handbook to be consistent with foundational 

ESA requirements (including the appropriate 

mitigation standard) and to be less fixated on complex, 

large-scale HCPs, which could perhaps be addressed in 

a separate chapter or appendix covering special 

considerations for large-scale HCPs.  As currently 

written, the HCP Handbook at least implies that 

ordinary HCPs will be burdened with procedures and 

analyses that should be reserved only to large-scale 

HCPs. 

The Services should also ensure that a final Handbook 

clearly delineated the need for national consistency on 

similarly situated issues and should establish a clear 

chain of command for addressing the key issues that 

frequently arise. 

See prior EWAC comments, “2015-09-16 EWAC 

Review of ESA Handbooks” and “2016-08-29 EWAC 

Comments on Draft HCP Handbook,” both available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 



 

 

USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

2.  ITP monitoring costs Over the past decade, USFWS has increasingly focused on 

seeking an unattainable level of precision and predictability 

when advising on monitoring programs for HCPs.  This has 

led to excessive costs, and, in some instances, the costs of 

monitoring exceed mitigation/conservation costs.  Often, data 

generated through compliance monitoring is of little value in 

informing permit management or assisting with future agency 

decision making.  Project proponents do not possess 

boundless budgets to implement HCPs.  In many instances, 

by increasing the costs of monitoring, funds are diverted 

away from potential conservation actions.   

Through either guidance or rulemaking, USFWS 

should establish a policy that simplifies monitoring to 

be commensurate with the impacts of the authorized 

incidental take.  Monitoring requirements for HCPs 

should be reasonable in terms of both the type and 

amount of data USFWS seeks to collect as well as the 

costs of the monitoring effort.   EWAC members 

would prefer that permitting costs prioritize species 

conservation over monitoring precision. 

3.  Low-effect HCPs Under even the best circumstances, the process to obtain an 

ITP often takes two to 10 years.  USFWS has created a 

mechanism—the “low-effect HCP”—to streamline projects 

that seek an ITP where impacts to the environment are low.  

However, this mechanism is used inconsistently across 

USFWS Regions.  A nationwide policy that encourages the 

use of low-effect HCPs could decrease some existing 

disincentives for seeking incidental take authorization and 

would help to reduce the burden on the regulated community 

and USFWS resources.  

USFWS should issue a policy to provide guidance to 

Service Regions and to the regulated community 

regarding the use of low-effect HCPs.  USFWS should 

emphasize increased deployment of this permitting 

mechanism.   
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

         Endangered Species Act - Various 

4.  Services’ joint 2016 

critical habitat rules and 

policy: 

Implementing Changes to 

the Regulations for 

Designating Critical 

Habitat, 81 Fed. Reg. 

7,414 (Feb. 11, 2016) 

(codified at 50 C.F.R. 

§§ 424.01, 424.02, 424.12) 

Definition of Destruction 

or Adverse Modification 

of Critical Habitat, 81 Fed. 

Reg. 7,214 (Feb. 11, 2016) 

(codified at 50 C.F.R. 

§ 402.02) 

Policy Regarding 

Implementation of Section 

4(b)(2) of the Endangered 

Species Act, 81 Fed. Reg. 

7,226 (Feb. 11, 2016) 

The 2016 critical habitat rules and policy greatly expand 

USFWS’ authority to designate critical habitat, including 

the asserted authority to designate unoccupied habitat prior 

to designating occupied habitat and to designate areas that 

do not now contain physical or biological features of 

suitable habitat for a given species but could potentially 

gain the features needed by the species in the future.  

Under the Services’ new interpretation of what is 

“essential” for the conservation of a species (i.e., critical 

habitat), unoccupied habitat may now be designated as 

critical habitat where it is unoccupied, unsuitable habitat at 

the time of designation.  Courts have previously held that 

each of the elements of the ESA section 3 definition of 

critical habitat must be satisfied for a critical habitat 

designation to be valid.  See, e.g., Cape Hatteras Access 

Preservation Alliance v. U.S. Dep’t of the Interior, 344 

F.Supp.2d 108 (D.D.C. 2004); Home Builders Ass’n of N. 

Cal. v. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv., 268 F.Supp.2d 1197 

(E.D. Cal. 2003).  The rulemakings and policy appear 

designed to counteract these decisions and to provide the 

Services with greater flexibility to designate critical habitat 

that is not consistent with the statutory criteria.  The 

previous critical habitat rules were faithful to the structure, 

language, and longstanding USFWS interpretation of the 

ESA sections 3 and 4 critical habitat provisions. 

USFWS should initiate a new rulemaking to rescind the 

2016 critical habitat rules and policy and to reinstate the 

critical habitat rules that were previously in place.  

See prior EWAC comments, “2014-10-09 EWAC 

Comments re CH Proposed Rules and Policy,” available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

5.  Threatened species 

designations  

While the language of ESA section 9(a)(1) applies the “take” 

prohibition only to endangered wildlife species, USFWS in 

1978 promulgated what is referred to as a “blanket rule” that 

extended the “take” prohibition to all threatened wildlife 

species, whether already designated or designated at any time 

in the future, unless a “special” 4(d) rule is promulgated for a 

particular threatened species.  43 Fed. Reg. 18,181 (Apr. 28, 

1978), amended 44 Fed. Reg. 31,580 (May 31, 1979) and 70 

Fed. Reg. 10,493 (Mar. 4, 2005), codified at 50 C.F.R. 

§ 17.31.  USFWS adopted the blanket rule under its 

discretionary authority, found in ESA section 4(d), to extend 

some or all of the section 9 “take” prohibition to a threatened 

species.  NMFS takes the opposite approach; the ESA section 

9 “take” prohibition does not extend to threatened species 

unless NMFS promulgates a species-specific 4(d) rule to 

apply some or all of the “take” prohibition to that species.  

USFWS should amend its regulations to no longer 

apply the “take” prohibition universally to all 

threatened species through the “blanket rule” and, 

instead, to require USFWS to make a decision whether 

the “take” prohibition should apply to each individual 

threatened wildlife species.  If the determination is yes, 

then USFWS can promulgate a species-specific rule 

that tailors the “take” prohibition to that particular 

species’ characteristics and risk factors.  This approach 

would align with the approach taken by NMFS. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

6.  ESA status reviews on 

delisting petitions 

Oftentimes USFWS does not meet its statutorily-required 

deadlines for downlisting and delisting petitions (e.g., for the 

Ute ladies’ tresses orchid, USFWS made a positive 90-day 

finding back in 2004, but has yet to complete and publish the 

status review and the 12-month finding).      

USFWS’ exclusion of downlistings and delistings in its 

National Listing Workplan and its Methodology for 

Prioritizing Status Reviews and Accompanying 12-Month 

Findings on Petitions for Listing Under the Endangered 

Species Act means that USFWS decisions on downlisting and 

delisting petitions likely will be delayed and postponed.  

Downlisting and delisting petitions, in instances where the 

best available science is clear that the species merits 

downlisting or delisting, should be given high priority and 

receive prompt attention. 

USFWS should update its National Listing Workplan 

to include delisting activities.  The USFWS 

Methodology for Prioritizing Status Reviews and 

Accompanying 12-Month Findings on Petitions for 

Listing Under the Endangered Species Act  should also 

be amended to incorporate factors relevant to 

delistings.  

As part of this proposed exercise, USFWS should also 

consider updating its recovery planning processes by 

incorporating criteria for downlistings and delistings 

into recovery plans.  By including this information in 

the recovery plans, transparent goals will be established 

at the outset for all stakeholders to work towards in 

removing species from the ESA lists.  

Further, as many species do not have recovery plans, 

USFWS should establish a methodology to ensure that 

a recovery plan for each ESA-listed species is 

prioritized and completed in order to move towards 

recovery goals.  
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

        Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act – Incidental Take Permitting 

1.  Revisions to Regulations 

for Eagle Incidental Take 

and Take of Eagle Nests, 81 

Fed. Reg. 91,494 (Dec. 16, 

2016) (codified at 50 C.F.R. 

part 22) 

 

 

Since inception of the BGEPA eagle incidental take permit 

program in 2009, USFWS has issued a limited number of 

eagle incidental take permits (e.g., only a few for wind energy 

facilities).  Currently, over 60 permit applications are 

pending, with other developers/operators waiting for the 

process to improve before filing an application.  The 

USFWS-approved method of modeling calculates a measure 

of risk at nearly every wind energy facility, suggesting the 

need for each to seek an eagle permit.  Absence of a 

streamlined eagle incidental take permitting process remains a 

significant disincentive for project proponents that may 

otherwise seek permits for projects that pose a moderate or 

low risk to eagles.  Industry is supportive of an eagle 

incidental take permit program so long as it provides a 

reasonable and efficient permitting process and so long as 

mitigation is based on the degree of risk and is commensurate 

with impacts.   

USFWS should establish a low-risk permit pathway for 

bald eagles and golden eagles under the BGEPA eagle 

incidental take permit program through which the vast 

majority of facilities (e.g., wind energy, electric 

transmission/distribution, etc.) can receive incidental 

take coverage under a general permit.  

See prior EWAC comments, “2014-09-22 EWAC 

Comments re NOI to Prepare Eagle Permit EA or EIS” 

and “2016-07-05 EWAC comments re Revisions to 

Eagle Rule,” both available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns Recommended USFWS Actions 

2.  Implementation of the eagle 

incidental take permit 

program (50 C.F.R. part 22) 

USFWS’ December 16, 2016, revisions to the rules governing 

the eagle incidental take permit program (“2016 Rule”) 

include requirements that significantly increase the cost of the 

program for the regulated community.  On several occasions, 

EWAC has heard that USFWS has not determined how to 

implement several aspects of the revised eagle permit 

program regulations.  This acknowledged gap in effective 

USFWS administration of the program creates delays and 

uncertainties, posing a significant problem for the regulated 

community.   

In general, USFWS should prioritize reducing the 

burden under the eagle incidental take permit program 

through guidance and/or amendment of 50 C.F.R. 

§ 22.26 in order to: 

 Update the USFWS collision risk model to more 

realistically predict eagle incidental take for bald 

eagles and golden eagles, distinctly.  The 

agency’s current approach significantly 

overestimates mortalities.  Erring on the extreme 

conservative end of estimates dramatically 

increases the minimization and mitigation costs 

for the regulated community. 

 Remove the third-party monitoring requirement. 

 Clarify the availability of waivers for 

preconstruction survey requirements.  Waivers 

should be available to: (1) existing projects; 

(2) projects with pending applications for eagle 

incidental take permits; and (3) projects that had 

coordinated survey efforts with USFWS prior to 

December 2016.  

Please note that EWAC members are not suggesting 

that the 2016 Rule be rescinded.  Rather, EWAC seeks 

improvements to the 2016 Rule and the 

implementation of the eagle permit program that would 

result in a reduction of burden on the regulated 

community and USFWS staff and resources.   
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

     General Administrative Issues 

1.  Permitting administration 

issues 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Permitting delays, excessive permit conditions, and related 

permit processing issues are largely caused by the lack of 

adequate program funding, personnel shortages, and the 

tasking of field staff with administration of permit programs 

where those staff, in many instances, are not incentivized to 

issue permits and are not formally trained in project 

management.  These deficiencies can prolong permitting 

timelines by years and create inconsistencies in analyses of 

applications, interpretation of regulations, and permit 

conditions between offices and regions.     

In order to address this, USFWS should: (1) ensure that 

adequate funding and resources are provided to 

effectively manage the permitting programs; and 

(2) establish a Permitting Office both at Headquarters 

and at each of the regional offices to serve as a 

centralized clearinghouse for ESA and BGEPA 

permits.  This Permitting Office would oversee, 

prioritize, and ensure uniformity in permit processing, 

thereby increasing consistency and predictability for 

the regulated community in, and the efficacy of, the 

permitting programs.  Under this recommended 

Permitting Office organization, the permitting officers 

would serve the role of managing processes, ensuring 

consistencies across offices and regions, and 

expediting permit processing.  Field staff would 

continue to serve as valuable technical experts during 

the permitting process, analyzing information provided 

by the applicant and providing recommendations to the 

permitting officer(s). 

See prior EWAC comments, “2017-04-26 EWAC 

Comments re Migratory Birds Eagles OBM 

Information Collection,” available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns Recommended USFWS Actions 

2.  Use of guidance as de facto 

regulation 

EWAC believes that voluntary guidance is often very 

beneficial to the regulated community; EWAC members have 

a long history working with the Services and other 

appropriate stakeholders on the development of voluntary 

guidance documents such as the Land-Based Wind Energy 

Guidelines.  However, EWAC is particularly concerned that 

either at the time guidance is adopted, or subsequent to its 

adoption, what may have initially been considered by the 

Services to be voluntary guidance in effect becomes 

mandatory, de facto regulation although it has not undergone 

any public notice and comment process. 

 

EWAC suggests the following key principles for the 

Services’ consideration: 

1. The Services should create and maintain consistent 

approaches across its regions and field offices for 

developing all regulatory guidance. 

2. Field personnel should be trained that voluntary 

guidance is just that and shall not to be treated as 

mandatory either through informal assertion or 

other regulatory processes, such as a condition to 

unrelated permitting.    

3. The relative level of outside involvement in the 

development of guidance should depend on the 

degree of potential impacts to protected wildlife 

and the relative burdens the guidance may place 

on the regulated community.   

4. There should be a national point of contact within 

both NMFS and USFWS to review instances in 

which guidance may have been inappropriately 

developed or applied.   

5. Any proposal by the Services to develop written 

guidance should always receive review by and 

input from the offices of the Solicitor (USFWS) or 

the General Counsel (NFMS) concerning the 

process through which any such guidance is 

planned to be developed and applied.    
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

3.  U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service Mitigation Policy, 

81 Fed. Reg. 83,440 (Nov. 

21, 2016) (revising the 1981 

USFWS Mitigation Policy) 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service Endangered Species 

Act Compensatory 

Mitigation Policy, 81 Fed. 

Reg. 95,316 (Dec. 27, 

2016) 

 

 

Both policies adopt standards that exceed USFWS authority.  

The revised Mitigation Policy stresses use of full mitigation 

hierarchy (i.e., first avoid, then minimize, then mitigate), 

expresses a preference for deployment of “advance 

mitigation,” and incorporates the new “net benefit” (or at 

least “no net loss”) mitigation standard (to the extent these do 

not conflict with specific statutory authorities).  USFWS also 

incorporates the new, heightened mitigation standard of “net 

benefit” or “no net loss” in the ESA Compensatory Mitigation 

Policy and seeks to require mitigation sequencing, both of 

which are inconsistent with the ESA’s own mitigation 

standards and courts’ interpretations of ESA “minimize and 

mitigate” language. 

While DOI Secretarial Order 3349 (issued March 29, 

2017) pulled back the Obama-era mitigation policies, 

no such policies are currently in place to replace them.  

Yet, fundamental issues associated with these policies 

remain, and USFWS staff often seeks to apply the 

1981 Mitigation Policy despite its express statement of 

inapplicability to mitigation under the ESA.  Therefore, 

USFWS should revisit, rework, and reissue these 

policies to ensure consistency throughout all permit 

programs that rely on these policies.  A refined and re-

proposed ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy that is 

consistent with the statutory language and limitations 

of the ESA could be helpful to both the regulated 

community and USFWS. 

See prior EWAC comments, “2016-06-13 EWAC 

comments re Proposed Revisions to FWS Mitigation 

Policy” and “2016-10-17 EWAC Comments on ESA 

Compensatory Mitigation Policy,” both available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 

 

 



From: Frazer, Gary
To: Irwin, Thomas
Cc: Jerome Ford; Charisa Morris; Sellars, Roslyn
Subject: Re: [SCHEDULING INQUIRY]: Meeting Request
Date: Thursday, September 21, 2017 10:39:56 AM
Attachments: DOI-2017-0003-0128.pdf

I'd recommend he take the meeting.  Invite me and Jerome, unless Greg wants to keep it
politicals only.  

EWAC's Regulatory Reform recommendations are attached for Greg's background. -- GDF

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

On Thu, Sep 21, 2017 at 8:54 AM, Irwin, Thomas <thomas_irwin@fws.gov> wrote:
After discussion at last week's scheduling meeting, it was recommended we get more info from Mr. Anderson on
the topic/subject he would like to discuss, see below.

Would you recommend Greg take this meeting or refer to a program/regional office?

Thanks,
Thomas 

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Anderson, John M. <janderson@nossaman.com>
Date: Tue, Sep 19, 2017 at 9:45 AM
Subject: RE: Meeting Request
To: "Irwin, Thomas" <thomas_irwin@fws.gov>
Cc: "Sellars, Roslyn" <roslyn_sellars@fws.gov>

Thanks for the follow-up Thomas.  The issues we would like to discuss are: 1)

EWAC’s Regulatory Reform recommendations, 2) concerns with the eagle permit
program, and 3) MBTA.  I think what we’d prefer at this point is to have a small meeting
with Acting Director Sheehan and an advisor (if he has one and wants them present) so that
we can candidly share the electric power sector’s concerns over these issues and identify
appropriate next steps, including follow-up meetings with the correct FWS staff.  Open to
other arrangements but do think this will be the most helpful approach. 

 

JA

 

On Fri, Sep 1, 2017 at 10:39 AM, Anderson, John M. <janderson@nossaman.com> wrote:



Hi Roslyn, 

I hope you had a good week and are getting ready for the long weekend.  I wanted to circle
back on this request and see if we could get something set up the next few weeks.  Please let
me know.

 Many thanks,

JA

 On Thu, Aug 24, 2017 at 3:23 PM, Anderson, John M. <janderson@nossaman.com> wrote:

Hi Roslyn,

 

Good talking with you.  As discussed I’m looking to set up a meeting with Greg to go over
some policy issues that the Energy and Wildlife Action Coalition (EWAC) has identified. 
Please let me know what his availability is for the coming month. 

 

Many thanks in advance.

 

John

 

John M. Anderson
Senior Policy Advisor
NOSSAMAN LLP
1666 K Street, N.W., Suite 500
Washington, DC 20006
janderson@nossaman.com
T 202.887.1400    F 202.466.3215
D 202.887.1441  

 

SUBSCRIBE TO E-ALERTS
nossaman.com

 

PLEASE NOTE: The information in this e-mail message is confidential. It may also be attorney-client
privileged and/or protected from disclosure as attorney work product. If you have received this e-mail
message in error or are not the intended recipient, you may not use, copy, nor disclose to anyone this
message or any information contained in it. Please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete the
message. Thank you.
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August 31, 2017 

 

Comments regarding the June 21, 2017, Information Request  

Department of the Interior Regulatory Reform Initiative  

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (DOI-2017-0003-0009) 

 
Agency/Docket Number: 

133D5670LC DS10100000 DLCAP0000.000000 WBS DX.10120 

 
Document Number: 
2017-13062 

 
Submitted by: 
 
Energy and Wildlife Action Coalition 

 

 
Filed electronically to the attention of: 
 
Office of the Executive Secretariat 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
1859 C Street NW  
Mail Stop 7328 
Washington, DC 20240 
ATTN: Reg. Reform 
Email: regulatoryreform@ios.doi.gov 
 



 

 

The Energy and Wildlife Action Coalition (“EWAC”) submits this summary in response 

to Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 

Secretarial Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” and the resulting U.S. Department of 
the Interior (“DOI”) request for public comments (Document No. 2017-13062) regarding how 
DOI can improve implementation of regulatory reform initiatives and policies and identifying 
regulations for repeal, replacement, or modification.1   

EWAC is a national coalition formed in 2014 whose members consist of electric utilities, 
electric transmission providers, renewable energy entities operating throughout the United States, 
and related trade associations.  The fundamental goals of EWAC are to evaluate, develop, and 
promote sound environmental policies for federally protected wildlife and closely related natural 
resources while ensuring the continued generation and transmission of reliable and affordable 
electricity.  EWAC supports public policies, based on sound science, that protect wildlife and 
natural resources in a reasonable, consistent, and cost-effective manner. 

Since its inception, EWAC has provided extensive comments to the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (“USFWS”) in response to numerous rulemakings, guidance documents, and 
policy statements that have shaped federal wildlife regulation in recent years.  While the majority 
of EWAC’s previous public comments addressed the proposed versions of rules, policies, and 
guidelines, in most instances our comments/recommendations were not addressed, and the final 
versions of these rules, policies, and guidance documents remained largely consistent with the 
proposed versions.  Given the lack of meaningful change between proposed and final versions of 
rules and policies with respect to EWAC’s concerns, we believe EWAC’s prior comments 
remain relevant to the current DOI regulatory reform initiative and ask that they be given 
additional consideration at this time.  We have endeavored to make this public comment letter a 
short summary of prominent regulatory issues that have arisen—primarily under the Endangered 
Species Act and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act—and to provide DOI and USFWS 
with a toolbox to consider our complete comments on these issues (see individual links to 
lengthier comments and papers provided within the table below).   

We appreciate the opportunity to raise these persistent concerns and to assist DOI in a 
targeted reconsideration of prior regulatory and administrative actions.  Should any questions 
arise, please feel free to contact the following EWAC representatives: 

Richard J. Meiers, EWAC Policy Chair, jim.meiers@duke-energy.com, 980-373-2363 

John M. Anderson, EWAC Policy Director, janderson@nossaman.com, 202-887-1441 

 Alan M. Glen, Nossaman, LLP, Partner, aglen@nossaman.com, 512-813-7943 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                
1 82 Fed. Reg. 28,429 (June 22, 2017).   
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USFWS Regulations, Policies, and Practices in Need of Modification as  

Identified by the Energy and Wildlife Action Coalition 
 

USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

        Endangered Species Act – Section 10 Incidental Take Permitting  

1.  Joint U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service and National 

Marine Fisheries Service 

Habitat Conservation 

Planning and Incidental 

Take Permit Processing 

Handbook, 81 Fed. Reg. 

93,702 (Dec. 21, 2016) 

(“HCP Handbook”) 

 

 

The original HCP Handbook has proved helpful to the 

regulated community since its publication in 1996.  However, 

the 2016 revisions to the HCP Handbook create unnecessary 

complexity and are geared primarily to large-scale HCPs, 

neglecting the project-scale or low-effect HCPs that make up 

the majority of HCPs.  Further, the revised HCP Handbook 

contains inconsistent language regarding the compensatory 

mitigation standards under the Endangered Species Act 

(“ESA”). 

EWAC recommends that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (“USFWS”) and National Marine Fisheries 

Service (“NMFS”) (together, “Services”) withdraw, 

refine, and re-propose the December 21, 2016, revision 

of the HCP Handbook.  The Services should revise the 

HCP Handbook to be consistent with foundational 

ESA requirements (including the appropriate 

mitigation standard) and to be less fixated on complex, 

large-scale HCPs, which could perhaps be addressed in 

a separate chapter or appendix covering special 

considerations for large-scale HCPs.  As currently 

written, the HCP Handbook at least implies that 

ordinary HCPs will be burdened with procedures and 

analyses that should be reserved only to large-scale 

HCPs. 

The Services should also ensure that a final Handbook 

clearly delineated the need for national consistency on 

similarly situated issues and should establish a clear 

chain of command for addressing the key issues that 

frequently arise. 

See prior EWAC comments, “2015-09-16 EWAC 

Review of ESA Handbooks” and “2016-08-29 EWAC 

Comments on Draft HCP Handbook,” both available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 



 

 

USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

2.  ITP monitoring costs Over the past decade, USFWS has increasingly focused on 

seeking an unattainable level of precision and predictability 

when advising on monitoring programs for HCPs.  This has 

led to excessive costs, and, in some instances, the costs of 

monitoring exceed mitigation/conservation costs.  Often, data 

generated through compliance monitoring is of little value in 

informing permit management or assisting with future agency 

decision making.  Project proponents do not possess 

boundless budgets to implement HCPs.  In many instances, 

by increasing the costs of monitoring, funds are diverted 

away from potential conservation actions.   

Through either guidance or rulemaking, USFWS 

should establish a policy that simplifies monitoring to 

be commensurate with the impacts of the authorized 

incidental take.  Monitoring requirements for HCPs 

should be reasonable in terms of both the type and 

amount of data USFWS seeks to collect as well as the 

costs of the monitoring effort.   EWAC members 

would prefer that permitting costs prioritize species 

conservation over monitoring precision. 

3.  Low-effect HCPs Under even the best circumstances, the process to obtain an 

ITP often takes two to 10 years.  USFWS has created a 

mechanism—the “low-effect HCP”—to streamline projects 

that seek an ITP where impacts to the environment are low.  

However, this mechanism is used inconsistently across 

USFWS Regions.  A nationwide policy that encourages the 

use of low-effect HCPs could decrease some existing 

disincentives for seeking incidental take authorization and 

would help to reduce the burden on the regulated community 

and USFWS resources.  

USFWS should issue a policy to provide guidance to 

Service Regions and to the regulated community 

regarding the use of low-effect HCPs.  USFWS should 

emphasize increased deployment of this permitting 

mechanism.   
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

         Endangered Species Act - Various 

4.  Services’ joint 2016 

critical habitat rules and 

policy: 

Implementing Changes to 

the Regulations for 

Designating Critical 

Habitat, 81 Fed. Reg. 

7,414 (Feb. 11, 2016) 

(codified at 50 C.F.R. 

§§ 424.01, 424.02, 424.12) 

Definition of Destruction 

or Adverse Modification 

of Critical Habitat, 81 Fed. 

Reg. 7,214 (Feb. 11, 2016) 

(codified at 50 C.F.R. 

§ 402.02) 

Policy Regarding 

Implementation of Section 

4(b)(2) of the Endangered 

Species Act, 81 Fed. Reg. 

7,226 (Feb. 11, 2016) 

The 2016 critical habitat rules and policy greatly expand 

USFWS’ authority to designate critical habitat, including 

the asserted authority to designate unoccupied habitat prior 

to designating occupied habitat and to designate areas that 

do not now contain physical or biological features of 

suitable habitat for a given species but could potentially 

gain the features needed by the species in the future.  

Under the Services’ new interpretation of what is 

“essential” for the conservation of a species (i.e., critical 

habitat), unoccupied habitat may now be designated as 

critical habitat where it is unoccupied, unsuitable habitat at 

the time of designation.  Courts have previously held that 

each of the elements of the ESA section 3 definition of 

critical habitat must be satisfied for a critical habitat 

designation to be valid.  See, e.g., Cape Hatteras Access 

Preservation Alliance v. U.S. Dep’t of the Interior, 344 

F.Supp.2d 108 (D.D.C. 2004); Home Builders Ass’n of N. 

Cal. v. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv., 268 F.Supp.2d 1197 

(E.D. Cal. 2003).  The rulemakings and policy appear 

designed to counteract these decisions and to provide the 

Services with greater flexibility to designate critical habitat 

that is not consistent with the statutory criteria.  The 

previous critical habitat rules were faithful to the structure, 

language, and longstanding USFWS interpretation of the 

ESA sections 3 and 4 critical habitat provisions. 

USFWS should initiate a new rulemaking to rescind the 

2016 critical habitat rules and policy and to reinstate the 

critical habitat rules that were previously in place.  

See prior EWAC comments, “2014-10-09 EWAC 

Comments re CH Proposed Rules and Policy,” available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

5.  Threatened species 

designations  

While the language of ESA section 9(a)(1) applies the “take” 

prohibition only to endangered wildlife species, USFWS in 

1978 promulgated what is referred to as a “blanket rule” that 

extended the “take” prohibition to all threatened wildlife 

species, whether already designated or designated at any time 

in the future, unless a “special” 4(d) rule is promulgated for a 

particular threatened species.  43 Fed. Reg. 18,181 (Apr. 28, 

1978), amended 44 Fed. Reg. 31,580 (May 31, 1979) and 70 

Fed. Reg. 10,493 (Mar. 4, 2005), codified at 50 C.F.R. 

§ 17.31.  USFWS adopted the blanket rule under its 

discretionary authority, found in ESA section 4(d), to extend 

some or all of the section 9 “take” prohibition to a threatened 

species.  NMFS takes the opposite approach; the ESA section 

9 “take” prohibition does not extend to threatened species 

unless NMFS promulgates a species-specific 4(d) rule to 

apply some or all of the “take” prohibition to that species.  

USFWS should amend its regulations to no longer 

apply the “take” prohibition universally to all 

threatened species through the “blanket rule” and, 

instead, to require USFWS to make a decision whether 

the “take” prohibition should apply to each individual 

threatened wildlife species.  If the determination is yes, 

then USFWS can promulgate a species-specific rule 

that tailors the “take” prohibition to that particular 

species’ characteristics and risk factors.  This approach 

would align with the approach taken by NMFS. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

6.  ESA status reviews on 

delisting petitions 

Oftentimes USFWS does not meet its statutorily-required 

deadlines for downlisting and delisting petitions (e.g., for the 

Ute ladies’ tresses orchid, USFWS made a positive 90-day 

finding back in 2004, but has yet to complete and publish the 

status review and the 12-month finding).      

USFWS’ exclusion of downlistings and delistings in its 

National Listing Workplan and its Methodology for 

Prioritizing Status Reviews and Accompanying 12-Month 

Findings on Petitions for Listing Under the Endangered 

Species Act means that USFWS decisions on downlisting and 

delisting petitions likely will be delayed and postponed.  

Downlisting and delisting petitions, in instances where the 

best available science is clear that the species merits 

downlisting or delisting, should be given high priority and 

receive prompt attention. 

USFWS should update its National Listing Workplan 

to include delisting activities.  The USFWS 

Methodology for Prioritizing Status Reviews and 

Accompanying 12-Month Findings on Petitions for 

Listing Under the Endangered Species Act  should also 

be amended to incorporate factors relevant to 

delistings.  

As part of this proposed exercise, USFWS should also 

consider updating its recovery planning processes by 

incorporating criteria for downlistings and delistings 

into recovery plans.  By including this information in 

the recovery plans, transparent goals will be established 

at the outset for all stakeholders to work towards in 

removing species from the ESA lists.  

Further, as many species do not have recovery plans, 

USFWS should establish a methodology to ensure that 

a recovery plan for each ESA-listed species is 

prioritized and completed in order to move towards 

recovery goals.  
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

        Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act – Incidental Take Permitting 

1.  Revisions to Regulations 

for Eagle Incidental Take 

and Take of Eagle Nests, 81 

Fed. Reg. 91,494 (Dec. 16, 

2016) (codified at 50 C.F.R. 

part 22) 

 

 

Since inception of the BGEPA eagle incidental take permit 

program in 2009, USFWS has issued a limited number of 

eagle incidental take permits (e.g., only a few for wind energy 

facilities).  Currently, over 60 permit applications are 

pending, with other developers/operators waiting for the 

process to improve before filing an application.  The 

USFWS-approved method of modeling calculates a measure 

of risk at nearly every wind energy facility, suggesting the 

need for each to seek an eagle permit.  Absence of a 

streamlined eagle incidental take permitting process remains a 

significant disincentive for project proponents that may 

otherwise seek permits for projects that pose a moderate or 

low risk to eagles.  Industry is supportive of an eagle 

incidental take permit program so long as it provides a 

reasonable and efficient permitting process and so long as 

mitigation is based on the degree of risk and is commensurate 

with impacts.   

USFWS should establish a low-risk permit pathway for 

bald eagles and golden eagles under the BGEPA eagle 

incidental take permit program through which the vast 

majority of facilities (e.g., wind energy, electric 

transmission/distribution, etc.) can receive incidental 

take coverage under a general permit.  

See prior EWAC comments, “2014-09-22 EWAC 

Comments re NOI to Prepare Eagle Permit EA or EIS” 

and “2016-07-05 EWAC comments re Revisions to 

Eagle Rule,” both available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns Recommended USFWS Actions 

2.  Implementation of the eagle 

incidental take permit 

program (50 C.F.R. part 22) 

USFWS’ December 16, 2016, revisions to the rules governing 

the eagle incidental take permit program (“2016 Rule”) 

include requirements that significantly increase the cost of the 

program for the regulated community.  On several occasions, 

EWAC has heard that USFWS has not determined how to 

implement several aspects of the revised eagle permit 

program regulations.  This acknowledged gap in effective 

USFWS administration of the program creates delays and 

uncertainties, posing a significant problem for the regulated 

community.   

In general, USFWS should prioritize reducing the 

burden under the eagle incidental take permit program 

through guidance and/or amendment of 50 C.F.R. 

§ 22.26 in order to: 

 Update the USFWS collision risk model to more 

realistically predict eagle incidental take for bald 

eagles and golden eagles, distinctly.  The 

agency’s current approach significantly 

overestimates mortalities.  Erring on the extreme 

conservative end of estimates dramatically 

increases the minimization and mitigation costs 

for the regulated community. 

 Remove the third-party monitoring requirement. 

 Clarify the availability of waivers for 

preconstruction survey requirements.  Waivers 

should be available to: (1) existing projects; 

(2) projects with pending applications for eagle 

incidental take permits; and (3) projects that had 

coordinated survey efforts with USFWS prior to 

December 2016.  

Please note that EWAC members are not suggesting 

that the 2016 Rule be rescinded.  Rather, EWAC seeks 

improvements to the 2016 Rule and the 

implementation of the eagle permit program that would 

result in a reduction of burden on the regulated 

community and USFWS staff and resources.   
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

     General Administrative Issues 

1.  Permitting administration 

issues 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Permitting delays, excessive permit conditions, and related 

permit processing issues are largely caused by the lack of 

adequate program funding, personnel shortages, and the 

tasking of field staff with administration of permit programs 

where those staff, in many instances, are not incentivized to 

issue permits and are not formally trained in project 

management.  These deficiencies can prolong permitting 

timelines by years and create inconsistencies in analyses of 

applications, interpretation of regulations, and permit 

conditions between offices and regions.     

In order to address this, USFWS should: (1) ensure that 

adequate funding and resources are provided to 

effectively manage the permitting programs; and 

(2) establish a Permitting Office both at Headquarters 

and at each of the regional offices to serve as a 

centralized clearinghouse for ESA and BGEPA 

permits.  This Permitting Office would oversee, 

prioritize, and ensure uniformity in permit processing, 

thereby increasing consistency and predictability for 

the regulated community in, and the efficacy of, the 

permitting programs.  Under this recommended 

Permitting Office organization, the permitting officers 

would serve the role of managing processes, ensuring 

consistencies across offices and regions, and 

expediting permit processing.  Field staff would 

continue to serve as valuable technical experts during 

the permitting process, analyzing information provided 

by the applicant and providing recommendations to the 

permitting officer(s). 

See prior EWAC comments, “2017-04-26 EWAC 

Comments re Migratory Birds Eagles OBM 

Information Collection,” available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 

Summary of EWAC Concerns Recommended USFWS Actions 

2.  Use of guidance as de facto 

regulation 

EWAC believes that voluntary guidance is often very 

beneficial to the regulated community; EWAC members have 

a long history working with the Services and other 

appropriate stakeholders on the development of voluntary 

guidance documents such as the Land-Based Wind Energy 

Guidelines.  However, EWAC is particularly concerned that 

either at the time guidance is adopted, or subsequent to its 

adoption, what may have initially been considered by the 

Services to be voluntary guidance in effect becomes 

mandatory, de facto regulation although it has not undergone 

any public notice and comment process. 

 

EWAC suggests the following key principles for the 

Services’ consideration: 

1. The Services should create and maintain consistent 

approaches across its regions and field offices for 

developing all regulatory guidance. 

2. Field personnel should be trained that voluntary 

guidance is just that and shall not to be treated as 

mandatory either through informal assertion or 

other regulatory processes, such as a condition to 

unrelated permitting.    

3. The relative level of outside involvement in the 

development of guidance should depend on the 

degree of potential impacts to protected wildlife 

and the relative burdens the guidance may place 

on the regulated community.   

4. There should be a national point of contact within 

both NMFS and USFWS to review instances in 

which guidance may have been inappropriately 

developed or applied.   

5. Any proposal by the Services to develop written 

guidance should always receive review by and 

input from the offices of the Solicitor (USFWS) or 

the General Counsel (NFMS) concerning the 

process through which any such guidance is 

planned to be developed and applied.    
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USFWS Regulation,  

Policy, or Practice 
Summary of EWAC Concerns  Recommended USFWS Actions 

3.  U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service Mitigation Policy, 

81 Fed. Reg. 83,440 (Nov. 

21, 2016) (revising the 1981 

USFWS Mitigation Policy) 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service Endangered Species 

Act Compensatory 

Mitigation Policy, 81 Fed. 

Reg. 95,316 (Dec. 27, 

2016) 

 

 

Both policies adopt standards that exceed USFWS authority.  

The revised Mitigation Policy stresses use of full mitigation 

hierarchy (i.e., first avoid, then minimize, then mitigate), 

expresses a preference for deployment of “advance 

mitigation,” and incorporates the new “net benefit” (or at 

least “no net loss”) mitigation standard (to the extent these do 

not conflict with specific statutory authorities).  USFWS also 

incorporates the new, heightened mitigation standard of “net 

benefit” or “no net loss” in the ESA Compensatory Mitigation 

Policy and seeks to require mitigation sequencing, both of 

which are inconsistent with the ESA’s own mitigation 

standards and courts’ interpretations of ESA “minimize and 

mitigate” language. 

While DOI Secretarial Order 3349 (issued March 29, 

2017) pulled back the Obama-era mitigation policies, 

no such policies are currently in place to replace them.  

Yet, fundamental issues associated with these policies 

remain, and USFWS staff often seeks to apply the 

1981 Mitigation Policy despite its express statement of 

inapplicability to mitigation under the ESA.  Therefore, 

USFWS should revisit, rework, and reissue these 

policies to ensure consistency throughout all permit 

programs that rely on these policies.  A refined and re-

proposed ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy that is 

consistent with the statutory language and limitations 

of the ESA could be helpful to both the regulated 

community and USFWS. 

See prior EWAC comments, “2016-06-13 EWAC 

comments re Proposed Revisions to FWS Mitigation 

Policy” and “2016-10-17 EWAC Comments on ESA 

Compensatory Mitigation Policy,” both available at 

https://nossaman.sharefile.com/d-s70a59f495274af49. 

 

 



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz; Cynthia Martinez; Sanchez Shaun; Charles Blair; Ford, Jerome; Johnson, Mike J;

Matson, Noah
Cc: Casey Hammond; Charisa Morris; Betsy Hildebrandt; Matthew Huggler
Subject: Re: Action - deliverables for SO 3349
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 9:35:19 AM

And we will add our science shop as there is also the requirement to report on all of our
climate change policy review stuff though I'm still working through that section.  

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:22 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is the downloaded file for the SO.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:21 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

We now have several major assignments tied to the just signed Secretarial Order
3349 on American energy independence.

We have already taken steps to implement SO 3346 to revoke Director's Order No
219 on use of nontoxic ammunition and fishing tackle.

We have just turned in our detailed response and recommendations on SO
3347 on Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation (access and outdoor
recreation).  We had thirty days to complete this very detailed and ambitious
deliverable which will now be reviewed by DOI political leadership team,
formulated into a Secretarial Action Plan, and shared with the Wildlife Hunting
Heritage Conservation Council and Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership Council
for their feedback and recommendations for a final Secretarial Action Plan.  We
will continue to support these policy level conversations as they move forward.

SO 3348 overturns the 2016 moratorium on all new coal leases on federal land
and ends the programmatic environmental impacts statement that was set to be
completed no sooner than 2019.

Actions tied to SO 3349

The Secretary has just signed out SO 3349 on American energy independence
and this also launches several specific assignments for us on very short
timeframes.  Much as we did with SO 3347 we can convene a cross-program
team to identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic
check ins as we work toward a final product.  We will send out a calendar invite to
kick this process off tomorrow morning so please start getting organized.  SO
3349 tiers off of the just-released and broader Executive Order on energy.  

SO 3349 "energy independence" order revoked the previous Administration's
mitigation directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or
rescind" related policies on mitigation or climate change.  It looks like we have 14
days from yesterday.  Logical lead would be ES in coordination with MBM etc. 
Due date will be Wednesday April 12.  



SO 3349 directs the Bureau of Land Management to "expeditiously" rescind its
hydraulic fracturing regulations and gave BLM 21 days to review the methane
flaring rule to determine whether it's "fully consistent" with the EO.  No Service
action.

SO 3349 gives the directors of the National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife
Service 21 days from yesterday to reconsider their oil and gas rules.  Logical lead
would be NWR.  Due date will be Wednesday April 19.

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days from yesterday to identify
regulations that potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and
nuclear resources." The deputy Interior secretary then has six days to produce a
plan to comply with the EO energy order.  To be discussed.  Due date will be
Wednesday April 19.

Thanks.

Steve



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Seth Mott
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 1:02:55 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change Appendix.docx

National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant.pdf
State Wildlife Grant Program.pdf

Hi Seth,

Grant links are attached.  I've attached specific URLs to the application process where I was
able to find them.  In several cases, I was only able to find direct links to the program page. 
We had a copy of the National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program and State
Wildlife Grant Program information, attached, but I couldn't track them online except for
general information to their main webpages.

Please let me know if I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 1:35 PM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth,

In the interest of time, I've attached the revised policy file with URLs for all relevant
documents.  There were two files that are not available online which I've attached.  As an
FYI, "Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System" is not on the
FWS website but I included a link to the U.S. Forest Service which has it.

I'm working on the Grants URLs but it may take a little more time so I'll send it next, but
this gives you at least one to work with in the meantime.

Please let me know if I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 11:39 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Attached, revised for the first two.

On Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 10:38 AM, Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Can you put the info on points awarded in the first two items

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 10, 2017, at 10:10 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Seth,



Additional responses are attached.  These are all grant oriented.  

My thought is that none of these are directly related to SO 3349 but rather
reflect earlier movement by FWS to consider climate change alongside of
and in context with other pressures such as habitat loss and invasive
species.

I've saved the file in R:\CC Policy\Secretarial Order 3349 along with
references to the grants that are referenced.

Please let me know how I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or
concerns, please let me know ASAP so we can address them before the
briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and
Ben Jessup to define the assignments, assign lead
responsibilities, and set up a check in meeting for next
Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation
directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify,
or rescind" related policies on mitigation.  We largely addressed
this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation data call that was
complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out and
required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will
form the basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP
by Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation
directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify,
or rescind" related policies on climate change. 



Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott
Covington, in coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP
by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to
reconsider the oil and gas rules as to whether it is consistent with
the policy set forth in Section 1 of the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah. 
Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify
regulations that potentially burden the "development or utilization
of domestically produced energy resources, with particular
attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

<Information Memorandum_SO3349 Climate Change Appendix.docx>

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (FWS)  202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Additional responses to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies additional FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, 
reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to 
climate change.  We previously shared a memo on April 7 with ten items relating to the 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.  This memo follows up with additional 
examples of how the FWS incorporates climate change into its decision-making. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence 
and Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the 
United States for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the 
heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau 
and office head to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing 
relating to Executive Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 
2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified additional examples of how it 
incorporates climate change into its decision-making through grant support: 
 
1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): 

NAWCA Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat, while supporting local 
economies and American traditions such as hunting, fishing, birdwatching, family farming, 
and cattle ranching. Grant decisions are based on scoring that includes categories such as 
waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and long-term 
conservation.  Climate change is a consideration in United States NAWCA Grants as well as 
those provided under Canada and Mexico.   
 
For Standard NAWCA Grants, “Long-term Conservation and Climate Change” allows for a 
maximum of 15 points out of a total of 100 based on the number of years the project will 
provide benefits, and of that 3 points can be allocated for climate change considerations.  For 
Small Grants under NAWCA, “Climate Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 
point out of 15.  There is no specific scoring criteria associated with Canada Standard 



NAWCA Grants, but it must be included in the proposal.  For Mexico Standard NAWCA 
Grants in 2018, 3 points of 100 address climate change. 
Main page: https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/north-american-wetland-conservation-act.php  
Standard Grants: https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/north-american-wetland-conservation-
act/standard-grants.php AND 
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/ProposalInstructions.pdf  
Small Grants: https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/north-american-wetland-conservation-
act/small-grants.php  
Canada Standard Grants: https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/north-american-wetland-
conservation-act/standard-grants/canada.php  
Mexico Standard Grants: https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/north-american-wetland-
conservation-act/standard-grants/mexico.php AND https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/north-
american-wetland-conservation-act/standard-grants/mexico.php  
 

2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): 
NMBCA Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and 
conserves birds throughout their life cycles.  The grant application asks whether the project 
reduces the effects of a predicted or current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable 
species or habitat.  The NMBCA application asks whether the project reduces the effects of a 
predicted or current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or habitat, and 
provides up to 3 points out of a total of 60 for the answer. 
https://www.fws.gov/birds/grants/neotropical-migratory-bird-conservation-act.php AND 
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/nmbcaApplicationInstructions.pdf  

 
3. State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal 
grant funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats, 
including species that are not hunted or fished. The application states that additional points 
toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for projects that significantly 
incorporate climate change considerations in project design, including projects whose goals 
and objectives align with published climate change adaptation plans or that incorporate 
recommendations of organizations specializing in climate science for conservation purposes. 
https://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/subpages/grantprograms/swg/swg.htm  

4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an 
internal FWS grant program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering 
federally listed species on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides 
opportunities for focused, large scale on the ground conservation efforts.  Climate change is 
about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration of CRI Projects. 
https://www.fws.gov/refuges/whm/cri/  

5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish 
Restoration, with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program 
annually provides grants of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. 
territories to protect, restore and enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. 
The grants are funded through the Sport Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is 
supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include 



questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal watershed management, conservation of 
threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other factors” includes a request for how 
the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how it will be affected by 
climate change impacts. 
https://www.fws.gov/coastal/coastalgrants/  

 
6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): 

Projects conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and 
aquatic communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve 
the quality of life for the American people.  The application process requests information 
from project applicants to identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no 
scoring or ranking criteria is based on this information, and it is used for internal reporting 
purposes only. 
http://www.fishhabitat.org/  

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological 

Services): CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for 
federally listed species and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered 
Species Act.  The projects reflect the collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of 
the review and scoring, FWS Regional Directors are asked to consider project readiness and 
conservation in the context of climate change and may assign some points for such work, but 
do not have to do so.  
https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/ AND 
https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/pdf/FY17_CESCF-NOFO_FINAL.pdf.  

 
PREPARED BY: Jason Goldberg DATE: April 10, 2017 
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OMB Control No. 1018-0109 

Exp.: 11/30/2018 
 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 

Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program (WSFR) and  
 

The National Wildlife Refuge System, Division of Habitat and Resource Conservation 
 

Federal Agency Name: 

Department of the Interior 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) 

Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program (WSFR) and 
 
The National Wildlife Refuge System, Division of Habitat and Resource Conservation 

 
Funding Opportunity Title: 

National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program 
 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) Number: 15.614 
 

Announcement Type: 

Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) for Federal Fiscal Year (FY) 2018. 
  

Funding Opportunity Number:  F17AS00108 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement. We are collecting this information in accordance with the 
Federal Aid in Sport Fish Restoration Act of 1950 (Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish Restoration Act), 
64 Stat. 430 as amended; 16 U.S.C. 777-777m.  Your response is required to obtain or retain a 
benefit.  We will use the information you provide to evaluate your application for potential 
award of Federal funding through this program and, if awarded, to evaluate performance.  We 
may not conduct or sponsor and you are not required to respond to a collection of information 
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unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number.  We estimate that it will take you about 
37 hours to complete an initial application, 3 hours to revise the terms of an award, and 8 hours 
to prepare and submit performance reports, including time to maintain records, and gather 
information. You may send comments on the burden estimate or any other aspect of this 
information collection to the Information Collection Clearance Officer, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, MS BPHC, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, VA  22041-3803. 

Dates:  State applicants must submit applications through www.grants.gov (Grants.gov) by the 
deadline.   The deadline for receipt is Friday, June 30, 2017, at 11:59 p.m. PDT.  The Service 
recommends that you submit your application early enough to address any unforeseen 
technical complications and verify that all documents have been received by your Regional 
WSFR Office before the deadline.  The Service will not consider applications received after the 
deadline. 
 
We expect to announce the selected projects by January 2018. 

I.  Description of Funding Opportunity 
The Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection, and Restoration Act (Section 305, Title III, Public 
Law 101-646, 16 U.S.C. 3954) (Act) established the National Coastal Wetlands Conservation 
Grant Program (NCWCG Program) to acquire, restore, and enhance wetlands in coastal States 
through competitive matching grants to State agencies.  The program is funded by revenues 
collected from excise taxes on sport fishing equipment, electric motors and sonar, import 
duties on fishing tackle, yachts and pleasure craft, and a portion of gasoline tax attributable to 
motorboats and small engines. Revenues are deposited into and appropriated from the Sport 
Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund.  The primary goal of the NCWCG Program is the long-
term conservation of coastal wetland ecosystems.  The Fixing America's Surface Transportation 
(FAST) Act (P.L. 114-94), which authorized funding for the NCWCG Program, was passed in 2015 
and expires in Fiscal Year 2021. 
 
The Final Rule establishing the requirements for participation in the NCWCG Program was 
published in the Federal Register July 30, 2002 (67 FR 49264).  The program regulations are 
in 50 CFR 84.  Additional information about the NCWCG Program is available online 
at http://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants.  

Coastal wetlands are valued, in part, because they protect against flooding, help maintain water 
quality, and provide habitat for wildlife.  Coastal environments are also important economically, 
generating billions of dollars annually through industries such as commercial fishing and 
tourism. 
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II. Award Information 
The NCWCG Program provides States with financial assistance to protect and restore these 
valuable resources.  Projects can include: 

1. Acquisition of a real property interest (e.g., conservation easement or fee title) in 
coastal lands or waters (coastal wetlands ecosystems) from willing sellers or 
partners for long-term conservation;  

2. Restoration, enhancement, or management of coastal wetlands ecosystems; or 
3. A combination of acquisition, restoration, and management. 

All projects must ensure long-term (at least 20 years) conservation of coastal resources.  
 
Applications are scored and then ranked based on criteria published in 50 CFR 84.32.  See 
Attachment A to this announcement that clarifies select ranking criteria and addresses 
questions regarding 50 CFR 84. 
 
A. Award Amount 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) expects that approximately $17 million will be 
available for grants through the NCWCG Program in FY 2018.  Awards typically range from 
$125,000 (there is no specific minimum) to a maximum of $1,000,000.   
 
B. Funding Restrictions 
Eligible Activities: 

1. Acquisition of a real property interest in coastal lands or waters from willing sellers or 
partners (coastal wetlands ecosystems), providing that the terms and conditions will ensure 
the real property will be administered for long-term conservation; and 

2. The restoration, enhancement, or management of coastal wetlands ecosystems, providing 
restoration, enhancement, or management will be administered for long-term 
conservation. 
 

Ineligible Activities: 
Ineligible activities include but are not limited to:  
1. Projects that primarily benefit navigation, irrigation, flood control, or mariculture; 
2. Acquisition, restoration, enhancement or management of lands to mitigate habitat losses; 
3. Creation of wetlands where wetlands did not previously exist; 
4. Enforcement of fish and wildlife laws and regulations, except when necessary for the 

accomplishment of approved project purposes; 
5. Research; 
6. Planning as a primary project focus; 
7. Operations and maintenance, including long-term invasive species management; 



4 

 

8. Acquisition and/or restoration of upper portions of watersheds where benefits to the 
coastal wetlands ecosystem are not significant and direct; and 

9. Projects providing less than 20 years of conservation benefits. 
 
Additional Eligibility Information: 

1. Any proposed walkways, viewing platforms, or other recreation-related project 
components must contribute to the project objectives and the long-term conservation 
of the coastal wetlands ecosystems; 

2. Costs unrelated to protection and restoration of the site must be limited to 10 percent 
of the total project costs including NCWCG Program Federal share and the required 
match; 

3. Planning, design, and monitoring costs are not included in the 10 percent limit if directly 
related to site protection or restoration but they must be reasonable and necessary for 
completing the project objectives. 

 
Review 50 CFR 84.20 for more information. 

III.  Basic Eligibility Requirements 
Eligible Applicants:  
Eligible applicants are any State agency or entity designated as eligible by the Governor of a 
coastal State.  It is usually a State natural resource or fish and wildlife agency.  If your agency is 
uncertain of its eligibility, please contact your Regional WSFR Office (see section VIII, Agency 
Contacts).  The Regional WSFR Offices maintain the list of certified eligible agencies in each 
coastal State in the Region. 
 
Eligible coastal States are States bordering the Great Lakes (Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, 
Minnesota, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin); States bordering the Atlantic, Gulf 
(except Louisiana), and Pacific coasts (Alabama, Alaska, California, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Hawaii, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Mississippi, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Oregon, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Texas, Virginia, and 
Washington); and American Samoa, Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, 
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands.  Louisiana is not an eligible coastal State for this program as 
provided in the Act (16 U.S.C 3955 (b)(1)). 
 
Federal law mandates that all entities applying for Federal financial assistance must have a valid 
Dun & Bradstreet Data Universal Number System (DUNS) number and have a current 
registration in the System for Award Management (SAM). See Title 2 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR), Part 25 for more information.  
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A. DUNS Registration 
Request a DUNS number online at http://fedgov.dnb.com/webform. U.S.-based entities may 
also request a DUNS number by telephone by calling the Dun & Bradstreet Government 
Customer Response Center, Monday – Friday, 7 AM to 8 PM CST at the following numbers: 

U.S. and U.S Virgin Islands: 1-866-705-5711 

Alaska and Puerto Rico: 1-800-234-3867 (Select Option 2, then Option 1) 

For Hearing Impaired Customers Only call: 1-877-807-1679 (TTY Line) 

Once assigned a DUNS number, entities are responsible for maintaining up-to-date information 
with Dun & Bradstreet.  

B. Entity Registration in SAM 
Register in SAM online at http://www.sam.gov/. Once registered in SAM, entities must renew 
and revalidate their SAM registration at least every 12 months from the date previously 
registered.  Entities are strongly urged to revalidate their registration as often as needed to 
ensure that their information is up to date and in synch with changes that may have been made 
to DUNS and IRS information.  Foreign entities who wish to be paid directly to a United States 
bank account must enter and maintain valid and current banking information in SAM. 

C. Excluded Entities 
Applicant entities or their key project personnel identified in the SAM.gov Exclusions database 
as ineligible, prohibited/restricted or excluded from receiving Federal contracts, certain 
subcontracts, and certain Federal assistance and benefits will not be considered for Federal 
funding, as applicable to the funding being requested under this Federal program. 

D. Cost Sharing or Matching 
The maximum Federal cost share for the NCWCG Program is 75 percent of total project costs in 
States that have a fund established and used for acquiring coastal wetlands, other natural 
areas, or open spaces.  Projects in states that do not have such a fund are limited to a maximum 
50 percent Federal cost share.  American Samoa, Guam, the Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands, and the U.S. Virgin Islands are not required to cost share, and the Federal 
government may provide 100 percent of the project costs.  Puerto Rico is not exempt from the 
cost share requirements of this Program. 

The maximum Federal cost share of 75 percent is based on project costs, i.e., the amount 
requested from the National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program plus the amount of 
non-Federal cost share.  Other funds that are related to the project or are part of a larger 
project but are not Federal or designated as cost share will not count towards project costs 
when calculating the maximum Federal cost share. 
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The cost share requirements are detailed in 50 CFR 84.46.  The requirements allow for in-kind 
contributions for all, or part of, the required non-Federal match.   
 
To receive points under ranking criterion 11 (50 CFR 84.32 (a)(11)), however, non-Federal 
match must be cash.  Direct costs identified in the SF-424 are not considered to meet the 
definition of cash match unless they are provided in the form of U.S. currency. See Attachment 
A. Clarification of Select Ranking Criteria in 50 CFR 84.32 and General Program Questions for 
more information.  
 
Note: The Service intends to update ranking criterion 11 (50 CFR 84.32(a)(11)).  A proposed rule 
is targeted to be published which you will be able access at www.regulations.gov, searching for 
docket number FWS–HQ–WSR–2017–0007. If the final rule is published before the NCWCG 
Program deadline of June 30, 2017, we will publish a revised NOFO incorporating any changes 
to this criterion.  
To apply for a 75 percent Federal cost share, the applicant must provide either a description of 
the State trust fund that supports a request for a 75 percent Federal share (in sufficient detail 
for the Service to make an eligibility determination), or a statement that eligibility has been 
previously approved and there has been no change in the fund. 

If you propose to use the value of donated land as all or a portion of the non‐Federal share, 
you should explain in the project statement how the land is necessary to accomplish the 
project objectives.  Applicants should include information on both (a) parcels proposed for 
acquisition/restoration with NCWCG Program funds, and (b) match parcels in adequate detail 
for each ranking criterion so reviewers can make informed scoring decisions. 
 
You must document in the application all third-party matching funds, or those supplied by 
organizations or individuals other than the State applicant, with a signed letter of financial 
commitment from an authorized representative of the match provider.  The letter of financial 
commitment must detail the amount of matching funds or value of donated land and/or 
services.  The State is responsible for ensuring the full amount of the non-Federal match as 
given on the SF-424C. 
 
Please note that if a third party provides match, and the letter of financial commitment is 
missing or late, the application will be ineligible. 
 
E. Other 
Although only approved State agencies can apply for and receive grants from this Program, we 
encourage partnering with Tribes, Federal agencies, other State agencies, non-governmental 
organizations, local governments and others.  Please note that any contributions from Federal 
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sources cannot be used or counted as non-Federal match unless authorized by Federal statute 
(such as Readiness and Environmental Protection Integration Program (REPI) funds). 
 
IV.  Application Requirements 
You can download the application package for the NCWCG Program on Grants.gov 
here: https://apply07.grants.gov/apply/forms apps idx.html, searching by CFDA 15.614. You 
can also download application forms through the WSFR toolkit under 
“Forms”: http://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Forms. If you have trouble accessing the online 
forms, you can contact one of the Service WSFR Offices (see Agency Contacts). 

To be considered for funding under this funding opportunity, an application must contain: 

A. Standard Form SF‐424. A completed, signed and dated Application for Federal Assistance 
form Standard Form SF-424. Do not include other Federal sources of funding, requested or 
approved, in the total entered in the “Federal” funding box on the Application for Federal 
Assistance form. Enter only the amount being requested under this program in the “Federal” 
funding box. Include any other Federal sources of funding in the total funding entered in the 
“Other” box.   
 
B. Project Statement (7 Page Limit) 
Applicants applying for awards under a project-by-project basis are required to provide a 
project statement containing the elements required by 50 CFR 80.82 and listed below. 

Identify and describe: 

1. The need for the proposed project(s) within the purpose of the Program. 
2. Discrete, quantifiable, and verifiable objectives to be accomplished during a specific 

time period. Objectives reference specific outcomes to be accomplished in order to 
reach the stated goal(s). The project objectives should be specific, measurable, 
attainable within the period of performance, realistic, and time-bound. Note: if your 
objectives include management of lands for recreational as well as conservation 
purposes, you must demonstrate that any anticipated recreational activities will not 
degrade habitat values of targeted lands; 

3. Expected results or benefits from accomplishing the objectives; 
4. The approach or activities to be used in meeting the objectives, including specific 

procedures, methods, schedules, key personnel, and cooperators. Please include (if 
applicable): 
a. The organizations that will act as a subrecipient and their role(s) in meeting the 

project objectives; 
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b. What organization will hold title to the real property being acquired or restored; 
c. How will long-term management (20 years or longer) of acquired or restored lands 

be accomplished, e.g., through long-term support provided by an endowment; 
d. What type of ownership interest is involved, e.g., fee-simple, easement, 

combination, etc., and the related acres; 
e. What organization (or individual) will manage the real property interest;  
f. What will be involved in the restoration?  Why did you choose that approach?  How 

likely is the proposed restoration technique to succeed?  How much maintenance is 
involved, who will conduct it, and who will support it?  Please provide successful 
examples of this restoration approach in similar nearby ecosystems, if available; 

g. Is the project ready to implement?  For example, in the case of acquisitions, have 
the landowners supplied willing seller letters to attach to the proposal?  For 
restorations, are the landowners willing to allow and maintain the proposed 
restoration, and have required permits been obtained or initiated? Are restoration 
designs completed or underway and can they be attached to the proposal? 

5. Project location – Maps or other geographic aids may be attached. Please include GPS 
Coordinates in degrees, minutes, and seconds, if available;  

6. Useful life - Propose a useful life for each capital improvement identified in this 
application and reference the method used to determine the useful life of a capital 
improvement with a value greater than $100,000 (for more information, see 522 FW 
18); 

7. Program Income that the project is likely to generate, if any. Indicate the method of 
applying and disposing of the program income; 

8. Budget and planned expenditures for the project - See Sections C and D for directions 
relating to the required format of the budget and the information needed in the budget 
justification; 

9. The method used for allocating costs in multipurpose projects and facilities; 
10. Any relationship between this project and other work funded by Federal grants that is 

planned, anticipated, or underway; 
11. Timeline. Describe significant milestones in completing the project and any 

accomplishments to date; 
12. For projects conducted in the United States, a description of the activity in sufficient 

detail so WSFR staff are able to evaluate compliance with the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA), Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), and Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA); 
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13. Provide information in the project statement that shows that the proposed activities are 
eligible for funding and substantial in character and design;  

14. State Trust Fund - Either a description of the State trust fund that supports or justifies 
your request for a 75 percent Federal share in sufficient detail for the Service to make 
an eligibility determination, or a statement that eligibility has been previously approved 
by the Service and no change has occurred in the fund;  

15. Relationship to Other Projects - List of other current, interrelated coastal acquisition, 
restoration, enhancement and management actions; the agencies involved; the 
relationship to the proposed grant; and how the application fits into comprehensive 
natural resource plans for the area; and 

16. Public Involvement and Interagency Coordination - A description of public involvement 
or interagency coordination on coastal wetlands conservation projects that has occurred 
or is planned that relates to the application (specify the organization or agencies 
involved and dates of involvement). 
 

C. Budget Information 
Complete the Budget Information for Construction Programs (SF-424C) form or submit the 
equivalent or greater level of information in another format.  The budget forms are available on 
the Internet at https://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Forms.  When developing your budget, 
keep in mind that financial assistance awards and subawards are subject to the Federal cost 
principles in Title 2 of the Code of Federal Regulations Part 200, as applicable to the recipient 
organization type.  Links to the full text of the Federal cost principles are available on the 
Internet at 2 CFR 200.47.  

Multiple Federal Funding Sources: If the project budget includes multiple Federal funding 
sources, you must show the funds being requested from this Federal program separately from 
any other requested/secured Federal sources of funding on the budget form.  For example, 
enter the funds being requested from this Federal program in the first row of the Budget 
Summary section of the form and then enter funding related to other Federal programs in the 
subsequent row(s).  Be sure to enter each Federal program’s CFDA number in the 
corresponding fields on the form.  The CFDA number for this Federal program appears on the 
first page of this funding opportunity. 

D. Budget Justification 
In the budget justification section of the project statement, explain and justify requested 
budget items/costs proposed in the submitted budget and demonstrate a clear connection 
between costs and the proposed project activities.  The justification for each budget category 
should be a brief general description of the costs that make up that category, yet provide 
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enough detail to demonstrate that the applicant has a financial plan for implementation of the 
proposed objectives.  For example, under personnel costs include the total number of staff and 
the various job titles (classifications) anticipated to be charging to the project and the activities 
they will be performing.  Describe any item under the applicable Federal cost principles in 2 CFR 
200.407 that requires the Service’s approval and estimate its cost (e.g., equipment and other 
capital expenditures, pre-award costs, etc.) Also include: 

a. In-Kind Match – Include the source, the amount, and the valuation methodology used 
to arrive at the total; and 

b. Program Income, if any – Include the source, amount, and the requested method of 
crediting the program income (i.e. deductive or additive); 

c. When applicable, for any organization charging indirectly, a copy of a current 
Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate Agreement.  State fish and wildlife agencies may submit a 
copy of their NICRA annually to their Regional WSFR Office, rather than include it with this 
application.  

Required Indirect Cost Statement: All applicants must include in the budget justification 
narrative one of the following statements and attach to their application any required 
documentation identified in the applicable statement: 

 “We are:     

1. A U.S. state government entity receiving more than $35 million in direct Federal funding each 
year with an indirect cost rate of [insert rate].  We submit our indirect cost rate proposals to 
our cognizant agency.  A copy of our most recently approved rate agreement/certification is 
attached. 

2. A U.S. state government entity receiving less than $35 million in direct Federal funding with 
an indirect cost rate of [insert rate].  In addition to the first sentence, please also provide one of 
the following statements, as applicable: ‘We are required to prepare and retain for audit an 
indirect cost rate proposal and related documentation to support those costs.’ or ‘We submit 
our indirect cost rate proposals to our cognizant agency.  A copy of our most recently approved 
rate agreement/certification is attached.’  

3. A U.S. state government entity that has never submitted an indirect cost rate proposal to our 
cognizant agency.  Our indirect cost rate is [insert rate].  In the event an award is made, we will 
submit an indirect cost rate proposal to our cognizant agency within 90 calendar days after the 
award is made. 

4. A U.S. state government entity that has never submitted an indirect cost rate proposal to our 
cognizant agency.  Our indirect cost rate is [insert rate].  However, in the event an award is 
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made, we will not be able to meet the requirement to submit an indirect cost rate proposal to 
our cognizant agency within 90 calendar days after award. We request as a condition of award 
to charge a flat de minimis indirect cost rate of 10% of modified total direct costs as defined 
in Title 2 of the Code of Federal Regulations Part 200, section 200.68.  We understand that the 
10% de minimis rate will apply for the life of the award, including any future extensions for 
time, and that the rate cannot be changed even if we do establish an approved rate with our 
cognizant agency at any point during the award period. 

5. A U.S. state government entity that will charge all costs directly.” 

All applicants are hereby notified of the following: 

● Recipients without an approved indirect cost rate are prohibited from charging indirect 
costs to a Federal award.  Accepting the 10% de minimis rate as a condition of award is 
an approved rate. 

● Failure to establish an approved rate during the award period renders all costs 
otherwise allocable as indirect costs unallowable under the award. 

● Recipients must have prior written approval from the Service to transfer unallowable 
indirect costs to amounts budgeted for direct costs or to satisfy cost-sharing or 
matching requirements under the award. 

● Recipients are prohibited from shifting unallowable indirect costs to another Federal 
award unless specifically authorized to do so by legislation. 
 

For more information on indirect cost rates, see the Service’s Indirect Costs and Negotiated 
Indirect Cost Rate Agreements guidance document on the Internet 
at http://www.fws.gov/grants/. 

Negotiating an Indirect Cost Rate with the Department of the Interior: The Federal awarding 
agency that provides the largest amount of direct funding to your organization is your cognizant 
agency, unless otherwise assigned by the White House Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB).  If the Department of the Interior is your cognizant agency, your indirect cost rate will 
be negotiated by the Interior Business Center (IBC).  For more information, contact the IBC at: 

Indirect Cost Services 
Acquisition Services Directorate, Interior Business Center 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
2180 Harvard Street, Sui`te 430 
Sacramento, CA 95815 
Phone: 916-566-7111 
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Email: ics@nbc.gov 
Internet address: https://www.doi.gov/ibc/services/finance/indirect-cost-services 

E. Single Audit Reporting Statements: As required in 2 CFR 200, Subpart F, all U.S. states, local 
governments, federally-recognized Indian tribal governments, and non-profit organizations 
expending $750,000 USD or more in Federal award funds in a fiscal year must submit a Single 
Audit report for that year through the Federal Audit Clearinghouse’s Internet Data Entry 
System.  All U.S. states must provide a statement regarding if your organization was/was not 
required to submit a Single Audit report for the organization’s most recently closed fiscal year 
and, if so, state if that report is available on the Federal Audit Clearinghouse Single Audit 
Database website (http://harvester.census.gov/sac/) and provide the EIN under which that 
report was submitted.  Include these statements at the end of the Project Narrative in a section 
titled “Single Audit Reporting Statements.”  

F. Assurances: Include the appropriate signed and dated Assurances form available online 
at https://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Forms.  Use the Assurances for Construction Programs 
(SF‐424D) for construction and land acquisition projects.  Signing this form does not mean that 
all items on the form are applicable.  The form contains language that states that some of the 
assurances may not be applicable to your organization and/or your project or program.  State 
fish and wildlife agencies may submit a copy of assurances annually to their Regional WSFR 
Office. 

G. Certification and Disclosure of Lobbying Activities: Under Title 31 of the United States Code, 
Section 1352, an applicant or recipient must not use any federally appropriated funds (both 
annually appropriated and continuing appropriations) or matching funds under a grant or 
cooperative agreement award to pay any person for lobbying in connection with the award. 
Lobbying is defined as influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any 
agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a 
Member of Congress connection with the award.  Submission of an application also represents 
the applicant’s certification of the statements in 43 CFR Part 18, Appendix A-Certification 
Regarding Lobbying. If you/your organization have/has made or agrees to make any payment 
using non-appropriated funds for lobbying in connection with this proposal AND the Federal 
share exceeds $100,000, complete and submit the SF‐LLL, Disclosure of Lobbying Activities 
form. See 43 CFR, Subpart 18.100 for more information on when additional submission of this 
form is required.  

H. Conflict of Interest Disclosures: Applicants must notify the Service in writing of any actual or 
potential conflicts of interest that are known at the time of application or that may arise during 
the life of this award, in the event an award is made.  Conflicts of interest include any 
relationship or matter which might place the recipient, the recipient’s employees, or the 
recipient’s subrecipients in a position of conflict, real or apparent, between their 
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responsibilities under the award and any other outside interests.  Conflicts of interest may also 
include, but are not limited to, direct or indirect financial interests, close personal relationships, 
positions of trust in outside organizations, consideration of future employment arrangements 
with a different organization, or decision-making affecting the award that would cause a 
reasonable person with knowledge of the relevant facts to question the impartiality of the 
applicant, the applicant’s employees, or the applicant’s future subrecipients in the matter. 
Upon receipt of such a notice, the Service Project Officer in consultation with their Ethics 
Counselor will determine if a conflict of interest exists and, if so, if there are any possible 
actions to be taken by the applicant to reduce or resolve the conflict.  Failure to resolve 
conflicts of interest in a manner satisfactory to the Service may result in the project not being 
selected for funding.     

I. Ranking Criteria (20 Page Limit)  
Provide a description, with appropriate documentation, of how the proposed project addresses 
each of the 13 numeric ranking criteria in 50 CFR 84.32 (see VI. Application Review for ranking 
criteria).  We recommend that you address each ranking criterion individually with a brief 
statement or table. 
 
If land is proposed as match, applicants should include information on both the parcels 
proposed for acquisition/restoration with NCWCG Program funds and the match parcels in 
adequate detail for each ranking criterion so reviewers can make informed scoring decisions.  
Activities provided as cost share, including land acquisition, are part of the project and must be 
eligible activities. 
 
J. Drawings/Maps/Photographs (No Page Limit) 
1. We recommend that you include the following clearly marked drawings or photographs of 

the overall proposed project that include: 
a. Existing state of the project area; 
b. Proposed project area (in one or more maps, photographs, or images); 

i. Detail which areas will be part of the grant funded activities, delineating the project 
boundaries; 

ii. Detail which areas are part of the cost share, if applicable; 
iii. Detail what restoration activities will take place and where, if applicable; 
iv. Detail which areas, if any, are part of a larger effort that will be funded outside of 

this grant and cost share application; 
v. Detail wetland types (please include National Wetlands Inventory, State Wetlands 

Map, or other wetland delineation, if available); and 
vi. Any other information that will assist reviewers to identify project components or 

factors involved with ranking. 
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2. Two maps of the project location: a map of the State showing the general location of the 
application and a map of the project site. 

 
K. Letters of Commitment (No Page Limit) 
All letters of financial commitment are due with the application by the Friday, June 30, 2017 
deadline.   We will not consider letters received after the deadline.  Letters should include: 
1.   Signed letter(s) of financial commitment from an authorized representative of all third-party 

match provider(s).  The letter(s) of financial commitment must detail the amount of 
matching funds or value of donated land and/or services.  

2.   In projects with land acquisition, we encourage you to include a letter or statement that 
certifies that the landowner has been contacted, that negotiations are underway, or the 
current level of interaction regarding the possible sale of the property to help reviewers 
determine the feasibility of the proposed project compared with other projects. 

 
Items to Include in Grant Application  

● SF‐424, Application for Federal Assistance: A complete, signed and dated SF-424 
● Project Statement (7 Page Limit) 
● Budget Information or SF‐424 budget form: A complete SF 424-C or equivalent budget 

information. 
● Budget justification 
● NICRA: When applicable, a copy of the organization’s current Negotiated Indirect Cost 

Rate Agreement. 
● Indirect Cost Statement 
● Single Audit Reporting statement: If a U.S. state, local government, federally-

recognized Indian tribal government, or non-profit organization, statements regarding 
applicability of and compliance with Single Audit reporting requirements (2CFR 200.501) 

● SF‐424 Assurances form: Signed and dated SF 424-D Assurances form (if a current 
version is not on file with the Regional WSFR Office). 

● SF‐LLL form: If applicable, completed SF-LLL Disclosure of Lobbying Activities form. 
● Conflict of Interest statement, when applicable. 
● Response to ranking criteria (20 Page Limit) 
● Drawings/Maps/Photographs 
● Letters of commitment 

                                 
Applications should be formatted to print on 8.5” X 11” paper, with 1” margins at the top, 
bottom, and both sides, and page numbers at the bottom of the page.  Fonts should be legible, 
i.e., preferably 12 point Arial, Times New Roman, or other commonly used font.  Please number 
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your pages starting with the Project Statement. 
 
Failure to provide complete information may cause delays in approval, or rejection of the 
application.  

V. Submission Instructions 
SUBMISSION DEADLINE: Grant application packages are due to your Regional WSFR Office (see 
Section VII, Agency Contacts) on or before Friday, June 30, 2017, at 11:59 p.m. PDT.  The Service 
recommends that you submit early enough to address any unforeseen technical complications.  
All letters of financial commitment are due with the application by the deadline.  The Service 
will not consider applications or letters received after the deadline. 
 
Intergovernmental Review: Before submitting an application, U.S. state and local government 
applicants should visit the following website (http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/grants spoc/) 
to determine whether their application is subject to the state intergovernmental review process 
under Executive Order (E.O.) 12372 “Intergovernmental review of Federal Programs.”  E.O. 
12372 was issued to foster the intergovernmental partnership and strengthen federalism by 
relying on state and local processes for the coordination and review of proposed Federal 
financial assistance and direct Federal development.  The E.O. allows each state to designate an 
entity to perform this function.  The official list of designated entities is posted on the website. 
Contact your state’s designated entity for more information on the process the state requires 
to be followed when applying for assistance.  States that do not have a designated entity listed 
on the website have chosen not to participate in the review process.  

Electronic Submission Instructions: Go to www.grants.gov 

1. Click the “Apply for Grants” tab and read the instructions provided by Grants.gov.  
2. The following are items that need to be done before a grant application package can be    

submitted electronically through Grants.gov: 
- Applicants must register as an Authorized Organization Representative (AOR) and have 
a user id and password. The applicant can register on the web 
at http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/applicants/organization-registration/step-4-aor-
authorization.html; 

- Applicants must have Adobe Acrobat Reader to view files on the web. You can 
download Adobe Acrobat Reader at http://get.adobe.com/reader/otherversions/ 

3. Standard forms such as SF-424, SF-424 C, and SF-424D are fillable forms on Grants.gov. 
The project narrative and budget narrative must be attachments in the following formats: MS 
Word, Adobe PDF, or MS Excel.  
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4. All forms and attachments mentioned above must be submitted with the grant 
application package. 

5. Important note on Grants.gov application attachment file names:  Please do not assign 
application attachments file names longer than 20 characters, including spaces.  Assigning file 
names longer than 20 characters will create issues in the automatic interface between 
Grants.gov and the Service’s financial assistance management system. 
 
Mail or Email Submission Instructions: 

1. Applicants can obtain forms, in PDF fillable/printable formats, from the WSFR 
Toolkit at http://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Toolkit+Homepage. 

2. The required SF 424 Application for Federal Assistance  and Assurances forms 
and any other required standard forms MUST be signed by your organization’s 
authorized official.  The Signature and Date fields on the standard forms 
downloaded from Grants.gov are pre-populated with the text “Completed by 
Grants.gov upon submission” or “Completed on submission to Grants.gov.” 
Remove this text (manually or digitally) before signing the forms. 

3. The completed grant application package must be mailed or emailed to the 
appropriate U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Regional Office.  
 

Applicants are also encouraged to send a single .pdf file comprising their entire application 
package, including all standard forms (SF‐424, SF‐424C, SF‐424D), project statement, response 
to ranking criteria information, maps and photos, and letters of financial commitment to their 
Regional WSFR contact (see contact information in section VII., Agency Contacts) by the 
deadline.  Applicants are strongly encouraged to work with their Regional WSFR contact and 
State Coastal Wetlands Program staff prior to submission to ensure applications are eligible 
and complete.  
 
For further information or questions on electronic submission, contact your Regional WSFR 
Office. 
 
VI. Application Review 
A. Ranking Criteria 
Criteria for reviewing and ranking projects were established in the final rule for administering 
the National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (67 FR 48264; 50 CFR 84).  
Attachment A to this announcement clarifies select ranking criteria in 50 CFR 84.32 and answers 
general program questions.  A brief summary of each ranking criterion is given below.  The 
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questions that follow each criterion are intended to prompt applicants to explain and provide 
supporting information explaining how the proposed project addresses each criterion.    
 

1. Wetlands conservation. How will the project reverse coastal wetland loss or habitat 
degradation in decreasing or stable coastal wetland types? 

2. Maritime forests on coastal barriers. How will the application significantly benefit 
maritime forests on coastal barriers? 

3. Long‐term conservation. How will the project ensure long-term conservation of coastal 
wetland functions?  The project must provide at least 20 years of conservation benefits 
to be eligible. 

4. Coastal watershed management. How will the completed project help accomplish the 
natural resource goals and objectives of one or more formal, ongoing coastal watershed 
management plan or effort? 

5. Conservation of threatened and endangered species. How will the project benefit any 
Federally listed endangered or threatened species, species proposed for Federal listing, 
recently delisted species or designated or proposed critical habitat in coastal wetlands?  
Describe any expected benefits to State-listed species. 

6. Benefits to fish. How will the project provide, restore or enhance important fisheries 
habitat? 

7. Benefits to coastal‐dependent or migratory birds. How will the project provide, restore, 
or enhance important habitat for coastal-dependent or migratory birds? 

8. Prevent or reduce contamination. How will the project prevent or reduce input of 
contaminants, or remove existing contaminants from the coastal wetlands and 
associated coastal waters? 

9. Catalyst for future conservation. How will the project leverage other ongoing coastal 
wetlands conservation efforts in an area or provide additional impetus for conservation? 

10. Partners in conservation. Will the project receive financial support from partners, 
including in-kind match, from private, local or other Federal interests? 

11. Federal share reduced. Does the application significantly reduce the Federal share by 
providing more than the required match amount?  (Includes only cash above the 
minimum required match and REPI funds contributed as cash.)  

12. Education/outreach program or wildlife‐oriented recreation. How is the proposed 
project expected to increase environmental awareness and develop support for coastal 
wetlands conservation? Does it provide recreational opportunities that are consistent 
with the conservation goals of the site? 

13. Other factors. Please summarize how any other factors not covered in the previous 
criteria make this proposed project or site particularly unique and valuable. 
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● Describe how the proposed project addresses climate change concerns, how it will 
be affected by climate change impacts, and include references to any relevant plans 
and models. 

● Provide any information regarding how the proposed project supports the 
Department of the Interior’s America's Great Outdoors Initiative and/or the River 
Initiative. 

 
B. Review and Selection Process 
Project selection is a three-step process: application acceptance, application ranking, and 
application selection. 
 

1. Application Acceptance 
Your Regional WSFR Office determines the State agency applicant’s eligibility and 
whether applications are complete, substantial, and contain only activities that are 
eligible.  Ineligible applications are returned to the State agency.  Revision and 
resubmission of returned applications is allowable up until the Grants.gov deadline for 
application submittals. 
 

2. Application Ranking 
Once an application is accepted by your Regional WSFR Office, they forward the 
application to the National Wildlife Refuge System, Division of Natural Resources and 
Conservation Planning, which coordinates an internal, cross-programmatic review of all 
accepted applications by a National Review Panel.  Only complete applications will be 
scored and ranked. 
 

3. Application Selection 
The National Review Panel scores and ranks all accepted applications and provides the 
Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service with a list of recommended projects for funding.  
The Panel is composed of experts from all Service Regions except for Region 6.  Panelists 
must complete a “Department of the Interior Conflict of Interest Certification” form 
prior to participating in the scoring process.  The final list of projects selected for award 
is determined by the Director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  The projects selected 
for award will be announced by the end of January 2018.  Successful applicants will 
receive a letter informing them that their application was selected for funding and the 
amount of the award. 

 
As required by 2 CFR 200.205, the Service conducts annual risk assessment of all applicants 
prior to receiving awards.  The result of this risk assessment is used to establish a monitoring 
plan for each award in that fiscal year (see 2 CFR 200.207).  The Service’s risk assessment form 
is available at http://www.fws.gov/forms/3-2462.pdf.   
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VII.  Award Administration 
Award Notice 
Successful applicants will receive a letter informing them that their application was selected for 
funding, the amount of the award, and the remaining process needed to complete the grant 
award.  The Service will also publish on its website a national press release announcing the 
projects selected for awards. 
 
Domestic Recipient Payments 
Prior to award, the Service program office will contact you/your organization to enroll in the 
U.S. Treasury’s Automated Standard Application for Payments (ASAP) system. 
 
Transmittal of Sensitive Data 
Recipients are responsible for ensuring any sensitive data being sent to the Service is protected 
during its transmission/delivery.  The Service strongly recommends that recipients use the most 
secure transmission/delivery method available.  The Service recommends the following digital 
transmission methods: secure digital faxing; encrypted emails; emailing a password protected 
zipped/compressed file attachment in one email followed by the password in a second email; 
or emailing a zipped/compressed file attachment.  The Service strongly encourages recipients 
sending sensitive data in paper copy to use a courier mail service.  Recipients may also contact 
their Service Project Officer and provide any sensitive data over the telephone. 
 
Administrative and National Policy Requirements 
Applicable executive orders must be satisfied before the Service can approve an award and 
make funding available.  In accepting Federal funds, applicants must comply with all applicable 
Federal laws, regulations, and policies.  Evidence of compliance with the NEPA, NHPA, ESA, 
CWA, and other Federal laws must be provided if selected for award. 
 
All financial assistance awards are subject to Federal financial administration requirements.  
The Regional WSFR Offices will work with applicants to ensure that all financial arrangements 
comply with these requirements. 
 
To find out more about these rules, including administrative requirements and cost principles, 
please review 2 CFR 200 and 50 CFR 84.  These regulations apply to all recipients. 
 
Reporting 
Reporting requirements include record retention and access requirements that are specified in 
2 CFR 200.333-337.  Additional details regarding requirements, guidance, consequences, etc. 
are available in 516 FW 1 and 516 FW 2. 
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Events may occur between the scheduled performance reporting dates that have significant 
impact upon the supported activity.  In such cases, recipients are required to notify the Service 
in writing as soon as the following types of conditions become known: 

• Problems, delays, or adverse conditions that will materially impair the ability to meet 
the objective of the Federal award.  This disclosure must include a statement of any 
corrective action(s) taken or contemplated, and any assistance needed to resolve the 
situation. 
• Favorable developments that enable meeting time schedules and objectives sooner or 
at less cost than anticipated or producing more or different beneficial results than 
originally planned. 
 

The Service will specify in the notice of award document the reporting and reporting frequency 
applicable to the award. 

Financial and performance reporting requirements and retention and access requirements  are 
specified in 2 CFR Part 200 (Subpart D) and in the Service Manual Chapters on Financial and 
Performance Reporting Guidance, 516 FW 1 and 516 FW 2.  Electronic submission of 
performance information using the Wildlife TRACS system may be required, as detailed in the 
terms and conditions of this award. 

Other Mandatory Disclosures: Recipients and their subrecipients must disclose, in a timely 
manner and in writing, to the Service or pass-through entity all violations of Federal criminal 
law involving fraud, bribery, or gratuity violations potentially affecting this award.  Failure to 
make required disclosures can result in any of the remedies described in 2 CFR 200.338, 
Remedies for noncompliance, including suspension or debarment (See 2 CFR 200.113, 2 CFR 
Part 180, and 31 U.S.C. 3321). 

VIII.  Agency Contacts 
The NCWCG Program is administered jointly by the Division of Wildlife and Sport Fish 
Restoration and the National Wildlife Refuge System, Division of Habitat and Resource 
Conservation.  National level program information can be obtained by contacting: 
 
Chris Darnell 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
The National Refuge System - Division of Natural Resources and Conservation Planning 
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: NWRS 
Falls Church, VA 22041 
703-358-2236 
Chris Darnell@fws.gov  
(or) 
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Paul Van Ryzin 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program 
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: WSFR 
Fall Church, VA 22041 
202-695-4305 
Paul VanRyzin@fws.gov  
 
For project specific information and application details, contact your Regional WSFR Office: 
 
Region 1 - American Samoa, Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, Hawaii, 
Idaho, Oregon, and Washington:  
Jim Duffy 
USFWS-WSFR 
911 NE 11th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232-4181 
503-231-2096 
James Duffy@fws.gov  
 
Region 2 - Arizona, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas:  
Susan MacMullin 
USFWS-WSFR 
P.O. Box 1306 
500 Gold Avenue, SW, Room #8514 
Albuquerque, NM 87103 
505-248-7476 
Susan Macmullin@fws.gov   

Region 3 - Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin:  
Casey Nelson 
USFWS-WSFR 
5600 American Blvd. West, Suite 990 
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458 
612-713-5143 
Casey Nelson@fws.gov    

Region 4 - Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, South Carolina, Tennessee, and the U.S. Virgin Islands:  
Torre Anderson 
USFWS-WSFR 
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1875 Century Boulevard, Suite 240 
Atlanta, GA 30345-3319 
404-679-4168 
Torre Anderson@fws.gov  

Region 5 - Connecticut, Delaware, the District of Columbia,  Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West 
Virginia:  
Shelley DiBona 
USFWS-WSFR 
300 Westgate Center Drive 
Hadley, MA 01035-9589 
413-253-8509 
Shelley DiBona@fws.gov  

Region 7 - Alaska:  
Doug McBride 
USFWS-WSFR 
1011 East Tudor Road, MS 261 
Anchorage, AK 99503 
907-786-3631 
Doug McBride@fws.gov  

Region 8 - California and Nevada:  
Larry Riley 
USFWS-WSFR 
2800 Cottage Way Room W-1729 
Sacramento, CA 95825 
916.978.6182 
Lawrence Riley@fws.gov  
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Attachment A. 
 

Clarification of Select Ranking Criteria in 50 CFR 84.32 and 
General Program Questions 

Sections of this attachment have been revised for FY 2017 – Please Read 
 
The purpose of this attachment is to provide clarification of certain criteria in 50 CFR 84.  
General questions are listed first, followed by questions specific to ranking criteria. 
 
General Questions: 
 
Are lands used for match purposes used in calculating points for ranking criteria? 
Yes.  Because lands that are used for match purposes are part of the project area, reviewers 
consider both lands being proposed for acquisition/restoration with grant funds and lands 
proposed for contribution as match when assigning points for ranking criteria.  Therefore, 
information on both parcels proposed for acquisition/restoration and match parcels should be 
described in adequate detail for each ranking criteria so reviewers can make informed scoring 
decisions. 
 
Does land used for all of or part of the non‐Federal cost share need to be necessary and 
reasonable? 
Yes.  All non-Federal cost share must be necessary and reasonable to achieving project 
objectives, land acquisition included.  Please explain how the match parcel(s) relate to the 
overall project and remember to detail information about the match parcel for all ranking 
criteria. 
 
If a project includes a conservation easement, what information about the conservation 
easement is helpful for reviewers? 
Applicants should describe the general terms of the conservation easement, including the 
length of the conservation easement, who will hold the conservation easement, allowable and 
prohibited uses, and plans for long-term monitoring and stewardship of the easement.  This 
information helps reviewers understand the conservation benefit(s) of the conservation 
easement. 
 
Who holds title to land acquired under this program or contributed as match? 
Title to real property acquired or contributed as match will vest upon acquisition in the grantee 
or subrecipient, respectively, as directed by 2 CFR 200.306 and 2 CFR 200.311. 
 
Should applicants include letters of support that are not financial commitment letters or 
those detailing scientific information specific to a project? 
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Given the volume of material reviewers must read, letters of general support for a project 
should not be included in the application package.  However, letters of financial commitment 
from third-party sources are required. 
 
Does “maximum Federal share” under 50 CFR 84, including 84.32 (a)(11) and 84.46 (h), refer 
to the maximum percentage of Federal dollars of the project costs, i.e., 75% or 50%, or the 
maximum grant amount from the NCWCG Program, i.e., $1 million? 
“Maximum Federal share” refers to the percentage, i.e., 75% or 50%, of Federal dollars of the 
project costs, not the maximum grant amount from the NCWCG Program, i.e., $1 million.  For 
example, if total project costs are $1,333,334, the maximum Federal share would be either 
$1,000,000 (75%) or $666,667 (50%), depending on whether or not the State has a designated 
fund.  If the applicant only provides the minimum non-Federal share (25% or 50% of total 
project costs), no points will be awarded for reducing the Federal share (50 CFR 84.32 (a)(11), 
Criterion 11). 
 
What changes are allowed to an application after its submission? 
Applications submitted to the Service for consideration in the national competition must be in 
final format by the due date specified in the Notice of Funding Opportunity.  The only 
application changes that will be accepted after the due date are those that will not impact the 
project scoring or project scope, such as small corrective or clarifying statements unless 
requested by the Service.  Regional Office and/or Headquarters representatives may also 
request that the applicant make modifications to an application after the due date to correct 
inconsistencies within an application or change any other error that would cause the National 
Review Panel difficulty in accurately assessing the application during review.  If an application 
contains ineligible activities, the entire application is ineligible. 
 
Who determines if an application is eligible? 
Service Regional WSFR personnel determine whether an application meets eligibility criteria for 
the program and whether it should be considered for scoring by the National Review Panel.  If 
Regional personnel have questions regarding the eligibility of a project, they consult with the 
Headquarters WSFR Office to ensure consistent application of Service policy. 

The Headquarters WSFR Office will reexamine an application’s eligibility if questions arise.  If 
deemed ineligible, we will not consider the application for funding. 

50 CFR 84.32 (a)(1) (Criterion 1): 
 
Must a score of 7 be given for all applications that result in over 50% of the project area 
conserving, restoring, or protecting decreasing coastal wetlands types? 
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Yes.  Applications that document that over 50% of the project area will be, upon project 
completion, decreasing coastal wetlands types will receive the full 7 points.  You may find 
specific guidance on how reviewers score this criterion at 50 CFR 84.32 (a)(1). 
 
Should a graduated scale be used to further delineate applications? 
The program regulations in 50 CFR 84.32 (a)(1) provide guidance on the use of intermediate 
scores (i.e., less than 7 points) for projects that document that, upon project completion, a 
minimum of 50% of the project area will be a combination of decreasing and stable types of 
wetlands, and for projects that are less than 50% wetlands. 
 
For land acquisition projects, will ranking be based on just the wetland portion of a parcel or 
the entire parcel? 
Project ranking will be based on the entire parcel unless the parcel will be officially subdivided.  
 
50 CFR 84.32 (a)(2) (Criterion 2): 
 
What qualifies as a maritime forest? 
A thorough description of what is considered to be a maritime forest for the purpose of the 
NCWCG Program is found in the program regulations in the Definitions section, 50 CFR 84.11. 
 
How will this criterion be scored? 
In order to receive the maximum 7 points for this criterion, the project must significantly 
benefit maritime forests which meet the following descriptions: 1) are located on coastal 
barriers (see definition of “Coastal barrier” in 50 CFR 84.11) along the mainland coast from 
Delaware to Texas, and 2) are broad-leaved forests.  Examples of maritime forests are primarily 
characterized by a closed canopy of various combinations of live oak, upland laurel oak, pignut 
hickory, southern magnolia, sugarberry, and cabbage palm. 
 
Intermediate scores of less than 7 points are acceptable (1) for applications in which the 
significance of the benefit to maritime forests is unclear, or (2) for applications in which it is 
unclear if the forests meet the strict definition of maritime forest. 
 
50 CFR 84.32 (a)(5, 6, 7) (Criteria 5, 6, and 7): 
 
What information should I include about threatened and endangered species, fish, and 
coastal dependent or migratory birds in responses to ranking criteria 5, 6, and 7? 
You should include the information requested in the ranking criteria.  It is important to note if 
species have been observed within the project boundary or only in the general vicinity.  It is 
recommended that applicants supply this information in table format.  The column headings 
can include: common name, scientific name, status (Federal listing, delisted within the last 5 
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years, State listing, etc.), observed within project boundary, habitat type provided, restored, or 
enhanced (nesting, breeding, feeding, nursery areas), etc.  See ranking criteria language for 
additional information. 
 
50 CFR 84.32 (a)(10) (Criterion 10): 

 
Do non‐Federal partners’ financial contributions need to be included on the SF‐424 as match 
to receive points for this criterion? 

Yes, to be considered a non-Federal partner for this criterion, the application must receive 
financial support, including in-kind match, from a third-party that is listed as non-Federal match 
on the SF-424.  You must document all third-party matching funds, those supplied by 
organizations or individuals other than the State applicant, with a signed letter of financial 
commitment from an authorized representative of the match provider.  The letter of financial 
commitment must detail the amount of matching funds or value of donated land and/or 
services.  The State is responsible for ensuring the full amount of the non-Federal match as 
listed on the SF-424.  All of these items must be submitted with the application by the due date 
identified in the Notice of Funding Opportunity. 

Please note that if a third-party provides match, and the letter of financial commitment is 
missing and/or late, the match will not count, and the application may be ineligible. 
 
Can applications receive points for more than one State agency’s participation in a proposed 
project? 
In general, applications will only receive credit for one State agency.  The exception to this 
practice will occur when an application includes multiple States.  In these instances, the 
application may receive points for each additional State that is participating in the proposed 
project. 
 
What documentation is required to receive points for this criterion for non‐Federal partners? 
A signed letter of financial commitment of matching funds or in-kind match from an authorized 
representative of any third-party match provider or partner(s) must accompany the application 
to receive points.  Applicants are ultimately accountable for third-party commitments of 
financial support. 
 
What documentation is required to receive points for this criterion for Federal partners? 
A signed letter committing project involvement that is necessary and reasonable to completing 
the project objectives from an authorized representative of the Federal partner(s) must 
accompany the application to receive points.  Project involvement that is not necessary or 
reasonable to complete the project objectives will not be counted as a partner for this criterion. 
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50 CFR 84.32 (a)(11) (Criterion 11): 

Note: The Service intends to update ranking criterion 11 (50 CFR 84.32(a)(11)).  A proposed rule 
is targeted to be published which you will be able to access at www.regulations.gov, searching 
for docket number FWS–HQ–WSR–2017–0007. If the final rule is published before the NCWCG 
Program deadline of June 30, 2017, we will publish a revised NOFO incorporating any changes 
to this criterion.  

Can in‐kind services or contributions be used as the required State match? 
Yes.  In-kind services can be used for part or all of the State’s required minimum cost share (i.e., 
25% or 50%).  However, the applicant will not receive points for this ranking criterion unless 
they have an additional cash match. 
 
Can in‐kind services or contributions, including bargain land sale, be used to score points for 
this criterion? 
No. We only consider cash contributions that exceed the required minimum match when 
scoring points for Criterion 11.  Cash is a liquid asset and can be tracked easily through audit 
procedures and also serves as a proxy for the State’s commitment towards a project.  Federal 
regulations and guidance clearly identify a landowner’s acceptance of a reduced price for his or 
her property as an in-kind service or contribution, not cash.  As such, so-called “bargain sales” 
cannot be used to receive points for decreasing the Federal share. 
 
Can the in‐kind contribution of a landowner accepting an offer below market value for his 
property be used for the required State match? 
Yes.  The in-kind contribution of a landowner accepting a reduced price for his property can be 
used as part of or all of the State’s required cost share of 25% or 50%. 
 
Can Readiness and Environmental Protection Integration Program (REPI) funds be used as 
cash match?  
Yes.  In keeping with the intent of the Congressional language codified in 10 USC 2684a(h), REPI 
funds are considered as non-Federal cash match.  
 
50 CFR 84.32 (a)(12) (Criterion 12): 
 
Are costs associated with Education and Outreach eligible? 
Yes, provided that total costs unrelated to protection and restoration of the site are limited to 
10 percent of the total project costs including NCWCG Program Federal share and the required 
match. 
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50 CFR 84.32(b)(4) (Additional considerations): 
 
Please clarify the ‘provides lands as part of the State matching share.’ 
The purpose of this tie-breaking factor is to encourage applications which include the donation 
of lands owned by a third party as part of the overall project.  Such donations increase the 
overall acreage of land managed by the State agency, increasing the likelihood that the land will 
be managed to conserve the natural resources and increase the management options for the 
grant property. 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program (WSFR) 
 

Federal Agency Name: 
Department of the Interior 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) 
Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program (WSFR)  
 
Funding Opportunity Title: 
Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (C-SWG) 
 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) Number: 15.634 
  
Announcement Type: 
Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) for Federal Fiscal Year (FY) 2017 

  
Funding Opportunity Number: F17AS00006 
 
Paperwork Reduction Act Statement:  We are collecting this information in accordance with 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, Fiscal Year 2016 (Public Law No. 114-113).  Your response 
is required to obtain or retain a benefit.  We will use the information you provide to conduct a 
competitive review and select projects for funding.  We may not conduct or sponsor and you 
are not required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently 
valid OMB control number.  We estimate that it will take applicants under this program 
about 37 hours to complete an application.  We estimate it will take recipients under this 
program about 8 hours to complete required reporting and required recordkeeping.  All burden 
estimates include the time to review instructions, search existing data resources, gather data 
needed and complete and review the submission.  You may send comments on the burden 
estimate or any other aspect of this information collection to the Information Collection 
Clearance Officer, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, MS BPHC, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, 
VA  22041-3803. 
 
Submission Deadline and Other Information: Grant application packages must be submitted 
at Grants.gov no later than 11:59 PM PST on February 3, 2017.  The Service recommends that 
you submit your application early enough to address any unforeseen technical complications. 
We recommended that you verify that all documents have been received through Grants.gov 
with your Regional WSFR Office before the deadline. We recommend you also submit via email 
a single document (PDF format) containing the entire proposal to your Service Regional WSFR 
Office (see Section VIII, Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26) prior to the deadline in case there are 
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problems submitting your application package through Grants.gov.  The Service will not 
consider applications received after the deadline. 
 
Applicants requesting comments or assistance with their applications are encouraged to submit 
a draft to the Service Regional WSFR Office at least six weeks prior to the due date.  Although 
there is no guarantee that the Regional WSFR Office will provide comments, feedback may 
include recommendations to improve the application. 
 
Prospective sub-grantees should check with their eligible State agency for any eligibility 
requirements, application deadlines, or other requirements.  If you are not sure which State 
agency to contact, your Service Regional WSFR Office may be able to assist you.  
 
I. Description of Funding Opportunity 
 
The State Wildlife Grant (SWG) Program provides States, the District of Columbia, 
Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal grant funds to develop and implement 
programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats, including species that are not hunted or 
fished.  Eligible activities include planning and conservation implementation. Planning activities 
must contribute directly to the development or modification of a State’s Wildlife Action Plan 
(Plan) approved by the Director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service).  Implementation 
activities are activities that a State carries out to execute their Plan.  Priority for use of these 
funds must be placed on identified species of greatest conservation need (SGCN) and should 
take into consideration the relative level of funding available for the conservation of these 
species.  Ineligible activities include wildlife education and law enforcement activities, unless 
the law enforcement or education component is a minor or incidental activity that is considered 
critical to the success of a project.  
 
States have made tremendous strides in identifying priority species in need of conservation 
across the United States, and in designing and implementing strategic conservation actions that 
can conserve and recover them.  Although the development and implementation of the Plans 
represents a historic conservation achievement, Congress and the American people continue to 
demand conclusive evidence that the SWG Program has measurably impacted populations of 
targeted species.  
 
The C-SWG Program supports projects that are designed, implemented, and evaluated within 
an explicit adaptive management framework.  Adaptive management in the context of natural 
resources conservation involves the integration of project design, management, and monitoring 
to systematically test clearly-defined assumptions in order to adapt and learn.  Adaptive 
management is a form of structured decision-making that requires careful goal setting, 
identifying management objectives and causal hypotheses, taking action, measuring results, 
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and evaluating, documenting, interpreting, and sharing outcomes of management actions.  
Both the Department of the Interior and the Service endorse an adaptive management-based 
approach to conservation.  A variety of guides and other technical resources on the practice of 
adaptive management are available.  For more information, see: 
 

Strategic Habitat Conservation: Final Report of the National Ecological Assessment Team 
(U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and U.S. Geological Survey, 2006)  
Adaptive Management: The U.S. Department of the Interior Applications Guide 
(Williams and Brown, 2012) 
The Open Standards for the Practice of Conservation (The Conservation Measures 
Partnership, 2013) 
Measuring the Effectiveness of State Wildlife Grants (Association of Fish and Wildlife 
Agencies, 2011) 
 

With the submission of revised Wildlife Action Plans in 2015 and 2016, the Service is committed 
to helping States implement their Plans.  Although planning projects may still receive C-SWG 
Program funding, the Service explicitly favors proactive physical conservation strategies that 
can demonstrate measurable impacts on populations of imperiled species.  Such active 
conservation projects are typically more likely to be competitive, based on criteria described in 
this NOFO, than projects that do not have the potential to directly impact species or their 
habitats within the period of performance.   
 
In addition, proposals that address the following Service priorities will receive additional points 
in scoring (see Section VI.A, Pages 18-22 for information on scoring criteria): 

 
Landscape-Scale Conservation: The Service supports projects that address SGCN 
conservation at a large landscape scale.  To receive full points your proposed project 
must: 

● Demonstrate a collaborative approach to SGCN conservation through a formal 
decision-making body that involves a broad spectrum of stakeholders across the 
project area.  For example, the project planning and management team includes 
a Regional conservation association, a Landscape Conservation Cooperative or 
other multi-State planning entity, and: 

● Explicitly describe habitat-population modeling analyses or other tools that led 
to identification of biological objectives for SGCN across multiple land 
management jurisdictions, such as States, tribal or private lands, Federal lands, 
etc.  Distinct population objectives for each participating State or jurisdiction 
should be identified.  
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Climate Change: The Service supports projects that significantly incorporate climate 
change considerations in project design.  We encourage applications that align proposed 
conservation actions with recommendations from the National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants 
Climate Adaptation Strategy (www.wildlifeadaptationstrategy.gov), or with other 
regional climate change planning efforts.  Proposals should demonstrate significant 
collaboration with or use of tools produced by entities specializing in climate science for 
conservation purposes.  Examples include projects that involve staff or products from 
the Climate Science Centers, Landscape Conservation Cooperatives, universities, and 
non-governmental organizations that specialize in climate science.  

 
Pollinator Conservation: The Service supports State efforts to conserve pollinators. 
Pollinators may be addressed at any of the major taxonomic ranks; however, the 
express purpose of this priority is for a State to actively address pollinator needs 
through direct management of habitat and/or species augmentation.  For guidance, 
see Pollinators and the State Wildlife Action Plans (The Heinz Center, 2013).  
 
Candidate Species: The Service prioritizes projects targeting SGCN that are also 
classified as Candidate species by the Service.  A current list of Candidate species is 
published by the Service at http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/table/candidate-
species.html.  Proposals must demonstrate how proposed direct management activities 
will help preclude the need for listing the species under the Endangered Species Act.    
 

Additional information about the State Wildlife Grant Program is available 
at http://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG.htm.   If you do not have 
access to the Internet and would like to receive information by mail, contact the Service point 
of contact identified below (see Section VIII, Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26). 
 
II. Award Information 
 

A. Competitive Grants: The C-SWG Program is funded through annual appropriations of 
Congress.  There is no assurance that it will be funded this year or in subsequent years.  
Congress may appropriate an estimated $5.5 million for the FY 2017 C-SWG Program.  
The Service requests applications in anticipation of potential funding.  WSFR annually 
awards approximately 12 to 18 grants through the C-SWG Program.   

 
The amount of individual grant awards for C-SWG projects varies.  For most applicants 
proposing a multi-State project, the maximum award is $500,000 and the minimum 
award is $50,000.  Only Alaska, Hawaii, and the other insular jurisdictions of the United 
States may propose projects benefiting a single State; the maximum award for these 
States when proposing a single-State project is $250,000 and the minimum award is 
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$25,000.  For a complete summary of minimum and maximum award limits, please see 
the Attachment (Q2). 

 
B. Funding Restrictions: The Service will only award funds under the C-SWG Program for 

projects proposing to: (a) implement eligible actions or strategies identified in Service-
approved Plans; or, (b) address eligible emerging issues (e.g., climate change effects on 
wildlife).  See Sections 10.13 and 10.14 of the Service’s SWG policy chapter for more 
information on requirements for documenting emerging issues 
(http://www.fws.gov/policy/517fw10.pdf).   
 
In administration of the C-SWG Program, the Service adopts policies described in the 
Service’s policy manual for the non-competitive apportioned State Wildlife Grant 
Program (for more information see http://www.fws.gov/policy/517fw10.pdf), except 
where such policies may conflict with information contained in this announcement.  

 
III. Eligibility Requirements 
 

A. Eligible Applicants: Eligibility is limited to State agencies with lead management 
responsibility for fish and wildlife resources in each of the 50 States, the District of 
Columbia, Commonwealths of Puerto Rico and the Northern Mariana Islands, and the 
territories of American Samoa, Guam, and the U.S. Virgin Islands, and to the four 
Associations of Fish and Wildlife Agencies applying on behalf of eligible State agencies. 
Eligible State agencies must have a Plan that has been revised within the last ten years  
and has been approved by the Director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, or is 
currently under review by a Regional Review Team (RRT).  States that have not 
submitted a revised Plan to an RRT by the closing date of this competition (February 3, 
2017) are ineligible for FY 2017 C-SWG Program funding as a lead State, a participant 
State, or as a sub-grantee to another State or Association. Associations with 501(c)(3) 
status must provide a copy of their non-profit status determination letter received from 
the Internal Revenue Service. 

 
B. Partnership Requirement: For each of the 48 contiguous United States and the District 

of Columbia, at least two States (or an Association applying on behalf of at least two 
States) must propose actions that are identified in their approved Plans, and at least one 
partnering State plus the lead State must be active participants in proposed 
conservation actions.  An active participant is defined as a significant contributor of 
resources dedicated to completion of project objectives, such as cash, equipment, or 
staff time.  Alaska, Hawaii, the Commonwealths of Puerto Rico and the Northern 
Mariana Islands, and the territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, and American 
Samoa are eligible to apply as single States.   
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Applicants are also encouraged to engage with other partners beyond the minimum 
partnership requirement.  Other partners may include tribes, Federal agencies, other 
State agencies (in or out of State), local governments or other jurisdictions, non-
governmental organizations, academic institutions, private landowners, industry groups, 
and international partners.  
 

C. Adaptive Management: States and Associations applying for C-SWG Program funds are 
encouraged to design and manage projects and programs within an adaptive 
management framework.  The Service utilizes the Strategic Habitat Conservation 
framework to improve the agency’s ability to define desired biological outcomes and 
articulate the consequences of site-scale actions on landscape-scale functions; however, 
other similar frameworks may be used.  Key elements of an adaptive management 
framework in the context of the C-SWG Program include the following:      
 

1. A focus on one or more Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN) that 
enables or facilitates evaluation of outcomes of proposed conservation actions; 

2. Documentation of targeted species population baseline (at the project site scale 
or larger) against which to measure effects of proposed conservation actions; 

3. Explicit identification of assumptions or hypotheses such as habitat-population 
modeling or other science-based methods used to estimate expected species 
response to proposed conservation actions; 

4. Articulation of population-based biological objectives for SGCN at the largest 
possible spatial scale;  

5. Dedication of sufficient resources for monitoring of SGCN, so that theorized 
changes can be evaluated;  

6. Use of a standard, replicable monitoring protocol by all project partners across 
the targeted landscape; and 

7. Development of a data management plan that includes sharing of monitoring 
results and analysis so that effectiveness of future conservation actions can be 
improved.  

 
Project ranking criteria incorporate these elements (see Section VI.A, Pages 16-20).  
Adherence to an adaptive management framework is a factor in selecting projects for 
funding.  

D. DUNS Registration: Federal law mandates that all entities applying for Federal financial 
assistance must have a valid Dun & Bradstreet Data Universal Number System (DUNS) 
number and have a current registration in the System for Award Management (SAM). 
See Title 2 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 25 for more information.   
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Request a DUNS number online at http://fedgov.dnb.com/webform.  U.S.-based entities 
may also request a DUNS number by telephone by calling the Dun & Bradstreet 
Government Customer Response Center, Monday – Friday, 7 AM to 8 PM CST at the 
following numbers: 

U.S. and U.S Virgin Islands: 1-866-705-5711 
Alaska and Puerto Rico: 1-800-234-3867 (Select Option 2, then Option 1) 
For Hearing Impaired Customers Only call: 1-877-807-1679 (TTY Line)  

Once assigned a DUNS number, entities are responsible for maintaining up-to-date 
information with Dun & Bradstreet.   

 
E. Entity Registration in SAM: Register in SAM online at http://www.sam.gov/.  Once 

registered in SAM, entities must renew and revalidate their SAM registration at least 
every 12 months from the date previously registered.  Entities are strongly urged to 
revalidate their registration as often as needed to ensure that their information is up to 
date and in synch with changes that may have been made to DUNS and IRS information.  
Foreign entities who wish to be paid directly to a United States bank account must enter 
and maintain valid and current banking information in SAM. 

 
F. Excluded Entities: Applicants or their key project personnel identified in the SAM.gov 

Exclusions database as ineligible, prohibited/restricted or excluded from receiving 
Federal contracts, certain subcontracts, and certain Federal assistance and benefits will 
not be considered for Federal funding through the C-SWG Program.  

 
G. Cost Sharing or Matching: For the States, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico, the 

Federal share of C-SWG Program grants shall not exceed 75 percent of the total cost, i.e. 
total C-SWG Program funds plus non-Federal matching funds, excluding other Federal 
funds.  According to 48 U.S.C. 1469(a), the Regional Director must waive the first 
$200,000 of match requirement for each project from the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands and the territories of Guam, the U.S. Virgin Islands, and 
American Samoa.  The overall non-Federal cost share is a factor used in scoring 
applications.  Applicants are encouraged to provide more than the minimum (25%) 
required non-Federal cost share.   
 
NOTE: The State or Association applicant identified in your proposal as the designated 
lead for a multi-State project is accountable for the full amount of non-Federal cost 
share as detailed in the Form SF-424 for all States and other partners involved in the 
proposed project. 
 

H. Letters Authorizing Associations to Apply: Associations applying on behalf of one or 
more State agencies with lead management responsibility for fish and wildlife resources 
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must provide a statement from each such agency authorizing the Association to apply 
on its behalf.  This statement may be provided in a letter signed by the director of the 
eligible State fish and wildlife agency or included within a letter of commitment as 
described in Section IV.F, Page 12 below.  A State may authorize an Association to apply 
on its behalf in the current Fiscal Year, in all future Fiscal Years, or both.  If a State 
authorizes an Association to apply on its behalf in all future Fiscal Years, a copy of the 
letter must be attached to future applications affecting the State(s) on behalf of which it 
will apply.  

 
I. Period of Availability:  The maximum performance period for grants is three years from 

the effective date of grant award obligation.  If approved by the Service Regional 
Director or his/her designee, an extension may be approved through an amendment; 
however, the grant may be extended no more than an additional two years.   

 
IV. Application Requirements 
 
You can download the application package from Grants.gov 
here: https://apply07.grants.gov/apply/forms apps idx.html, searching by CFDA 15.634.  You 
can also download application forms through the WSFR toolkit under 
“Forms”: http://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Forms.  If you have trouble accessing the online 
forms, you can contact one of the Service WSFR Offices (see Section VIII., Agency Contacts, 
Pages 25-26). 
 
If you have trouble accessing the online forms, you can contact one of the Service WSFR 
Regional Offices (see Section VIII., Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26).  The page limit for the entire 
application package is 100 pages; failure to limit the application to 100 pages may cause delay, 
postponement, or rejection of the application.   
 
To be considered for funding under this opportunity, an application must contain: 
 

A. Standard Form (SF) 424: Submit a completed, signed and dated Application for Federal 
Assistance form (Standard Form 424) reflecting the funding request in its entirety.  Do 
not include other Federal sources of funding, requested or approved, in the total 
entered in the “Federal” funding box on the Application for Federal Assistance form; 
enter only the amount being requested under this Program.  Include any other Federal 
sources of funding in the “Other” box.  Please submit a scanned version of the SF-424 
that has been manually signed and dated by the individual designated in your State with 
signatory authority for submission of applications to WSFR.  Each Service Regional WSFR 
Office maintains a list of State-authorized signatories.  If you are unsure who is 
authorized to sign the SF-424 for your agency, please contact your Service Regional 
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WSFR Office (see Section VIII., Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26).  Proposals must be signed 
by the authorized signatory on file in the Service Regional WSFR Office.  Applications for 
Federal Assistance submitted by Associations must be signed by the individual with 
signatory authority for the organization.   
 

B. Project Summary: Submit a brief, 3-5 sentence summary of your proposed project.  The 
project summary is not included in the Project Statement page limit.  

 
C. Project Statement: Submit a Project Statement of no more than 15 pages.  Include a 

“roadmap” in table format specifying where each of the scoring criteria is addressed in 
the narrative.  Any narrative response information contained in this table will not be 
used to score your proposal, so please include in the table only the page(s) or section(s) 
where relevant criteria response information can be found in your proposal.  The 
roadmap to scoring criteria responses is included in the Project Statement page limit.  
You may also consider identifying the locations of responses to specific criteria within 
the Project Statement itself.  Your Project Statement must be formatted to fit 8.5” x 11” 
paper, with 1” margins at the top, bottom, and sides and page numbers at the bottom 
of the page (starting with the project statement).  Font should be Calibri or Times New 
Roman and must be no less than 12 point.  

 
Your project statement must include all of the following elements: 
 

NEED  -  The need for the proposed project within the purpose of the Program;  
1. Identify the SGCN that are the subject of the proposed 

conservation actions, and describe the need for conservation 
action(s) to address the species; 

2. Provide data and information to document the current status of 
the selected SGCN as a population baseline, at a spatial scale 
consistent with the targeted landscape or larger. 

3. Include specific reference to each State’s Plan that identifies 
priority actions for targeted SGCN. 

 
OBJECTIVES  -  Discrete, quantifiable, and verifiable objectives to be 
accomplished during a specific time period.  Objectives should be expressed in 
terms of an anticipated increase in the targeted SGCN population at the scale of 
the project site(s) at a minimum, but you may also include additional habitat-
based or other objectives at larger scales.  If your project does not involve direct 
management of habitats or species, demonstrate how your objectives will 
directly lead to or enable future actions that will benefit populations of targeted 
SGCN.  
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APPROACH  -  The approach or activities to be used in meeting the objectives, 
including specific procedures, methods, schedules or timelines, key personnel, 
and cooperators.  Provide a description of the proposed actions in sufficient 
detail so WSFR personnel are able to evaluate compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), 
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA).  Your approach 
should address the following elements: 

1. Include a description of consistent conservation protocols and 
procedures with reference to applicable literature as available. 

2. Provide a brief description of the applicant organization and all 
participating entities and/or individuals, and identify which of the 
proposed activities each agency, organization, group, or individual 
is responsible for conducting or managing.  Do not attach 
Resumes or CVs of participating individuals.  

3. Describe how you will use a standard, replicable monitoring 
regime across the targeted landscape.  

4. Describe your data management plan including how and when 
you will analyze and share monitoring results.  

5. Provide an overall project timeline with significant milestones. 
6. Describe any relationship between this project and other work 

funded by Federal grants that is planned, anticipated, or 
underway. 

 
EXPECTED RESULTS  -  Expected results or benefits from accomplishing the 
objectives.  Your narrative must include the following elements: 

1. Describe the assumptions or hypothesis linking proposed 
conservation actions to outcomes for targeted SGCN populations, 
and support the hypothesis with reference to scientific evidence. 

2. Describe any tools such as habitat-population models or other 
science-based methods you used to estimate SGCN population 
response to proposed conservation actions. 

 
LOCATION  -  Describe the location(s) of project activities and the expected 
area(s) of impact resulting from these activities.  Identify public and private lands 
where applicable.  Provide maps or other geographic aids.  Please include GPS 
Coordinates in degrees, minutes, and seconds, if available.  If specific locations of 
project activities are unknown at time of application, please provide the targeted 
county or counties where conservation actions are expected to take place. 
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D. Budget Information: Complete the Budget Information for Non-Construction Programs 
(SF 424A) form, Budget Information for Construction Programs (SF 424C) form, or 
submit the equivalent or greater level of information in another budget format.  You 
may use the SF 424A if your project does not include construction or land acquisition 
and the SF 424C if the project includes construction or land acquisition.  The budget 
forms are available on the Internet at https://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Forms.  When 
developing your budget, keep in mind that financial assistance awards and sub-awards 
are subject to the Federal cost, as applicable to the recipient organization type.  The full 
text of the Federal cost principles is available at 2 CFR 200.  

 
Multiple Federal Funding Sources: If the project budget includes multiple Federal 
funding sources, you must show the funds being requested from this Federal program 
separately from any other requested/secured Federal sources of funding on the budget 
form.  For example, enter the funds being requested from this Federal program in the 
first row of the Budget Summary section of the form and then enter funding related to 
other Federal programs in the subsequent row(s).  Be sure to enter each Federal 
program’s CFDA number in the corresponding fields on the form.   
 

E. Budget Justification: In a separate narrative titled “Budget Justification,” explain and 
justify all requested budget items/costs proposed in the submitted budget and 
demonstrate a clear connection between costs and the proposed project activities.  The 
justification for each budget category should be a brief general description of the costs 
that make up that category, yet provide enough detail to demonstrate that the 
applicant has a financial plan for implementation of the proposed objectives.  For 
example, under personnel costs include the total number of staff and the various job 
titles (classifications) anticipated to be charging to the project.  Describe any item that 
under the applicable Federal cost principles in 2 CFR 200.407 requires the Service’s 
approval and estimate its cost.  Also include: 

1. In-Kind Match – Include the source, the amount, and the valuation methodology 
used to arrive at the total;  

2. Program Income, if any – Include the source, amount, and the requested method 
of crediting the program income (i.e. deductive or additive);  

3. Useful life – Propose a useful life for each capital improvement with a value 
greater than $100,000, and reference the method used to determine it;  

4. The method for allocating costs in multipurpose projects and facilities; and 
5. When applicable, for any organization charging indirect costs, a copy of a current 

Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate Agreement.  
 

F. Letters of commitment: Lead States providing matching funds or other resources are 
not required to submit letters of commitment, unless match is being provided by one or 
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more partners.  Match sources and attributed values from partnering agencies or other 
partnering entities must be documented in a letter of commitment that is signed by the 
director of the eligible State agency or another individual with the authority to commit 
agency funds.  Letters must detail the amount of cost sharing funds and/or the value of 
staff time, donated services, equipment, or materials, and the valuation methodology 
used to arrive at the total.  Letters of commitment from a non-State partner (for 
example, a non-governmental organization or university) must be signed by the chief 
financial officer or other individual with authority to commit funds on behalf of the 
entity.   
 
For multi-State C-SWG projects, the letter(s) of commitment from the partnering 
State(s) or other partner(s) should also demonstrate that the activities to which they will 
contribute are included in their Plan.  Contributions must be described in detail and 
explicitly valued. Valuations of matching contributions given in letters of commitment 
should match figures given in the SF 424, budget and budget narrative.  Matching funds 
or other resources referenced in a letter of commitment that are not explicitly valued 
may negatively impact scoring of the proposal.  Since eligibility requires a partnership of 
two or more States (except for Alaska, Hawaii and the other U.S. insular jurisdictions), 
those States subject to this requirement must demonstrate that at least one other State 
is an active participant in proposed project actions.  You may obtain a copy of an 
example commitment letter meeting these requirements by contacting your Service 
Regional WSFR Office (see Section VIII, Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26 for contact 
information). 

 
G. Required Indirect Cost Statement: Applicants must include one of the following 

statements and attach to their application any required documentation identified in the 
applicable statement: 
“We are: 

1. A [U.S. State government entity or Association] receiving more than $35 
million in direct Federal funding with an indirect cost rate of [insert rate].  
We submit our indirect cost rate proposals to our cognizant agency.  A 
copy of our most recently approved rate agreement/certification is 
attached; or, 

2. A [U.S. State government entity or Association] receiving less than $35 
million in direct Federal funding with an indirect cost rate of [insert rate].  
We are required to prepare and retain for audit an indirect cost rate 
proposal and related documentation to support those costs; or, 

3. A [U.S. State government entity or Association] that has never submitted 
an indirect cost rate proposal to our cognizant agency.  Our indirect cost 
rate is [insert rate].  In the event an award is made, we will submit an 
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indirect cost rate proposal to our cognizant agency within 90 calendar 
days after the award is made; or, 

4. A [U.S. State government entity or Association] that has never submitted 
an indirect cost rate proposal to our cognizant agency.  Our indirect cost 
rate is [insert rate].  However, in the event an award is made, we will not 
be able to meet the requirement to submit an indirect cost rate proposal 
to our cognizant agency within 90 calendar days after award.  We request 
as a condition of award to charge a flat de minimus indirect cost rate of 
10% of modified total direct costs as defined in 2 CFR 200, section 200.68. 
We understand that the 10% de minimus rate will apply for the life of the 
award, including any future extensions for time, and that the rate cannot 
be changed even if we do establish an approved rate with our cognizant 
agency at any point during the award period; or, 

5. We are a [U.S. State government entity or Association] that will charge all 
costs directly.” 

Please note: 

● Recipients without an approved indirect cost rate are prohibited from charging 
indirect costs to a Federal award.  Accepting the 10% de minimus rate as a 
condition of award is an approved rate. 

● Failure to establish an approved rate during the award period renders all costs 
otherwise allocable as indirect costs under the award unallowable. 

● Only the indirect costs calculated against the Federal portion of the total direct 
costs may be charged to the Federal award.  Recipients may not charge to their 
Service award any indirect costs calculated against the portion of total direct 
costs charged to themselves or charged to any other project partner, Federal and 
non-Federal alike.   

● Recipients must have prior written approval from the Service to transfer 
unallowable indirect costs to amounts budgeted for direct costs or to satisfy 
cost-sharing or matching requirements under the award. 

● Recipients are prohibited from shifting unallowable indirect costs to another 
Federal award unless specifically authorized to do so by legislation. 

 
For more information on indirect cost rates, see the Service’s Indirect Costs and 
Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate Agreements guidance document on the Internet 
at http://www.fws.gov/grants/. 

 
Negotiating an Indirect Cost Rate with the Department of the Interior: The Federal 
awarding agency that provides the largest amount of direct funding to your organization 
is your cognizant agency, unless otherwise assigned by the White House Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB).  If the Department of the Interior is your cognizant 
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agency, your indirect cost rate will be negotiated by the Interior Business Center (IBC).  
For more information, contact the IBC at: 

Indirect Cost Services 
Acquisition Services Directorate, Interior Business Center 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
2180 Harvard Street, Suite 430 
Sacramento, CA 95815 
Phone: 916-566-7111 
Email: ics@nbc.gov 
Internet address: https://www.doi.gov/ibc/services/finance/indirect-cost-
services  

 
H. Single Audit Reporting Statements:  As required in 2 CFR 200, Subpart F, all U.S. states, 

local governments, federally-recognized Indian tribal governments, and non-profit 
organizations expending $750,000 USD or more in Federal award funds in a fiscal year 
must submit a Single Audit report for that year through the Federal Audit 
Clearinghouse’s Internet Data Entry System.  All applicants must provide a statement 
regarding whether your organization was or was not required to submit a Single Audit 
report for the organization’s most recently closed fiscal year and, if so, state if that 
report is available on the Federal Audit Clearinghouse Single Audit Database website 
(http://harvester.census.gov/sac/) and provide the EIN under which that report was 
submitted.  Title these statements “Single Audit Reporting Statements”.   
 

I. Assurances: Include the appropriate signed and dated Assurances form available online 
at https://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Forms.  Use the Assurances for Construction 
Programs (SF 424D) for construction and land acquisition projects. Use the Assurances 
for Non-Construction Programs (SF 424B) for all other projects.   Signing this form does 
not mean that all items on the form are applicable.  The form contains language that 
states that some of the assurances may not be applicable to your organization and/or 
your project or program. 
 

J.  Certification and Disclosure of Lobbying Activities: Under Title 31 of the United States 
Code, Section 1352, an applicant or recipient must not use any federally appropriated 
funds (both annually appropriated and continuing appropriations) or matching funds 
under a grant or cooperative agreement award to pay any person for lobbying in 
connection with the award.  Lobbying is defined as influencing or attempting to 
influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or 
employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress connection with the 
award.  Submission of an application also represents the applicant’s certification of the 
statements in 43 CFR Part 18, Appendix A-Certification Regarding Lobbying.  Applicants 
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that have made or agree to make any payment using non-appropriated funds for 
lobbying in connection with this project and have proposed a project budget exceeding 
$100,000 must complete and submit the SF LLL, Disclosure of Lobbying Activities form.  
See 43 CFR, Subpart 18.100 for more information on when additional submission of this 
form is required.   
 

K. Conflict of Interest Disclosures: Applicants must notify the Service in writing of any 
actual or potential conflicts of interest that are known at the time of application or that 
may arise during the life of this award, in the event an award is made.  Conflicts of 
interest include any relationship or matter which might place the recipient, the 
recipient’s employees, or the recipient’s sub-recipients in a position of conflict, real or 
apparent, between their responsibilities under the award and any other outside 
interests.  Conflicts of interest may also include, but are not limited to, direct or 
indirect financial interests, close personal relationships, positions of trust in outside 
organizations, consideration of future employment arrangements with a different 
organization, or decision-making affecting the award that would cause a reasonable 
person with knowledge of the relevant facts to question the impartiality of the 
applicant, the applicant’s employees, or the applicant’s future sub-recipients in the 
matter.  Upon receipt of such a notice, the Service Project Officer in consultation with 
their Ethics Counselor will determine if a conflict of interest exists and, if so, if there are 
any possible actions to be taken by the applicant to reduce or resolve the conflict.  
Failure to resolve conflicts of interest in a manner that satisfies the Service may result 
in the project not being selected for funding.      
 

L. Additional Requirements for Association Applicants: Associations applying for C-SWG 
Program funds must submit evidence of their Section 501(c)(3) or (4) status as 
determined by the Internal Revenue Service.  Associations must also provide a 
statement from each participating eligible State agency that authorizes the Association 
to apply for C-SWG Program funds on its behalf.  This statement must appear in either 
an authorizing letter signed by the agency director or within a letter of commitment as 
described in this section.  

 

Items to Include in Grant Application 

□ SF 424, Application for Federal Assistance: Submit a complete, signed and dated SF 424. 
□ Project Summary:  Submit a brief, 3-5 sentence summary of your proposed project. 
□ Project Statement: Submit a complete project statement that addresses all items 

described above.  
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□ Budget Information or SF 424 budget form: A complete SF 424-A, SF 424-C, or provide 
equivalent budget information.  

□ Budget Justification: Address all items described above, as applicable.  
□ Letters of Commitment: Letters must identify specific financial or other commitments, 

note the inclusion of proposed activities in the Plans, and be signed by an authorized 
entity with budgetary authority.  

□ Indirect Cost Statement and NICRA: Statement of negotiated indirect cost rate 
agreement status and, if applicable, a copy of the organization’s current Negotiated 
Indirect Cost Rate Agreement.  

□ Single Audit Reporting statement: Include a statement regarding applicability of and 
compliance with Single Audit Reporting requirements (2 CFR 200.501). 

□ SF 424 Assurances form: Signed and dated SF 424B or SF 424D Assurances form. 
□ SF LLL form: If applicable, completed SF-LLL Disclosure of Lobbying Activities form. 
□ Conflict of Interest Disclosure:   If applicable, provide a statement as described above. 

□ Associations: If applicable, submit a Section 501(c)(3) or (4) status determination letter 
received from the Internal Revenue Service. States are not required to submit this 
documentation. Submit a signed approval statement from all States on behalf of which 
you will apply. This statement may be included within a Letter of Commitment.  

 
Failure to provide complete information may cause delays, postponement, or rejection of 
the application.   

 
V.  Submission Instructions 
 

A. SUBMISSION DEADLINE: Grant application packages must be submitted at Grants.gov 
no later than 11:59 PM PST on February 3, 2017. 
 

B. Intergovernmental Review: Before submitting an application, U.S. State and local 
government applicants should visit the following website 
(http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/grants spoc/) to determine whether their 
application is subject to the State intergovernmental review process under Executive 
Order (E.O.) 12372 “Intergovernmental review of Federal Programs.”  E.O. 12372 was 
issued to foster intergovernmental partnership and strengthen federalism by relying on 
State and local processes for the coordination and review of proposed Federal financial 
assistance and direct Federal development.  The E.O. allows each State to designate an 
entity to perform this function.  The official list of designated entities is posted on the 
website.  Applicants may contact the State’s designated entity for more information on 
the process the State requires to be followed when applying for assistance.  States that 
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do not have a designated entity listed on the website have chosen not to participate in 
the review process.   
 

C. Electronic Submission Instructions:  Go to www.grants.gov. The application package can 
be found by entering Funding Opportunity Number F17AS00006 on the “Search Grants” 
tab.  Completed applications must be submitted electronically through Grants.gov.  We 
recommend you also email a single document (PDF) containing the entire proposal to 
your Service Regional WSFR Office (see Section VIII, Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26) 
before the application deadline.  However, this submission method is not a substitute 
for submission via Grants.gov.  The applicant is responsible to ensure that the 
application has been properly and completely submitted by the deadline.  The following 
are items that need to be done before a grant application package can be submitted 
electronically through Grants.gov: 

1. Applicants must register as an Authorized Organization 
Representative (AOR) and have a user ID and password. The applicant 
can register on the web 
at  http://www.grants.gov/applicants/get registered.jsp; 

2. Applicants must have Adobe Acrobat Reader to view files on the web. 
You can download Adobe Acrobat Reader 
at http://get.adobe.com/reader/. 

 
Standard forms such as SF 424, SF 424A, SF 424B, SF 424 C, and SF 424D are fillable 
forms on Grants.gov.  Applicants may omit the standard budget forms (SF 424 A and C), 
but must include a budget table as described in this announcement. The project 
statement and budget narrative must be attachments in one of the following formats: 
MS Word, Adobe PDF, or MS Excel. The required SF 424 Application for Federal 
Assistance and Assurances forms and any other required standard forms MUST be 
signed by your organization’s authorized official.   
 
All forms and attachments in the Application Checklist (see Page 16), as applicable, must 
be submitted with the grant application package. 
 
Important note on Grants.gov application attachment file names: Please do not assign 
application attachment file names longer than 20 characters, including spaces.  
Assigning file names longer than 20 characters will create issues in the automatic 
interface between Grants.gov and the Service’s financial assistance management 
system. 
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VI. Application Review 
 

A. Scoring Criteria: The following criteria express a preference for projects that exemplify 
an adaptive management approach including explicit articulation of hypotheses and a 
focus on evaluating effectiveness of proposed actions.  The criteria favor projects that 
identify target and secondary species, explain how the project will benefit those species, 
explain how project outcomes will be measured, explain why the project did (or didn’t) 
work, and finally, share that knowledge with other conservation professionals to 
advance the purpose of the C-SWG Program.   
 
Targeted species are those explicitly addressed within an adaptive management 
framework; project design should reflect items listed in Section III.C, Page 6.  Secondary 
species are those that are expected to also benefit from proposed actions, although 
monitoring and evaluation of effectiveness of conservation actions consistent with 
adaptive management of these species is not anticipated.   
 
Additional points may be awarded for projects that address Service priorities (see 
Section I, Pages 3-4).  Point scales are guidelines; values may be assigned within the 
ranges identified. The maximum score is 46 points.   

 
1. Is/are the target species or project site(s) documented as a high priority for the 

participating State(s)? 
Applicant identifies one or more targeted SGCN and geographical area, and cites the 
basis for its priority in one or more States.  Provide evidence to verify priority of the 
targeted species/lands including reference to Plans and/or third-party species 
rankings (such as IUCN or NatureServe). Scale: 0-5 points 

5 points:  Targeted SGCN is/are listed as a State threatened or endangered 
species in at least one participating State; or, targeted SGCN are identified as Tier 
1 or other priority designation, or conservation actions are located within an 
identified Conservation Opportunity Area or other priority lands, as described in 
a Wildlife Action Plan in at least one participating State; 
3 point:  Targeted SGCN and lands are identified, but they are not documented 
as a State’s highest priority; 
0 points: Targeted SGCN and/or specific targeted lands are not identified 
PRIORITY:  Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for projects that target 
Service-listed animal Candidate Species.  Proposals must demonstrate how 
proposed conservation actions are expected to help lead to removal or 
withdrawal of the Candidate species listing.  
See http://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/table/candidate-species.html for a list of 
current Service Candidate species.  
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2. How will the project benefit the targeted species? 

Applicant predicts the expected SGCN response to proposed activities by clearly 
presenting identified threats and conservation actions that address the threats, 
and by referencing science-based methods.  Scale:  0-5 points 

5 points:  Project includes or refers to a hypothesis, conceptual model, or other 
accepted method that describes how proposed conservation actions are 
expected to benefit the targeted species and a numeric, population-based 
expected outcome. 
3 points:  Project includes a hypothesis, conceptual model or other accepted 
method and a numeric expected outcome but narrative is vague or unclear, or 
insufficient evidence is given to judge whether proposed conservation actions 
will achieve the expected outcome.    
1 point:   Project includes either a hypothesis, conceptual model or other 
accepted method or a numeric expected outcome. 
0 points: :   Project includes neither a hypothesis, conceptual model or other 
accepted method nor a numeric expected outcome. 
PRIORITY:  Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for projects that target and 
benefit pollinator species in the project area through direct management of 
habitat and/or species augmentation.  (For guidance, see Pollinators and the 
State Wildlife Action Plans (The Heinz Center, 2013)). 
PRIORITY:  Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for projects that target and 
benefit SGCN amphibian, reptile, non-pollinator invertebrate, or non-game fish 
species in the project area through direct management of habitat and/or species 
augmentation.   

 
3. Will the project benefit other animal SGCN? 

Applicant provides evidence that secondary species will benefit in the project area 
during the period of performance.  Provide references, citations or other evidence 
to support your hypotheses, and cite Plan(s) that identify specific threats to, 
conservation actions for, and monitoring of secondary species. Scale:  0-3 points 

3 points:  Applicant presents evidence to show secondary species are likely to 
benefit from project activities.  
2 points:  Applicant describes benefits to secondary species, but evidence 
describing how or why they will benefit from project activities is insufficient or 
inconclusive.   
1 point:  Applicant describes benefits to secondary species, but omits any 
evidence describing how or why they will benefit from project activities.   
0 points: Applicant does not describe secondary species or expected benefits. 
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4. Does the project contribute to a regional, collaborative landscape conservation 
strategy or plan (at a scale greater than a Wildlife Action Plan)?   
Applicant identifies one or more landscape conservation plan or strategy at a scale 
greater than an individual Wildlife Action Plan, shows how proposed actions align 
with the plan(s), and cites specific page references.  Scale: 0-4 points 

4 points:  Landscape conservation plan(s) and pages cited for both target and 
secondary species;  
3 points:  Landscape conservation plan(s) and pages cited only for target species; 
1 point:   Landscape conservation plan(s) are identified, but not specific page 
references; 
0 points:  No specific references provided to landscape plans or strategies.  
PRIORITY:  Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for applicants that: 1. 
Partner with a multi-stakeholder decision-making body that coordinates 
planning and project implementation; and 2. Incorporate biological objectives 
for multiple land management jurisdictions (States, tribal or private lands, 
Federal lands, etc.) in the project design, as cited in a regional, collaborative 
landscape conservation strategy or plan.  

5. Does the project design demonstrate adoption of the following best practices? 
Proposal briefly describes protocols to be used across the targeted landscape, a 
method that each participating State or partner will use to determine the local 
population response of targeted SGCN, identifies responsible individual(s), and 
presents a detailed monitoring plan.  Scale: 1 point for each (additive) 

1 point: Describes the existing baseline SGCN status within the project area or at 
a larger scale, with reference to supporting evidence; 
1 point: Clearly articulates population-based objective(s) at the site scale or 
larger scale; 
1 point: Describes cohesive procedures and protocols clearly; 
1 point: Describes clearly-defined performance indicators that are measurable 
and repeatable; 
1 point: Describes entity or entities responsible for each action in detail;  
1 point: Describes monitoring activities and a timeline for monitoring.  
PRIORITY:  Up to 2 additional points may be awarded for projects that 
significantly incorporate climate change considerations in project design, 
including projects whose goals and objectives align with published climate 
change adaptation plans or that incorporate recommendations of organizations 
specializing in climate science for conservation purposes. 

 
6. Does the proposal demonstrate how proposed actions will comply with relevant 

State and Federal statutes and other State and/or local compliance processes? 
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Application identifies required local, State, Federal, and/or tribal compliance and 
consultation requirements (if applicable) and how they will be addressed, including 
but not limited to NEPA, NHPA, ESA, Clean Water Act, Tribal, State and local 
permits, etc. Scale: 0-2 points 

2 points:  Necessary compliance elements identified and compliance strategy 
explained; 
1 points:  Some compliance information is provided but it is vague or 
incomplete; 
0 points:  Permitting and compliance is not addressed. 

 
7. Does the proposal document non-Federal match beyond the minimum 

requirement?  
Application documents non-Federal match in addition to the required 25% of total 
project costs. Scale: 1-4 points  

4 points: Non-Federal match is > 40 % of total project costs (>16 % for the 
territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands); or 
3 points: Non-Federal match is > 35 to 40 % of total project costs (>11 to 15 % 
for the territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands); 
2 points: Non-Federal match is > 30 to 35 % of total project costs (>6 to 10 % for 
the territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands) or 
1 point: Non-Federal match is 26 to 30 % of total project costs (>0 to 5 % for the 
territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands). 
 

8. Is the budget and budget justification complete, accurate, and sufficiently 
supported? 
Applicant presents a budget and supporting narrative that is consistent throughout 
the application and sufficiently documented. Scale: 0-4 

4 points: All budget figures and budget narrative are consistent throughout the 
document, are adequately detailed, appropriately organized and easily 
understandable, and are supported as required with necessary documentation. 
2 points: Budget figures and narrative are generally consistent, but are 
inadequately detailed, poorly organized, or insufficiently documented. 
0 points: Budget figures and narrative are inconsistent, inadequately detailed, 
poorly organized and are not documented. 
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9. How will applicant capture, store, and analyze data and share project 
performance results and analysis?   
Applicant presents a data management plan that includes analysis and sharing of 
results.  Note significant uses of data/analyses such as a Service listing decision, 
future habitat management decisions, etc. Scale: 0-3 points 

3 points:  Proposal includes information on how project data will be captured; 
where it will be stored; and how it will be analyzed and shared broadly to inform 
future decision-making. 
2 points:  Proposal includes information on how data will be captured, stored 
and analyzed. 
1 point:  Proposal includes information on how data will be captured and stored. 
0 points: Proposal does not include information on data capture or storage. 

 
B. Review and Selection Process: Project selection and award is a seven-step process:  

acceptance, pre-ranking review, ranking, selection, risk assessment, pre-award 
notification, and award notification.   

 
1. Application acceptance - The Service will accept applications via Grants.gov for 

review any time between October 19, 2016 and February 3, 2017.  States may 
revise and resubmit applications until the identified application deadline.  We 
encourage applicants to communicate with the Service Regional WSFR Office at 
least six weeks in advance of the deadline to ask for a preliminary review; 
however, we cannot guarantee pre-deadline application review due to limited 
staff availability.   

2. Pre-Ranking review – The Service will conduct a pre-ranking review of proposals 
to verify eligibility.  During February and March of 2017, we may identify errors 
or other deficiencies in your proposal.  During this period, a Service 
representative may contact the project officer you identify on your SF-424 to 
clarify information or address minor errors or omissions, if necessary.  

3. Application ranking – After the pre-ranking review, a panel of up to eight Service 
program specialists will complete the review and ranking of the applications 
using criteria in this announcement.  Ranking is tentatively scheduled for April 
2017.  After the application ranking, you may be asked to revise the project 
scope and/or budget. 

4. Application selection - The review panel recommends a ranked project list to the 
Assistant Director for WSFR, who recommends a final list of projects to the 
Service Director.  The Service Director makes final selections. 

5. Risk Assessment - Each fiscal year, for every entity receiving one or more awards 
in that fiscal year, the Service conducts a risk assessment based on eight risk 
categories.  The result of this risk assessment is used to establish a monitoring 
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plan for all awards to the entity in that fiscal year.  The Service’s risk assessment 
form is available on the Internet at http://www.fws.gov/forms/3-2462.pdf.   

6. Pre-Award Notification– If selected, the Service Regional WSFR Office will notify 
State applicants of the award and the process needed to receive a grant, 
including satisfactory completion of compliance requirements. Applicants are 
encouraged to submit all required documentation to the Service Regional WSFR 
Office within six months of receipt of any pre-award notification. 

7. Award Notification - When compliance requirements are met, the Regional 
Office will send a Notice of Award to the recipient agency detailing the terms 
and conditions of the award.  

 
We expect to announce awards by May 2017.   

 
VII. Award Administration 
 

A. Award Notices:  Applicants that receive pre-award notification and meet all identified 
compliance and other requirements will receive a Notice of Award.  Notices of Award 
are typically sent to recipients by e-mail.  If e-mail notification is unsuccessful, the 
documents will be sent by courier mail (e.g., FedEx, DHL or UPS).  Award recipients are 
not required to sign/return the Notice of Award document.  Acceptance of an award is 
defined as starting work, drawing down funds, or accepting the award via electronic 
means.  Awards are based on the application submitted to, and as approved by, the 
Service.  The Notice of Award will include instructions specific to each recipient on how 
to request payment.  If applicable, the instructions will detail any additional 
information/forms required and where to submit payment requests.  Consult with your 
Regional Office regarding the earliest start date for your project.  
 

B. Administrative and National Policy Requirements: 
 

a. Compliance with environmental laws such as the ESA, the NEPA, and the NHPA 
must be satisfied before the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service can approve a grant 
proposal. 

b. In accepting Federal funds, applicants must comply with 2 CFR 200 (Uniform 
Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for 
Federal Awards).  

c. All organizations must obtain a DUNS number, a unique identifying number, 
before applying for Federal funds.  Only private individual landowners are 
exempted. Organizations can receive a DUNS number at no cost by calling the 
DUNS number request line at 1-866-706-5711 or online 
at http://fedgov.dnb.com/webform.  
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d. States must have a current registration in the System for Award Management 
(SAM). Register in SAM online at http://www.sam.gov/.  Once registered in SAM, 
entities must renew and revalidate their SAM registration at least every 12 
months from the date previously registered.  Entities are strongly urged to 
revalidate their registration as often as needed to ensure that their information 
is up to date and corresponds with changes that may have been made to DUNS 
and IRS information.  Applicant entities identified in the SAM.gov Exclusions 
database as ineligible, prohibited/restricted or excluded from receiving Federal 
contracts, certain subcontracts, and certain Federal assistance and benefits will 
not be considered for Federal funding, as applicable to the funding being 
requested under this Federal program.  

e. States must complete and submit an Automated Standard Application for 
Payments (ASAP) system Participation Form if not already enrolled in ASAP If you 
have an existing account with another Federal agency, please indicate your ASAP 
ID on the form.  For further instructions visit the FA Wiki.  

f. Acceptance of a financial assistance award (i.e., grant or cooperative agreement) 
from the Service carries with it the responsibility to be aware of and comply with 
the terms and conditions applicable to the award.  Awards are subject to the 
terms and conditions incorporated into the Notice of Award either by direct 
citation or by reference to the following: Federal regulations; program legislation 
or regulation; Service policy, and special award terms and conditions.  The 
Federal regulations applicable to Service awards are available on the Internet 
at http://www.fws.gov/grants/.  If you do not have access to the Internet and 
require a full text copy of the award terms and conditions, contact the Service 
point of contact identified in the Agency Contacts section below (Section VIII, 
Pages 25-26). 
 

C. Transmittal of Sensitive Data: Recipients are responsible for ensuring any sensitive data 
being sent to the Service is protected during its transmission/delivery.  The Service 
strongly recommends that recipients use the most secure transmission/delivery method 
available.  The Service recommends the following digital transmission methods: secure 
digital faxing; encrypted emails; emailing a password protected zipped/compressed file 
attachment in one email followed by the password in a second email; or emailing a 
zipped/compressed file attachment.  The Service strongly encourages recipients sending 
sensitive data in paper copy to use a courier mail service.  Recipients may also contact 
their Service Project Officer and provide any sensitive data over the telephone. 

 
D. Recipient Reporting Requirements: Interim financial reports and performance reports 

may be required.  Interim reports will be required no more frequently than quarterly, 
and no less frequently than annually.  A final financial report and a final performance 
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report will be required and are due within 90 calendar days of the end date of the 
award.  Performance reports must contain: 1) a comparison of actual accomplishments 
with the goals and objectives of the award as detailed in the approved scope of work; 2) 
a description of reasons why established goals were not met, if appropriate; and 3) any 
other pertinent informati2 Cn relevant to the project results.   

 
Events may occur between the scheduled performance reporting dates that have 
significant impact upon the supported activity.  In such cases, recipients are required to 
notify the Service in writing as soon as the following types of conditions become known: 

● Problems, delays, or adverse conditions that will materially impair the ability to 
meet the objective of the Federal award.  This disclosure must include a 
statement of any corrective action(s) taken or contemplated, and any assistance 
needed to resolve the situation. 

● Favorable developments that enable meeting time schedules and objectives 
sooner or at less cost than anticipated or producing more or different beneficial 
results than originally planned. 

 
The Service will specify in the Notice of Award the reporting frequency applicable to the 
award. 

 
Financial and performance reporting requirements and retention and access 
requirements are specified in 2 CFR 200 (Subpart D) and in Service Manual Chapters 516 
FW 1 and 516 FW 2.  Electronic submission of performance information using the 
Wildlife TRACS system may be required, as detailed in the terms and conditions of the 
award.  

 
VIII. Agency Contacts 
 
The Service administers the C-SWG Program through WSFR.  Additional program information 
can be found by contacting your Regional Service WSFR Office (see contact information below) 
or go to http://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/ContactUs/ContactUs.htm. 
 
National-level program information can be obtained by contacting: 
 

Paul Van Ryzin 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program 
Mailstop: WSFR 
5275 Leesburg Pike 
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803 
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(703) 358-1849 
paul vanryzin@fws.gov  

 
For project- and Region-specific information, contact your Regional WSFR Office: 

Region 1 - American Samoa, Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, Hawaii, 
Idaho, Oregon, and Washington.   

Contact Person: Karla Drewsen, 503-231-2389, karla drewsen@fws.gov.  
Electronic Documents to: r1fa grants@fws.gov.  

 
Region 2 - Arizona, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas.  

Contact Person: Susan MacMullin, 505-248-7476, susan macmullin@fws.gov.   
Electronic Documents to: fw2fa@fws.gov.  

 
Region 3 - Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin.   

Contact Person: Jessica Piispanen, 612-713-5142, jessica piispanen@fws.gov. 
Electronic Documents to: R3fedaid@fws.gov.  

 
Region 4 - Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, Puerto Rico, South Carolina, Tennessee, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.  

Contact Person: LeAnne Bonner, 404-679-7357, leanne_bonner@fws.gov. 
 Electronic Documents to: r4federalassistance@fws.gov.  
 
Region 5 - Connecticut, Delaware, the District of Columbia,  Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West 
Virginia.   

Contact Person: Dee Blanton, 413-253-8513, dee blanton@fws.gov.       
 Electronic Documents to: fw5fareports@fws.gov.  
 
Region 6 - Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah, and 
Wyoming.  

Contact Person: Amanda Horvath, 303-236-4414, amanda horvath@fws.gov. 
 Electronic Documents to: FW6 FAGrants@fws.gov.  
 
Region 7 – Alaska. 

Contact Person:  Steve Klein, 907-786-3322, steve klein@fws.gov.     
Electronic Documents to: ak fa@fws.gov.  

 
Region 8 - California and Nevada.  

Contact Person: Bart Prose, 916-414-6558, bart prose@fws.gov. 
Electronic Documents to: R8FA Grants@FWS.gov.  
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Attachment: Fiscal Year 2017 Competitive State Wildlife Grant (SWG) Program 
 

Questions and Answers 
 
Q1.  Will grant applications from a single State be considered for funding? 
 

A. Only the State fish and wildlife agencies of Alaska, Hawaii, and the other insular U.S. 
jurisdictions may apply for C-SWG Program funds as a single State. Other States must 
identify at least one other State agency partner outside of their State, and the agency 
must be an active participant in proposed conservation actions.  Active participation is 
defined as a significant contribution of resources that are dedicated to completion of 
project objectives, such as cash, equipment, or staff time.  Wherever appropriate, we 
encourage partnering with additional State agencies, tribes, Federal agencies, academic 
institutions, organizations, businesses, or individuals (e.g., private landowners), etc.   

 
Q2. What are the minimum and maximum Federal awards through the C-SWG Program? 
 

A. Single State fish and wildlife agencies may apply for a minimum of $25,000 and a   
maximum of $250,000 in Federal C-SWG funds. Two or more State fish and wildlife 
agencies may apply for a minimum of $50,000 and a maximum of $500,000 in Federal C-
SWG funds. Associations applying on behalf of two or more State fish and wildlife 
agencies may apply for a minimum of $50,000 and a maximum of $500,000 in Federal C-
SWG funds.  

 
Q3.  What are the Federal cost-sharing requirements for this competitive program? 
 

A. The Federal share for C-SWG Program grants may not exceed 75 percent of the total 
project cost.  Matching funds may not include other Federal funds unless specifically 
authorized by law.  Matching requirements up to $200,000 are waived for the territories 
of the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands (48 U.S.C. 1469a. (d)).   

 
Q4.  Will the C-SWG Grant Program continue in future years? 
 

A. The C-SWG Grant Program is appropriated annually by Congress; there is no assurance 
that it will be funded in Fiscal Year 2017 or in subsequent years.   
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Q5.  How long are funds available for obligation? 

A. C-SWG Program funds are available until expended. Applicants selected for funding are 
encouraged to submit all required documentation to the Service Regional WSFR Office 
within six months of initial pre-award notification of selection for an award.     

 
Q6.  Is there a maximum grant period? 
 

A. Yes.  The maximum period for grants is three years from the effective date of grant 
award obligation.  If approved by the Service Regional Director or his/her designee, an 
extension may be approved through an amendment; however, the grant may be 
extended no more than an additional two years.  

 
Q7.  How must a project statement document an emerging issue?  
 

A. We consider emerging issues relevant to SGCN or their habitats although they are not 
included in the State’s Wildlife Action Plan.   

 
A project statement must:  
(1) Describe the emerging issue fully by identifying the wildlife species or habitats that 
would benefit from the proposed action;  
(2) Explain why it is an emerging issue; and  
(3) Commit the State to monitoring the effectiveness of the completed action so the 
State can adaptively manage future activities.  

 
The application package must include a commitment letter that the director of the State 
fish and wildlife agency has signed stating that the next version of the Plan will include 
the issue if it remains a priority. 

 
Q8.  For multi-state projects, should one State be the project lead?   
 

A. Partnerships of multiple States may designate a lead State that administers funds to 
partnering States, non-State entities such as universities, and other non-governmental 
organizations through sub-awards.  The lead State must prepare and submit financial 
status and performance reports on behalf of all partners for the entire project. 

 
Alternatively, each State in a multi-State project may choose to directly receive grant 
funds from the Service.  In this case, after the Service Director approves an award, each 
participating State must submit an Application for Federal Assistance (SF-424) to the 
Service Regional WSFR Office to obligate its portion of awarded funds.  In addition, each 
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State must prepare and submit individual financial status and performance reports for 
its portion of the overall project.   

 
Associations must administer funds to partnering States, non-State entities, and other 
non-governmental organizations through sub-awards, and must submit financial status 
and performance reports on behalf of all partners for the entire project. 
 

Q9. For multi-state projects, does each State need to contribute the minimum required 25% 
match? 
 

A. For multi-State projects, the overall match must be at least 25%; however, each State 
may provide more or less than 25%.  For States that provide less than a 25% match, the 
designated lead State or Association must document at least 25% match on the SF 424 
(regardless of the source).  The non-Federal share may not include Federal funds or 
Federal in-kind match unless specifically allowed by law. 

 
Q10.  What activities are eligible for funding under this program?  
 

A. The C-SWG Program was created to meet the needs of SGCN and their habitats through 
activities that are identified in a State’s Plan, with a focus on conservation projects 
yielding measurable results for these species.  Activities eligible for funding are 
described in detail in Table 10-1 of the Service Manual Chapter 517 FW 10, State Wildlife 
Grants – Mandatory Subprogram which is located 
at http://fawiki.fws.gov/display/WTK/Toolkit+Homepage. While any activity described 
in the Service Manual is eligible, the ranking criteria described in Section VI. Application 
Review, Page 15, provide current priorities for funding under the C-SWG Program.  

 
Q11.  What are the compliance requirements for activities funded under this program?  
 

A. States must comply with all applicable Federal laws and regulations as a condition of 
acceptance of Federal funds.  In addition to the authorizing legislation, compliance 
requirements for the C-SWG Program include 43 CFR Part 12, 2 CFR 200, ESA, NEPA, 
NHPA, and other applicable State and Federal laws, regulations, and policies.  Applicants 
must provide assurance that they will comply with applicable provisions.  Appendix 2, 
522 FW 1 of the Service Manual provides an assurances checklist for non-construction 
grants (SF-424B) that States may use to develop a grant application (Service Manual 522 
FW 1.3B and C and 523 FW 1).  

 
The Service, in cooperation with grantees, must address Federal compliance issues 
relating to the ESA, NEPA, and NHPA prior to obligating awarded grant funds.  Service 
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Regional WSFR staff can assist grantees in explaining the procedures and documentation 
necessary for meeting Federal requirements prior to approval of the Application for 
Federal Assistance to obligate funds. 

 
Q12.  Are there additional formatting criteria?  
 

A. Formatting criteria for the Project Statement are included in the NOFO, Section IV.C, 
Page 9.  Formatting requirements for document submission at Grants.gov can be found 
at http://www.grants.gov/. 

 
Q13.  Where should an applicant submit C-SWG Grant Program applications?  
 

A. All applications must be submitted through Grants.gov, Funding Opportunity Number 
XXXXXXX.  We recommend you also submit via email a single document (PDF format) 
containing the entire proposal to your Service Regional WSFR Office (see Section VIII, 
Agency Contacts, Pages 25-26) prior to the deadline in case there are problems 
submitting your application package through Grants.gov. 

 
Q14.  Who announces the awards, and what additional documentation is required of selected 
applicants? 
 

A. The Service Director makes selections for awards based on scored ranking of the 
criteria.  The Service Regional WSFR Office will notify successful applicants of the 
selections and provide any additional information requirements. 

 
Q15.  What must be done during the grant period if a change in objectives or approach is 
needed? 
 

A. This is a competitive program.  Therefore, each grant application is judged to be 
complete with all costs needed to accomplish the proposed objectives.  The Service 
Regional WSFR Office has discretion to determine whether proposed changes can be 
accepted if the original objectives still will be met and the resulting benefits will be 
equivalent to those initially described.  Otherwise, no changes to costs, objectives, 
benefits, or approach will be allowed.   

 
If the State(s) cannot complete the grant as approved, the grant will be terminated; all 
remaining unexpended funds will revert to the Service; the State must submit a final 
report within 90 days of the termination date.  The Service may require that the State(s) 
repay all expended funds if the final financial status report and the final performance 
report indicate that no substantive accomplishments were made.   
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Q16.  Who has the authority to terminate a grant? 
 

A. Grants may be terminated by the Service Director or by mutual agreement between the 
State Director and the Service Regional WSFR Chief.  A termination decision by the 
Service Director is not subject to appeal.  

 
Q17. What is included within the 15 page limit for the Project Statement, and what is not? 
 

A. Included in project statement page limit:  Project Statement including any graphs or 
tables within the text, Location Description, Project Leader Information (do not include 
CVs or resumes), roadmap to scoring criteria responses, and any addenda that explain 
or provide additional information to supplement the narrative.  Not included in project 
statement page limit: Federal forms, Project Summary, Budget and Budget Justification, 
Maps, Photos, Drawings or Schematics, Citations to Literature, Letters of Commitment, 
and any statements pertaining to indirect costs, audits, or conflicts of interest.  

 
Please limit the total application package to 100 pages or less.  

 
Q18. What resources are available to help with project design and proposal development? 
 

A. States seeking to submit applications to the C-SWG Program may benefit from 
information contained in the document, “Measuring the Effectiveness of State Wildlife 
Grants,” available at: http://www.fishwildlife.org/files/Effectiveness-Measures-
Report 2011.pdf.  

 
Additional resources focusing on adaptive management are available in the following: 

● Strategic Habitat Conservation: Final Report of the National Ecological 
Assessment Team (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and U.S. Geological Survey, 
2006)  

● Adaptive Management: The U.S. Department of the Interior Applications Guide 
(Williams and Brown, 2012) 

● The Open Standards for the Practice of Conservation (The Conservation 
Measures Partnership, 2013) 

 
Q19. Are land values eligible as match? 
 

A. Although land value is allowable for use as match, we generally discourage this source 
of match in the C-SWG program.  In order for the value of land to qualify for match, you 
must show that the expenses associated with acquisition of a specific parcel, appraised 
and reviewed properly following Federal standards, are necessary for the achievement 
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of project objectives.  This justification should address why acquisition of the subject 
parcel was necessary, and could not be accomplished through another less expensive 
action such as an easement.  Value of lands acquired in previous years or lands that 
have not yet been acquired may be disqualified if they are not shown to be necessary 
for achieving project objectives.  

 
Q20. Ranking criteria provide extra points for certain classes such as amphibians. Are projects 
targeting birds, mammals, and fish projects still eligible?  
 

A. Yes, any project targeting a designated SGCN (or an animal species impacted by an 
emerging issue) may be considered for funding under this program.  

 
Q21. Can I still apply for a State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP) Enhancement grant through the 
C-SWG Program? 
 

A. No. The former SWAP Enhancement subprogram has been discontinued.  With the 
submission of revised Plans in October 2015, the Service is committed to helping States 
implement their Plans in 2016 and beyond.  

 
Q22. Is student tuition an eligible cost under the C-SWG Program? 
 

A. Yes. Tuition remission and other forms of compensation paid as, or in lieu of, wages to 
students performing necessary work are allowable provided that such compensation 
meets the five criteria described at 2 CFR 200.466.  You should note in your application 
whether any students will receive a stipend in addition to tuition remission, and justify 
why hiring a student is more cost-effective than other hiring arrangements such as 
hiring seasonal technical field staff.  

 
Q23. Are pre-award costs eligible under the C-SWG Program? 
 

A. Yes.  Pre-award costs are those incurred prior to the effective date of a Federal award 
and are necessary for efficient and timely performance of proposed activities.  Such 
costs may be eligible for reimbursement or use as match with written approval of a 
Regional WSFR Chief or designee.  Pre-award costs are limited to those that are directly 
pursuant to the negotiation and in anticipation of the pending Federal award, and they 
must be otherwise allowable if they were incurred after the date of the Federal award 
(2 CFR 200.458).  Generally, only those costs incurred between the date of project 
selection for funding and obligation of the award by the Region are eligible as pre-award 
costs.  Costs meeting this definition include, for example, required compliance activities 
that are performed after selection of the project for funding by the Service Director but 
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prior to receipt of an award letter from the Region.  Previous project costs do not meet 
the criteria for eligible pre-award costs because they are not directly pursuant to the 
negotiation and in anticipation of the pending Federal award.  



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Seth Mott
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 12:35:48 PM
Attachments: FINAL Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities.pdf

FWS Response to DOI Training memo w  attachments.pdf
Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft.docx

Hi Seth,

In the interest of time, I've attached the revised policy file with URLs for all relevant
documents.  There were two files that are not available online which I've attached.  As an FYI,
"Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System" is not on the FWS
website but I included a link to the U.S. Forest Service which has it.

I'm working on the Grants URLs but it may take a little more time so I'll send it next, but this
gives you at least one to work with in the meantime.

Please let me know if I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 11:39 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Attached, revised for the first two.

On Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 10:38 AM, Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Can you put the info on points awarded in the first two items

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 10, 2017, at 10:10 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Seth,

Additional responses are attached.  These are all grant oriented.  

My thought is that none of these are directly related to SO 3349 but rather
reflect earlier movement by FWS to consider climate change alongside of and
in context with other pressures such as habitat loss and invasive species.

I've saved the file in R:\CC Policy\Secretarial Order 3349 along with
references to the grants that are referenced.

Please let me know how I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason



On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or
concerns, please let me know ASAP so we can address them before the
briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and
Ben Jessup to define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities,
and set up a check in meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive,
ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind"
related policies on mitigation.  We largely addressed this
assignment with yesterday’s mitigation data call that was
complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out and
required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will
form the basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP
by Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive,
ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind"
related policies on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott
Covington, in coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider
the oil and gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy
set forth in Section 1 of the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief
ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify
regulations that potentially burden the "development or utilization
of domestically produced energy resources, with particular
attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources."



 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

<Information Memorandum_SO3349 Climate Change Appendix.docx>

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213
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Executive Summary 

Federal agencies responsible for safeguarding and managing the Nation’s public natural 
resources have a duty to develop the institutional knowledge and capability needed to anticipate, 
plan for, and respond to climate change. This report, A Framework for Building Climate Literacy 
and Capabilities Among Federal Natural Resource Agencies, provides a strategic approach for 
agencies to collaborate and implement climate training and education programs.  
 
Federal Response 
In October 2014, the Administration released its Priority Agenda for Enhancing the Climate 
Resilience of America’s Natural Resources (Priority Agenda). The Priority Agenda was 
developed by the interagency Climate and Natural Resources Working Group (CNRWG), which 
includes the Departments of Defense (DOD), Interior (DOI), and Agriculture (USDA), the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA), the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE).  
 
Included in the Priority Agenda are strategic actions for Federal natural resource management 
agencies to enhance the climate resilience of natural resources, including developing a 
framework for building climate literacy. An interagency team of CNRWG agencies convened in 
2015 to develop this framework called for in the Priority Agenda. 
 
Federal agencies have made significant progress over the past decade developing a broad range 
of climate change training courses and activities to improve climate literacy and capability that 
advances resilience. This progress has benefitted the Federal workforce, as well as partners and 
communities. While significant progress has been made, additional actions are needed to 
advance Federal efforts to build a climate literate and capable workforce.  
 
A Way Forward 
This report describes common climate training and education goals and objectives, efforts to 
provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work with external partners and 
stakeholders on climate training. The report recommends that agencies: 
 

• Conduct climate training and education needs assessments; 
• Establish clear goals and objectives for climate training and education;  
• Integrate climate training needs into existing training curricula; and 
• Increase coordination and collaborative training efforts. 

 
As our understanding of climate change and its impacts progresses, this framework will serve as 
a model for Federal agencies to integrate new knowledge and understanding into their climate 
training and education programs, and to continue building interagency coordination and 
collaboration. 
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I. Introduction  
Throughout the country, climate change is altering the structure and function of ecosystems, 
changing the distribution and abundance of plants and animals, and limiting the ability of lands 
and waters to provide critical services to communities. Receding glaciers, melting sea-ice, sea-
level rise, extreme weather events, and increased temperatures are just a few examples of how 
climate change is impacting natural resources, as well as the public infrastructure, services, and 
local economies that depend on those natural resources. Observed and projected climate change 
impacts threaten the ability of government agencies at all levels to fulfill their missions and 
provide effective public services. As noted in the third National Climate Assessment, climate 
change is projected to worsen even with significant greenhouse gas emission reductions.    

Members of the Federal workforce with natural resource management, infrastructure, emergency 
management, and/or similar responsibilities subject to climate risks need the knowledge, 
awareness, and technical capabilities to understand and prepare for climate impacts. The purpose 
of this report is to describe a framework for building a climate literate Federal workforce with 
the capacity to identify and address climate readiness actions across their areas of responsibility. 
This includes the protection and conservation of natural resources, employee safety, critical 
infrastructure, and other public services. 

A. A Call for Action 
The Administration’s Priority Agenda for Enhancing the Climate Resilience of America’s 
Natural Resources (Priority Agenda, October 2014) was prepared in response to Section 3 of 
Executive Order (EO) 13653 – Preparing the United States for the Impacts of Climate Change 
(November 2013). The Priority Agenda provides a strategy with commitments by Federal 
agencies to enhance the climate resilience of natural resources. Among the actions identified, 
these agencies committed to the following: 
 

“By 2015, NOAA, USDA, and DOI, in cooperation with other Federal agencies, will 
define a framework for education and training to build climate literacy and capability 
among relevant Federal agency staff and technical service providers, such as planners, 
engineers, and consultants. The framework should include assessing climate literacy in 
Federal agencies and developing partnerships with non-profit or professional groups to 
promote climate resilience outreach, education, training, certification, and engagement of 
academic training capability.” 

Additionally, Executive Order 13693 – Planning for Federal Sustainability in the Next Decade 
(March 2015) – directs the Office of Personnel Management to include environmental 
sustainability and climate preparedness and resilience into Federal leadership and educational 
programs.  

An interagency team consisting of several CNRWG agencies and the Office of Personnel 
Management convened in 2015 to develop the climate literacy framework called for in the 
Priority Agenda. The framework also incorporates elements of the climate leadership training 
called for in Executive Order 13693. 
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Resilience Planning Guidance Available 
Through the Climate Resilience Toolkit  

 
Federal agencies of the United States Global 
Climate Change Research Program 
developed the Climate Resilience Toolkit, led 
and hosted by NOAA. The Toolkit features a 
framework to guide the process of planning 
and implementing resilience-building 
projects. The 5-step process outlines a 
workflow that was developed through 
research and refined through practice to 
confront climate vulnerabilities. The Toolkit 
includes links to training opportunities for 
resource managers and scientists from the 
National Weather Service, NOAA Digital 
Coast, EPA and MetED University 
Corporation for Atmospheric Research.  

B. A Priority for Federal Agencies 
The profound impacts of climate change on 
America’s natural resources can be observed 
across the country. Projections indicate that the 
impacts will intensify over a timeframe 
spanning multiple generations. Reducing 
vulnerability requires the ability to understand 
climate science and the ability to use the 
knowledge effectively.  

Federal natural resource management agencies 
are keenly aware of the implications climate 
change will have on their work. The 
importance of developing a climate literate and 
capable workforce, particularly in regard to the 
development of future leaders, is imperative to 
enable both the current and future agency 
workforce to be better prepared. Although 
Federal agencies have made significant 
progress towards improving climate literacy 
and capabilities, additional actions are needed. 

II. A Framework for Enhancing Workforce Climate Literacy and 
Capabilities 

As part of the review process for developing this report, the interagency team inventoried 
existing climate training activities for Federal natural resource management agencies and other 
agencies with similar climate risk exposure. Federal agencies have an extensive set of ongoing 
and planned climate training activities and courses designed for the Federal workforce, as well as 
for external partners and stakeholders including state, tribal, and local governments. Appendix 1 
describes many of the climate training activities underway.1 While it is clear that agencies are 
actively engaged in climate training, existing gaps in the development of a climate-informed 
workforce need to be addressed. An interagency framework will provide further direction for 
agencies to coordinate and collaborate.  

Opportunities exist to improve coordination and collaboration for climate training and education 
planning activities. However, agencies must first identify their common climate training goals 
and objectives. While agencies have certain climate training goals that are specific to their 
missions, there is a common set of goals that apply to a broader base of agency missions. 

The following section describes shared Federal goals and objectives for climate training, and a 
framework for how agencies can plan for climate training moving forward. This framework can 
be used individually by agencies or as a model for interagency coordination and collaboration. 

                                                           
1 The chart in Appendix 1 lays out a range of climate change trainings and education activities available to the 
Federal workforce and partners through multiple agencies. 
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NOAA’s Climate Stewards 
Education Project 

 
NOAA provides live and archived 
monthly broadcasts of nationally 
recognized scientists, educators, 
and communicators for a broad 
national audience including the 
Federal workforce through the 
NOAA Climate Stewards 
Education Project. Evaluations 
indicate that on average, 86% of 
webinar attendees intend to use 
what they learned in their work 
over the next 12 months.  

A. Federal Goals and Objectives for Climate Training 
The overarching goal of climate training in Federal natural resource agencies is to build climate 
literacy and capability in the workforce. This will enable agencies to successfully carry out their 
missions in an era of rapidly changing climatic conditions. 
 
A climate-literate and capable workforce can more readily integrate climate considerations into 
all activities, from day-to-day operations to long-term planning. More specifically, the workforce 
should be able to: 
 

• Understand the diverse range of impacts that a 
changing climate has on natural, cultural and 
historic resources and infrastructure, including 
the underlying scientific principles, historic 
trends in natural resource conditions, modeled 
projections of future changes, and uncertainties 
associated with such projections;  

• Critically assess the adequacy of existing 
institutional planning and decision-making 
processes within the context of climate risks; 

• Routinely assess and communicate the climate 
risks associated with continuing or departing 
from business-as-usual operations, including the 
vulnerability of managed systems; and 

• Communicate meaningfully with the public to 
invite participation in climate preparedness, 
resilience, and adaptation. 

 
Objectives to meet these goals should include: 

• Cataloguing existing climate education programs; 
• Generating information about climate literacy and workforce informational needs; 
• Developing coordinated climate educational packages; and 
• Creating accountability within agencies for training their workforce. 

B. Addressing Climate Risk with a Climate-Informed Workforce 
A common framework for climate training provides the opportunity to share an understanding of 
ideas, definitions of terminology, and appreciation of mission diversity. This ensures clear 
communication between agencies and with the public about climate risk. Each agency should 
develop a climate educational package that includes:  
 

(1) formal learning objectives; 
(2) a developed curriculum; and  
(3) assessments or evaluations to measure results. 

 
The learning objectives should integrate climate literacy (see the “Climate Literacy” text box in 
this section) at a minimum into agency needs and priorities. The curricula of natural resource 
management agencies should align where possible, sharing use and development of basic 
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modules, advanced training, and terminology. Evaluation metrics should, at a minimum, indicate 
if natural resource management personnel have completed relevant training. 
 
There are numerous existing examples of comprehensive 
educational packages and climate courses (both basic 
and advanced) within natural resource management 
agencies; emerging efforts should take advantage of and 
leverage existing resources where possible. 
 
Members of the Federal workforce need access to 
educational resources, the time and opportunity to 
engage with the resources, and an incentive, or a 
requirement, to complete trainings. Supervisors need to 
be grounded in the issue and its importance and be held 
accountable for their workers’ engagement. 
 
For the general workforce, expectations could include 
required certificates of completion for basic education 
modules, whereas specialists could be required to attend 
an intensive seminar or workshop one or more times per 
year. These activities should be included in workplans 
and performance criteria, while supervisors’ criteria 
could be amended to ensure participation in climate 
education.   
 
A comprehensive and coordinated program to educate 
the Federal workforce should convey information for 
different audiences. It should create a baseline level of a 
climate literate general workforce that will enable 
effective agency response to climate risk. Building 
capability in key areas of specialization should involve 
intensive education and interaction. The program should thus incorporate several elements, 
including basic education, intensive training, and discipline-specific workshops (Figure 1).  
 
Most members of the Federal workforce should have access to climate information through 
interactive internet and video courses and resources. Live meetings can be supplemented with 
distance learning reinforcement. Viewing online lectures and electronic presentations prior to 
live workshops will provide participants with a knowledge base, allowing in-person workshops 
to focus on interactive exercises. Follow-up activities online will cement skills learned during 
live training sessions.   

Climate Literacy 
 
Climate literacy, as defined by the 
U.S. Global Change Research 
Program’s (USGCRP) document 
Climate Literacy: The Essential 
Principles of Climate Science, is 
an understanding of your 
influence on climate and climate’s 
influence on you and society.  A 
climate-literate person: 

• Understands the essential 
principles of Earth’s 
climate system; 

• Knows how to assess 
scientifically credible 
information about climate; 

• Communicates about 
climate and climate change 
in a meaningful way; and 

• Is able to make informed 
and responsible decisions 
with regard to actions that 
may affect climate. 

For more on climate literacy, see 
the USGCRP document. 
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C. Basic Climate Literacy 
Basic educational modules should impart a baseline level of climate literacy, such that 
participants understand the basic principles of climate, identify scientifically credible climate 
information, meaningfully discuss climate change, 
and make climate-informed decisions (USGCRP 
2009). Members of the Federal workforce should 
have access to online educational modules, and live 
sessions can be incorporated into existing unit-level 
meetings. Basic educational modules and seminars in 
natural resource management agencies should convey 
fundamental principles of climate change and its 
effects on natural systems. They will be used at the 
unit level to generate discussion of how unit or 
resource areas can adapt to projected changes.  
 
Beyond online or in-person modules, a basic climate 
literacy course can be expanded to facilitated one- to 
two-day seminars that go into depth about climate 
change and its effects on agency work and priorities. 
For example, the first half can be largely comprised 
of presentations on climate change, ecosystem or resource response, and management strategies. 
The second half can be tailored to the needs and concerns of the unit. Needs range from general 
brainstorming and discussion to creating lists of potential project activities. The role of the 
seminar facilitators is to answer specific questions, provide intra- and inter-agency continuity by 
familiarizing with other climate programs, and maintain a dialogue focused on climate change 
activities. These seminars can set the stage for “next steps,” in which plans for further training, 
activities, or discussions, are initiated.  

1. Basic Climate Literacy Opportunities 
A variety of basic climate literacy courses are currently offered by Federal agencies and 
nongovernmental organizations. Many of these courses can be used by Federal agencies to 
advance workforce climate literacy objectives. The following two courses were designed by 
Federal agencies and are available or will be made available to other agencies. 

Figure 1. Conceptual diagram of educational, training, and developmental efforts leading to increased 
climate preparedness. Distance learning can be incorporated into all activities. 

NOAA’s Communication 
Climate Science Workshops 

 
NOAA, through its Cooperative 
Institute for Climate and 
Satellites-North Carolina partner, 
engaged in a series of 
Communication Climate Science 
workshops to build climate 
communications capacity among 
NOAA staff and partners. The 
workshops empowered staff with 
the resources, tools, techniques 
and tactics to respond to questions 
about climate science.  
 



8 
 

Climate Integration into the National 
Advanced Silviculture Program 

 
The USDA Forest Service incorporated 
climate change into its certification course for 
vegetation management – the National 
Advanced Silviculture Program (NASP). A 
problem-solving approach builds upon local 
knowledge and experience to arm participants 
with a structure for incorporating these 
considerations into future management 
strategies. This integration has helped provide 
the latest scientific information and forest 
management strategies to certified natural 
resource managers and silviculturists.  

U.S. Forest Service -- Climate Change Science and Modeling 
The U.S. Forest Service offers a basic course entitled Climate Change Science and Modeling. 
This 20-minute online educational module is part of a three-module package and provides a brief 
overview of the climate system, greenhouse gases, climate models, current climate change 
impacts, and future projections. If users answer the 14 questions at the end of the module, they 
will receive a certificate with their name and the date completed. The module has undergone 
formal scientific peer-review and Forest Service policy review before being published as a 
USDA Forest Service General Technical Report (PNW-GTR-902). It is certified by the Forest 
Service as Section 508 compliant, is closed-captioned, and is accompanied by a printed narration 
script with screenshots of the visuals. It is also available on CD-ROM. 
 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency -- Climate Change Adaptation Introductory Training 
EPA designed the Climate Change Adaptation Introductory Training, a self-directed, 
online, climate adaptation learning module as internal awareness training for its staff. To date, 
over 40% of EPA staff has completed this training. The training is tailored to raise awareness 
of EPA programmatic vulnerabilities from a changing climate. The course will be made available 
across the Federal workforce in the near future. 
 

D. Skills and Knowledge for Technical and Scientific Staff 
The three training approaches below can provide 
in-depth information about climate change 
science, adaptation and mitigation, and 
ecosystem and resource response. Such trainings 
will aid specialists as they design climate-
informed best management practices, standards 
and criteria, plans, and practices. 

1. Intensive Training 
Intensive training includes longer courses 
providing more in-depth information than that 
provided in seminars. The intensive training 
moves beyond a simple overview of climate 
change, providing participants with a detailed 
explanation of fundamental climate processes, 
interactions and anthropogenic changes. 
Additionally, greater detail of the mechanisms of 
ecosystem and resource response to climate stressors is presented and discussed. Tools and 
applications relevant to carbon and climate are presented by experienced instructors. Participants 
are given the opportunity to evaluate issues or resources in their own units using these tools. An 
emphasis is placed on both the strengths and limitations of management-related decision-making 
tools, and the information gleaned from these exercises informs subsequent preparedness and 
adaptation lectures and discussions.  

2. Discipline-Specific Training 
Specialists should have access to in-person workshops that provide in-depth information and 
discussion about the interaction of climate change with specific discipline areas  
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(e.g., mitigation, silviculture, fish biology, 
and hydrology). Discipline-specific trainings 
allow for focused presentation and discussion 
of climate change implications for specific 
resource areas. Although climate change 
science, system response, and management 
are included in these types of trainings, the 
information most relevant to particular 
resource areas is emphasized. This type of 
training is comprised of activities designed to 
draw upon participant expertise and interest. 

3. Targeted Workshops 
Specialists should be encouraged to work 
closely with researchers through combined 
in-person and video-linked workshops to 
address specific needs and questions in 
natural resource management. Targeted 
workshops will improve the ability of natural 
resource managers to design or alter 
techniques and programs to incorporate 
climate change considerations. These 
workshops will also likely involve close 
collaboration between researchers and 
managers as they answer basic questions 
such as: “What do we know now that 
requires us to change our actions?” and 
“How can we practically change our plans 
and actions to meet changing needs?” As 
climate change challenges become more 
clearly identified, targeted workshops will be 
critical tools in pooling expertise to meet 
specific needs of natural resource managers 
and focus on their specific issues, resources, 
and locations. The structure of the workshops 
will depend upon management objectives and 
desired outcomes. They will likely include little focus on traditional educational models, but 
instead focus more on shared learning through detailed technical discussion within the context of 
climate projections and impacts.  
 

E. Climate Leadership Development 
Attaining agency climate literacy goals and objectives relies on a climate-informed and 
knowledgeable agency senior leadership cadre. Senior leaders must have a firm understanding of 
climate-related risks to their missions and be able to lead, develop and implement climate 
training curricula.  
 

Climate Change and Water Working 
Group Program 

The Federal Climate Change and Water 
Working Group (CCAWWG) works with the 
University Corporation for Atmospheric 
Research (UCAR) COMET Program and 
NOAA-RISA (Regional Integrated Sciences 
& Assessment) program to develop a new 
COMET Professional Development Series, 
“Assessing Natural Systems Impacts under 
Climate Change.” This series is designed to 
provide technical and discipline-specific 
training to water resources professionals on 
how to incorporate climate change science 
and uncertainties into a variety of natural 
resource impacts assessments. CCAWWG is 
working with curriculum development 
experts at UCAR and the Bureau of 
Reclamation to develop distance-learning and 
workshop courses to meet the needs of 
general audience communities playing a role 
in water management as well as more 
technically oriented water resource 
professionals. These include long-term 
planning and environmental compliance, 
environmental adaptive management, 
infrastructure asset management, dam safety, 
and reservoir operations. Pilot courses 
include surface water hydrology, crop water 
demand, sedimentation and river hydraulics, 
and ecosystem response. Additional 
information about these discipline-specific 
courses is available online.  
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Many of the goals in the President’s Climate Action Plan (and supporting Executive Orders) 
require Federal leadership across multiple agencies to promote greenhouse gas mitigation and 
climate preparedness. Executive Order 13693 Planning for Federal Sustainability in the Next 
Decade (March 2015), calls on the Office of Personnel Management (OPM) to advance Federal 
leadership education and training to address this need: 
 

Sec. 11. Employee Education and Training. Within 180 days of the date of this order, the 
Office of Personnel Management, in coordination with DOE, GSA, EPA, and other 
agencies as appropriate, shall: 
 

 (b) initiate the inclusion of environmental sustainability and climate preparedness 
and resilience into Federal leadership and educational programs in courses and 
training, delivered through electronic learning, in classroom settings, and 
residential centers, particularly developmental training for Senior Executive 
Service and GS-15 personnel. 
 

In response to Sec. 11, an interagency workgroup, along with OPM, is building on the “Climate 
Change and Sustainability for Senior Executive Leaders” course series developed by the USACE 
Institute for Water Resources. These courses blend and balance leadership development with 
climate change and sustainability education. The course series has been informed by and will 
leverage existing technical content mentioned elsewhere in this document and includes, but is not 
limited to, courses offered by the National Conservation Training Center (see Section F1). 
 
The climate leadership challenges confronting federal leaders and executives vary according to 
agency mission, their roles, and their day-to-day job responsibilities. Therefore, the response to 
EO 13693 has been to develop modular content that can be scaled to fit the needs of the widest 
possible range of federal leaders. The courses developed to date can be taught in as little as a few 
hours to as long as 3-4 days. This allows content to be delivered as part of a short continuing 
education series, as part of OPM’s Leadership Education and Development (LEAD) series, or 
embedded within executive development programs (including OPM’s Leadership for a 
Democratic Society). The modular format also allows for efficient delivery of customized 
courses at various venues and to various audiences. These courses will be adapted for specific 
audiences and levels of leadership and will include the following:  
 

1. Current courses for Senior Executive Service (SES) positions:  
Climate Change and Sustainability for Senior Executive Leaders – This recently developed 
course is a 2.5 hour course comprised of the following three parts: Climate and Sustainability 
101; Responding to Climate Change and Federal Leadership and Decision-Making. It has helped 
over 500 Senior Executives and senior managers from more than 35 federal agencies improve 
their abilities to lead their agencies through climate change and sustainability challenges. The 
course is a mix of lecture and participant discussion.  
 
A one-hour version of Senior Executive Service Orientation and Onboarding focuses on current 
Federal policy, EO’s, Federal agency climate adaptation plans, and anticipated climate leadership 
challenges executives will face.  
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California LCC and Partners 
Implement Climate Smart 

Conservation 
 
The Forest Service, California Department 
of Fish & Wildlife, National Park Service 
and other partners are now working across 
boundaries as part of the Riparian Habitat 
Joint Venture to incorporate new 
adaptation strategies into their 
management plans developed by the 
California Landscape Conservation 
Cooperative (LCC). This multi-
stakeholder effort developed landscape-
scale adaptation strategies for local 
resources of the Sierra Nevada. Using a 
climate smart approach of identifying 
local resources and conducting 
vulnerability assessments, the partners 
developed locally-relevant strategies and 
actions considering climate change.   

2. Current courses for GS 14-15 positions: 
Climate Change and Sustainability for Executives–One-half to a full day course for executives in 
the Senior Executive Service Candidate Development Program (SESCDP), custom programs, or 
OMB’s Leadership for a Democratic Society. 
 
Climate Change and Sustainability Essentials–A 4-day course that could be a stand-alone Skill 
Immersion course or could be offered within the LEAD Certificate Program at the Manager level 
or above (some GS-13 managers could attend depending on their role). 
 
In keeping with the goals of the President’s Climate Action Plan, all of these training options 
will be available outside of the Federal government. The interagency workgroup on climate 
leadership will work with representatives who served on the State, Local, and Tribal Leaders 
Taskforce to expand the audience for these courses.   

F. Working with Partners, Stakeholders and the Public 
Providing effective training to stakeholders first 
requires the ability and willingness to listen. As 
agencies provide training to “stakeholders” in 
their own workforce, other agencies, or the public, 
they need to adopt an affirmative approach in 
learning about stakeholder needs, capabilities, and 
sensitivities. All trainings should be adjusted to 
meet stakeholders where they are and help them 
fulfill their missions in a more climate-informed 
manner. Engaging with both Federal and non-
Federal partners can help agencies learn from 
each other and from organizations that specialize 
in climate education more efficiently. Agencies 
need to ensure that these partnerships are a good 
fit and will provide net benefit. 

A similar approach should be employed when 
training the public so that they can advance their 
climate preparedness, resilience and adaptive 
capacity. The Federal workforce should adjust 
their trainings to meet the public where they are, 
listen to their needs, and build upon their existing 
skillsets and capabilities.  

Examples of Federal Climate Training Engagement with Partners, Stakeholders, and the Public 

1. National Conservation Training Center (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service) 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) National Conservation Training Center (NCTC) 
currently offers a suite of four climate change training courses. These courses are generally open 
to all, although some specific sessions may have restrictions. The development and delivery of 
NCTC’s climate change curriculum has been partner-based since its inception, working with the 
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NOAA’s Office of Coastal Management 
Offers Climate Training to State and 

Local Decision Makers 

NOAA’s Office for Coastal Management 
provides classroom trainings for state and 
local decision makers to help provide coastal 
communities with skills and resources 
needed for adapting to climate change while 
networking with state and local peers. From 
October 2013 to July 2015, over 850 coastal 
decision makers across the country have 
received training in three climate-relevant 
courses, “Climate Adaptation for Coastal 
Communities,” “Introduction to Green 
Infrastructure for Coastal Resilience,” and 
“Coastal Inundation Mapping.” 

 

best subject matter experts from Federal, state and local agencies, non-profit organizations, 
academia and the private sector. 
 
Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment course: The FWS and National Wildlife Federation 
(NWF) developed a three-day course entitled Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment based on 
“Scanning the Conservation Horizon – A Guide to Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment.” 
These classes are attended by a diverse group of participants (see Table F.1.). Requests for this 
course have come from USGS, BLM, NPS, the Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCCs), 
the National Estuarine Research Reserve System and the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma. The 
instructor cadre comes from a number of partner agencies and organizations, including non-
profit organizations (e.g. Geos Institute, NatureServe, Point Blue Conservation Science), state 
agencies (e.g. California Department of Water Resources, Florida Fish and Wildlife 
Conservation Commission, Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife), NOAA, USACE, 
USGS, FWS and the private sector. NWF provides instructors for almost every session. 
 
Climate-Smart Conservation course: NWF 
and FWS, along with several other partner 
organizations developed a three-day class, 
Climate-Smart Conservation, based on the 
“Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting 
Adaptation Principles into Practice” 
guidebook. Once again, along with continued 
NWF support, the course instructors come 
from many sources (Wildlife Conservation 
Society, NatureServe, Geos Institute, NPS, 
USFS, USGS, FWS and the private sector).   
 
Scenario Planning Toward Climate Change 
Adaptation course: The most recent addition 
to the NCTC’s climate change curriculum is 
“Scenario Planning toward Climate Change 
Adaptation.” This course accompanies the 
guidebook “Considering Multiple Futures: 
Scenario Planning to Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource Conservation,” and covers the 
decision support methods for integrating uncertainty into climate change adaptation and other 
natural resource management planning. The course and guidebook were developed by the 
Wildlife Conservation Society in cooperation with FWS, USACE, and USGS. While originally 
designed as a stand-alone course, it is frequently requested by agencies in conjunction with the 
“Climate-Smart Conservation” course. 
 
Climate Academy: Finally, NCTC offers the “Climate Academy,” a broad-brush course designed 
to address fundamentals of climate science. The Academy was developed in partnership with 
The Wildlife Society (TWS), the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA), AFWA’s 
Management Assistance Team, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and the National 
Park Service (NPS). The course consists of ten online sessions, each presented by a subject 
matter expert or panel from a partner agency, organization or educational institution. Other 
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cooperators include the Society for Conservation Biology, Minnesota DNR, NASA and Trout 
Unlimited. To receive credit for this course, the participants develop a final report or presentation 
addressing applications to their particular role in management of natural resources.   
 
Table F.1.  Participant affiliation in NCTC courses since May 2011 
 Climate Change 

Vulnerability 
Assessment  
(14 classes) 

Climate-
Smart 
Conservation 
(8 classes) 

Scenario 
Planning  
(2 classes) 

Federal 273 165 28 
Tribal 37 6 0 
State & local  62 34 5 
Non-profit organizations 27 17 1 
Academia, private sector & international 43 10 2 
 

2. U.S. Department of Agriculture Natural Resource Conservation Service 
The USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) provides technical and financial 
assistance to the public to increase conservation on private lands. Farmers, ranchers, and forest 
landowners are facing increasing vulnerability from climate-related threats such as fires, invasive 
pests, droughts, and floods. Accordingly, conservationists, soil scientists, agricultural extension 
agents, and crop advisors must understand the impact of adaptation and mitigation practices on 
soils and landscape resilience. NRCS climate change education increases employees’ 
understanding of the importance of the agency’s mission relative to national and global climate 
issues. They can then better communicate the importance of conservation for private landowners. 
 
NRCS has a set of eight on-line courses concerning climate change and resource implications. 
The courses are designed for a wide range of NRCS employees, partners, and stakeholders, 
including state air quality and energy contacts, conservation planners, and technical assistance 
providers. Courses are available on AgLearn and on the eXtension learning network. 
Additionally, there are NRCS webinars on a wide range of climate related topics that are 
recorded and available online. 
 
NRCS also conducts training sessions for employees on basic soil health concepts. Its 
conservationists, agronomists, and stakeholders work with producers to establish conservation 
practices that increase soil health while increasing climate resilience. The trainings consist of a 
three-day course of classroom and field exercises. This concept will be expanded with soil health 
demonstration areas in Oklahoma, California, and other states over the coming year. 

3. Forest Adaptation Planning and Practices Workshop (U.S. Forest Service) 
Natural resource managers are increasingly requesting action-oriented climate resilience and 
adaptation education. The Forest Service’s Northern Institute of Applied Climate Science 
(NIACS) has responded to these requests with the “Forest Adaptation Planning and Practices” 
workshop, which leads organizations through a structured process to design on-the-ground 
adaptation tactics for their projects. The workshop uses a climate-planning tool, the Adaptation 
Workbook, in conjunction with ecosystem vulnerability assessments and a diverse “menu” of 
adaptation approaches to generate site-specific adaptation actions that meet management and 
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conservation objectives. See Figure 2 for a map of adaptation demonstrations developed through 
the workshops. 

These workshops have generated more than 125 intentional adaptation plans for natural resource 
management projects, many of which are currently being implemented. Descriptions of these 
climate considerations and management responses are shared online as “adaptation 
demonstrations,” and include real-world projects on Federal, state, tribal, county, conservancy, 
university, and private lands. The workshop, vulnerability assessments, Adaptation Workbook, 
and menu were developed through a partnership-based effort called the Climate Change 
Response Framework. 

 

4. Interpreting Climate Change Competency (National Park Service) 
The NPS interpretive rangers interact with park visitors on a daily basis, and are required to be 
proficient in a wide array of competencies—including the knowledge, skills, and abilities 
required to communicate effectively. In 2010, the NPS Climate Change Response Strategy 
identified the need for interpretive rangers to better understand climate change in order to 
actively engage the public on this topic through interpretive programs and products. 
 
Training leads for the NPS developed a new training module and competency to include a 
comprehensive pilot curriculum with sessions on climate change, science literacy and facilitated 
dialogue. This provides a means to advance visitor-centered interpretation and actively engaged 
park visitors.  
 

Figure 2. Adaptation demonstrations: real-world examples of intentional climate adaptation planning 
and implementation. Developed through the Forest Adaptation Planning and Practices workshop. 
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Since 2011, over 200 individuals from the NPS and other agencies have participated in this 
training both in person or online, often returning to their workplace and presenting elements of 
the training to other staff. The program has proven remarkably successful at facilitating the flow 
of climate change information and interpretive best practices, ultimately benefitting NPS public 
audiences and stakeholders. 
 

5. National Water Program (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency) 
The U.S. EPA’s National Water Program works with state, tribal, and local governments, as well 
as communities, to build resiliency and develop tools and trainings to respond to climate change. 
The following are two such tools:  
 
The Climate Ready Estuaries (CRE) program builds capacity in coastal communities as they 
prepare to adapt to the effects of climate. It does this by working with the National Estuary 
Programs (a network of voluntary community-based programs that safeguards the health of 
coastal ecosystems across the country) to provide tools and assistance to assess climate change 
vulnerability and plan for adaptation. The program's Being Prepared for Climate Change: A 
Workbook for Developing Risk-Based Adaptation Plans presents a guide to climate change 
adaptation planning based on EPA’s experience with watershed management, the National 
Estuary Program and the Climate Ready Estuaries program. The Workbook assists as a training 
resource for organizations that manage environmental resources to prepare a broad, risk-based 
adaptation plan. The audience for this Workbook is professionals that manage environmental 
resources, especially organizations with a coastal or watershed focus. The Workbook and other 
CRE resources are available at its website. 
 
Climate Ready Water Utilities (CRWU) resources provide water utility managers with tools, 
training, and technical assistance needed to adapt to climate change. The Climate Resilience 
Evaluation and Awareness Tool (CREAT) is a risk assessment tool that allows water utilities to 
evaluate potential impacts of climate change and identify adaptation options using both 
traditional risk assessment and scenario-based methods. The CRWU webinar series provides 
climate training for water utilities, and is presented in coordination with the Water Utility 
Climate Alliance and other partners. It includes: 
 

• Strategies that water utilities are using for adaptation planning and decision-making; 
• Presentations from representatives of utilities that have used these methods to plan and 

make critical decisions; and 
• Information on tools to help water utilities understand and adapt to climate change 

impacts. 
 

Other CRWU resources that provide water utility managers with tools, training, and technical 
assistance needed to adapt to climate change are available online. 
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III. Recommendations to Agencies 
 

A. Conduct Climate Training and Education Needs Assessments 
Leadership of agencies with natural resource management responsibilities should assess existing 
climate training programs and resources needed to support their missions. Leadership should 
identify occupational series that need further development in order to effectively deal with 
climate change challenges and support staff participation. In addition to advanced climate change 
topics such as vulnerability assessments, scenario planning and use of climate projections 
(downscaling), coursework could also include skills in adaptive management, structured decision 
making, facilitation, conflict management, communication and environmental education.  

B. Establish Clear Goals and Objectives for Climate Training and Education 
Federal natural resource management agencies have the responsibility to prepare their 
workforces to address the challenges that climate change presents. Agencies should explore 
opportunities to develop internal policies and guidance for implementing climate training and 
education programs for members of their workforce. At a minimum, agencies should clearly 
describe and make publically available their climate training and education goals and objectives. 

The framework described in this report is a model that can be used by agencies to build and 
implement climate training and education programs. The framework describes an approach for 
building the overall climate literacy of the Federal workforce, as well as for developing 
specialized training courses for technical specialists, scientists, and others requiring a more 
advanced understanding of climate change. 

C. Integrate Climate Training Needs into Existing Agency Training 
Curriculums 

It is essential for agencies to begin integrating climate training into existing training regimes, in a 
similar way that climate principles and practices need to be embedded into strategic mission and 
operational priorities. Few agencies have the resources to create new training courses; the sheer 
volume of scientific findings to be included in such courses is increasing and shifting 
exponentially, reducing the likelihood of capturing accurate information in a timely fashion. 
Agencies that create smaller climate modules aligned with existing training programs can 
preserve scarce resources.   

One way in which climate materials can be integrated effectively into existing training courses is 
to consider multimedia offerings, which complement the format of the established face-to-face 
course. For example, if a course is usually presented in a classroom, time can be reserved for a 
brief video climate module. Or, in the case of required online training, a climate element can be 
added as one of the requirements for successful completion, and/or credit for the larger course. 

D. Increase Coordination and Collaborative Training Efforts 
Agencies should continue working together to identify common climate training objectives and 
to develop courses and activities. The Climate-Smart Conservation Course (Section II. F.1.), 
which was developed collaboratively by multiple agencies and the National Wildlife Federation, 
is a good example of how courses can be developed and delivered collaboratively by agencies 
and partners. NOAA’s Communicating Climate Science workshops are also a good example of 
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building climate communications capacity among the Federal workforce and partners. The 
federal Climate Change and Water Working Group (CCAWWG) is an effective working-level 
forum among federal agencies that fosters communication, operational, and research partnerships 
around user needs across the water resources and science communities of practice. 

IV. Conclusion 
Climate change presents serious challenges for natural resource management agencies to 
successfully accomplish their missions. The ability of these agencies to prepare for and to 
respond to climate change risks relies on the knowledge, skills, and capabilities of the Federal 
workforce and senior leadership. Agencies have a broad set of existing climate training courses 
and activities, but additional opportunities are needed to strengthen agency efforts and expand 
collective efforts. As our understanding of climate change progresses, we must continue to 
revisit our approach toward climate training to ensure incorporation of the best available 
information. Agencies should continue to work together to identify the most effective 
development and delivery of climate training courses and activities in meeting the climate 
challenges of future.  
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Appendix 1 – Ongoing CNRWG Agency Climate Training Courses and 
Activities 
The chart below lays out a range of climate change trainings and education activities available to 
the Federal workforce and partners through multiple agencies. Note that this list is not 
comprehensive and is not meant to describe the full suite of available climate training courses. 

Course Name Target 
Audience 

Description 

Multiple 
Climate-Smart Conservation Federal and non-

Federal natural 
resource managers 

This training provides guidance for how to carry out adaptation with 
intentionality, how to manage for change, how to craft climate informed 
conservation goals, and how to integrate adaptation into ongoing work. 

Scanning the Conservation 
Horizon-A Guide to Climate 
Change Vulnerability 
Assessment 

Federal and non-
Federal natural 
resource managers 

This training targets professionals to better plan, execute, and interpret 
climate change vulnerability assessments. Provides wildlife-specific 
guidance for assessing species, habitats, ecosystems, and a species' 
sensitivity, exposure, and adaptive capacity at each of these biological 
levels. 

Climate Change and Water 
Working Group (CCAWWG) 
Professional Development 
Series for General Water 
Resource Audiences 

General water 
resource audiences 

The Integrating Climate Change Adaptation into Water, Environmental, 
and Land Resources Management training series is designed to meet the 
needs of several general audience communities in implementing climate 
change adaptation, including water management, long-term planning 
and environmental compliance, environmental adaptive management, 
infrastructure asset management, dam safety, and reservoir operations. 
The series will feature a mix of online, self-paced, instructor-free web-
courses and instructor-led residence or remote (virtual) courses. 

Climate Change and Water 
Working Group (CCAWWG) 
Professional Development 
Series for Technical Water 
Resource Professionals 

Water resource 
practitioners, 
planners, water 
resource engineers, 
technical 
specialists  

This series provides technical training to water resources professionals 
on how to incorporate climate change science and uncertainties into a 
variety of natural resource impacts assessments, including those related 
to surface water hydrology, crop irrigation requirements, water 
temperature, river and reservoir sedimentation, water quality, and land 
cover. 

Office of Personnel 
Management’s Climate 
Change and Sustainability for 
Senior Executive Leaders 

Senior executive 
leaders 

This course series, developed by the USACE Institute for Water 
Resources, blend and balance leadership development with climate 
change and sustainability education 

NOAA 
Climate Stewards Regional 
Workshops  

Formal and 
informal educators 

Participants will hear from and interact with climate science, education 
and communication experts, and visit research facilities to explore 
technologies and innovations in Earth-system research. 

Climate Stewards Monthly 
Webinar Series 

Formal and 
informal educators 
and public 

Each month a nationally-recognized climate expert provides 
background information on an aspect of climate science, impacts, and/or 
solutions to an audience of 100-150.  
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Course Name Target 
Audience 

Description 

Climate Game Jam, October 
2-4, 2015 

Interested public, 
game developers, 
climate scientists, 
educators, and 
students 

In order to help connect American students and citizens with science-
based information about climate change, the White House launched a 
Climate Education and Literacy initiative. Federal and non-
governmental experts collaborate to enhance understanding of climate 
impacts and solutions through educational games and interactive media.  

U.S. Climate Resilience 
Toolkit list of Training 
Courses 

Natural resource 
managers 

Courses are offered in online audio-visual presentations, webinars, and 
residence training courses formats. Each module contains a knowledge 
test and is appropriate for natural resource managers/stakeholders to 
better understand climate impacts and how to increase resilience. 

NOAA Digital Coast list of 
Trainings 

Coastal managers, 
planners, decision-
makers 

These free offerings focus on both broad and more specific areas of 
coastal management, including climate adaptation. Classroom-based, 
online instructor-led or online self-guided trainings are offered, along 
with related tools and resources. 

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Air Quality, Climate Change 
and Energy 

USDA employees, 
partners and 
technical service 
providers 

Students learn about agriculture's impact on the atmosphere and other 
topics such as carbon sequestration, managing GHG emissions, and 
energy conservation.   

Greenhouse Gases and 
Carbon Sequestration 

USDA employees This course shows the negative relationship of GHGs emitted through 
agricultural processes and the atmosphere, and poses methods in which 
agriculture can reduce its net emissions of GHGs into the atmosphere.  

Introduction to 
Environmental Credit 
Training  

USDA employees 
and public 

This training provides an introductory discussion of environmental 
credits, environmental credit trading, and market-based approaches of 
environmental and economic benefits.  

Why do we Care About 
Climate Change?  

USDA employees 
and public 

This course discusses climate change and related concepts, its impacts 
on agriculture and natural resources, and NRCS’ role in helping private 
landowners and land managers address mitigation and adaptation 
through conservation planning.  

USDA Forest Service 
Climate Change Science and 
Modeling: What you Need to 
Know 

General workforce 
to advanced 
professional  

Gives a brief review of current and projected climate change impacts on 
water resources, vegetation, wildlife, and disturbances geared towards 
forest and grassland ecosystems.  

Climate Change Effects on 
Forests and Grasslands: What 
you Need to Know 

General workforce 
to advanced 
professional  

Provides interactive information relating to forest and grassland 
ecosystems. The course reviews projected climate change effects on 
water resources, vegetation, wildlife, and disturbances.   

Forest and Grassland Carbon 
in North America: A Short 
Course for Land Managers  

Natural resource 
professionals 

These 15 presentations, reviewed by scientists and managers and 
presented by experts, are designed for land managers to inform them 
how forests and grasslands store and release carbon, how management 
affects carbon storage and release, and the emerging market contexts.      

Adapting to Climate Change: 
A Short Course for Land 
Managers 

Natural resource 
professionals 

Course information includes climate variability, climate change, 
projections, and ecological and management responses. Lectures are 
from a 2008 workshop held by Forest Service and USGS scientists.  
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Course Name Target 
Audience 

Description 

Online Resources Plus Group 
Discussion (Template #2, 
USFS Climate Instructional 
Package) 

General workforce 
and natural 
resource 
professionals  

This template combines online educational resources on climate change 
("what you need to know series") with an in-person discussion added to 
a safety or staff meeting.  

Climate Change All-
Employee Meeting 
(Template #3, USFS Climate 
Instructional Package) 

General workforce 
and natural 
resource 
professionals  

Forests and Grasslands team members host all-employee meetings to 
provide climate training. These half- to full-day meetings usually 
facilitate large groups and involve introductions by leadership, 
presentations by experts, activities, and breakout-group discussions.  

Training in Advanced 
Climate Change Topics  

Natural resource 
professionals 

This intensive one-week course provides advanced instruction on 
climate science, change, ecosystem response, and strategies for an 
uncertain future. It identifies climate and carbon tools and the need for 
organizational capacity. Participants plan an outreach activity at their 
home location.  

National Advanced 
Silviculture Program- 
Climate-Informed 
Silviculture 

Certified 
silviculturists 

Provides practices to meet real-world management objectives relating to 
climate change for certified silviculturists, who approve Forest Service 
vegetation management projects.  

Forest Adaptation Planning 
and Practices 

Natural resource 
professionals 

Guides professionals through the steps of the Adaptation Workbook to 
define their management objectives, identify challenges and 
opportunities for management, and develop actionable steps to adapt 
ecosystems to changing conditions.  

Multi-Resource Vulnerability 
Assessment and Adaptation  

Natural resource 
professionals 

This hands-on program encompasses vegetation, wildlife, water 
resources, fisheries, recreation, and ecosystem services. It is intended to 
develop organizational capacity for addressing climate issues in 
resource planning and management.  

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
EPA Climate Change 
Adaptation Introductory 
Training 

EPA staff Online, interactive e-learning module with illustrated characters, charts, 
maps, links and video clips. Included are climate change (CC) basics, 
EPA climate vulnerability and adaptation programming sections.  

Office of Solid Waste and 
Emergency Response 
(OSWER) Climate Change 
Adaptation Training 

EPA staff working 
on land-based 
issues and 
emergency 
response 

Online, interactive e-learning module with illustrated characters, charts, 
maps, links and video clips. Included are CC impacts & OSWER 
vulnerability and adaptation examples, and key takeaways and 
resources.  

Climate Change Adaptation 
Introductory Training for 
Local Governments  

Mayors and other 
local government 
officials.  

Online, interactive e-learning module with illustrated characters, charts, 
maps, links and video clips. Included are climate change basics, 
vulnerabilities of local communities, and key takeaways and resources.  

EPA Office of Water 
Training Module: 
Understanding Climate 
Change Impacts on Water 
Resources 

EPA water staff Online, interactive e-learning module provides an introduction to the 
impacts of climate change on water resources and on EPA’s National 
Water Program. It highlights the National Water Program’s climate 
adaptation tools and includes associated case studies for each of the 
climate impacts. The module has four parts: Climate Change 101, 
Vulnerability of Water Resources to Climate Change, Explore Your 
Climate Region, and optional Supplemental Information.  
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Course Name Target 
Audience 

Description 

Adaptation of Superfund 
Cleanup to Climate Change  

EPA site cleanup 
staff, managers and 
contractors 

This course includes an archived online webinar, slides, audio files of 
climate change adaptation (CCA) and how it is integrated into site 
operations, and case studies of weather-related impacts at superfund 
sites.  

CREAT (Climate Resilient 
Evaluation and Awareness 
Tool)- Climate Ready Water 
Utilities (CRWU) 

EPA water staff 
and public water 
utility managers 

This course includes archived webinars of asset management, 
communicating climate risks, decision-making in practice, case studies, 
threshold analysis, sustainability and adaptation, and scenario planning. 

Climate Ready Estuaries 
(CRE) Being Prepared for 
Climate Change: A 
Workbook for Developing 
Risk-Based Adaptation Plans 

Environmental 
resource managers, 
especially with a 
coastal or 
watershed focus 

The workbook assists organizations that manage environmental 
resources to prepare a broad, risk-based adaptation plan. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Climate Academy Federal and non-

Federal natural 
resource managers 

This 6-month webinar-based series covers the fundamentals of climate 
science, reviews the tools and resources for climate adaptation, and 
increases climate literacy and communication. Participants present a 
final report addressing climate change in their management of natural 
resources.  

Climate Change 
Vulnerability Assessment  

Federal and non-
Federal natural 
resource managers 

This course guides conservation and resource management practitioners 
in the design of climate adaptation plans. It helps identify which species 
or habitats are likely to be most affected by projected changes, and 
helps understand why these resources are likely to be vulnerable. 

Scenario Planning Towards 
Climate Change Adaptation  

Federal and non-
Federal natural 
resource managers 

This overview course introduces the core elements of scenario planning 
and exposes participants to different techniques using quantitative and 
qualitative components. Also, it improves assessment skills for scenario 
planning and identifies resources and expertise needed.   

Decision Analysis in a 
Changing Climate 

Federal and non-
Federal natural 
resource managers 

This course provides a strong foundation in decision making in the 
context of natural resources management while decreasing climate-
related uncertainty. Approaches to critical thinking, logic, reasoning, 
and structuring decisions are used.   

Climate Projections for 
Ecosystem Planning 

Federal and non-
Federal natural 
resource managers 

The course provides certainty for the following: when to use 
downscaled climate projections, how to obtain and create projections, 
and applying downscaled climate projections.  

National Park Service 
Climate and Culture Monthly 
Webinar Series 

Federal and non-
federal cultural 
resource 
stewardship 
professionals 

This monthly webinar series engages a wide cross-section of 
professionals in the unique considerations inherent in managing cultural 
resources in light of climate change.  

Climate Change Response 
Program Monthly Webinar 
Series 

Federal and non-
federal resource 
stewardship 
professionals 

Participants on this monthly webinar series explore a wide spectrum of 
climate change topics relevant to climate science and adaptation, 
mitigation, and communication efforts.  
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Course Name Target 
Audience 

Description 

Interpreting Climate Change 
Training 

Federal and non-
federal 
interpretation and 
communications 
professionals 

This course familiarizes front-line professionals with climate science, 
identifies and resolves barriers to climate communications, and 
introduces effective techniques for approaching the topic in programs 
with park stakeholders. 

New Superintendents 
Academy 

Newly-appointed 
Superintendents 
and Division 
Chiefs 

This program provides self-directed and group-based learning over a 
12-18 month period. At least 4 modules every year are dedicated to 
climate change issues.  

Climate Change Modules, 
Career Academy for Natural 
Resources 

Multi-disciplinary 
Natural Resource 
Professionals 

The modules provide an introduction to climate change science and 
policy for natural resource professionals. The modules also provide 
background on the federal response to climate change and guidance on 
the application of climate science in park planning and communication.  

Climate Change Response 
YouTube Channel 

All Stakeholders The NPS Climate Change Response Program has created a library of 
online videos that span a wide variety of climate change topics. These 
videos are frequently utilized as part of in-person and online training 
activities or in the development of supporting communication materials.  

No Barriers Youth Initiative 
 
 
 

Elementary & 
Secondary Students 
and Educators  

In this program, parks are paired with local elementary and secondary 
schools to provide in-depth explorations of—and meaningful 
experiences with—observed climate change effects. Creating these 
experiences for students provides developmental opportunities for 
educators and participating resource professionals.  

Incorporating climate-smart 
principles in park planning 
and decision making 

Federal resource 
stewardship 
professionals 

This module inspires managers to integrate principles of climate-smart 
conservation, as well as scenario planning, into decision frameworks of 
resource professionals. 

 













  



 

National Conservation Training Center:  Climate Change Curriculum 
Training Blueprint 

The climate change blueprint presented in this document was developed by curriculum staff in July 2015.  This document contains general class information and 
status, a visual representation of courses within the curriculum and how they interrelate, and course level descriptions.  All climate-change courses listed below 
address leadership competencies in creativity and innovation, problem solving, technical credibility, external awareness, and decisiveness.  Some courses 
address additional leadership competencies and are listed below (in target audience column) if applicable.  All training is delivered as instructor-led unless 
otherwise indicated.  

100 Level Courses 

Course # Name Target Audience and  
Leadership Competencies  Length Frequency Delivery Pre-Requisites 

ALC3139 
An Overview of 
Climate-Smart 
Conservation  

 
Conservation practitioners, planners, and natural resource managers 
working at multiple scales to ensure the ongoing effectiveness of their 
work in an era of climate change. 
 
Team Building, Oral Communication, Interpersonal Skills, Partnering, 
Influencing and Negotiating 
 

1 Day As Requested Classroom
Offsite ALC3139 

ALC3193 Climate Academy 

Natural resource managers and conservation professionals. 
 
Team Building, Oral Communication, Interpersonal Skills, Partnering, 
Influencing and Negotiating 

6 Months 1/Year Online ALC3193 

ALCXXXX Climate 101 TBD TBD TBD Online 
Self Study ALCXXXX 

CLM8111 

Strategic 
Communications for 
Outreach:  Overview 
and Planning 

 
USFWS employees who are new to outreach and are required as part of 
their jobs to develop outreach plans and programs. 
 

Self-Paced N/A Online 
Self Study  CLM8111 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

  

200 Level Courses 

Course # Name Target Audience and  
Leadership Competencies  Length Frequency Delivery Pre-Requisites 

ALC3187 
Climate-Smart 
Conservation with 
Scenario Planning 

 
Conservation practitioners and natural resource managers working at 
multiple scales to ensure the ongoing effectiveness of their work and 
that will oversee and/or be involved in a scenario planning effort.    
 
Team Building, Oral Communication, Interpersonal Skills, Partnering, 
Influencing and Negotiating 
 

5 Days 2-3/Year 
Classroom 
Onsite/ 
Offsite 

 

ALC3195 Climate-Smart 
Conservation 

 
Conservation practitioners, planners, and natural resource managers 
working at multiple scales to ensure the ongoing effectiveness of their 
work in an era of climate change. 
 
Team Building, Oral Communication, Interpersonal Skills,  Partnering, 
Influencing and Negotiating 
 

3 Days 2-3/Year 
Classroom 
Onsite/ 
Offsite 

 

ALC3196 Decision Analysis for 
Climate Change 

 
Natural resource managers and conservation professionals. 
 
Team Building, Oral Communication, Interpersonal Skills,  Partnering, 
Influencing and Negotiating 
 

10 Weeks Every other 
year 

Online  
 
Online 
Self-Paced 
Videos 

 



 

 

 

  

300 Level Courses 

Course # Name Target Audience and  
Leadership Competencies  Length Frequency Delivery Pre-Requisites 

ALC3184 
Climate Change 
Vulnerability 
Assessment 

 
Conservation practitioners from Federal and State fish and wildlife 
agencies and other conservation managers who work on natural 
resource issues and need to determine which resources are most 
vulnerable when setting priorities for conservation action. 
 
Team Building, Oral Communication, Interpersonal Skills,  Partnering, 
Influencing and Negotiating 
 

3 Days 2-3/Year 
Classroom 
Onsite/ 
Offsite 

 

ALC3194 
Scenario Planning 
Toward Climate 
Change Adaptation 

 
Natural resource managers and conservation professionals that will 
oversee and/or be directly involved in a scenario planning effort. 
 
Team Building, Oral Communication, Interpersonal Skills, Creativity and 
Innovation,  Influencing and Negotiating 
 

4.5 Days As Requested 
Classroom 
Onsite/ 
Offsite 

 

CLM8204 
Communicating 
Science – Distilling 
Your Message 

 
Biologists, project leaders, and other employees who communicate the 
work of the Fish and Wildlife.  Service to a variety of audiences. 
(Offered only to FWS employees.) 
 
Team Building, Oral Communication, Interpersonal Skills,  Influencing 
and Negotiating 
 

3 Days As Requested Classroom 
Onsite  



 

 

Course Level Descriptions  

100-level courses are introductory classes that assume no prior background of climate science.  These courses cover basic information and offer a broad 
overview of processes. 

200-level courses are designed to introduce the student to higher level thinking regarding climate change concepts.  Student must have a basic understanding of 
these concepts and be able to apply them to projects.  

300-level courses are higher level courses that should be taken when a student has an understanding of 200-level course concepts.   These courses involve 
application and distillation of a thought process.  

400-level courses are intended for students who will assess the effects of climate change on their own real-world problem.  Participants must have a good 
understanding of climate change concepts and completed either 200 or 300-level courses. 

 

 

 

400 Level Courses 

Course # Name Target Audience and  
Leadership Competencies  Length Frequency Delivery Pre-Requisites 

ALCXXXX 

 
Climate-Smart 
Conservation 
Workshop 
 

TBD 
 3 Days TBD 

Classroom 
Onsite/ 
Offsite 

 
 



Attachment 2 – NCTC Climate Change Curriculum Summary         

Climate Academy (ALC3193) 
Targeted generally for natural resource managers and conservation professionals, this online course is 
designed to cover the fundamentals of climate science, provide tools and resources for climate adaptation, 
and increase climate literacy and communication. Course participants develop a final product, such as a 
report or presentation, addressing climate change in their management of natural resources.   

Objectives 

At the conclusion of this course, participants should be able to: 
• Explain the scientific basis of climate change, 
• Understand biological impacts of climate change, 
• Understand the role of vulnerability assessments and select decision support tools, 
• Identify principles of adaptation planning and examples of adaptation action, 
• Effectively communicate climate change impacts to co-workers, stakeholders and management, 
• Develop a final project that integrates climate change into work. 

 
 

An Overview of Climate-Smart Conservation (ALC3139) 
 
This one-day overview class is based on the guide Climate-Smart Conservation:  Putting Adaptation Principles 
into Practice, and is designed to provide an introduction to climate adaptation for application to on-the-
ground conservation. The target audience includes conservation practitioners, planners, and natural resource 
managers working at multiple scales to ensure the ongoing effectiveness of their work in an era of climate 
change.  The course provides an overview of how to craft climate-informed conservation goals, how to carry 
out adaptation with intentionality, and how to manage for change and not just persistence. 
 
Objectives 
 
At the conclusion of this course, participants should be able to: 

• Explain the basic concepts of climate-smart conservation including overarching themes, key 
characteristics, and the cycle, 

• Evaluate conservation goals from a climate change perspective, and align adaptation strategies with 
climate-informed goals, 

• Describe the process for identifying possible adaptation options based on vulnerability information 
and other management considerations, 

• Explain how to manage for climate related uncertainty. 
 

Climate-Smart Conservation (ALC3195) 

This three-day course is based on the guide Climate-Smart Conservation:  Putting Adaptation Principles into 
Practice, and is designed to demystify climate adaptation for application to on-the-ground conservation. It 
will provide guidance in how to carry out adaptation with intentionality, how to manage for change and not 
just persistence, how to craft climate-informed conservation goals, and how to integrate adaptation into on-
going work. The target audience includes conservation practitioners, planners, and natural resource 



managers working at multiple scales to ensure the ongoing effectiveness of their work in an era of climate 
change and become savvy consumers of climate information, tools, and models. 

Objectives 

At the conclusion of this course, participants should be able to: 

• Design adaptation planning processes that are relevant at multiple scales (e.g., place-based to large 
landscape level), 

• Evaluate conservation goals from a climate change perspective, and align adaptation strategies with 
climate-informed goals, 

• Explain how climate change vulnerability assessments, scenario planning, and downscaled climate 
models inform adaptation, 

• Describe the process for identifying possible adaptation options based on vulnerability information 
and other management considerations, 

• Integrate climate adaptation into existing planning and decision making processes and policies. 
 

Climate-Smart Conservation with Scenario Planning (ALC3187) 
 
Scenario planning is a valuable decision support method for integrating irreducible and uncontrollable 
uncertainties into climate change adaptation and other planning in natural resource management, and is 
described in detail in the Scenario Planning to Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource Conservation 
guidebook.   This five-day class combines the content of the previous course with an introduction to the core 
elements of scenario planning and exposes participants to a diversity of approaches and specific scenario 
development techniques that incorporate both qualitative and quantitative components.  Participants will 
learn how scenario planning can be integrated into planning frameworks and be complementary with other 
decision support methods. This course will also provide participants with the skills needed to assess the 
appropriateness of scenario planning for their needs, and identify the resources and expertise needed to 
conduct a scenario planning exercise that will meet established objectives. The target audience is similar to 
that of the previous course, meeting the needs of those who are responsible for oversight or incorporation of 
scenario plans. 
 
Objectives 
 
In addition to the objectives of the previous course, participants in this course should also be able to:  
 

• Describe basic steps of scenario planning and explore uncertainty by constructing situation-
appropriate qualitative scenarios using 1-2 scenario development techniques, 

• Describe the process for identifying possible adaptation options based on vulnerability information 
and other management considerations across one or multiple descriptions of future conditions, 

• Integrate climate adaptation, employing a suite of complementary methods such as scenario 
planning and vulnerability assessment, into existing planning and decision making processes and 
policies. 

 

  



Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment   (ALC3184) 
 
This three-day course is based on the publication Scanning the Conservation Horizon - A 
Guide to Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment and is designed to guide conservation and resource 
management practitioners through two essential elements in the design of climate adaptation plans.  
Specifically, it will provide guidance in identifying which species or habitats are likely to be most strongly 
affected by projected changes; and understanding why these resources are likely to be vulnerable. 
Vulnerability Assessments are a critical tool in undertaking any climate change planning or implementation.  
The target audience is conservation practitioners from Federal and State fish and wildlife agencies and other 
conservation managers who work on natural resource issues and need to determine which resources are 
most vulnerable when setting priorities for conservation action. 
 
Objectives 
 
At the conclusion of this course, participants should be able to: 

• Design and interpret natural resource related climate management actions to help build resiliency 
and adaptation, 

• Understand vulnerability assessment in the broader context of adaptation planning, 
• Evaluate the different factors influencing vulnerability and how they can affect the outcome of 

vulnerability assessments, 
• Identify and evaluate approaches for conducting vulnerability assessments and choose among 

options, 
• Design a vulnerability assessment applicable to their needs, 
• Evaluate and interpret the results of vulnerability assessments and recognize next steps, 
• Communicate the purposes, methods, and results of vulnerability assessments to others, 
• Develop (elements of) a vulnerability assessment workplan/statement of work, including level of 

effort. 
 
Decision Analysis for Climate Change (ALC3196) 
 
Natural resource managers are increasingly tasked with understanding climate change impacts and using this 
knowledge in making decisions. Yet the uncertainty inherent in evaluating climate impacts often impedes 
action. This 10-week online course provides participants with skills to address climate change impacts in 
making decisions about natural resource management. It highlights principles from Informing Decisions in a 
Changing Climate a 2009 National Research Council report.  Participants work in teams on actual decision 
problems. As the teams use similar techniques on their different decision problems, participants observe 
multiple examples of on the ground application. Instructors work with teams to build expertise in climate 
change impacts and decision analysis. Teams develop a final presentation on their decision problem. 
 
Objectives 
 
At the conclusion of this course, participants should be able to: 

• Understand how to frame choices to effectively integrate climate change concerns, 
• Engage with a team on a real-life decision addressing climate impacts, 
• Articulate the concept of stationarity, understand its role in traditional analysis, and appreciate the 

significance of its absence in climate change problems, 
• Learn how to classify and incorporate different types of uncertainty about system change, 
• Compare modes of learning about system change and understand when and how to use different 

approaches. 



Attachment 3:  Communications, Outreach, Visitor Services and Academies Curriculum 
Integration of Climate Change into Curriculum - Draft 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
General Approach:  To address the goals described in the “Departmental Guidance for Enhancing 
Employee Climate Change Literacy and Capabilities”, draft learning objectives for each of the 
curriculum’s primary training audiences have been prepared.   The next step is to consider where those 
learning objectives best fit the current course content.  Integration into any training course will need to 
begin with a clear communication strategy for climate change that includes the agency’s climate change 
messages.   
 
There will also need to be a way to keep everyone, including communicators, up-to-date on any changes 
that happen with the messaging and the latest climate research and findings. 
 
 
COVS & Academies’ Primary Audiences 
Communicators – External Affairs, Visitor Services – Park Rangers, VS Specialists, EE Specialists, VS 
Managers, Public Affairs Officers, Station Managers, anyone who is communicating with the public  
 
Wage Grade – Facilities managers, maintenance staff 
Fisheries and Refuge Program staff (field, regional and HQ) – Participation in the Refuge and Fisheries  
 
Academies tend to represent a cross-section of staff from Administrative Officers to Biologists, LE, VS, 
Fire and Station Managers and Project Leaders. 
 
 
*************************************************************************** 
Communicators 
Goals 
Understand the diverse range of impacts that a changing climate can have on natural and cultural 
resources and their infrastructure as well as their basis in scientific principles. 
 
Understand historic trends in natural resource conditions and modeled projections of likely future 
impacts, including uncertainties associated with such projections. 
 
Clearly communicate with partners, stakeholders and the public about climate change. 
 
Learning objectives 
1. Visitor Services staff should be able to explain that the station VS program’s purpose goes beyond 

providing access to outdoor recreation to communicating national, regional and site-specific 
messages, including messaging on climate change. 

 
2. Communicators should be able to interpret complex issues in a way that is relevant to the audience 

by connecting with their values and experiences.  In the case of climate change, moving beyond 
what it is and focusing on the impacts of a changing climate. 

 
3. Communicators should be able to articulate the most recent understanding of climate change and 

the agency’s messages related to it. 
 



Attachment 3:  Communications, Outreach, Visitor Services and Academies Curriculum 
Integration of Climate Change into Curriculum - Draft 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Integration into Courses 
Climate information and agency climate change messages could be integrated into the following 
courses: 

• Introduction to Visitor Services (Learning objectives 1, 3) 
•  Interpretation Foundations(Learning objectives 2, 3) 
• National FWS Communications, Outreach and Visitor Services Training Workshop(Learning 

objectives 2, 3) 
• Digital Communications in Conservation(Learning objectives 2,3) 
• Writing with Clarity(Learning objectives 2) 
• Strategic Communications for Outreach: Overview and Planning(Learning objectives 2) 
• Communicating Science: Distilling Your Message (Learning objectives 2, 3) 

 
 In these training courses, participants could be given the opportunity to develop public programs, other 
communications products and/or reports for their station that integrate these messages. 
 
Next step:  Discuss these suggestions with NCTC Course Leader responsible for the course. 
 
******************************************************************************* 
Wage Grade 
Wage Grade employees need to have a general understanding of climate change so they can adapt 
current natural and cultural resource management practices to the impacts of the changing climate and 
develop new methods of doing things.  At times, wage grade employees are the first contact our refuge 
and hatchery visitors have with our agency.  A general understanding of climate change and its impact at 
the local level, will allow these employees to share the agency’s messages through their informal visitor 
contacts. 
 
Goals 
Understand the diverse range of impacts that a changing climate can have on natural and cultural 
resources and their infrastructure. 
 
Understand historic trends in natural resource conditions and modeled projections of likely future 
impacts, including uncertainties associated with such projections. 
 
Clearly communicate with the public about climate change. 
 
Learning objectives 
Wage Grade staff should be able to explain historic trends in the natural resource conditions of their site 
and at least two possible impacts based on modeled projections. 
 
Wage Grade staff should be able to assess current natural and cultural resource and infrastructure 
conditions and projected impacts, and develop strategies to minimize those impacts or make 
suggestions and implement actions to adapt to changing conditions. 
 
Wage Grade staff should be able to articulate the most recent understanding of climate change, the 
agency’s messages related to it, and how it has impacted the natural resources and wildlife found 
and/or reared at their station. 
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Integration of Climate Change into Curriculum - Draft 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Integration into Courses 
Ideally, all new employees will receive an understanding of climate change and the agency’s position on 
it in Foundations.  For the Wage Grade Academy, the focus could be more on the impacts of climate 
change at the field level and their role in addressing those impacts.  There are several modules where 
climate impacts could be addressed: 

• Update from National Heavy Equipment Coordinator 
• Future of Refuges 
• Cultural Resources 
• Fisheries Management 
• Protecting Endangered Species 
• Invasive Species Management 
• Restoration Projects Tour at Antietam 

 
 Next step:  Discuss these suggestions with NCTC Course Leaders responsible for the courses. 
 
***************************************************************************** 
Academy Participants 
Goals 
Understand the diverse range of impacts that a changing climate can have on natural and cultural 
resources and their infrastructure as well as their basis in scientific principles. 
 
Understand historic trends in natural resource conditions and modeled projections of likely future 
impacts, including uncertainties associated with such projections. 
 
Clearly communicate with partners, stakeholders and the public about climate change. 
 
Learning objectives 
Academy participants should be able to explain historic trends in the natural resource conditions of their 
site and at least two possible impacts based on modeled projections. 
 
They should be able to assess current natural and cultural resource and infrastructure conditions and 
projected impacts, and work with station staff to develop strategies to minimize those impacts or adapt 
to changing conditions. 
 
They should be able to articulate the most recent understanding of climate change, the agency’s 
messages related to it, and how it has impacted the natural resources and wildlife found and/or reared 
at their station. 
 
Integration into Courses 
Ideally, all new employees will receive an understanding of climate change and the agency’s position on 
it in Foundations.  Participants in the Academies will likely address the learning objectives in other NCTC 
classes as well.  For the Refuge and Fisheries Academies, the focus could be on the impacts of climate 
change at the field and landscape level and their role in addressing those impacts at both levels.   
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Integration of Climate Change into Curriculum - Draft 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
In the Refuge Management Academy, climate change is already addressed in the following modules: 

• Water Resources 
• Natural Resources (has been addressed in the last two case studies) 
• Landscape Conservation Design 
• Realty 
• During the week-long fieldtrip to nearby refuges 
 

It could possibly be integrated in: 
• Visitor Services Block 
• Working Effectively with the Media 
• Refuge From Hell assignment 

 
In the Advanced Refuge Management Academy, it is currently being addressed in a module with 
Surrogate Species, Strategic Habitat Conservation and Implementation and Monitoring.  It could possibly 
be integrated in: 

• Conservation Biology: Status and Trends 
• Know it When You See It: Human Dimensions 
• Strategic Communications (will be addressed in the 2016 class’s case study) 

 
In content, Fisheries Academy is more closely aligned with Project Leader Academy than with the NWRS 
Academies.  It tends to focus more on leadership and station administration.  Climate Change could be 
integrated into the following: 

• Capstone Projects 
• Strategic Planning 
• Communications and Outreach 
• Fisheries Divisions and Activities at Headquarters 
• Regional Perspectives 

 
Next step:  Discuss these suggestions with NCTC Course Leaders responsible for the courses.    
 



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 7, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (FWS)  202-208-7165 
 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and 
guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence 
and Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the 
United States for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the 
heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau 
and office head to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing 
relating to Executive Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 
2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy 

and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental 
policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
https://www.fws.gov/policy/056fw1.pdf  
 

2. 56 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate 
Adaptation Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance 
preparedness, adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its 
interaction with non-climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --
resources, and facilities. 
https://www.fws.gov/policy/056fw2.pdf  

 
3.  

 

(b) (5) DPP



 
 

  
  

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 

 
 

 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, 
NOAA, USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate 
training and education goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior 
leaders, and opportunities to work with external partners and stakeholders on developing and 
delivering climate training. 
(URL unavailable.) 
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This 
handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014 by a team of 
experts assembled by the National Wildlife Federation. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their 
work. The guide offers an approach to adaptation planning and implementation that breaks 

(b) (5) DPP



the process into discrete and manageable steps. The Guide is the basis for a FWS-sponsored 
training course offered upon request for Federal agencies, States, and Tribes at various 
locations around the country. 
https://www.nwf.org/pdf/Climate-Smart-Conservation/NWF-Climate-Smart-Conservation_5-
08-14.pdf    
 

9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication 
completed in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to 
help employees integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies 
into planning activities. 
http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs journals/2014/rmrs 2014 czech b001.pdf  
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural 
Resource Conservation: While uncertainty is not new to natural resource management, 
limitations in our ability to confidently predict the direction, rate, and nature of the effects of 
climate and other drivers of change on natural and human systems has reinforced the need for 
tools to cope with the associated uncertainties.  This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with 
FWS support and input, presents a broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and 
approaches, focused on applications in natural resource management and conservation. It 
recently has been combined with the Climate-Smart Conservation training course.  
https://www.fws.gov/home/climatechange/pdf/Scenario-Planning-Report.pdf  

 
PREPARED BY: Jason Goldberg DATE: April 10, 2017 



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Seth Mott
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 10:39:30 AM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change Appendix.docx

Attached, revised for the first two.

On Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 10:38 AM, Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Can you put the info on points awarded in the first two items

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 10, 2017, at 10:10 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Seth,

Additional responses are attached.  These are all grant oriented.  

My thought is that none of these are directly related to SO 3349 but rather
reflect earlier movement by FWS to consider climate change alongside of and
in context with other pressures such as habitat loss and invasive species.

I've saved the file in R:\CC Policy\Secretarial Order 3349 along with references
to the grants that are referenced.

Please let me know how I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or
concerns, please let me know ASAP so we can address them before the
briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben
Jessup to define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and
set up a check in meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 



SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive,
ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind"
related policies on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment
with yesterday’s mitigation data call that was complimentary to, and
does not replace, the process set out and required in the S.O.  The
assignment we turned in yesterday will form the basis of our
response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive,
ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind"
related policies on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott
Covington, in coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider
the oil and gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set
forth in Section 1 of the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief
ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations
that potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural
gas, coal and nuclear resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

<Information Memorandum_SO3349 Climate Change Appendix.docx>

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (FWS)  202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Additional responses to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies additional FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, 
reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to 
climate change.  We previously shared a memo on April 7 with ten items relating to the 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.  This memo follows up with additional 
examples of how the FWS incorporates climate change into its decision-making. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence 
and Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the 
United States for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the 
heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau 
and office head to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing 
relating to Executive Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 
2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified additional examples of how it 
incorporates climate change into its decision-making through grant support: 
 
1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): 

NAWCA Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat, while supporting local 
economies and American traditions such as hunting, fishing, birdwatching, family farming, 
and cattle ranching. Grant decisions are based on scoring that includes categories such as 
waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and long-term 
conservation.  Climate change is a consideration in United States NAWCA Grants as well as 
those provided under Canada and Mexico.   
 
For Standard NAWCA Grants, “Long-term Conservation and Climate Change” allows for a 
maximum of 15 points out of a total of 100 based on the number of years the project will 
provide benefits, and of that 3 points can be allocated for climate change considerations.  For 
Small Grants under NAWCA, “Climate Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 
point out of 15.  There is no specific scoring criteria associated with Canada Standard 



NAWCA Grants, but it must be included in the proposal.  For Mexico Standard NAWCA 
Grants in 2018, 3 points of 100 address climate change. 
 

2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): 
NMBCA Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and 
conserves birds throughout their life cycles.  The grant application asks whether the project 
reduces the effects of a predicted or current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable 
species or habitat.  The NMBCA application asks whether the project reduces the effects of a 
predicted or current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or habitat, and 
provides up to 3 points out of a total of 60 for the answer. 

 
3. State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal 
grant funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats, 
including species that are not hunted or fished. The application states that additional points 
toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for projects that significantly 
incorporate climate change considerations in project design, including projects whose goals 
and objectives align with published climate change adaptation plans or that incorporate 
recommendations of organizations specializing in climate science for conservation purposes. 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an 

internal FWS grant program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering 
federally listed species on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides 
opportunities for focused, large scale on the ground conservation efforts.  Climate change is 
about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration of CRI Projects. 

 
5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish 

Restoration, with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program 
annually provides grants of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. 
territories to protect, restore and enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. 
The grants are funded through the Sport Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is 
supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include 
questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal watershed management, conservation of 
threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other factors” includes a request for how 
the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how it will be affected by 
climate change impacts. 

 
6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): 

Projects conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and 
aquatic communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve 
the quality of life for the American people.  The application process requests information 
from project applicants to identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no 
scoring or ranking criteria is based on this information, and it is used for internal reporting 
purposes only. 

 



7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological 
Services): CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for 
federally listed species and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered 
Species Act.  The projects reflect the collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of 
the review and scoring, FWS Regional Directors are asked to consider project readiness and 
conservation in the context of climate change and may assign some points for such work, but 
do not have to do so.  

 
PREPARED BY: Jason Goldberg DATE: April 10, 2017 



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Mott, Seth
Cc: Kurt Johnson
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 9:10:16 AM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change Appendix.docx

Hi Seth,

Additional responses are attached.  These are all grant oriented.  

My thought is that none of these are directly related to SO 3349 but rather reflect earlier
movement by FWS to consider climate change alongside of and in context with other
pressures such as habitat loss and invasive species.

I've saved the file in R:\CC Policy\Secretarial Order 3349 along with references to the grants
that are referenced.

Please let me know how I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns, please let
me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup to
define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering each
bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation
data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out
and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the
basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.



SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering each
bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies on climate
change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and gas
rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the
March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced energy
resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (FWS)  202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Additional responses to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies additional FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, 
reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to 
climate change.  We previously shared a memo on April 7 with ten items relating to the 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.  This memo follows up with additional 
examples of how the FWS incorporates climate change into its decision-making. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence 
and Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the 
United States for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the 
heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau 
and office head to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing 
relating to Executive Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 
2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified additional examples of how it 
incorporates climate change into its decision-making through grant support: 
 
1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): 

NAWCA Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat, while supporting local 
economies and American traditions such as hunting, fishing, birdwatching, family farming, 
and cattle ranching. Grant decisions are based on scoring that includes categories such as 
waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and long-term 
conservation.  Climate change is a consideration in United States NAWCA Grants as well as 
those provided under Canada and Mexico. 
 

2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): 
NMBCA Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and 
conserves birds throughout their life cycles.  The grant application asks whether the project 
reduces the effects of a predicted or current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable 
species or habitat. 



 
3. State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal 
grant funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats, 
including species that are not hunted or fished. The application states that additional points 
toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for projects that significantly 
incorporate climate change considerations in project design, including projects whose goals 
and objectives align with published climate change adaptation plans or that incorporate 
recommendations of organizations specializing in climate science for conservation purposes. 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an 

internal FWS grant program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering 
federally listed species on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides 
opportunities for focused, large scale on the ground conservation efforts.  Climate change is 
about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration of CRI Projects. 

 
5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish 

Restoration, with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program 
annually provides grants of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. 
territories to protect, restore and enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. 
The grants are funded through the Sport Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is 
supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include 
questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal watershed management, conservation of 
threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other factors” includes a request for how 
the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how it will be affected by 
climate change impacts. 

 
6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): 

Projects conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and 
aquatic communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve 
the quality of life for the American people.  The application process requests information 
from project applicants to identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no 
scoring or ranking criteria is based on this information, and it is used for internal reporting 
purposes only. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological 

Services): CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for 
federally listed species and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered 
Species Act.  The projects reflect the collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of 
the review and scoring, FWS Regional Directors are asked to consider project readiness and 
conservation in the context of climate change and may assign some points for such work, but 
do not have to do so.  

 
PREPARED BY: Jason Goldberg DATE: April 10, 2017 



From: Seth Mott
To: Gnam, Rosemarie
Cc: Richard Ruggiero
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 3:54:50 PM

Thanks!

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 7, 2017, at 4:47 PM, Gnam, Rosemarie <rosemarie_gnam@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Seth:

I checked with our Division Chiefs and for AIA response is negative,we don't
have stepped down guidance or requirements in other programmatic areas such as
"scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals or rankings in
various programs.  Thanks.
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ruggiero, Richard <richard_ruggiero@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: Rosemarie Gnam <Rosemarie_Gnam@fws.gov>
Cc: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>

Thanks, Seth. I am forwarding to Rose Gnam, who will be acting on Monday.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:10 PM
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: Richard Ruggiero <richard_ruggiero@fws.gov>

I see you are "acting" today

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:24 PM
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: Dolores Savignano <dolores_savignano@fws.gov>, John Schmerfeld
<john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, Mike Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,
Nancy Green <nancy_green@fws.gov>, Tom Busiahn <tom_busiahn@fws.gov>,
Jeff Rupert <Jeff_Rupert@fws.gov>, Christy Vigfusson
<Christy_Vigfusson@fws.gov>, John Klavitter <john_klavitter@fws.gov>, Julie
Henning <julie_henning@fws.gov>, Sarah Mott <sarah_p_mott@fws.gov>,
"Bell, Gloria" <Gloria_Bell@fws.gov>, "Babij, Eleanora"
<eleanora_babij@fws.gov>, Don Morgan <don_morgan@fws.gov>, Kurt
Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg



<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, "Shultz, Gina" <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
"VanRyzin, Paul J" <paul_vanryzin@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Tom Melius
<tom_melius@fws.gov>

Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted
portion.  This in response to a data call from the Department for policies,
guidance, or direction  related to climate change, for which we have already
submitted a draft response.  I have told the Director's Office we will circle back to
the Programs and ask specifically for any instances of using climate change, or
adaptation to climate change as a criterion or ranking factor in project selection.  
We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I must ask for your response
(positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>,
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>,
"Ford, Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J"
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, "Matson, Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy
Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler
<Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,
Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom Melius <Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in
other programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to
project approvals or rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or
concerns, please let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing



with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben
Jessup to define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set
up a check in meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive,
ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind"
related policies on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment
with yesterday’s mitigation data call that was complimentary to, and
does not replace, the process set out and required in the S.O.  The
assignment we turned in yesterday will form the basis of our response
to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive,
ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind"
related policies on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott
Covington, in coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the
oil and gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth
in Section 1 of the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief
ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations
that potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas,
coal and nuclear resources."

 



-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Richard G. Ruggiero, Ph.D
Chief, Division of International Conservation
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
Office: 703 358-2460



-- 
Rosemarie Gnam, Ph.D.
Chief
Division of Scientific Authority- International Affairs
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: IA
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

Phone: (703) 358-2497
Fax: (703) 358-2276

www.fws.gov/international

Sign up for our e-newsletter to learn how we're working around the globe to
protect species and their habitats!



From: Henning, Julie
To: Mott, Seth
Cc: John Schmerfeld; David Miko
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 2:54:59 PM
Attachments: NFHP template.pdf

Hi - There is no specific language in the NFHP application, as the requested
information is in a table format as FWS climate objective (see attachment).  The
applicant is to identify (where applicable) their project supports one of the climate
objectives in 'rising to the urgent challenge'.  We don't have any written instructions.
Again, this column doesn't affect the score. 

Julie Henning
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Chief, Branch of Aquatic Habitat & Species Conservation

Office: 703-358-1945
Cell:    571-389-3584 

Learn more about Fish and Aquatic Conservation

FWS.GOV      Facebook     Twitter       Flickr

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:25 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
thanks, can you send me the exact wording from the NFHP application?

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Henning, Julie <julie_henning@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth -  For FAC we identified one program that may fall into the data call. The
National Fish Habitat Partnership application process does request information
from project applicants to identify when proposed projects benefit climate. 
However, no scoring or ranking criteria is based on this information. 

Let me know if you have questions.

Julie

 

Julie Henning
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
Chief, Branch of Aquatic Habitat & Species Conservation

Office: 703-358-1945
Cell:    571-389-3584 



Learn more about Fish and Aquatic Conservation

FWS.GOV      Facebook     Twitter       Flickr

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:24 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted portion. 
This in response to a data call from the Department for policies, guidance, or direction
 related to climate change, for which we have already submitted a draft response.  I have
told the Director's Office we will circle back to the Programs and ask specifically for
any instances of using climate change, or adaptation to climate change as a criterion or
ranking factor in project selection.   We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I
must ask for your response (positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia
Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>,
Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford, Jerome"
<jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, "Matson,
Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>,
Matthew Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom Melius
<Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other
programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals
or rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve



On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns,
please let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP
on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup
to define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s
mitigation data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the
process set out and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in
yesterday will form the basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final
due Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil
and gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in
Section 1 of the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP
by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and
nuclear resources."

 



-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803





From: Mott, Seth
To: Guertin, Stephen
Cc: Jim Kurth; Casey Hammond; Charisa Morris; Gary Frazer; Cynthia Martinez; Ford, Jerome; Betsy Hildebrandt;

Matthew Huggler; Tom Melius
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 2:08:00 PM

The answer is yes, there are considerations of climate change built into some of the project
selection processes across the Service,  These would be implementation examples of the DOI
and FWS climate adaptation policies listed in the document I sent this morning, i.e
"Incorporating climate change adaptation strategies into existing planning processes (e.g., recovery
plans, habitat conservation plans, Comprehensive Conservation Plans, habitat management plans,
migratory bird plans, etc.) and activities for which they are responsible;"

I'll have a list of examples to bring with me on Monday

 

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:
Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other
programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals or
rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns, please
let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup to
define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation
data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out
and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the
basis of our response to the SO. 



Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and
gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of
the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear
resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 



FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Mott, Seth
To: Klavitter, John
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 1:48:42 PM

thanks

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:45 PM, Klavitter, John <john_klavitter@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth,

See answers below for CRI and Refuge System Large Invasive Species Allocation.

Best, John 

Climate change is about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of the Cooperative Recovery
Initiative Projects:

ROUND 2 REVIEW: In Round 2, a subset (about 50%) of the proposals will be selected
for further review by the NRT.  The criteria below are of equal weight.

 

Cross-Program Coordination/Partnerships

1.      To what extent are multiple Service programs involved in the proposed project?

2.      To what extent does the proposal demonstrate cross-programmatic coordination
and/or benefits?

Strategic Habitat Conservation/Landscape Conservation

3.      To what extent does the project demonstrate that it is working within the SHC
framework?

4.      To what extent does the project demonstrate that it aligns with and supports broader
landscape conservation goals?

Long-term Sustainability

5.      To what extent does the project demonstrate consideration of ongoing and projected
impacts of climate change on target species and habitats?

6.      To what extent does the project demonstrate the potential for long-term
sustainability of activities and potential for lasting success under a changing climate and
other stressors?

Additional Benefits

7.      If the project has benefits in addition to those required in the Qualifying Criteria,
please describe them here.  Examples include, but are not limited to: Does the project
provide ancillary benefits for resources other than the target species: are multiple species



impacted?  Are other partners providing funding?  Others?

Contribution to Conservation                     

8.      To what extent will the project achieve the most significant conservation success for
the listed species and the refuge system? 

For the Refuge System Large Invasive Species Allocation, Climate Change makes up
about 7% of the total score.

1. Project Goals and Objectives: Long-term goal(s) of the project.  Objectives are the
specific steps to be taken to reach the stated goals.  Objectives must be “SMART”
(specific, measurable, achievable/attainable, relevant, and time-bound).  Project
objectives should be established in the context of on-going and projected climate
change and related stressors.

SCORING

3 – Good.

2 – Fair.

1 – Poor.

0 – Did not address or no information was provided.

1. Long-Term Sustainability: While projects may be completed in one to five years,
project objectives should also consider: 1) how they would respond to a re-invasion
and what response would be undertaken if the invasive species is detected post-
eradication and how the response to the detection would be funded; and 2) long-term
resiliency to climate change and other relevant habitat stressors.  Please describe what
information, decision-support tools, or other resources (e.g., vulnerability
assessments, climate projections, or SLAMM) were relied upon to ensure that project
design and implementation actions are sufficiently robust to withstand these stressors.
When relevant, please describe how the project may reduce the impacts of climate-
related changes that affect the target habitat and the refuge.  For example, consider
whether or how long the habitat conditions at the project area are likely to remain
suitable for the species under projected changes in climate.

SCORING

5 to 6 – Good.

3 to 4 – Fair.

1 to 2 – Poor.



0 – Did not address or no information was provided.  

John Klavitter, MS
US Fish & Wildlife Service
National Wildlife Refuge System, Headquarters
National Coordinator: Cooperative Recovery Initiative/Island Restoration/Invasives
5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, VA 22041
703-358-2063
john_klavitter@fws.gov
 ... ><((((*> ... ><((((*> ... ><((((*> ... ><((((*> ... ><((((*>

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:24 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted portion. 
This in response to a data call from the Department for policies, guidance, or direction
 related to climate change, for which we have already submitted a draft response.  I have
told the Director's Office we will circle back to the Programs and ask specifically for any
instances of using climate change, or adaptation to climate change as a criterion or ranking
factor in project selection.   We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I must ask
for your response (positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott
Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford, Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>,
"Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, "Matson, Noah"
<noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew
Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,
Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom Melius <Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other
programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals
or rankings in various programs?

Thanks.



Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns,
please let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on
Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup
to define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s
mitigation data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the
process set out and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in
yesterday will form the basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and
gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of
the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear
resources."



 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Busiahn, Tom
To: Mott, Seth
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 1:39:27 PM

Seth-

In FY 2017, the Competitive State Wildlife Grant program awarded up to 2 additional points for proposals that
incorporate climate change considerations in project design.  Maximum total score was 46 points.  Proposals are
currently being scored for selection in May.

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:24 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted portion.  This
in response to a data call from the Department for policies, guidance, or direction  related to
climate change, for which we have already submitted a draft response.  I have told the
Director's Office we will circle back to the Programs and ask specifically for any instances
of using climate change, or adaptation to climate change as a criterion or ranking factor in
project selection.   We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I must ask for your
response (positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>,
Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez
Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford,
Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,
"Matson, Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt
<betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason
Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom
Melius <Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other
programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals or
rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve



On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns, please
let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup to
define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation
data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out
and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the
basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and
gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of
the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear
resources."

 



-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Tom Busiahn
Chief, Division of Policy & Programs
Wildlife & Sport Fish Restoration
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
tom_busiahn@fws.gov
Phone:  703-358-2231
Mobile:  202-577-6206



From: Green, Nancy
To: Mott, Seth
Cc: Dolores Savignano; John Schmerfeld; Mike Johnson; Tom Busiahn; Jeff Rupert; Christy Vigfusson; John Klavitter;

Julie Henning; Sarah Mott; Bell, Gloria; Babij, Eleanora; Don Morgan; Kurt Johnson; Jason Goldberg; Shultz,
Gina; VanRyzin, Paul J; Stephen Guertin; Tom Melius

Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 1:29:28 PM

Seth - I will check here in ES.  

Nancy

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:24 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted portion.  This
in response to a data call from the Department for policies, guidance, or direction  related to
climate change, for which we have already submitted a draft response.  I have told the
Director's Office we will circle back to the Programs and ask specifically for any instances
of using climate change, or adaptation to climate change as a criterion or ranking factor in
project selection.   We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I must ask for your
response (positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>,
Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez
Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford,
Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,
"Matson, Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt
<betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason
Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom
Melius <Tom_Melius@fws.gov>

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other
programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals or
rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

(b) (5) DPP



Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns, please
let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup to
define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation
data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out
and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the
basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and
gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of
the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear
resources."

 



-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Mott, Seth
To: Guertin, Stephen
Cc: Jim Kurth; Casey Hammond; Charisa Morris; Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz; Cynthia Martinez; Sanchez Shaun; Scott

Covington; Ford, Jerome; Johnson, Mike J; Matson, Noah; Betsy Hildebrandt; Matthew Huggler; Jason Goldberg;
Kurt Johnson; Tom Melius

Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 12:53:15 PM

I'm not aware of any instances of using scores or criteria specifically in regard to climate
change, but we didn't ask that directly when consulting Programs for this assignment.  We will
circle back and see if there is more to learn before Monday's briefing

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:
Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other
programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals or
rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns, please
let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup to
define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation
data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out
and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the
basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering



each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and
gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of
the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear
resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Jerome Ford
To: Guertin, Stephen
Cc: Mott, Seth; Jim Kurth; Casey Hammond; Charisa Morris; Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz; Cynthia Martinez; Sanchez

Shaun; Scott Covington; Johnson, Mike J; Matson, Noah; Betsy Hildebrandt; Matthew Huggler; Jason Goldberg;
Kurt Johnson; Tom Melius

Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 12:40:43 PM

Did we include the "question" that we ask folks seeking NAWCA grants.  There is no
numerical value, but there is an ask relative to  CC.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

On Apr 7, 2017, at 1:35 PM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in
other programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to
project approvals or rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or
concerns, please let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing
with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben
Jessup to define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set
up a check in meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive,
ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind"
related policies on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment
with yesterday’s mitigation data call that was complimentary to, and



does not replace, the process set out and required in the S.O.  The
assignment we turned in yesterday will form the basis of our response
to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive,
ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind"
related policies on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott
Covington, in coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the
oil and gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth
in Section 1 of the March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief
ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations
that potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas,
coal and nuclear resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Mott, Seth
To: Guertin, Stephen
Cc: Jim Kurth; Casey Hammond; Charisa Morris; Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz; Cynthia Martinez; Sanchez Shaun; Scott

Covington; Ford, Jerome; Johnson, Mike J; Matson, Noah; Betsy Hildebrandt; Matthew Huggler; Jason Goldberg;
Kurt Johnson

Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 9:24:40 AM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft.docx

Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns, please let
me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup to
define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in meeting
for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10.  Final
due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering each
bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies on mitigation. 
We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s mitigation data call that was
complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out and required in the
S.O.  The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the basis of our response to
the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering each
bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies on climate
change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and gas
rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the March
28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that potentially



burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced energy resources,
with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 7, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (FWS)  202-208-7165 
 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and 
guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence 
and Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the 
United States for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the 
heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau 
and office head to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing 
relating to Executive Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 
2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy 

and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental 
policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 56 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate 
Adaptation Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance 
preparedness, adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its 
interaction with non-climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --
resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  

 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP



 
4.  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, 
NOAA, USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate 
training and education goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior 
leaders, and opportunities to work with external partners and stakeholders on developing and 
delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This 
handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014 by a team of 
experts assembled by the National Wildlife Federation. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their 
work. The guide offers an approach to adaptation planning and implementation that breaks 
the process into discrete and manageable steps. The Guide is the basis for a FWS-sponsored 
training course offered upon request for Federal agencies, States, and Tribes at various 
locations around the country.   
 

9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication 
completed in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to 
help employees integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies 
into planning activities. 

(b) (5) DPP



 
10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural 

Resource Conservation: While uncertainty is not new to natural resource management, 
limitations in our ability to confidently predict the direction, rate, and nature of the effects of 
climate and other drivers of change on natural and human systems has reinforced the need for 
tools to cope with the associated uncertainties.  This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with 
FWS support and input, presents a broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and 
approaches, focused on applications in natural resource management and conservation. It 
recently has been combined with the Climate-Smart Conservation training course.  

 
 

PREPARED BY: Jason Goldberg DATE: April 7, 2017 



From: Mott, Sarah
To: Mike Johnson; Jerome Ford
Cc: Kari Duncan; Seth Mott
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Tuesday, April 11, 2017 9:54:27 AM
Attachments: Climate Change in NAWCA and NMBCA grants.docx

Meant to send this to you last Friday and found it in my draft folder today. I know that Seth used some of this info in
his briefing yesterday. 

Here's what we have regarding climate change criteria for all of the DBHC grants. Let me know if you need
something more or different.

Sarah 

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:58 PM, Mike Johnson <mike_j_johnson@fws.gov> wrote:

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 7, 2017 at 1:40:31 PM EDT
To: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Cc: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>, Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, 
Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>,  Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,  Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>,
Sanchez Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>,  Scott Covington
<scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike J"
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  "Matson, Noah" <noah_matson@fws.gov>,
Betsy Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>,  Matthew Huggler
<Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, 
Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom Melius
<Tom_Melius@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables

Did we include the "question" that we ask folks seeking NAWCA grants.  There
is no numerical value, but there is an ask relative to  CC.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

On Apr 7, 2017, at 1:35 PM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
wrote:



Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other
documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or
requirements in other programmatic areas such as "scores" or
"criteria" for climate related to project approvals or rankings in
various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth
<seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has
questions or concerns, please let me know ASAP so we can
address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with
Casey and Ben Jessup to define the assignments, assign
lead responsibilities, and set up a check in meeting for
next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief
ASFWP by Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation
directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider,
modify, or rescind" related policies on mitigation.  We
largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s
mitigation data call that was complimentary to, and does
not replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. 
The assignment we turned in yesterday will form the
basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief
ASFWP by Monday 4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation
directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider,
modify, or rescind" related policies on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and



Scott Covington, in coordination with Ben Jessup SOL. 
Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday
4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to
reconsider the oil and gas rules as to whether it is
consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the
March 28 E.O.

Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and
Noah.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify
regulations that potentially burden the "development or
utilization of domestically produced energy resources,
with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and
nuclear resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Sarah Pearson Mott
Chief, Division of Bird Habitat Conservation
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803

sarah_p_mott@fws.gov
703-358-1910



U.S. Standard NAWCA Grants 
 

 
TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT QUESTION #5  

How does the proposal contribute to long-term conservation of wetlands and associated uplands?  
 

 
 

ACTIVITY 

ACRES BY LONGEVITY OF BENEFITS  
* Includes water control structures made of material other than wood.  

** Includes wood water control structures and pumps. 

 
TOTAL 
ACRES 

  PERPETUITY *26-99 **10-25  < 10  

SECTION A      

Fee       
Easement       
Lease       

TOTAL ACQUIRED      
RESTORED      

ENHANCED      

ESTABLISHED      
TOTAL      

SECTION B      

Tract ID: (funding)      
Tract ID: (funding)      
Tract ID: (funding)      
Tract ID: (funding)      
 
Provide a brief narrative describing the significance of the proposal to:  
• Long-term conservation and how the project area and tracts might be affected by climate change within the next 30-50 

years,  
• And also how the proposed activities address, in an adaptive manner, any changes caused by climate change concerns.  
 
Questions that might be discussed include:  
• What national, state, or regional-level climate vulnerability/risk assessments have been conducted for the project area and what did 

they determine?  
• Is the project area known from assessments or research to exhibit climate-resilient features or attributes?  
• Are populations and the conservation status of priority species from Technical Questions #1 and #2 projected to change over the 

next 30-50 years?  
• What climate-adaptive features or attributes do the project activities include?  
• How are project activities compatible with or contribute to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services’ Strategic Plan for Responding to 

Climate Change (https://www.fws.gov/home/climatechange/), the National Fish, Wildlife & Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy 
(www.wildlifeadaptationstrategy.gov), or similar documents?  

 
SCORING TABLE 

CATEGORIES OF QUESTIONS Points = 100 

#1. WATERFOWL 
A. High priority species 
B. Other priority species 
C. Other waterfowl 

MAXIMUM = 15 
0-7 
0-5 
0-3 

#2. WETLAND-ASSOCIATED MIGRATORY BIRDS 
2. Priority bird species 
3. Other wetland-associated bird species 

MAXIMUM = 15 



#3. NORTH AMERICAN GEOGRAPHIC PRIORITY WETLANDS AS RECOGNIZED 
BY MAJOR MIGRATORY BIRD CONSERVATION PLANS 
3. National geographic priority wetland areas 
4. Regionally important wetland areas 

MAXIMUM = 15 
 

0-9 
0-6 

#4. WETLANDS STATUS AND TRENDS 
4. Decreasing wetlands types 
5. Stable wetlands types 
6. Increasing wetlands types 
7. No trend data types 
8. Uplands 

MAXIMUM = 10 
0-10 
0-4 
0-1 
0-1 
0-8 

#5. LONG-TERM CONSERVATION & CLIMATE CHANGE 
5. Benefits in perpetuity 
6. Benefits for 26-99 years 
7. Benefits for 10-25 years 
8. Benefits for <10 years 
9. Significance to long-term conservation and climate change 

MAXIMUM = 15 
0-12 
0-8 
0-6 
0-4 
0-3 

#6. ENDANGERED SPECIES AND OTHER WETLAND-DEPENDENT FISH AND 
WILDLIFE 
6. Federal endangered, threatened or proposed species = 1, 2, >2 species 
7. State Species of Greatest Conservation Need = 0-10 species 

MAXIMUM = 10 
 

0-3, 0-4, 0-5 
0-5 

#7. PARTNERSHIPS 
7. Ratio of non-Federal match to grant request = < 1:1; >1:1< 1.5:1; ≥1.5:1< 2:1; > 2:1 
8. Matching partners contributing 10% of the grant request = 0-1, 2, 3, > 3 
9. Partner categories = 1, 2, 3, > 3 
10. Important partnership aspects 
11. Public Access 

MAXIMUM = 20 
0, 1, 3, 6 
0, 1, 2, 3 
0, 2, 3, 4 

0-5 
0-2 

 

U.S. Small NAWCA Grants  

Applicants are asked to briefly explain how the proposal addresses several elements in different categories (partnerships, 
waterfowl, nongame and other wetland associated migratory birds, endangered species, wetland types, special 
considerations, climate change and long-term conservation, and public access.  
 
G. Climate Change and Long-Term Conservation  
Please provide a brief narrative describing the significance of the proposal with regard to long-term conservation, 
including how the project might help address climate change concerns.  
 
 
Small Grants Evaluation Question Maximum Points 
 
Waterfowl / Wetlands 
B. Waterfowl 3 
E. Wetland Types 2 

Subtotal 5 
 
Nongame Species 
C. Nongame and Other Wetland-Associated Migratory Birds 3 
D. Endangered Species 2 

Subtotal 5 
 
Other Considerations 
A. Partnerships 2 
G. Climate Change and Long-Term Conservation 1 
H. Public Access 1 
F. Special Considerations 1 

Subtotal 5 
Grand Total 15 



Mexico Standard NAWCA Grants  
 
Narrative Required: 
Annex K. Long-term conservation of migratory bird habitat in the face of climate change. This section must 
describe the importance of the project in terms of migratory bird habitat conservation in the long term in the context of 
climate change by providing responses to the following items, in no more than one page.  
1. Explain how climate change threats in the region where the project site is located were taken into consideration in 
development of this proposal.  
2. Describe the resilience of the project habitat that you intend to protect, restore or enhance, in terms of climate change.  
3. Describe the environmental elements or aspects of the habitat at the project site that will persevere for the long term in 
spite of climate change.  
4. Classify the vulnerability of the project site proposed in this proposal as High, Medium or Low.  
5. Explain the basis for the information presented in the previous four responses (academic references, reports or other 
documentation).  
 
No specific range of points is currently assigned to this narrative. However, for 2018 Mexico NAWCA grants, the points 
awarded for this information will be as follows:  

NAWCA - MEXICO PROPOSAL SCORING 
Points Points 

Available  Awarded  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Subtotal A. 30 
B. PROJECT LOCATION 

1. Geographic location 
Including context and work RAMSAR 
site (MAP X, List X) 

2. Value of wetlands 
3. Mexico Priority Wetlands (MAP X)* 
4. Key wetlands for waterfowl (MAP X, List X) 
5. Key wetlands for shorebirds (MAP X, List X) 
6. Key wetlands for waterbirds (MAP X, List X) 
7. Key area for  PIF land birds (MAP X, List X) 

 
5 

 

 
5 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 

Subtotal 8 25 
C. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

1. Goals/Tracts 
a) Acquisition/Easement 
b) Restoration/Enhancement 
c) Infrastructure development 
d) Training/Education 
e) Management 

2. Threats 
3. Climate Change 
4. Special Considerations 

 
20 

 
 
 
 
 
 

5 
3 
2 

 

Subtotal C 30 

A. RESOURCE DESCRIPTION   
1.  Priority Waterfowl (see list X) 10 
2. Priority Shorebirds (see list X) 5 
3.  Priority Waterbirds (see list x) 5 
4.  Priority Landbirds (PIF) (see list  X) 5 
5. Other Birds/Wildlife (including MX endemic species)* 3 
6. Endangered Species* 2 

 



D. PARTNERSHIPS   
1.   Community Participation 3 
2.  Number & Degree of Participation of Partners 7 

3. Match Ratio 3 
4.   Unique Social Aspects of  the project 2 

Subtotal D 15 

 

 

Canada Standard NAWCA Grants 
 
Applicants submit project proposals through the appropriate North American Waterfowl Management Plan Provincial 
Steering Committee.  After a preliminary review by the Provincial committees, eligible proposals are forwarded to the 
appropriate Joint Venture Management Board, Environment Canada Wetlands Office, and finally the North American 
Wetlands Conservation Council (Canada) for review and endorsement. Projects are then presented to the North American 
Wetlands Conservation Council  (Council) in the United States for funding consideration. After reviewing the projects, 
the Council recommends them to the Migratory Bird Conservation Commission.   

The following narrative is required in Canada Standard NAWCA grants: 

i. Climate Change: Provide a brief narrative describing the significance of the proposal to long-term conservation and how the project area 
and (identified) tracts might be affected by climate change within the next 30-50 years and how the proposed activities address in an 
adaptive manner any changes caused by climate change concerns. Questions that might be discussed include: 

•           What national or regional-level climate vulnerability/risk assessments have been conducted for the project area and what 
did they determine? 
•           Is the project area known from assessments or research to exhibit climate-resilient features or attributes? 
•           Are populations and the conservation status of priority species projected to change over the next 30-50 years? 
•           What climate-adaptive features or attributes do the project activities include? 
•           How are project activities compatible with or contribute to the USFWS’ Strategic Plan for Responding to Climate Change 
(http://www.fws.gov/home/climatechange/), the National Fish, Wildlife & Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy 
(www.wildlifeadaptationstrategy.gov), or similar documents? 

 There is no specific scoring criteria associated with this narrative, but it must be included in the proposal. 

 

 

Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act Grants 
 
The only reference to climate change in this grant application is as follows: 
 
Q13. Does the project reduce the effects of a predicted or current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or 
habitat? (If your proposal addresses climate change impacts on Neotropical migratory birds, please provide citations for 
the research guiding your proposed conservation actions.) 
 
The narrative responding to this selection criteria is worth 3 points out of 60. 
 

 

 



From: Jason Goldberg
To: Seth Mott
Cc: Laura MacLean
Subject: Re: Assistance Requested: LCCs Described in the NCA4 draft report
Date: Wednesday, August 1, 2018 11:31:00 AM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft 4-10-17.docx

BP - DOI and FWS Policy.docx

Hi Seth,

Got it.  I thought the request was for your Hill briefings, due tomorrow morning.  Virginia's
requested deadline is today.  I've concluded my analysis of all policies, attached.  I didn't find
language related to the reorganization of the LCCs in any of the documents I've come across.  I
think the LCC language needs revision.

I reviewed Secretarial Orders and other guidance from ELIPS.  I also reviewed FWS
Manual changes from 2017 and 2018.  I also searched DTS for various terms (science, climate,
LCCs, and memos from SA).  I found reference to 052 FW 1, which I've included, and the OIG
report on avoiding duplication between the LCCs and Climate Science Centers, which seemed
outside the scope of the briefing paper.

I've also attached as a reference for the briefing paper the document SA submitted in April 2017
on FWS actions related to the March 28, 2017 EO.

The only guidance I have found directly related to the LCC reorganization is in the FY18 Budget
Request.  Similar language is in the FY19 Budget Request.  I suggest the following language for
the NCA4 report instead: 

"Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCCs) were established by Secretarial Order 3289
in 2009  to provide trans-boundary support and science capacity for adaptive resource
management.  The Service has encouraged other LCC participants—such as States and
other entities—to assume management of LCCs in the absence of dedicated FWS funding
due to higher priorities FWS addressed in its FY2018 budget request."
Alternatively, we could just ask Virginia to remove the original clarification because it's
misleading.  Many of the LCCs are not disbanding.  Or we could delete the LCC reference
in the second order draft entirely.  That particular section lists the LCCs as an example
along with several others - I believe as a regional example to the Southeast - so it's not
essential to include them in that particular statement.

Please let me know if I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Wed, Aug 1, 2018 at 12:01 PM Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
That’s why I asked you yesterday to look through more exec and secretarial orders and
policies.  We may need to revise our response to the NCA4 report

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 1, 2018, at 11:50 AM, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:



Hi Seth,

I've been reviewing SO 3360 for the assignment you gave me yesterday.  Can you
please help me understand how SO 3360 rescinds authority for the LCCs?  While I
see other policies that are revoked, such as 523 DM 1, I don't see anything in SO
3360 that addresses SO 3289.  Is there another memo or other guidance, beyond
that provided in the budget submission, that directs the change to governance or
operations of the LCCs?

Thank you,

Jason

On Fri, Jul 27, 2018 at 12:47 PM Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

Let's go with the following:

Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCCs) were established by Secretarial Order
3289 in 2009  to provide trans-boundary support and science capacity for adaptive
resource management, but rescinded through Secretarial Order 3360 in 2017. 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is no longer providing dedicated staff and
funding to support the governance and operations of the 22 LCCs. Many LCCs
dissolved their partnerships in 2017-2018, while others are inactive or continuing to
function with a new coordination and fiscal structure. The  Service will continue to
support cooperative landscape conservation efforts as an equal partner, working
with states and other partners on priority conservation and management issues.

On Fri, Jul 27, 2018 at 11:12 AM, Laura Maclean <laura_maclean@fws.gov>
wrote:

Is this accurate???

Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCCs) were established by Secretarial Order
in 2009 (No. 3289 ) to provide trans-boundary support and science capacity for
adaptive resource management. This order was furthered through Secretarial Order
3330 in 2013, but rescinded through Secretarial Order 3360 in 2017. 
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is no longer providing dedicated staff and
funding to support the governance and operations of the 22 LCCs. Many LCCs
dissolved their partnerships in 2017-2018, while others are inactive or continuing to
function with a new coordination and fiscal structure. The  Service will continue to
support cooperative landscape conservation efforts as an equal partner, working
with states and other partners on priority conservation and management issues.

On Fri, Jul 27, 2018 at 10:50 AM Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
I talked to Benjamin, then made some edits ((below).  Unless you want to discuss,
when we get to a final version we'll send to EA and ask them to review and concur



before we send it out.

Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCCs) were established by Secretarial
Order in 2010 to provide trans-boundary support and science capacity for adaptive
resource management (Landscape Conservation Cooperative Network 2018)....is
this a citation?  if so,not needed, the SO is the source..and wasn't that SO
rescinded?  if so, we should say that too
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is no longer providing dedicated staff
and funding to support the governance and operations of the 22 LCCs. Many LCCs
dissolved their partnerships in 2017-2018, while others are inactive,  or continuing
to function with a new coordination and fiscal structure. The  Service will continue
to support cooperative landscape conservation efforts as an equal partner,
working with states and other partners on priority conservation and management
issues

On Fri, Jul 27, 2018 at 10:21 AM, Laura Maclean
<laura_maclean@fws.gov> wrote:

Morning all, here is my suggested edit. Per your approval, I'll circulate to
EA:

Draft provided by NCA4 authors:
“In 2010, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service established the Landscape
Conservation Cooperative (LCC) Network (Landscape Conservation Cooperative
Network 2018), with the goal of providing trans-boundary support for adaptive
resource management. Recently, however, many LCCs have disbanded and
those that remain are now managed by states or NGOs."
 
Our revised edit:
Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCCs) were established by Secretarial
Order in 2010 to provide trans-boundary support and science capacity for
adaptive resource management (Landscape Conservation Cooperative Network
2018).
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is no longer providing dedicated staff and
funding to support the governance and operations of the 22 LCCs. Many LCCs
dissolved their partnerships in 2017-2018, while others are inactive,
collaborating on an ad hoc basis, or continuing to function with a new
coordination and fiscal structure. Where states and other partners continue to
work across large landscapes to address priority conservation and management
issues, the Service will look at ways to support those efforts as an equal partner.

Thanks, Laura

On Thu, Jul 26, 2018 at 5:10 PM Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:



Deadline or not, we won’t be providing a response until it’s OK, per
Benjamin and Barbara ( or Huggler)

Sent from my iPhone

On Jul 26, 2018, at 4:46 PM, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Laura,

Virginia didn't say, but I know she's under some tight
deadlines to get this turned around.  Since we're talking
about a sentence, possible to clear something by tomorrow
COB (Friday)?

Thank you,

Jason

On Thu, Jul 26, 2018 at 4:44 PM Laura Maclean
<laura_maclean@fws.gov> wrote:

Will do. Jason, what is the turnaround time for providing a
response to this request? 

Thanks, Laura

On Thu, Jul 26, 2018 at 4:41 PM Seth Mott
<seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

Laura

Please share this request with EA for awareness and help
with a response. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Jul 26, 2018, at 4:36 PM, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Seth and Laura,

Virginia Burkett is coordinating DOI
responses to the Fourth National Climate
Assessment.  I don't know where the
comment came from (possible it came from
FWS, but it wasn't shared with SA if so),
but one of the bureaus submitted feedback
related to the LCCs.  I think the proposed
revision needs work and thought you might
have previously approved language related
to the LCCs that could be used instead.  Can



you please check the following and let me
and Virginia know what a more appropriate
response might be?

Thank you,

Jason

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Burkett, Virginia
<virginia_burkett@usgs.gov>
Date: Thu, Jul 26, 2018 at 4:30 PM
Subject: sentence about the LCCs in the
NCA4 draft report
To: Goldberg, Jason
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>

Dear Jason, 

Here is the comment from DOI about
the LCCs in the Ecosystems chapter of
the draft NCA4 report:

"A question here regarding full
disclosure and accuracy:  i.e. consider
acknowledging the fact that that many
of the LCCs have/are disbanding under
current DOI priorities"

Is this response and edit from the NCA4
authors adequate and correct:

"We have added: "In 2010, the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service established
the Landscape Conservation
Cooperative (LCC) Network (Landscape
Conservation Cooperative Network
2018), with the goal of providing trans-
boundary support for adaptive resource
management. Recently, however, many
LCCs have disbanded and those that
remain are now managed by states or
NGOs."

Virginia

(For context, here is the sentence about
LCCs that was in the second order



draft:
Federal and State agencies with
responsibilities for natural resources
have begun to implement proactive and
climate-smart management
approaches. Recent examples include
the development of the National Marine
Fisheries Service’s Climate Science
Strategy (Link et al 2015, Busch et al 3
2016) and commitment to ecosystem-
based fisheries management 
(http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/op/pds/documents/01/01-
120.pdf); the National Park Service 
Climate Change Response Program
(https://www.nps.gov/orgs/ccrp/index.htm);
Forest  Adaptation Planning and
Practices (FAPP) collaborative led by
Northern Institute of Applied  Climate
Science (NIACS:
https://www.forestadaptation.org/); the
National Fish Wildlife and  Plants
Climate Adaptation Strategy
(http://www.wildlifeadaptationstrategy.gov/strategy.php);
the Southeast Conservation Adaptation
Strategy (SECAS:
http://secassoutheast.org/), initiated by
states of the Southeastern Association
of Fish & Wildlife Agencies, the federal
Southeast Natural Resource Leaders
Group, Southeast and Caribbean
Landscape Conservation Cooperatives
(LCCs), and the Southeast Aquatic
Resources Partnership; and a range of
individual state plans
(http://www.georgetownclimate.org/adaptation/plans.html).
These newly formed collaborative
programs better account for the various
climate impacts on, and interactions
between, ecosystem components, while
optimizing benefits among diverse
societal goals.)

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U S  Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



-- 
Laura MacLean
Communications, Science Applications
Program
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike MS:SA
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803

work: 703-358-2202
cell: 703-244-5076
laura_maclean@fws.gov

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U S  Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Laura MacLean
Communications, Science Applications Program
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike MS:SA
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803

work: 703-358-2202
cell: 703-244-5076
laura maclean@fws.gov

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Laura MacLean
Communications, Science Applications Program
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike MS:SA



Falls Church, VA 22041-3803

work: 703-358-2202
cell: 703-244-5076
laura_maclean@fws.gov

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U S  Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U S  Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (FWS) 202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial Order 

3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance 
that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the heads of all agencies to 
identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that requires, among other things, each bureau and office 
to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to Executive Order 
13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy and staff 

responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental policy on climate 
change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 056 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate Adaptation 
Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance preparedness, 
adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-
climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  

 
 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP



4.  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, NOAA, 
USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate training and education 
goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work 
with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work.  

 
9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication completed 

in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to help employees 
integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies into planning activities. 
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation: This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with FWS support and input, presents a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural 
resource management and conservation.  

 
 

IV. Next Steps 
The Fish and Wildlife Service has identified some examples of how it has stepped down climate change 
policy into guidance or criteria into project approvals or rankings in various FWS programs. 

(b) (5) DPP



1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NAWCA 
Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat. Grant decisions are based on scoring that 
includes categories such as waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and 
long-term conservation.  One criterion used in Standard NAWCA Grant proposal ranking is “Long-
term Conservation and Climate Change” which may include up to 3 points for climate change 
considerations out of a total possible score of 100.  For Small Grants under NAWCA, “Climate 
Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 possible point out of a total of 15. In FY16, $66 
million was available for NAWCA grants.  
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/ProposalInstructions.pdf 

 
2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NMBCA 

Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and throughout their life 
cycles.  Project proposals must identify whether the project reduces the effects of a predicted or 
current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or habitat and are scored up to 3 points 
(out of 60 total points) in proposal ranking. In FY16, $3.91 million was available for NMBCA 
grants. https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/nmbcaApplicationInstructions.pdf 

 
3. Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal grant 
funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats. The 
application states that additional points toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for 
projects that significantly incorporate climate change considerations in project design. In 2016, 
grants to States under this program totaled $5.6 million.  
https://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG-NOFA2015.pdf 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an internal 

FWS program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering federally listed species 
on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides project funding for on-the-ground 
conservation efforts.  Climate change is about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration 
of CRI Projects.  In 2016, $6.8 million was available for funding projects under this program. 

     https://www.fws.gov/refuges/whm/cri 
 

5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration, 
with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program annually provides grants 
of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. territories to protect, restore and 
enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. The grants are funded through the Sport 
Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment 
and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal 
watershed management, conservation of threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other 
factors” includes a request for how the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how 
it will be affected by climate change impacts. In January 2017, $17 million in grants to States were 
awarded under this program. 
https://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants/pdfs/FY2018NCWG_NoticeAndInstructions.pdf 

 
 



6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): Projects 
conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and aquatic 
communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve the quality of life 
for the American people.  The application process requests information from project applicants to 
identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no scoring or ranking criteria is based 
on this information, and it is used for internal reporting purposes only. In 2016, $1.8 million was 
available for funding projects under this program. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological Services): 

CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for federally listed species 
and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered Species Act.  The projects reflect the 
collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of review and scoring, each proposal is assessed 
for project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change and may be assigned 
additional points for such work. In 2017, grant awards included $9.48 million for Habitat 
Conservation Planning Assistance, 19.64 million for Habitat Conservation Plan land acquisition, and 
$11.16 million for Recovery land acquisition. 
 https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/pdf/FY17_CESCF-NOFO_FINAL.pdf 

 
 
 



 

Information Memorandum for the Deputy Assistant Director-Science Applications 
 
Date:  August 1, 2018  
 
From: Jason Goldberg, Science Applications, 703-358-1866 
 
Subject: DOI and FWS Policy Affecting Science Applications 
 
SUMMARY 
You requested a review of DOI and FWS policies (e.g., Departmental memos) under this 
Administration that have directly affected Science Applications (SA).  My review identified only 
a few such policies. 
 
RELEVANT POLICIES 
Climate Change-Related Policies 
• The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order 13783 entitled “Promoting Energy 

Independence and Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 (Preparing the United 
States for the Impacts of Climate Change),”  the June 2013 report, “President’s Climate 
Action Plan,” and other related policies and directed agencies identify actions relating to or 
arising from those policies. 

• In response to EO 13783, on March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American 
Energy Independence.”  It established a climate change policy review that required each 
bureau to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to 
Executive Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in EO 13783.   

o SA submitted a response in April 2017 on FWS actions related to EO 13783.   
o To date, SA has not received formal guidance to modify any of the ten items FWS 

identified relating to EO 13783 and SO 3349. The Director’s Office has not issued 
any further guidance. 

o I have not heard any other updates from the Director's Office since the Climate 
Change Policy Review was initiated. 

• On December 22, 2017, the Deputy Secretary signed Order 3360, rescinding specific 
documents and policies that are inconsistent with goals of SO 3349. 

o 523 DM 1: Climate Change Policy was rescinded. 
o 600 DM 6: Landscape-Scale Mitigation was rescinded. 
o SO 3360 also rescinded two mitigation policies from the Bureau of Land 

Management but did not rescind any FWS policies. 
• The Administration has issued other climate-change related policies related to mitigation, 

energy development, and threatened and endangered species, but those policies do not appear 
to affect SA at this time. 

 
Western Big-Game 
• On February 9, 2018, the Secretary signed SO 3362 to enhance and improve the quality of 

big-game winter range and migration corridor habitat.  SA staff are helping to implement the 
Order. 

 
FWS Policies and Response 



 

• 056 FW 1 and 2, which established the FWS policies on climate adaptation and the Climate 
Action Network, respectively, relied in part on EO 13653 and 523 DM 1.  However, it 
appears authority under SO 3289, which addresses climate change actions in DOI, remains 
intact. 

o SO 3289 also directed the development of the LCCs. 
• Even though 523 DM 1 has been rescinded, the action does not appear to have had a 

significant impact on SA.  As an indication of how staff time should be allocated per 
Administration priorities, it has possibly contributed to the inactivity of the Service’s Climate 
Adaptation Network and less active staff participation on the National Climate Team. 

• 052 FW 1, Strategic Habitat Conservation (SHC), was amended in 2017 to add references to 
604 DM 1, Implementing Landscape-Level Approaches to Resources Management, as an 
authority and guidance for the Service chapter on SHC.  This was a clarification only and did 
not otherwise affect SA. 



From: Nigborowicz, Timothy
To: Irwin, Thomas
Cc: Morris, Charisa; Roslyn Sellars
Subject: Re: AWEA - DOI meeting
Date: Wednesday, June 21, 2017 12:19:05 PM

Hi Thomas. Were you able to get any clarification on this?

On Mon, Jun 19, 2017 at 2:19 PM, Irwin, Thomas <thomas_irwin@fws.gov> wrote:
Tim,

Greg might be on travel June 27.  We should know after tomorrow and can let you know.

Thomas

    thomas_irwin@fws.gov - (202) 208-4545
Office of the Director - 1849 C Street NW - Room 3356 - Washington, DC 20240

On Mon, Jun 19, 2017 at 12:10 PM, Nigborowicz, Timothy <timothy_nigborowicz@ios.doi.
gov> wrote:

Hello all. When you have a chance, could you please review the below correspondence
regarding a meeting between Vincent DeVito and representatives from AWEA? They've
requested that Greg Sheehan join the meeting. Could you please let me know if he's
willing and able to meet on June 27 at 1:00pm? Thank you.

Tim Nigborowicz
Office of Scheduling and Advance
202-208-7551

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: William Myers III <WMyers@hollandhart.com>
Date: Mon, Jun 19, 2017 at 10:41 AM
Subject: RE: AWEA - DOI meeting
To: "Nigborowicz, Timothy" <timothy_nigborowicz@ios.doi.gov>

Tim --

 

Postscript:  AWEA attendees will be Mike Speerschneider, Tom Vinson, and Gene Grace
(and me by phone).  If that changes, I will let you know.  Also, to reiterate a point I made
to Vincent, we would like Greg Sheehan to join Vincent for the meeting.  Please let me
know if that is possible.  Thanks again.

 



Bill

 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
---------

 

 

Tim – Let’s do Tuesday, June 27 at 1 p.m. EDT.  I think we will need 45 minutes.  I’d like
to participate by phone if you could tell me how to do so.  I will also send you the names
of the in-person attendees.  Thanks.

 

Bill

 

From: Nigborowicz, Timothy [mailto:timothy_nigborowicz@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 6:23 PM
To: William Myers III
Subject: Re: AWEA - DOI meeting

 

Good evening, sir. I'm sorry for the delayed response. Next week is tough on our end, but
the week of June 26 is more open. When you have a chance, please let me know which of
these might work best:

Monday, June 26

- 1-2pm

- 4pm

 

Tuesday, June 27

- 10-11am

- 1-2pm

- 4pm

 

Wednesday, June 28

- 10am-12pm



- 1-2pm

- 4pm

 

Thursday, June 29

- 10-11am

- 1-2pm

- 4pm

 

 

Also, could you please let me know how much time you think will be needed for the
meeting? Thank you.

Tim Nigborowicz
Office of the Secretary
202-208-4123

 

 

 

On Fri, Jun 16, 2017 at 2:50 PM, William Myers III <WMyers@hollandhart.com> wrote:

Vincent and Tim --

We had a good, productive meeting with Jim Cason yesterday.  It would be great to follow
up with you to discuss next steps including a deliverable that Jim asked us to prepare.  It
might also be good to get Greg Sheehan in that meeting since most of the issues arise out
of the FWS hallway.  Casey Hammond was in our meeting yesterday.

As for timing, next week is good except Thursday, the 22nd.  The following week of the
26th is also good.  Generally, the sooner the better given that you are preparing reports
pursuant to E.O. 13783 and S.O. 3349.

I will not be able to make the meetings in person but would like to participate by phone if
possible.  A few folks from AWEA would appear in person and I can get you those names
once we have something scheduled.  Let me know what works.

Thanks!



Bill

-----Original Message-----
From: Vincent Devito [mailto:vincent_devito@ios.doi.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 7:05 PM
To: William Myers III
Cc: Timothy_Nigborowicz@ios.doi.gov
Subject: AWEA - DOI meeting

Bill,

I apologize for not being available for tomorrow's meeting. I will be in WV. Nonetheless,
I would very much welcome a meeting and I am copying Tim to facilitate. Thank you.

Best,
Vincent

 



From: Sellars, Roslyn
To: Nigborowicz, Timothy
Cc: Irwin, Thomas; Morris, Charisa
Subject: Re: AWEA - DOI meeting
Date: Wednesday, June 21, 2017 1:47:04 PM

Greg will be on travel in Nebraska June 27.

Roslyn Sellars
Executive Assistant| Office of the Director | U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW | Room 3356 | Washington, DC| (202) 208-4545|roslyn_sellars@fws.gov
Please copy Thomas Irwin (thomas_irwin@fws.gov) on future emails related to scheduling.

On Wed, Jun 21, 2017 at 1:18 PM, Nigborowicz, Timothy
<timothy_nigborowicz@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Hi Thomas. Were you able to get any clarification on this?

On Mon, Jun 19, 2017 at 2:19 PM, Irwin, Thomas <thomas_irwin@fws.gov> wrote:
Tim,

Greg might be on travel June 27.  We should know after tomorrow and can let you know.

Thomas

    thomas_irwin@fws.gov - (202) 208-4545
Office of the Director - 1849 C Street NW - Room 3356 - Washington, DC 20240

On Mon, Jun 19, 2017 at 12:10 PM, Nigborowicz, Timothy
<timothy_nigborowicz@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Hello all. When you have a chance, could you please review the below correspondence
regarding a meeting between Vincent DeVito and representatives from AWEA? They've
requested that Greg Sheehan join the meeting. Could you please let me know if he's
willing and able to meet on June 27 at 1:00pm? Thank you.

Tim Nigborowicz
Office of Scheduling and Advance
202-208-7551

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: William Myers III <WMyers@hollandhart.com>
Date: Mon, Jun 19, 2017 at 10:41 AM
Subject: RE: AWEA - DOI meeting
To: "Nigborowicz, Timothy" <timothy_nigborowicz@ios.doi.gov>



Tim --

 

Postscript:  AWEA attendees will be Mike Speerschneider, Tom Vinson, and Gene
Grace (and me by phone).  If that changes, I will let you know.  Also, to reiterate a point
I made to Vincent, we would like Greg Sheehan to join Vincent for the meeting.  Please
let me know if that is possible.  Thanks again.

 

Bill

 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
------------

 

 

Tim – Let’s do Tuesday, June 27 at 1 p.m. EDT.  I think we will need 45 minutes.  I’d
like to participate by phone if you could tell me how to do so.  I will also send you the
names of the in-person attendees.  Thanks.

 

Bill

 

From: Nigborowicz, Timothy [mailto:timothy nigborowicz@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 6:23 PM
To: William Myers III
Subject: Re: AWEA - DOI meeting

 

Good evening, sir. I'm sorry for the delayed response. Next week is tough on our end,
but the week of June 26 is more open. When you have a chance, please let me know
which of these might work best:

Monday, June 26

- 1-2pm

- 4pm

 

Tuesday, June 27



- 10-11am

- 1-2pm

- 4pm

 

Wednesday, June 28

- 10am-12pm

- 1-2pm

- 4pm

 

Thursday, June 29

- 10-11am

- 1-2pm

- 4pm

 

 

Also, could you please let me know how much time you think will be needed for the
meeting? Thank you.

Tim Nigborowicz
Office of the Secretary
202-208-4123

 

 

 

On Fri, Jun 16, 2017 at 2:50 PM, William Myers III <WMyers@hollandhart.com>
wrote:

Vincent and Tim --

We had a good, productive meeting with Jim Cason yesterday.  It would be great to
follow up with you to discuss next steps including a deliverable that Jim asked us to
prepare.  It might also be good to get Greg Sheehan in that meeting since most of the



issues arise out of the FWS hallway.  Casey Hammond was in our meeting yesterday.

As for timing, next week is good except Thursday, the 22nd.  The following week of the
26th is also good.  Generally, the sooner the better given that you are preparing reports
pursuant to E.O. 13783 and S.O. 3349.

I will not be able to make the meetings in person but would like to participate by phone
if possible.  A few folks from AWEA would appear in person and I can get you those
names once we have something scheduled.  Let me know what works.

Thanks!

Bill

-----Original Message-----
From: Vincent Devito [mailto:vincent_devito@ios.doi.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 7:05 PM
To: William Myers III
Cc: Timothy_Nigborowicz@ios.doi.gov
Subject: AWEA - DOI meeting

Bill,

I apologize for not being available for tomorrow's meeting. I will be in WV.
Nonetheless, I would very much welcome a meeting and I am copying Tim to facilitate.
Thank you.

Best,
Vincent

 



From: Gustavson, Angela
To: Jesup, Benjamin
Cc: Charisa Morris; Matthew Huggler; Kodis, Martin
Subject: Re: By 4pm if possible: Briefing materials for SOL nominee
Date: Monday, August 28, 2017 2:53:40 PM
Attachments: Arctic NWR FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx

Asian Carps FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Deferred Maintenance FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Delta Smelt FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
ESA Reform FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Greater Sage Grouse FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Grizzly Bear FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Highlands FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Izembek FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Lacey Act Court Decision FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
LPC FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Mitigation Policies FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Monarchs FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Southwest Border FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Wildlife Trafficking FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Wolves FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx
Zebra Mussel FY 18 Budget Briefing Paper.docx

Hi Ben, 

We prepared 17 briefing papers for the Secretary's budget hearings that would be useful for
the SOL nominee's background on current issues, which are attached. 

We would also recommend that you check with Chris Salotti in OCL, if you haven't already,
to see if they have background that was prepared for confirmation hearings. 

Angela 

Angela Gustavson
Deputy Chief
Division of Congressional and Legislative Affairs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Office: 703-358-2253
Mobile: 202-909-5105
angela gustavson@fws.gov

On Mon, Aug 28, 2017 at 2:05 PM, Kodis, Martin <martin_kodis@fws.gov> wrote:
Adding Angela here as I'm leaving for the day shortly and will try to discuss with her before
I go.  

Marty

On Mon, Aug 28, 2017 at 1:53 PM, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Hey there!

Ben would love for us to shoot any products we already have at the ready to help him prep
an SOL nominee for questions from Congress (possibly Senate EPW)- do we have
anything we've already written up (even in draft) that he can borrow from?

He needs this by 4pm, if we have it. 



Thanks!
Charisa 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 28, 2017, at 12:58 PM, Jesup, Benjamin <benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov> wrote:

Charisa:

Did you guys put anything together for Greg or otherwise that lists or
summarizes FWS issues?  We are looking to create a list of questions that our
nominee might get asked that relate to FWS (mostly ESA, probably, but other
issues as well (e.g., MBTA, refuge hunting).  Of course, we will focus on
legal issues, but anything you have off the shelf that we could borrow from
would be helpful.

Thanks.

Ben

-- 
Ben Jesup
Assistant Solicitor for Fish and Wildlife
Solicitor's Office
Department of the Interior
202-208-3170

NOTICE: This email message (including any attachments) is intended for the use of
the individual(s) or entity to which it is addressed.  It may contain information that is
privileged, confidential, or otherwise protected by applicable law.  If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, copying
or use of this message or its contents is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message
in error, please notify the sender immediately and destroy all copies.

-- 
Martin Kodis 
Chief, Division of Congressional and Legislative Affairs 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041

703-358-2241 ph
703-358-2245 fax
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BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   All 
ISSUE:   Oil and Gas Leasing, Development and Production at Arctic National Wildlife 

Refuge 
 
I.  ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• The Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) of 1980 created the 19 
million acre Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (Arctic Refuge).  

• Section 1002 of ANILCA required DOI to conduct a resource assessment, completed in 
1987, of the 1.5 million acre Arctic Refuge coastal plain (aka the 1002 Area) located 
adjacent to the Beaufort Sea.  

• In the assessment, the Secretary recommended that Congress consider leasing the 1002 
Area for oil and gas. In 2009, the USGS determined the area had a mean of 10.35 billion 
barrels of technically recoverable oil with 80 to 90% being economically recoverable.  

• The Arctic Refuge’s initial Comprehensive Conservation Plan (CCP), completed in 1988, 
recognized the coastal plain as a critical calving area for the Porcupine caribou herd, 
which are an important subsistence resource for Alaska Native people.   

• A revised CCP with a final EIS was completed on April 3, 2015. It recommended 
designating 12 million of the Arctic Refuge as Wilderness, including the 1002 coastal 
plain area. Additionally, four rivers were recommended for inclusion into the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers System. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• The Alaska delegation supports leasing the coastal plain for oil and gas development. 
• The State of Alaska, North Slope Borough, Arctic Slope Regional Corporation, and other 

development interests oppose the proposed Wilderness and Wild and Scenic River 
designations. 

• The Native Gwich’in people, as well as environmental and conservation groups, support 
wilderness designation. 

• The majority of public comments on the 2015 CCP supported wilderness designation. 
 

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Sen. Markey (D-MA) introduced S. 820, and Rep. Huffman (D-CA-2) introduced H.R. 

1889, nearly identical bills which would designate 1.6 million acres of the refuge as 
wilderness. 

• Sen. Murkowski (R-AK) introduced S. 49, and Rep. Young (R-AK) introduced H.R.49, 
both of which would allow oil and gas leasing in the coastal plain of the Arctic Refuge. 

• In its 115th Congress oversight plan, the House Natural Resources Committee included 
promoting access for oil and gas development on the Arctic Refuge. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The Department included a legislative proposal in the FY 2018 President’s Budget to 
open the coastal plain to oil and gas leasing. The first lease sales are projected to be in 
2022 or 2023. A second lease sale would occur four years later. 
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BUREAU:    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Thompson, Portman, Stabenow, Bergman, Franken, Duckworth, McCollum, Joyce, 

Kaptur 
ISSUE:         Asian Carp 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Bighead, Black, and Silver carps (Asian carps) are listed as injurious wildlife under the 
Lacey Act (18 USC 42) and may not be imported or transported between the continental 
U.S., the District of Columbia, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or any other territory of the U.S.  

• FWS works with state and federal agency partners to implement the national 
Management and Control Plan for Bighead, Black, Grass, and Silver Carps in the United 
States (Plan), which addresses Asian carp issues across the nation. The Plan was written 
by the Asian Carp Working Group of the Aquatic Nuisance Species Task Force 
(ANSTF). It was approved by the ANSTF in 2007. 

• FWS and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) co-chair the 27-member 
Asian Carp Regional Coordinating Committee (ACRCC), which develops an annual 
Action Plan to protect the Great Lakes from Asian carp infestation. Action Plan 
monitoring, prevention and control activities are funded through agency base 
appropriations and Great Lakes Restoration Initiative funding. 

• FWS leads federal implementation of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act 
(WRRDA) Sec. 1039, which calls for increased inter-agency collaboration to prevent the 
spread of Asian carps in the Upper Mississippi (UMRB) and Ohio River (ORB) Basins. 
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• Asian carps are a high-priority for the Great Lakes Task Force, other Members from the 

Great Lakes, UMRB and ORB, State leadership, conservation groups, and the media. 
•  

 
 

 
 

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Sens. Stabenow and Portman held a Great Lakes Task Force meeting to discuss actions 

within the Midwest on Asian carps. FWS presented. Fourteen Members attended. 
• FWS testified in March 2017 before the Senate Environment and Public Works 

Committee hearing, “Examining Innovative Solutions to Control Invasive Species and 
Promote Wildlife Conservation”. 

• FWS recently delivered the ANSTF’s 2015 Report to Congress. 
• FWS led a briefing on the ACRCC 2017 Action Plan for Congressional staff. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The FY 2018 request for FWS’s Asian carps efforts is $7,885,000. 
• In 2017, the enacted Omnibus appropriation was $8,400,000.   
• In FY 2016, FWS allocated $1,000,000 in base appropriations to fund high-priority State 

partner projects in the UMRB and ORB to prevent the spread of Asian carps.   

(b) (5) DPP
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BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Murkowski, Bishop, Cantwell, Grijalva 
ISSUE: FWS deferred maintenance backlog 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• Over 51 million people visited FWS hatcheries and refuges last year, including hunters, 
anglers, birders, and other outdoor recreationists.  

• FWS real property assets include: 6,500 buildings; 8,600 water management structures; 
nearly 14,000 roads, bridges, and dams; and 10,500 “other” structures. 

• Inadequate investments in asset maintenance have led to failing infrastructure and a 
deferred maintenance backlog at the FWS. 

• While the FWS has reduced its backlog since 2010, a current FWS deferred maintenance 
(DM) backlog of approximately $1.4 billion remains. 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• There is congressional interest in addressing the DM backlog at the FWS, and across the 

Department of the Interior. 
• Chairman Bishop (R-UT) and other Members have taken the position that funding the 

Department’s DM backlog should be prioritized, specifically over land acquisition 
funding. 

• Chairwoman Murkowski (R-AK) has emphasized public-private partnerships to address 
the issue.  

• Ranking Members Cantwell (D-WA) and Grijalva (D-AZ) are very supportive of DM 
funding.  

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• The House Natural Resources Committee included addressing the DM backlog in the 

Committee’s oversight plan for the 115th Congress. 
• Chairwoman Murkowski’s Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee hosted staff 

briefings in March on the DM backlog where FWS and other Bureaus presented. 
• Chairwoman Murkowski held a hearing in March on the topic of “opportunities to 

improve and expand infrastructure important to federal lands, recreation, water, and 
resources” where she highlighted addressing the Department’s DM backlog.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The President’s FY18 budget request emphasizes DM funding, requesting $41.0 million 
in Refuge DM and $10.2 million in Hatchery DM.  

• Outside of the annual appropriations process, Congress and the Administration are 
considering a separate infrastructure package that would likely include provisions to 
address the FWS’s and the Department’s DM.  
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BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Feinstein, McCarthy, Calvert, McClintock, Denham, LaMalfa, Costa, Huffman 
ISSUE: Delta Smelt, 2008 Biological Opinion and California WaterFix Consultation  
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• The threatened Delta smelt is a small fish endemic to the San Francisco Bay-Delta that 
completes its entire one-year lifecycle in and near the estuary’s mixing zone. The Bay-
Delta has been altered by land use changes, water development, and invasive species.  

• The abundance of Delta smelt is very low for a small fish in an ecosystem the size of the 
Bay-Delta. Record-low abundance reflects decades of habitat change, competition and 
predation from invasive species, and the recent multi-year drought. 

• In 2008, FWS issued a jeopardy Biological Opinion (BiOp) on the operation of the 
Central Valley Project and State Water Project. FWS included a Reasonable and Prudent 
Alternative (RPA) to avoid jeopardy and adverse modification, which remains in place 
today. The RPA can affect the amount of water that can be released from the system for 
agricultural and other uses.  

• The WaterFix project represents the state of California’s plan to upgrade outdated 
infrastructure in the Delta to secure water supplies and improve the Delta’s ecosystem. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• Water export restrictions to protect Delta smelt are opposed by agricultural and municipal 

water users, but are supported by environmental groups and fishing interests. 
• WaterFix is supported by a number of agricultural and municipal interests and the State 

of California, but opposed by many environmental groups and local landowners. 
 
III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  

• There have been multiple bills in recent years seeking to directly or indirectly address 
Delta smelt protection and the Endangered Species Act in general. 

• FWS is working with partners to implement the requirements contained in the 2016 
WIIN (Water Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation) Act, which contained a 
requirement to upgrade captive breeding capability.  

•  
 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• Last August, a multi-year process began to develop a new BiOp to replace the 2008 
BiOp. This effort, led by Bureau of Reclamation with federal and state partners, includes 
broad stakeholder engagement to find balance between the needs of agriculture, 
municipalities and conservation as part of the development of the BiOp and associated 
Environmental Impact Statement.  

•  
 

 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP
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BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Bishop, McClintock, Pearce, Grijalva, Tsongas, Beyer, Huffman, Barrasso, Lee, 

Cantwell, Heinrich 
ISSUE:   ESA Reform and Legislation 
 

I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 
• In the 115th Congress, the Senate Environment and Public Works (EPW) Committee held 

an oversight hearing on Endangered Species Act (ESA) modernization and the House 
Natural Resources (HNR) Committee held an oversight hearing on consultation. Both 
committees have expressed an interest in moving legislation that would amend the ESA. 

• Hearings and oversight in the 114th Congress centered on the role of litigation and 
settlements, use of data, transparency in decision-making, policies for designating critical 
habitat, and barriers to recovery. 

• FWS is participating in a multi-year process led by the Western Governors’ Association 
(WGA) to examine species conservation and the ESA and to identify actions to improve 
the statute or its implementation. 

 
II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• Last June, the WGA passed a resolution urging Congress to reauthorize the ESA, 
including several principles to reform the law.  

• This March, the National Governor’s Association adopted a policy similar to the WGA. 
• The Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies has participated in discussions on ESA 

reform, including an April EPW staff briefing with other state officials.  
• Chairman Bishop (R-UT-1) has expressed strong interest in reforming the ESA and, in 

the past, has pressed to repeal and replace the law. 
• Ranking Member Grijalva (D-AZ-3) is opposed to reforming the ESA. 
• Senator Barrasso (R-WY), Chairman of EPW, has made ESA reform a priority. 

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 115th Congress, several bills have been introduced that would amend the ESA. 
Some areas of focus of this legislation include: 

o Requiring publication of the reasons for decisions to list species. 
o Requiring publication of ESA-related complaints and state approval of 

settlements. 
o Requiring federal agencies to share data related to ESA decisions with states. 
o Prioritizing petitions for delisting, increasing flexibility for Secretary in 

prioritizing petitions, and including consideration of economic impacts in the 
petition process. 

o Requiring Congressional and state approval to list species, delisting species after 
5 years, and enabling states to manage listed species that only occur in that state. 

 
IV. NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The WGA is expected to issue recommendations for ESA reform sometime this summer. 
These could include proposals for regulatory changes, legislative proposals, or both. 

• In the 115th Congress, we anticipate continued oversight from the HNR and EPW, as well 
as requests for technical assistance on legislation as it moves through both committees. 
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BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Bishop, Lamborn, Labrador, Tipton, Cheney, Barrasso, Risch, Daines, Calvert, 

Stewart, Simpson, Amodei, Lee 
ISSUE: Greater sage-grouse  
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• In 2010, FWS made the greater sage-grouse a candidate for listing under the Endangered 
Species Act. In response, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and Forest Service 
(USFS) worked with the states to develop a land use strategy to conserve and restore 
sagebrush habitat across the species’ range. 

• In 2015, citing the federal land use strategy and associated rangeland fire strategy, along 
with state and private lands conservation efforts, FWS determined that the greater sage-
grouse was not warranted for listing under the ESA. 

• The 2015 “not warranted” finding included a commitment to revisit the status of the 
species in 5 years, a commitment made to strengthen the defensibility of that finding.  

• Since 2015, FWS and a coalition of public and private partners, particularly the states, 
have built a durable, collaborative effort to conserve sagebrush-dependent species, avoid 
future regulation of those species, and secure a healthy sagebrush ecosystem working for 
people and wildlife.  

• BLM and USFS amended or revised nearly 100 resource and land management plans to 
improve protections for sage-grouse and sagebrush habitat.  

• All states have sage-grouse plans; some interface seamlessly with the federal plans. 
States have management responsibility for the species and are leading the larger effort to 
proactively conserve the larger sagebrush ecosystem.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  

• Some conservation groups were critical of the FWS’ not-warranted determination; others 
were highly supportive. 

• Some industry and trade groups have filed litigation opposing the federal plans. 
 

III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• In the 115th Congress, legislation seeks to provide state management over federal land 

management plans and delay future action to list the sage-grouse. Sponsors include Sens. 
Risch (R-ID), Lee (R-UT), and Daines (R-MT) and Reps. Simpson (R-ID), Amodei (R-
NV), Gosar (R-AZ), Stewart (R-UT), Tipton (R-CO), and Cheney (R-WY). 

• The FY17 Omnibus appropriations bill bars FWS from expending any funds for status 
reviews, listing determinations, or rulemakings regarding the greater sage-grouse.  

 
IV.      NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 

• FWS will continue to provide technical assistance to public and private partners as they 
implement sage-grouse conservation measures. FWS will also continue to support 
collaborative efforts to conserve the larger sagebrush ecosystem. 
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BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Tester, Daines, Simpson, McCollum, Barrasso, Risch, Labrador, Cheney, 

Grijalva, Newhouse 
ISSUE: Grizzly Bears 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In 1975, FWS listed the grizzly bear as threatened in the lower 48 states. FWS organizes 
grizzly bears into six recovery zones/ecosystems to allow for targeted recovery efforts.  

• Recovery zones include parts of Washington, Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming.  
• In March 2007, FWS finalized a rule to establish the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem 

grizzly bear distinct population segment (DPS) and to delist this DPS due to recovery. 
Courts overturned this rule in 2009, reinstating ESA protections for Yellowstone bears. 

• In March 2016, FWS again published a proposal to delist the Yellowstone DPS. FWS 
received over 650,000 public comments on this delisting proposal. This rule is not yet 
final. 

• In early 2017, the National Park Service and FWS published a draft Environmental 
Impact Statement on alternatives to restore grizzly bear in the North Cascades Recovery 
Unit. Alternatives range from no action to the establishment of a population of grizzly 
bears in the North Cascades Ecosystem.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

•  
   

  
 

  
   

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Senators Risch (R-ID), Daines (R-MT), and Barrasso (R-WY) and Rep. Simpson (R-ID-
2) issued statements supporting the proposed delisting of the Yellowstone grizzly bear 
DPS. 

• Rep. Grijalva (D-AZ-3) opposes delisting, citing tribal rights and hunting concerns. 
• In March 2017, Senate Environment and Public Works Committee majority staff and the 

Wyoming delegation requested a briefing on the status of the proposed delisting. 
•  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 

•  

 
 

• The comment period on the North Cascades draft EIS closed in April 2017. Next steps 
include analyzing comments, developing a final EIS, and issuing a Record of Decision.  

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Frelinghuysen 
ISSUE: Highlands Conservation Act  
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• The Highlands Conservation Act (HCA) was enacted in 2004 to provide assistance to 
States to preserve and protect high quality conservation land in the 3.4 million acre 
Highlands region of New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Connecticut. 

• The program was first funded in 2007. The program also received funding in 2008, 2009, 
2010, 2012, 2015, 2016, and 2017. 

• In FY 2016, Congress increased the appropriation “up to $10 million,” and included 
administrative funding to the FWS, which had not been provided in several years. FWS 
works with the U.S. Forest Service and the four states to identify projects that meet the 
intent of the law to conserve important habitat in the Highlands region.   

• To date, more than $26 million in Federal funds has been allocated to the four states for 
land acquisition. These funds have resulted in the permanent protection of over 6,200 
acres and leveraged non-Federal funds at a nearly 3:1 ratio. 

• Funding for the program comes from the Land and Water Conservation Fund.  
• There is no funding for Highlands in the FY 2018 President’s Budget. 

 
 
II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Highlands Coalition is comprised of more than 200 national, regional, state and local 
organizations that work collaboratively with state agencies, the U.S. Forest Service and 
FWS to implement critical conservation in the Highlands region. This broad coalition has 
yielded sustained congressional support. 

•  
 

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• The FY 2017 Omnibus Appropriations bill funds the program at the same level as FY 
2016 – “up to $10 million” and includes administrative funding. 

• Chairman Frelinghuysen has introduced H.R. 1281 to reauthorize the law through 2021.  
No Congressional action has been taken to date. There is not a companion bill in the 
Senate at this time. 
 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
• The 2018 President’s Budget does not include funding for Highlands. 
•  

   

(b) (5) DPP
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BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Murkowski, Young  
ISSUE:   Izembek National Wildlife Refuge and King Cove Road 

 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• This issue centers on construction of a road through wilderness areas of the Izembek 
Refuge to provide access to an all-weather airport for the community of King Cove, AK. 

• Congress previously appropriated funds to upgrade the local medical clinic, improve the 
King Cove airstrip, and enhance a marine transportation link between the communities of 
King Cove and Cold Bay.  

• The Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009 directed the Secretary to develop an 
EIS to evaluate a three-party land exchange between the federal government, the State of 
Alaska, and the King Cove Corporation for the purpose of constructing a road between 
King Cove and Cold Bay, which has an all-weather airport.  

• As part of the proposed land exchange, about 56,000 acres owned by the State and King 
Cove Corporation would be transferred to the Izembek and Alaska Peninsula Refuges. 

• The proposed King Cove road would cross designated wilderness in the Izembek Refuge, 
potentially creating adverse impacts to high value habitat. 

• In December 2013, as required by the 2009 law, Secretary Jewell issued a final decision 
that found the land exchange was not in the public interest. 

  
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Alaska Congressional Delegation strongly supports the road and land exchange. 
• The communities of King Cove and Cold Bay support the land exchange and road. 
• Wilderness and environmental groups strongly oppose a road due to the precedent it 

would set. 
• Some Alaska Natives and subsistence users in the Yukon Delta also oppose the road. 

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Senator Murkowski included policy language in the FY16 and FY17 Interior-
Environment appropriations bills that would require a land transfer at Izembek. The 
language was not ultimately included in the final FY16 or FY17 appropriations bills.  

• This year, bills were introduced by Sen. Murkowski (S. 101) and Rep. Young (H.R. 218) 
to provide a land exchange for the construction of a road between the two communities. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• Next steps depend on whether the land exchange is with the State of Alaska or Native 
Corporation. For example, if land is exchanged with the Native Corporation, the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) Section 22(g) and its implementing regulation, 
50 CFR 25.21, stipulates that Alaska Native Village Corporation lands within the 
boundaries of a National Wildlife Refuge established prior to ANCSA are subject to 
National Wildlife Refuge System compatibility requirements. If land is exchanged with 
the State of Alaska, then a National Environmental Policy Act EIS is likely required.   
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BUREAU:    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Gohmert, Westerman, Johnson, Denham, and Tsongas 
ISSUE:         D.C. Circuit Decision on FWS Interpretation of Lacey Act Interstate  

          Transport Prohibition 
 

I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 
• Under the Lacey Act (18 U.S.C. §42), the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to 

regulate the importation and transport between the continental U.S., the District of 
Columbia, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or any other territory of the U.S., of species determined 
to be injurious to human beings, the interests of agriculture, horticulture or forestry, or to 
wildlife or wildlife resources of the U.S. FWS has long interpreted the language related to 
shipment of injurious species to prohibit transportation of injurious species between 
states within the continental U.S. 

• The U.S. Association of Reptile Keepers (USARK) filed a lawsuit in December 2013 
challenging FWS authority. The District Court for the District of Columbia found that 18 
U.S.C. § 42(a)(1) does not prohibit interstate transport of injurious wildlife between 
states within the continental U.S. and enjoined FWS from implementing that provision 
with respect to two species at issue in the litigation. FWS appealed this decision. 

• On April 7, 2017, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit affirmed 
the District Court’s judgment and held that FWS lacks authority pursuant to the Lacey 
Act to prohibit shipments of injurious species between states within the continental U.S. 
 

 II.       POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
•  

  

 
 

III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Rep. Gohmert (R-TX-1) introduced HR 1807 - Public Water Supply Invasive Species 

Compliance Act of 2017 (companion bill in the Senate, S. 789 sponsored by Sen. Cruz 
(R-TX)), exempting certain water transfers between public water supplies located on, 
along, or across the boundaries of Texas, Arkansas, and Louisiana from the Lacey Act. 
Reps. Westerman (R-AR-4) and Mike Johnson (R-LA-4), who are on the House Natural 
Resources Committee, are co-sponsors. The bill was recently passed out of committee. 

 
IV.      NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

•  
  

(b) (5) DPP
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BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Gardner, Cole, Calvert, Gohmert, Pearce, Tipton 
ISSUE:   Lesser Prairie-Chicken 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In April 2014, FWS listed the lesser prairie-chicken as threatened under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) and concurrently finalized a special rule under section 4(d) of the 
ESA that established compliance with the State-led Range-wide Conservation Plan as 
also being ESA compliant.  

• In June 2014, the Permian Basin Petroleum Association and four New Mexico counties 
filed a lawsuit challenging the FWS’s final rule to list the lesser prairie-chicken. Separate 
lawsuits were filed by other plaintiffs, including environmental groups.  

• In September 2015, a U.S. District Court ruled on the Permian Basin lawsuit and vacated 
the FWS’s listing rule. The Government decided not to appeal. 

• Prior to the 2015 court ruling, FWS began work on a species status assessment for the 
lesser prairie-chicken, with input from the five range states. The goal of the status 
assessment was to synthesize the best available science to inform recovery planning and 
conservation actions. 

• In September 2016, FWS was petitioned to list the lesser prairie-chicken as endangered. 
FWS found the petition to be substantial.  The status assessment will also serve to inform 
the 12 month finding on that petition.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (WAFWA), in partnership with 
New Mexico, Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas, created The Lesser Prairie-
Chicken Range-wide Conservation Plan to develop a conservation and mitigation 
strategy for the species.  

 
• Several Members of Congress disagreed with FWS’s 2014 decision to list the lesser 

prairie-chicken under the ESA.  
 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 114th Congress, Rep. Lucas (R-OK) filed an amendment to the House National 
Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) to prohibit listing the bird under the ESA; the 
amendment was withdrawn. Similar language was included in other NDAA amendments, 
appropriations bills, and a standalone bill. The FY 2017 Omnibus bill does not contain 
this language.  

• There has been no relevant legislation introduced in the 115th Congress. 
 

IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 
•  

 

  
 

(b) (5) DPP
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BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Murkowski, Simpson 
ISSUE: FWS Mitigation Policy Status 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• The FWS has used a mitigation policy since 1981 to guide agency recommendations on 
mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water development projects on fish, wildlife, 
plants, and their habitats. 

• In 2016, FWS finalized revisions to the 1981 policy. Notably, the scope of the revised 
policy expanded to address all resources for which FWS has authority to require or 
recommend mitigation, including those listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  

• In December 2016, the FWS finalized the ESA compensatory mitigation policy, a more 
detailed, ESA-specific stepdown of the revised Service-wide mitigation policy. 

• These policies were consistent with the Presidential Memorandum entitled Mitigating 
Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 
Investment (PM) (November 3, 2015) and with Secretarial Order 3330, Improving 
Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior (October 31, 2013). 

• A March 28, 2017, Executive Order (EO) rescinded the 2015 PM and directed all 
agencies to identify affected agency actions (including existing regulations, orders, and 
policies) and, as appropriate, suspend, revise, or rescind them.  

• Sec. Order (SO) 3349 (March 29, 2017) implements the March 2017 EO. It revoked SO 
3330 and required the Deputy Secretary to inform the Bureaus whether to proceed with 
reconsideration, modification, or rescission of actions related to the PM or SO 3330.  

 
II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

•  
 

 
• At a March 2016 Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee hearing, the State of 

Alaska expressed concerns with the PM and requested its revision to incorporate the 
Alaska Native Settlement Claims Act and Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation. 

• Response from State agencies varied; FWS received comments from States both 
supporting and expressing concerns with the policies.  

• In some cases, industry had concerns that the policies were an attempt to create new 
authority for FWS.  

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Rep. Newhouse (R-WA) introduced two resolutions (H.J.Res. 60 and H.J.Res. 52) to 
disapprove the two FWS mitigation policies through the Congressional Review Act, but 
no further action has been taken on them.  The time period within which Congress can act 
on rules on the Congressional Review Act has run out.   
 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
•  

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



FY18 Budget Briefing Papers; May 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Ernst, McCollum 
ISSUE: Monarch butterflies 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

● FWS was petitioned to list monarch butterflies pursuant to the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA) following dramatic population declines over the past 20 years. 

●  

● FWS is working with a broad array of partners on voluntary conservation measures to 
recover monarch butterfly populations and keep the monarch from requiring ESA listing. 

○ International: tri-national working group established in 2014 with the governments of 
Canada and Mexico 

○ Domestic: coordinating with state departments of natural resources, state departments 
of transportation, U.S. Department of Agriculture, universities, organizations (such as 
Pheasants Forever) and corporations (such as Monsanto) to encourage voluntary 
conservation actions. 

● FWS signed MOU with the Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies and is in the 
process of developing a regional conservation plan which encompasses 16 states. 

● The monarch butterfly offers a unique opportunity for public outreach as a flagship 
species for pollinators due to its widespread popularity. 

● Conservation of monarch habitat provides important ecosystem services and benefits 
many other species of pollinators and grassland birds, such as pheasants.   

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  

● Pollinator conservation is of interest to many states, NGOs, and industry groups. As 
public awareness increases, more groups are engaging with the issue.  

● Response to these voluntary efforts has been overwhelmingly positive. 
 

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
●  

 
 

● No pending or recent legislation. 
 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

● 
  

● FWS will continue to encourage conservation planning to be led by the states. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



FY18 Budget Briefing Papers; May 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: McCollum, Udall, Feinstein, Stewart, Bishop  
ISSUE:  Southwest Border Law Enforcement and Conservation Issues 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• There are eight National Wildlife Refuges along the U.S.-Mexico border, three in Texas, 
two in California and three in Arizona. FWS has 18 Federal Wildlife Officers (FWO) that 
cover these refuges. 

• The FWOs at border refuges provide safety and security for visitors and protect fish, 
wildlife, cultural, and archaeological resources. Additionally, working closely with DHS, 
they address border issues that spill onto refuges, including drug and human trafficking 
and fatalities of undocumented immigrants.  

• These refuges also face increased habitat degradation from significant amounts of human 
trash and waste left on site, escaped camp fires, sewage spills, and trail and road erosion.  
Additional trash is generated on Arizona border refuges by humanitarian organizations 
who, contrary to refuge regulations, leave stock piles of food, water, and clothing for 
illegal border crossers.  

• Many native animals, like pronghorn antelope and ocelots, migrate across the Southwest 
border; physical barriers could also affect movement of wildlife and could affect surface 
water movement, causing local flooding.   

• Sec. 102. of the REAL ID Act (P.L. 109-13), signed into law in 2005, gives the 
Department of Homeland Security authority to waive most environmental laws, including 
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Endangered Species Act (ESA), to 
ensure expeditious construction of barriers and roads. 
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• Some Congressional Members have expressed concern about the cost of expanding and 

maintain a wall along the border, and the impact it may have on conservation of species 
and habitat in the area. 

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Congress released a bill on April 30, 2017, that does not include funding for the border 
wall. 

• Other Members have explained how effective border security protects the environment 
by deterring illegal activity and border crossings.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

•  
  

 

(b) (5) DPP



FY18 Budget Briefing Papers; May 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Young, Grijalva, Beyer, Flake, Portman, McCollum, Udall 
ISSUE:  Combating Wildlife Trafficking 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• FWS (via DOI) is a co-chair, along with the State Department and Department of Justice, of 
the interagency Task Force on Wildlife Trafficking. 

• In 2016, Congress passed the bipartisan, bicameral END Wildlife Trafficking Act, which 
codified the Task Force, National Strategy, and Implementation Plan, and included 
additional requirements of federal agencies.  

• In 2016, FWS finalized regulations to prohibit most commercial domestic trade in African 
elephant ivory. Exemptions for antiques and items containing small amounts of ivory 
were included to allow for the continued trade in items that do not impact conservation 
of African elephants. 

• In February 2017, the President signed an Executive Order on Transnational Organized 
Crime, which states the U.S. shall address threats to national security from transnational 
criminal organizations involved in a variety of activities, including wildlife trafficking. 

• FWS has stationed law enforcement special agents at U.S. embassies as international 
attachés to address wildlife trafficking in key nations. 

 
II.      POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• Combating wildlife trafficking has strong bipartisan support in Congress.  
• Several Members of Congress are also supportive of FWS’ broader international 

conservation and wildlife law enforcement work. 
• Some Members have sought to limit FWS authority to restrict elephant ivory trade. 

 
III.    RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 115th Congress, there have been several bills introduced that address wildlife 
trafficking and international conservation, including: 

o H.R. 227, sponsored by Rep. Young (R-AK-AL) reauthorizes the Multinational 
Species Conservation Funds (Funds). 

o S. 826, sponsored by Sen. Barrasso (R-WY), reauthorizes the funds and creates 
a prize competition to address wildlife trafficking. 

o H.R. 1247, sponsored by Rep. Donovan (R-NY-11), and S. 480, sponsored by 
Sen. Portman (R-OH), reauthorize the Tiger Stamp. 

o H.R. 226, sponsored by Rep. Young (R-AK-AL), would allow for the 
commercial trade of African elephant ivory. 

 
IV.    NEXT STEPS/OUTLOOK 

• The Task Force continues to implement the END Wildlife Trafficking Act. FWS and State 
have taken the lead in developing a list of countries of concern due to wildlife trafficking. 
This list will be included in a report due to Congress in early October. 

• We expect less focus on wildlife trafficking issues in this Congress given the recent passage 
of the END Wildlife Trafficking Act in the 114th Congress. However, there are still 
Members who are focused on this issue who will pursue events, briefings, and additional 
legislation.  

• In FY 2018, the Service requests $8.9 million specifically dedicated for combating wildlife 
trafficking.  



FY18 Budget Briefing Papers; May 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Barrasso, Flake, Heinrich, Gardner, Stabenow, Franken, Wyden, Merkley, Udall, 

McCollum, Stewart, Pearce, Gosar, Bishop, Tipton, Bergman, Cheney, Rouzer 
ISSUE: Wolves 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• FWS believes the wolf is recovered under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), and has 
attempted to delist it nationwide, except for the Mexican wolf and the red wolf 
subspecies. 

• In 2014, final rules delisting Gray wolves in Wyoming and in the Western Great Lakes 
(WGL) were vacated by separate District Court judges; ESA protections were reinstated 
for these populations. FWS appealed both of these rulings. 

• In March 2017, a court ruled in favor of FWS delisting Wyoming wolves and, in April, 
the FWS reinstated its previous Wyoming delisting rule. 

• Wolves are under state management in eastern Washington and Oregon, but wolves that 
have migrated to the western portions of those states remain federally listed as 
endangered. These wolves’ endangered status severely limits management options for the 
Service and state agencies. 

• In January 2015, FWS separately listed the Mexican wolf as endangered and revised 
regulations for the nonessential experimental population under ESA section 10(j). 

• In 2016, New Mexico sued FWS to enjoin release of Mexican wolves without state 
permits. An injunction was issued, but vacated upon appeal in April 2017.  FWS is 
currently revising the recovery plan for the Mexican wolf subspecies. 

• Red wolves are listed as endangered and exist in the wild as a non-essential, 
experimental population (NEP) in eastern North Carolina. In September 2016, after a 
review of the red wolf recovery program, FWS announced plans to propose changes to 
the NEP management, expand the captive population, and revise the recovery plan.  
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
•   
   

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• 115th Congress Legislation: S. 368, Requires revised recovery plan for Mexican wolves 
(Sen. Flake); S. 164 and H.R. 424, Reinstates FWS final rules delisting wolves in 
Wyoming and WGL (Sen. Barrasso and Reps. Cheney, Labrador, Simpson, Bergman). 

• In the 114th Congress, the House Natural Resources Committee held an oversight hearing 
on Federal management of gray, Mexican, and red wolves. 

• Rep. Newhouse sought to delist wolves in OR, WA, UT, and NV in the 114th Congress. 
 

IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  
•  

 
  

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



FY18 Budget Briefing Papers; May 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Daines, Tester, Merkley, Kilmer, Simpson 
ISSUE: Dreissenid Mussel Discovery in Montana near Columbia River Headwaters 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Zebra mussels and quagga mussels (Dreissenids) were first discovered in the Great Lakes 
in 1988.  Zebra mussels have since spread throughout the Great Lakes region, south along 
the Mississippi River and to areas west of the Mississippi.  Quagga mussels were first 
detected in Lake Mead in 2005.  Both species spread via the movements of trailered 
watercraft and cause damage to water-based infrastructure that is estimated to be in the 
hundreds of millions of dollars.  

• In October 2016, Dreissenids (larval shell and young) were detected for the first time in 
the upper Missouri River Basin in Montana, near the headwaters of the Columbia River.  
 

II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• The Montana Governor has declared an environmental disaster.  The Idaho legislature 

and governor responded by enacting emergency state supplemental funding. 
• In FY16, FWS allocated about $930,000 to partners through grants for projects to control 

the spread of invasive mussels in the western U.S. under the Quagga-Zebra Mussel 
Action Plan for Western U.S. Waters (QZAP), with emphasis on containment and 
prevention. 

•  

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• The QZAP was developed by the Western Regional Panel on Aquatic Nuisance Species 
in 2010, and is the Department of Interior (DOI) roadmap for this issue.  The FWS works 
with other DOI Bureaus, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, States, and partners to 
support boat inspection and decontamination, early warning systems, and training.  

• Congress has appropriated approximately $2 million per year since FY 2010 to support 
this effort. 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
• The FY 2018 Budget Request includes $2 million to support implementation of the 

QZAP. 
•  

 
 

  
• Affected states are expanding their capacity to inspect and decontaminate recreational 

boats being transported into the upper Columbia and upper Missouri River basins. 
• 

 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP
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From: Aubrey, Craig
To: Shultz, Gina; Jeff Newman; Charisa Morris
Cc: Ben Thatcher
Subject: Re: Directorate Agenda Item request - Regulatory Review
Date: Friday, August 4, 2017 3:27:03 PM
Attachments: DRAFT - Reg Review - Agenda Item Format 8.17 ES.doc

ES Template for Input into July Draft Report on Energy.docx

Gina, I edited the Reg review for ES submissions and am attaching what we submitted to
Charisa last month.  

Also, we previously submitted a broader list w/o dates... in response to SO 3349 back in
March.  I am assuming that we don't need that here.

Charisa, do you have the final submission in response to the EO from last month?  I recall
other programs were providing input as well.  I can revise what I've attached here and attach
the full submission Monday.  

Thanks,

Craig

Craig W. Aubrey
Chief, Division of Environmental Review
Ecological Services Program
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
Ecological Services, MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2171 (general)
703-358-2442 (direct)

On Fri, Aug 4, 2017 at 8:35 AM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
please revise description to include the other commitments.  also, please include all documents we provided to the
dept with our commitments and dates.

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Gale, Michael <michael_gale@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Aug 4, 2017 at 7:58 AM
Subject: Directorate Agenda Item request - Regulatory Review
To: Gary Frazer <Gary_Frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Jerome



Ford <Jerome_Ford@fws.gov>, Mike Johnson <mike_j_johnson@fws.gov>
Cc: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen
Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>

Hello Gary, Gina, Jerome, and Mike,

Jim and Steve requested that I put some time on the Directorate Meeting agenda to talk
about Regulatory Review, which is largely related to our agency's response to E.O. 13783,
"Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth."  

After talking with Jerome this morning, I drafted up a quick agenda item on this subject (attached) in case that is helpful.

Please provide Charisa and I an edited version of this agenda item some time early next week, preferably on Monday if
possible along with information on any attachments or briefing materials that you would like to provide for the meeting.

Thank you for the quick turn around on this, and please accept my apologies for not sending this request sooner. Please let
us know if you have any questions.

Michael

-- 

Michael Gale
Special Assistant, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

202.208.4923 (office)
571.982.2158 (cell)



USFWS Directorate Meeting  
Skyline Headquarters, Falls Church, VA 

August 15 – 17, 2017 
Agenda Item Format 

 
 

 
 
Title:  Regulatory Review 
 
Presenter(s):  Gary Frazer, Jerome Ford 
 
Description: Discuss agency commitments to reviewing several regulations and policies 
revised in the last Administration in accordance with E.O. 13783, “Promoting Energy 
Independence and Economic Growth.” This includes compensatory mitigation for 
impacts to migratory bird habitat, the Service-wide Mitigation Policy, Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) Compensatory Mitigation Policy, Interim Guidance on Implementing 
the Final ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy, and regulations and policy governing 
Candidate Conservation Agreements with Assurances.    
  
Desired outcome:  Directorate perspective and input, emerging with a clear timeline. 
 
Presentation equipment required: TBD 
 
Associated handouts/briefing paper titles: Input into July Draft E.O. 13783 Energy 
Report (attached) 
 
  
 



INTERNAL DELIBERATIONS – DO NOT DISTRIBUTE  
 

1 
 

Input into July Draft E.O. 13783 Energy Report 

I. Executive Summary 

 FWS has identified five mitigation-related items to reduce potential burdens on 
development or use of domestically produced energy resources.  They include: Compensatory 
Mitigation for Impacts to Migratory Bird Habitat, Regulations and Policy Governing Candidate 
Conservation Agreements with Assurances (CCAAs), FWS Mitigation Policy, Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) Compensatory Mitigation Policy, and the Interim Guidance on Implementing 
the Final ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy.    

II. Recommendations for Alleviating or Eliminating Burdensome Actions 
(b) (5) DPP
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From: Skipwith, Aurelia
To: Larrabee, Jason; Chambers, Micah
Cc: Greg Sheehan; Willens, Todd
Subject: Re: Doc Review - NPS, FWS
Date: Thursday, October 12, 2017 7:30:08 PM
Attachments: FWS BPs UPDATED.zip

Micah and Jason, 
   Greg reviewed FWS and I agree with his comments. We are okay the attached briefing
papers.

Aurelia Skipwith
Deputy Assistant Secretary
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 

U.S. Department of Interior
1849 C Street, NW,  Room 3148
Washington, DC 20240
(202) 208-5837

On Thu, Oct 12, 2017 at 6:26 PM, Larrabee, Jason <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
I'm good with all the track changes.  Greg was focused on FWS ones 

Jason Larrabee
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

On Thu, Oct 12, 2017 at 4:14 PM, Chambers, Micah <micah_chambers@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

So are all the docs done then and these are the only edits or are these just the ones done
thus far? Thanks

On Thu, Oct 12, 2017 at 3:56 PM, Larrabee, Jason <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
one change to the NPS Everglades sheet.  Changes attached.

Jason Larrabee
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

On Thu, Oct 12, 2017 at 3:37 PM, Skipwith, Aurelia <aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

I had one clarification; it's redlined in the attached NPS Deferred Maintenance
briefing. Thanks. 



Aurelia Skipwith
Deputy Assistant Secretary
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 

U.S. Department of Interior
1849 C Street, NW,  Room 3148
Washington, DC 20240
(202) 208-5837

On Thu, Oct 12, 2017 at 11:37 AM, Chambers, Micah
<micah_chambers@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

If you've reviewed these already, just let us know and we'll say they've been
reviewed by politicals. Just so you're all aware, we tasked the bureaus with this and
then after we'd done that, front office wanted to make sure a political had reviewed
at the bureau level, so we're basically retroactively going back to make sure a
political has signed off. 

On Thu, Oct 12, 2017 at 11:03 AM, Greg Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>
wrote:

A little background here.  At some point all of these briefing papers have had a
political review.  They then went up to the Department.  The Department asked us
for any recent updates asap and those were quickly reviewed and updated as
necessary and sent back to the Department.   These are what Micah has asked us
to look over. I'm going through the FWS briefing papers now and will let you
know what I see. 
Thanks
Greg 

Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
202-208-4545 office
202-676-7675 cell

On Oct 12, 2017, at 10:48 AM, Larrabee, Jason <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

follow up here.  Since your both mostly focused on FWS, I'll start
with NPS docs.

Jason Larrabee
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

On Thu, Oct 12, 2017 at 8:59 AM, Larrabee, Jason
<jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov> wrote:



Both Greg and I are out tomorrow, so they'll be done today. 
Aurelia and Greg - please take whatever ones you want and send
me your edits.  I'll start work on them when I return from my 9am
meeting.  thank you. 

Jason Larrabee
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

On Wed, Oct 11, 2017 at 8:54 PM, Skipwith, Aurelia
<aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Micah, 
  Reach out to me for both. Thanks.

Aurelia Skipwith
Deputy Assistant Secretary
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 

U.S. Department of Interior
1849 C Street, NW,  Room 3148
Washington, DC 20240
(202) 208-5837

On Wed, Oct 11, 2017 at 7:27 PM, Chambers, Micah
<micah_chambers@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Jason, Aurelia and Greg. Hope you're all doing well. I've
attached two groups of documents to this email. I referenced
them this morning in the politicals meeting. These are one-
pagers for the secretary to have for his member meetings with
HNR and HAC-I. They were created at the bureau level and
have not been edited by a political. I need you all to determine
who is responsible for the political reviews and get the edited
versions back to me by COB Friday. If you separate FWS and
Parks and I get two separate responses, that's fine. Just need
them by Friday night. Once we get them back from you all, we
will be working on them with PMB and up to the front office.
Thanks and let me know who I should expect them from...cause
I will bug you. haha

Micah

-- 
Micah Chambers
Acting Director 
Office of Congressional & Legislative Affairs
Office of the Secretary of the Interior



-- 
Micah Chambers
Acting Director 
Office of Congressional & Legislative Affairs
Office of the Secretary of the Interior

-- 
Micah Chambers
Acting Director 
Office of Congressional & Legislative Affairs
Office of the Secretary of the Interior



October 2017 
 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Multiple Member interest 
ISSUE:   Oil and Gas Development in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
 
I.  ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• The Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) of 1980 created the 19 
million acre Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (Arctic Refuge).  

• Section 1002 of ANILCA required DOI to conduct a resource assessment, completed in 
1987, of the 1.5 million acre Arctic Refuge coastal plain area (1002 Area) located 
adjacent to the Beaufort Sea.  

• In the 1987 assessment, the Secretary recommended that Congress consider leasing the 
1002 Area for oil and gas. In 2009, the USGS determined the area had a mean estimate of 
10.35 billion barrels of technically recoverable oil with 80 to 90 percent of that volume 
being economically recoverable.  

• The Arctic Refuge’s initial Comprehensive Conservation Plan (CCP), completed in 1988, 
recognized the coastal plain as a critical calving area for the Porcupine caribou herd, 
which are an important subsistence resource for Alaska Native people.   

• A revised CCP with a final EIS was completed on April 3, 2015. It recommended 
designating 12 million acres of the Arctic Refuge as Wilderness, including the 1002 
Area. Additionally, four rivers were recommended for inclusion into the National Wild 
and Scenic Rivers System. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• The Alaska delegation supports leasing the coastal plain for oil and gas development. 
• The State of Alaska, North Slope Borough, Arctic Slope Regional Corporation, and other 

development interests oppose the proposed Wilderness and Wild and Scenic River 
designations in the Arctic Refuge. 

• The Native Gwich’in people, as well as environmental and conservation groups, support 
permanent wilderness designation. 

• The majority of public comments on the 2015 CCP supported wilderness designation. 
 

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• In the 115th Congress, Sen. Markey (D-MA) introduced S. 820, and Rep. Huffman (D-

CA-2) introduced H.R. 1889, nearly identical bills which would designate 1.6 million 
acres of the Arctic Refuge as wilderness. 

• Sen. Murkowski (R-AK) introduced S. 49, and Rep. Young (R-AK) introduced H.R.49, 
which would both allow oil and gas leasing in the coastal plain of the Arctic Refuge. 

• The Senate and House FY18 Budget Resolutions contain instructions for obtaining $1 
and $5 billion in revenue to the Senate Energy and Natural Resources and House Natural 
Resources Committees respectively.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The Department included a legislative proposal in the FY 2018 President’s Budget to 
open the coastal plain to oil and gas leasing. The first lease sales are projected to be in 
2022 or 2023. A second lease sale would occur four years later. 

• A FY18 Congressional Budget Resolution could pave the way for opening the 1002 Area.  



Secretary Briefing Paper; October  2017 
 

BUREAU:    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Thompson, Portman, Stabenow, Bergman, Franken, Duckworth, McCollum, Joyce, 

Kaptur 
ISSUE:         Asian Carp 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Bighead, Black, and Silver carps (Asian carp) are listed as injurious wildlife under the 
Lacey Act (18 USC 42) and may not be imported or transported between the continental 
U.S., the District of Columbia, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or any other territory of the U.S.  

• FWS works with state and federal agency partners to implement the national 
Management and Control Plan for Bighead, Black, Grass, and Silver Carps in the United 
States (Plan), which addresses Asian carp issues across the nation. The Plan was written 
by the Asian Carp Working Group of the Aquatic Nuisance Species Task Force 
(ANSTF). It was approved by the ANSTF in 2007. 

• FWS and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) co-chair the 27-member 
Asian Carp Regional Coordinating Committee (ACRCC), which develops an annual 
Action Plan with activities funded through agency base appropriations and Great Lakes 
Restoration Initiative funding. 

• FWS leads federal implementation of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act 
(WRRDA) Sec. 1039, which calls for increased inter-agency collaboration to prevent the 
spread of Asian carp in the Upper Mississippi (UMRB) and Ohio River (ORB) Basins. 
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• Asian carp are a high-priority for the Great Lakes Task Force, other Members from the 

Great Lakes, UMRB and ORB, State leadership, conservation groups, and the media. 
•  

 

 
 

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Sens. Stabenow and Portman held a Great Lakes Task Force meeting to discuss actions 

within the Midwest on Asian carp. FWS presented. Fourteen Members attended. 
• FWS testified in March 2017 before the Senate Environment and Public Works 

Committee hearing, “Examining Innovative Solutions to Control Invasive Species and 
Promote Wildlife Conservation”. 

• FWS delivered the ANSTF’s 2015 Report to Congress. 
• July, 2017: In response to a silver carp being found above the last electrical barrier before 

Lake Michigan, FWS led a Congressional briefing on the 2017 Asian Carp Monitoring 
and Response Plan and the Upper Illinois Waterway Contingency Response Plan. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

•   
• The FY 2018 request for FWS’s Asian carp effort is $7,885,000. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



October 2017 
 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Bergman, Westerman, Gosar, Cochran, Leahy 
ISSUE:  Cormorant Depredation of Fish in Southeast, Northeast, and Midwestern States 
 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Double-crested cormorants are fish-eating birds that are protected under the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).  The MBTA prohibits the take (killing, capture, selling, 
trading, transport, etc.) of protected migratory bird species without prior authorization.   

• Cormorants congregate in the southern states in the fall and winter, where they impact 
aquaculture facilities. In the spring and summer, cormorants congregate in northern states 
where they are perceived to be a competitor to fishermen for wild free-swimming fish.   

• In May 2016, the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia vacated two FWS 
Depredation Orders that previously allowed for the lethal take of cormorants, citing 
inadequate NEPA documentation. 
 

II.  POSITION OF INTERESTED PARTIES 
• Senate Appropriations Committee Chairman Thad Cochran and other Members 

representing affected southern states (AL, AR, LA, MS, NC) have urged the FWS to 
allow for the take of cormorants before they return to southern aquaculture facilities.  

• Members from Northeast and Midwest states (MI, MN, NH, NY, VT) have urged the 
FWS to address cormorant impacts on wild free-swimming fish that are perceived to 
effect commercial and recreational fisheries in their states.   

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 
• In the 115th Congress, Rep. Crawford and Sen. Cotton introduced companion bills, H.R. 

368 and S. 219, cosponsored by Members from AR, AL, MS, and NC, to address 
cormorant impacts on aquaculture by reinstating the FWS Depredation Order that the 
U.S. District Court vacated. 

• The FY 2017 appropriations conference report directed the FWS to expedite NEPA 
documents that would allow the agency to issue cormorant depredation permits per the 
direction of the U.S. District Court.   

• On July 22, 2017 Rep. Bergman used his time during a House Natural Resources 
Committee to ask Sec. Zinke to address the cormorant and wild fish issue in his district.  

 
IV. NEXT STEPS / OUTLOOK 

•  
 

 
  

 
 

  

(b) (5) DPP



October 2017 
 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Murkowski, Bishop, Cantwell, Grijalva 
ISSUE: FWS’ Deferred Maintenance Backlog 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• Over 51 million people visited FWS hatcheries and refuges last year, including hunters, 
anglers, birders, and other outdoor recreationists.  

• FWS real property assets include: 6,500 buildings; 8,600 water management structures; 
nearly 14,000 roads, bridges, and dams; and 10,500 “other” structures. 

• Inadequate investments in asset maintenance have led to failing infrastructure and a 
deferred maintenance backlog at the FWS. 

• While the FWS has reduced its backlog since 2010, a current FWS deferred maintenance 
(DM) backlog of approximately $1.4 billion remains. 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• There is congressional interest in addressing the DM backlog at the FWS, and across the 

Department of the Interior. 
• Chairman Rob Bishop (R-UT) and other Members have taken the position that funding 

the Department’s DM backlog should be prioritized, specifically over new land 
acquisition funding. 

• Chairwoman Murkowski (R-AK) has emphasized public-private partnerships to address 
DM funding.  

• Ranking Members Cantwell (D-WA) and Grijalva (D-AZ) are supportive of DM funding.  

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• The House Natural Resources Committee included addressing the DM backlog in the 

Committee’s oversight plan for the 115th Congress. 
• Chairwoman Murkowski’s Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee hosted staff 

briefings in March on the DM backlog where FWS and other Bureaus presented. 
• Chairwoman Murkowski held a hearing in March on the topic of “opportunities to 

improve and expand infrastructure important to federal lands, recreation, water, and 
resources” where she highlighted addressing the Department’s DM backlog.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The President’s FY18 budget request emphasizes DM funding, requesting $41.0 million 
in Refuge DM and $10.2 million in Hatchery DM.  

• The House-passed FY18 omnibus appropriations bill increased Refuge DM by $1.3 
million to $42.3 million and added $3.0 million to Hatchery DM for a total of $13.2 
million. 

• Outside of the annual appropriations process, Congress and the Administration are 
considering a separate infrastructure package that would likely include provisions to 
address the FWS’s and the Department’s DM.  
 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Bishop, Grijalva, Huffman, Calvert 
ISSUE: Delisting/Downlisting 3-Year Plan 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In order to recognize success in recovering species under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA), keep the lists of endangered and threatened wildlife and plant species accurate 
and up-to-date, and focus conservation resources on those species most in need, the FWS 
reviews the status of listed species every five years, and responds to petitions received 
from the public to determine whether listed species should be reclassified from 
endangered to threatened (downlisted) or removed from the list (delisted).  

• The FWS has developed a national workplan reflecting our schedule for actions 
addressing 5-year status review recommendations and substantive petitions to downlist 
and delist species over the next three years. 

• The workplan was developed to provide greater clarity and predictability regarding the 
timing of eventual downlisting and delisting determinations to state wildlife agencies, 
non-profit organizations, and other stakeholders and partners. 

• A species' inclusion in this workplan does not mean that a final decision has been made 
to downlist or delist. 
 

II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• There is congressional interest in focusing ESA recovery funding on activities that are 

inherently federal, such as 5-year reviews and status changes.  
 

III.  RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 
• The House FY 2018 Interior Appropriations bill contains $85,570,000 for ESA recovery 

activities, including $3,000,000 for delisting and downlisting activities. 
• The House FY 2018 Interior Appropriations Committee Report directed the Service to 

complete all five-year reviews within the period required by law, and, for any 
determination on the basis of such review whether a species should be delisted, 
downlisted, or uplisted, promulgate an associated regulation prior to initiating the next 
status review for such species.  
 

III. NEXT STEPS 
• To keep the public informed of our progress in recovering species, the FWS plans to 

periodically update this work plan to reflect our consideration of new information over 
time, new status reviews initiated as a result of petitions, and new recommendations 
resulting from our 5-year reviews. 



BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Feinstein, McCarthy, Calvert, McClintock, Denham, LaMalfa, Costa, Huffman 
ISSUE: Delta Smelt, 08 Biological Opinion, California WaterFix Consultation, FISH Act  
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• The threatened Delta smelt is a small fish endemic to the San Francisco Bay-Delta that 
completes its entire one-year lifecycle in and near where fresh and salt water mix in the 
estuary. The Bay-Delta has been altered by land use changes, water development, and 
invasive species, reducing the amount of high quality habitat available for Delta smelt. 

• Record-low abundance of Delta smelt reflects decades of habitat change, competition and 
predation from invasive species, and the recent multi-year drought. 

• In 2008, FWS issued a jeopardy Biological Opinion (BiOp) on the operation of the 
Central Valley Project and State Water Project. FWS included a Reasonable and Prudent 
Alternative (RPA), affecting the amount of water that can be used from the system, to 
avoid jeopardy and adverse modification, which remains in place today.  

• The WaterFix project represents the State of California’s plan to upgrade outdated 
infrastructure in the Delta to secure water supplies and improve the Delta’s ecosystem. 
FWS finalized the WaterFix BiOp in June 2017. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• Water export restrictions to protect Delta smelt are opposed by agricultural and municipal 

water users, but supported by environmental groups  and fishing interests. 
• WaterFix is supported by a number of agricultural and municipal interests and the State 

of California, but opposed by many environmental groups (who have filed litigation 
challenging the WaterFix BiOp) and local landowners.  The Westlands Water District 
Board recently voted against participating in WaterFix stating that the project is not 
financially viable.   

 
III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  

• FWS is working with partners to implement the requirements contained in the 2016 
WIIN (Water Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation) Act, which contained a 
requirement to develop and expand  captive breeding capability.  

• In October 2017, Congressmen Calvert, LaMalfa, and others introduced the Federally 
Integrated Species Health (FISH) Act to consolidate management and regulation of the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) with the FWS.  This would essentially transfer authority 
over ESA-listed marine mammals and anadromous fish, such as salmon, from the 
National Marine Fisheries Service to FWS. 
 

IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  
• In August 2016, a multi-year process, led by Bureau of Reclamation with federal and 

state partners, began to develop a new BiOp to find balance between the needs of 
agriculture, municipalities and conservation. 

• FWS approved Reclamation’s proposal to modify implementation of RPA Action 4 from 
the 2008 BiOp in October 2017, which is intended to maintain the low salinity zone in 
specific locations in the estuary during the fall in wet and above normal water years.   



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Bishop, McClintock, Pearce, Grijalva, Tsongas, Beyer, Huffman 
ISSUE:   ESA Reform and Legislation 
 

I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 
• In this Congress, the EPW Committee and HNR Committee have expressed an interest in 

moving legislation that would amend the ESA, and have held related oversight hearings. 
• Hearings and oversight in the 114th Congress centered on the role of litigation and 

settlements, use of data, transparency in decision-making, policies for designating critical 
habitat, and barriers to recovery. 

• FWS is participating in a multi-year process led by the Western Governors’ Association 
(WGA) to examine species conservation and the ESA and to identify actions to improve 
the statute or its implementation. 

 
II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• Last June, the WGA passed a resolution urging Congress to reauthorize the ESA, 
including several principles to reform the law.  

• This March, the National Governor’s Association adopted a policy similar to the WGA. 
• The Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies has participated in discussions on ESA 

reform, including an April EPW staff briefing with other state officials.  
• Chairman Bishop (R-UT-1) has expressed strong interest in reforming the ESA. 
• Ranking Member Grijalva (D-AZ-3) is opposed to reforming the ESA. 

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• H.R. 3916 (Calvert: R-CA) – Would transfer management of ESA-listed anadromous fish 
(salmon, sturgeon, etc.) from NOAA Fisheries to FWS. HNR Subcommittee legislative 
hearing is scheduled for Oct. 12. DOI statement for the record supports the bill. 

• FWS Principal Deputy Director Greg Sheehan testified in July before HNR generally in 
support of 5 bills to amend the ESA. All 5 bills passed out of HNR on Oct. 4. 

o H.R. 424 – Gray Wolf State Management Act (Peterson: D-MN) – Reinstates 
delisting of Western Great Lakes and WY wolves. 

o H.R. 717 – Listing Reform Act (Olson: R-TX) – Requires economic analysis at 
listing for threatened species, gives flexibility to prioritize petitions, removes 90-
day and 12-month deadlines. 

o H.R. 1274 – State, Tribal, and Local Species Transparency and Recovery Act 
(Newhouse: R-WA) – Requires data transparency, requires all data be provided to 
states prior to listing, defines best available data to include state & local. 

o H.R. 2603 – Saving America's Endangered Species (SAVES) Act (Gohmert: R-
TX) -- Nonnative species in U.S. not considered listed under ESA. 

o H.R. 3131 – Endangered Species Litigation Reasonableness Act (Huizenga: R-
MI) – Would tie ESA fee awards to EAJA cap of $125/hr 
 

IV. NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  
• The WGA issued recommendations for ESA reform over the summer. 
• We anticipate continued oversight and legislative activity from HNR and EPW regarding 

ESA implementation and modernization. 



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Bishop, Lamborn, Labrador, Tipton, Cheney, Barrasso, Risch, Daines, Calvert, 

Stewart, Simpson, Amodei, Lee 
ISSUE: Greater sage-grouse  
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• In 2010, FWS made the greater sage-grouse a candidate for listing under the Endangered 
Species Act. In response, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and Forest Service 
(USFS) worked with the states to develop a land use strategy to conserve and restore 
sagebrush habitat across the species’ range. 

• In 2015, citing the federal land use strategy and associated rangeland fire strategy, along 
with state and private lands conservation efforts, FWS determined that the greater sage-
grouse was not warranted for listing under the ESA. 

• The 2015 “not warranted” finding included a commitment to revisit the status of the 
species in 5 years, a commitment made to strengthen the defensibility of that finding.  

• FWS and a coalition of public and private partners, particularly the states, have built a 
durable, collaborative effort to conserve sagebrush-dependent species, avoid future listing 
of those species, and secure a healthy sagebrush ecosystem for people and wildlife.  

• BLM and USFS amended or revised nearly 100 resource and land management plans to 
improve protections for sage-grouse and sagebrush habitat.  

• All states have sage-grouse plans; some interface seamlessly with the federal plans. 
States have management responsibility for the species and are leading the larger effort to 
proactively conserve the larger sagebrush ecosystem.  

• In August 2017, Secretary Zinke received a report from the Department’s Sage-Grouse 
Review Team regarding possible plan and policy modifications to complement state 
efforts to improve greater sage-grouse conservation and economic development on public 
lands, as required by Secretarial Order 3353. 

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  

• Some conservation groups were critical of the FWS’ not-warranted determination; others 
were highly supportive. 

• Some industry and trade groups have filed litigation opposing the federal plans. 
 

III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• In the 115th Congress, legislation seeks to provide state management over federal land 

management plans and delay future action to list the sage-grouse. Sponsors include Sens. 
Risch (R-ID), Lee (R-UT), and Daines (R-MT) and Reps. Simpson (R-ID), Amodei (R-
NV), Gosar (R-AZ), Stewart (R-UT), Tipton (R-CO), and Cheney (R-WY). 

• The FY17 Omnibus appropriations bill bars FWS from expending any funds for status 
reviews, listing determinations, or rulemakings regarding the greater sage-grouse.  

 
IV.      NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 

• FWS will continue to provide technical assistance to public and private partners as they 
implement sage-grouse conservation measures. FWS will also continue to support 
collaborative efforts to conserve the larger sagebrush ecosystem. 

 



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Tester, Daines, Simpson, McCollum, Barrasso, Risch, Labrador, Cheney, 

Grijalva, Newhouse 
ISSUE: Grizzly Bears 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In 1975, FWS listed the grizzly bear as threatened in the lower 48 states.  
• FWS organizes grizzly bears into six recovery zones/ecosystems to allow for targeted 

recovery efforts.  Recovery zones include parts of WA, ID, MT, and WY.  
• In March 2007, FWS finalized a rule to establish the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem 

grizzly bear distinct population segment (DPS) and to delist this DPS due to recovery. 
Courts overturned this rule in 2009, reinstating ESA protections for Yellowstone bears. 

• In June 2017, FWS published a new final rule to delist the Yellowstone DPS. The rule 
does not change the threatened status of the remaining grizzly bears in the lower 48 
states. FWS has received several complaints from environmental groups and tribal 
interests challenging the rule. 

• In early 2017, the National Park Service and FWS published a draft Environmental 
Impact Statement on alternatives to restore grizzly bear in the North Cascades Recovery 
Unit. Alternatives range from no action to the establishment of a population of grizzly 
bears in the North Cascades Ecosystem.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

•  

  

   
 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Senators Daines (R-MT), Barrasso (R-WY), Enzi (R-WY), Rep. Cheney (R-WY), and 
House Natural Resources Chairman Bishop (R-UT) issued statements supporting the final 
delisting of the Yellowstone grizzly bear. 

• Rep. Grijalva (D-AZ-3) opposed delisting, citing tribal rights and hunting concerns. 
•  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 

• The comment period on the North Cascades draft EIS closed in April 2017.  
  

• In August 2017, in regards to delisting wolves in the Western Great Lakes, a court ruled 
that FWS failed to reasonably analyze or consider: (1) the impacts of partial delisting; 
and, (2) historical range loss on the already listed species.

 

(b) (5) DPP
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Secretary Briefing Papers; October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Frelinghuysen 
ISSUE: Highlands Conservation Act  
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• The Highlands Conservation Act (HCA) was enacted in 2004 to provide assistance to 
States to preserve and protect high quality conservation land in the 3.4 million acre 
Highlands region of New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Connecticut. 

• The program was first funded in 2007. The program also received funding in 2008, 2009, 
2010, 2012, 2015, 2016, and 2017. 

• In FY 2016, Congress increased the appropriation “up to $10 million,” and included 
administrative funding to the FWS, which had not been provided in several years. FWS 
works with the U.S. Forest Service and the four states to identify projects that meet the 
intent of the law to conserve important habitat in the Highlands region.   

• To date, more than $26 million in Federal funds has been allocated to the four states for 
land acquisition. These funds have resulted in the permanent protection of over 6,200 
acres and leveraged non-Federal funds at a nearly 3:1 ratio. 

• Funding for the program comes from the Land and Water Conservation Fund.  
• There is no funding for Highlands in the FY 2018 President’s Budget. 

 
II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Highlands Coalition is comprised of more than 200 national, regional, state and local 
organizations that work collaboratively with state agencies, the U.S. Forest Service and 
FWS to implement critical conservation in the Highlands region. This broad coalition has 
yielded sustained congressional support. 

•  
 

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Chairman Frelinghuysen introduced H.R. 1281(S. 1627, Sen. Gillibrand [D-NY]) to 
reauthorize the law through 2021.  No Congressional action has been taken to date. 
 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
•  

  
• August 2017: FWS announced funding distribution of $2,420,000 to each of the four 

states. Announcements of funding to states were sent to Congressional offices.  
• The 2018 President’s Budget did not include funding for Highlands. 

(b) (5) DPP
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October 2017 
 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Murkowski, Young  
ISSUE:   Izembek National Wildlife Refuge and King Cove Road 

 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• This issue centers on construction of a road through wilderness areas of the Izembek 
Refuge to provide access to an all-weather airport for the community of King Cove, AK. 

• Congress previously appropriated funds to upgrade the local medical clinic, improve the 
King Cove airstrip, and enhance a marine transportation link between the communities of 
King Cove and Cold Bay.  

• The Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009 directed the Secretary to develop an 
EIS to evaluate a three-party land exchange between the federal government, the State of 
Alaska, and the King Cove Corporation for the purpose of constructing a road between 
King Cove and Cold Bay, which has an existing all-weather airport.  

• As part of the proposed land exchange, about 56,000 acres owned by the State and King 
Cove Corporation would be transferred to the Izembek and Alaska Peninsula Refuges. 

• The proposed King Cove road would cross designated wilderness in the Izembek Refuge, 
potentially creating adverse impacts to high value habitat. 

• In December 2013, as required by the 2009 law, former Interior Secretary Jewell issued a 
final decision that found the land exchange was not in the public interest. 

  
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Alaska Congressional Delegation strongly supports the road and land exchange. 
• The communities of King Cove and Cold Bay support the land exchange and road. 
• Wilderness and environmental groups strongly oppose a road due to the impacts to fish 

and wildlife habitat. 
• Some Alaska Natives and subsistence users in the Yukon Delta also oppose the road. 

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Senator Murkowski included policy language in the FY16 and FY17 Interior-
Environment appropriations bills that would require a land transfer at Izembek. The 
language was not ultimately included in the final FY16 or FY17 appropriations bills.  

• At the time of drafting, the FY18 Senate appropriations bill was not yet released.  
• This year, bills were introduced by Sen. Murkowski (S. 101) and Rep. Young (H.R. 218) 

to provide a land exchange for the construction of a road between the two communities. 
H.R. 218 passed the House on July 20, 2017.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• Next steps depend on whether the land exchange is with the State of Alaska or Native 
Corporation. For example, if land is exchanged with the Native Corporation, the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) Section 22(g) and its implementing regulation, 
50 CFR 25.21, stipulates that Alaska Native Village Corporation lands within the 
boundaries of a National Wildlife Refuge established prior to ANCSA are subject to 
National Wildlife Refuge System compatibility requirements. If land is exchanged with 
the State of Alaska, then a National Environmental Policy Act EIS is likely required, 
unless new statute dictates otherwise.    



Secretary Briefing Paper; October 2017 
 

BUREAU:    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Gohmert, Westerman, Johnson, Denham, and Tsongas 
ISSUE:         D.C. Circuit Decision on FWS Interpretation of Lacey Act Interstate  

          Transport Prohibition 
 

I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 
• Under the Lacey Act (18 U.S.C. §42), the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to 

regulate the importation and transport between the continental U.S., the District of 
Columbia, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or any other territory of the U.S., of species determined 
to be injurious to human beings, the interests of agriculture, horticulture or forestry, or to 
wildlife or wildlife resources of the U.S. FWS has long interpreted the language related to 
shipment of injurious species to prohibit transportation of injurious species between 
states within the continental U.S. 

• The U.S. Association of Reptile Keepers (USARK) filed a lawsuit in December 2013 
challenging FWS authority. The District Court for the District of Columbia found that 18 
U.S.C. § 42(a)(1) does not prohibit interstate transport of injurious wildlife between 
states within the continental U.S. and enjoined FWS from implementing that provision 
with respect to two species at issue in the litigation. FWS appealed this decision. 

• On April 7, 2017, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit affirmed 
the District Court’s judgment and held that FWS lacks authority pursuant to the Lacey 
Act to prohibit shipments of injurious species between states within the continental U.S. 
 

 II.       POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
•  

 
  

 
 

  
 

III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Rep. Gohmert (R-TX-1) introduced HR 1807 - Public Water Supply Invasive Species 

Compliance Act of 2017 (companion bill in the Senate, S. 789 sponsored by Sen. Cruz 
(R-TX)), exempting certain water transfers between public water supplies located on, 
along, or across the boundaries of Texas, Arkansas, and Louisiana from the Lacey Act. 
Reps. Westerman (R-AR-4) and Mike Johnson (R-LA-4), who are on the House Natural 
Resources Committee, are co-sponsors. The bill was passed out of committee. 

• October, 2017: Senator Gillibrand (D-NY) had a press conference on the emerald ash 
borer beetle in the Adirondacks, mentioning the injurious species listing process. 
Gillibrand has previously introduced legislation to reform this process. Reintroduction of 
this legislation is likely to occur this session; but, it has not yet happened. 

 
IV.      NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP
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October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Gardner, Cole, Calvert, Gohmert, Pearce, Tipton 
ISSUE:   Lesser Prairie-Chicken 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In April 2014, FWS listed the lesser prairie-chicken as threatened under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) and concurrently finalized a special rule under section 4(d) of the 
ESA that established compliance with the State-led Range-wide Conservation Plan as 
also being ESA compliant.  

• In June 2014, the Permian Basin Petroleum Association and four New Mexico counties 
filed a lawsuit challenging the FWS’s final rule to list the lesser prairie-chicken. Separate 
lawsuits were filed by other plaintiffs, including environmental groups.  

• In September 2015, a U.S. District Court ruled on the Permian Basin lawsuit and vacated 
the FWS’s listing rule. The Government decided not to appeal. 

• Prior to the 2015 court ruling, FWS began work on a species status assessment for the 
lesser prairie-chicken, with input from the five range states. The goal of the status 
assessment was to synthesize the best available science to inform recovery planning and 
conservation actions. 

• In September 2016, FWS was petitioned to list the lesser prairie-chicken as endangered. 
FWS found the petition to be substantial.  The status assessment will also serve to inform 
the 12 month finding on that petition.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (WAFWA), in partnership with 
New Mexico, Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas, created The Lesser Prairie-
Chicken Range-wide Conservation Plan to develop a conservation and mitigation 
strategy for the species.  

• Several Members of Congress disagreed with FWS’s 2014 decision to list the lesser 
prairie-chicken under the ESA.  

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 114th Congress, Rep. Lucas (R-OK) filed an amendment to the House National 
Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) to prohibit listing the bird under the ESA; the 
amendment was withdrawn. Similar language was included in other NDAA amendments, 
appropriations bills, and a standalone bill.  

• There has been no relevant legislation introduced in the 115th Congress. 
 

IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 
•  
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October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Murkowski, Simpson 
ISSUE: FWS Mitigation Policy Status 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• The FWS has used a mitigation policy since 1981 to guide agency recommendations on 
mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water development projects on fish, wildlife, 
plants, and their habitats. 

• In 2016, FWS finalized revisions to the 1981 policy. Notably, the scope of the revised 
policy expanded to address all resources for which FWS has authority to require or 
recommend mitigation, including those listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  

• In December 2016, the FWS finalized the ESA compensatory mitigation policy, a more 
detailed, ESA-specific stepdown of the revised Service-wide mitigation policy. 

• These policies were consistent with the Presidential Memorandum entitled Mitigating 
Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 
Investment (PM) (November 3, 2015) and with Secretarial Order 3330, Improving 
Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior (October 31, 2013). 

• A March 28, 2017, Executive Order (EO) rescinded the 2015 PM and directed all 
agencies to identify affected agency actions (including existing regulations, orders, and 
policies) and, as appropriate, suspend, revise, or rescind them.  

• Sec. Order (SO) 3349 (March 29, 2017) implements the March 2017 EO. It revoked SO 
3330 and required the Deputy Secretary to inform the Bureaus whether to proceed with 
reconsideration, modification, or rescission of actions related to the PM or SO 3330.  

 
II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

•  
 

 
• At a March 2016 Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee hearing, the State of 

Alaska expressed concerns with the PM and requested its revision to incorporate the 
Alaska Native Settlement Claims Act and Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation. 

• Response from State agencies varied; FWS received comments from States both 
supporting and expressing concerns with the policies.  

• In some cases, industry had concerns that the policies were an attempt to create new 
authority for FWS.  

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Rep. Newhouse (R-WA) introduced two resolutions to disapprove the two FWS 
mitigation policies through the Congressional Review Act (CRA), but no further action 
has been taken on them.  
 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
•   

 
 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: McCollum, Udall, Feinstein, Stewart, Bishop  
ISSUE:  Southwest Border Law Enforcement and Conservation Issues 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• There are eight National Wildlife Refuges along the U.S.-Mexico border, three in Texas, 
two in California and three in Arizona. FWS has 18 Federal Wildlife Officers (FWO) that 
cover these refuges. 

• Santa Ana National Wildlife Refuge sits along the U.S.-Mexico border in Texas, and has 
been identified as a location for early preparations for border wall construction. The 
Refuge has been visited this year by Senator Cornyn’s (R-TX) staff and Representative 
O’Rourke (D-TX-16). Senator Cruz (R-TX) has expressed an interest in visiting the 
refuge as well. 

• The FWOs at border refuges provide safety and security for visitors and protect fish, 
wildlife, cultural, and archaeological resources. Additionally, working closely with DHS, 
they address border issues that spill onto refuges, including drug and human trafficking 
and fatalities of undocumented immigrants.  

• These refuges also face increased habitat degradation from significant amounts of human 
trash and waste left on site, escaped camp fires, sewage spills, and trail and road erosion.  
Additional trash is generated on Arizona border refuges by humanitarian organizations 
who, contrary to refuge regulations, leave stock piles of food, water, and clothing for 
illegal border crossers.  

• Many native animals, like pronghorn antelope and ocelots, migrate across the Southwest 
border; physical barriers could also affect movement of wildlife and could affect surface 
water movement, causing local flooding.   

• Sec. 102. of the REAL ID Act (P.L. 109-13), signed into law in 2005, gives the 
Department of Homeland Security authority to waive most environmental laws, including 
NEPA and the ESA, to ensure expeditious construction of barriers and roads. 
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• Some Congressional Members have expressed concern about the cost of expanding and 

maintain a wall along the border, and the impact it may have on species and habitat in the 
area, as well as the impact on public lands, including National Wildlife Refuges. 

• Other Members have explained how effective border security protects the environment 
by deterring illegal activity and border crossings.  

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• On October 4, the House Homeland Security Committee passed the Border Security for 
America Act (H.R. 3548), which includes a $10 billion authorization for construction of a 
U.S.-Mexico border wall. 

• On July 27, the House passed the Make America Secure Appropriations Act of 2018 
(H.R. 3219), which includes $1.6 billion in funding for construction of the border wall. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• Congress will continue to debate funding for the border wall. 
• The President’s FY18 budget request includes $1.6 billion for border wall construction. 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Senator Murkowski (R-AK), Representative Don Young (R-AK-AL) 
ISSUE:   Alaska Native-Crafted Walrus Ivory 
 
I.  ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• In 2016, FWS finalized regulations to prohibit most commercial domestic trade in African 
elephant ivory. Also, several states (including California, New Jersey, Hawaii, and 
Nevada) have taken steps to ban the intrastate purchase and sale of ivory (some including 
walrus and other types of ivory). Some state ivory bans have provisions that exempt items 
expressly authorized by federal law, license, or permit. At least 8 more states are 
considering such measures. 

• Alaska Native artists are expressing concern to the Alaska Congressional delegation about 
loss of sales, because consumers are nervous about buying ivory and confusion over federal 
and state laws governing the sale of ivory. 

• The U.S. does not prohibit the sale, purchase, import, export, or transport of genuine, 
Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory pieces, and these may be brought into the lower 48 
states by individual consumers or shipped to retail stores. 

• In May of 2017, DOI announced the release of a brochure, coordinated by DOI’s Indian 
Arts and Crafts Board (Board) and FWS to inform consumers and Alaska Native artists 
about walrus conservation, relevant laws, and how law enforcement recognizes walrus 
ivory and distinguishes it from elephant ivory.   

• This brochure is being distributed online, through DOI venues, and has been offered to 
cruise lines and other tourism outlets. Related advertisement has also been published. 

• FWS ensures its law enforcement officers are fully knowledgeable about identifying 
elephant vs. walrus ivory during inspections of imports and exports.  

• FWS also works closely with the Board to investigate and pursue cases of counterfeit 
Native arts and crafts that violate the Indian Arts and Crafts Act, including several in AK. 

• On October 4, 2017, the Service announced a “not warranted” finding for listing of walrus 
under the ESA. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• The Alaska delegation has expressed concern about the impact of the elephant ivory ban and 

state ivory bans on the sales of genuine Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory. 
• Members are pleased with the efforts of FWS and the Board to inform consumers and artists 

about the importance of Native American arts and crafts, and the legality of the sale of 
Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory, as well as our efforts to enforce the Indian Arts and 
Crafts Act. 
   

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• This issue was raised by Senator Murkowski during the June 21, 2017 Senate Interior 

Appropriations hearing for FY 2018. 
• FWS and the Board have met on this issue with staff of the three AK delegation offices. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The Department will continue to work to increase awareness and provide best information 
about relevant Federal laws.  

• During the FY 2018 Senate Interior appropriations hearing, the Secretary committed to a 
Secretarial Order and to convene a working group on the matter. 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Young, Grijalva, Beyer, Flake, Portman, McCollum, Udall 
ISSUE:  Combating Wildlife Trafficking 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• FWS (via DOI) is a co-chair, along with the State Department and Department of Justice, of 
the interagency Task Force on Wildlife Trafficking. 

• In 2016, Congress passed the bipartisan, bicameral END Wildlife Trafficking Act, which 
codified the Task Force, National Strategy, and Implementation Plan, and included 
additional requirements of federal agencies.  

• In 2016, FWS finalized regulations to prohibit most commercial domestic trade in African 
elephant ivory. Exemptions for antiques and items containing small amounts of ivory 
were included to allow for the continued trade in items that do not impact conservation 
of African elephants. 

• In February 2017, the President signed an Executive Order on Transnational Organized 
Crime, which states the U.S. shall address threats to national security from transnational 
criminal organizations involved in a variety of activities, including wildlife trafficking. 

• FWS has stationed law enforcement special agents at U.S. embassies as international 
attachés to address wildlife trafficking in key nations. 

 
II.      POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• Combating wildlife trafficking has strong bipartisan support in Congress.  
• Several Members of Congress are also supportive of FWS’ broader international 

conservation and wildlife law enforcement work. 
• Some Members have sought to limit FWS authority to restrict elephant ivory trade. 

 
III.    RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 115th Congress, there have been several bills introduced that address wildlife 
trafficking and international conservation, including: 

o H.R. 227, sponsored by Rep. Young (R-AK-AL) reauthorizes the Multinational 
Species Conservation Funds (Funds). 

o H.R. 1247, sponsored by Rep. Donovan (R-NY-11), and S. 480, sponsored by 
Sen. Portman (R-OH), reauthorize the Tiger Stamp. 

o S. 826, sponsored by Sen. Barrasso (R-WY), reauthorizes the Funds and creates 
a prize competition to address wildlife trafficking. 

o H.R. 226, sponsored by Rep. Young (R-AK-AL), would allow for the 
commercial trade of African elephant ivory. 

 
IV.    NEXT STEPS/OUTLOOK 

• The Task Force continues to implement the END Wildlife Trafficking Act. FWS and State 
have taken the lead in developing a list of countries of concern due to wildlife trafficking. 
This list will be included in a report due to Congress in early October. 

• We expect less focus on wildlife trafficking issues in this Congress given the passage of the 
END Wildlife Trafficking Act in the 114th Congress. However, there are still Members who 
are focused on this issue who will pursue events, briefings, and additional legislation.  

• In FY 2018, the Service requests $8.9 million specifically dedicated for combating wildlife 
trafficking.  



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Barrasso, Flake, Heinrich, Gardner, Stabenow, Franken, Wyden, Merkley, Udall, 

McCollum, Stewart, Pearce, Gosar, Bishop, Tipton, Bergman, Cheney, Rouzer 
ISSUE: Wolves 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• FWS believes the wolf is recovered under the ESA, and has attempted to delist it 
nationwide, except for the Mexican wolf and the red wolf subspecies. 

• In 2014, final rules delisting Gray wolves in Wyoming and in the Western Great Lakes 
(WGL) were vacated by separate District Court judges; ESA protections were reinstated 
for these populations. FWS appealed both of these rulings. 

• In March 2017, a court ruled in favor of FWS delisting WY wolves and, in April, the 
FWS reinstated its previous Wyoming delisting rule. 

• In August 2017, a court ruled against FWS delisting of WGL wolves; Wolves remain 
federally endangered in WI and MI and threatened in MN. 

• Wolves are under state management in eastern WA and OR, but wolves in the western 
portions of those states remain endangered, limiting management options. 

• In January 2015, FWS separately listed the Mexican wolf as endangered and revised 
regulations for the nonessential experimental population under ESA section 10(j). 

• In 2016, New Mexico sued FWS to enjoin release of Mexican wolves without state 
permits. An injunction was issued, but vacated upon appeal in April 2017.  FWS is 
reviewing comments on the draft revised recovery plan for the Mexican wolf subspecies. 

• Red wolves are listed as endangered and exist in the wild as a non-essential, 
experimental population (NEP) in eastern NC. In September 2016, after a review of the 
red wolf recovery program, FWS announced plans to propose changes to the NEP 
management, expand the captive population, and revise the recovery plan.  
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
•   
   

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• 115th Congress Legislation: S. 368, Requires revised recovery plan for Mexican wolves 
(Sen. Flake); S. 164 and H.R. 424, Reinstates FWS final rules delisting wolves in 
Wyoming and WGL (Sen. Barrasso and Reps. Cheney, Labrador, Simpson, Bergman). 
Similar language is included in sportsmen’s legislation and the House appropriations bill. 

• In July 2017, FWS Principal Deputy Director Sheehan testified in support of H.R. 424. 
• In the 114th Congress, the House Natural Resources Committee held an oversight hearing 

on Federal management of gray, Mexican, and red wolves. 
• Rep. Newhouse sought to delist wolves in OR, WA, UT, and NV in the 114th Congress. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

•  
 
  

(b) (5) DPP
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Secretary Briefing Paper; October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Daines, Tester, Merkley, Kilmer, Simpson 
ISSUE: Dreissenid Mussel Discovery in Montana near Columbia River Headwaters 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Zebra mussels and quagga mussels (Dreissenids) have since spread throughout the Great 
Lakes region, south along the Mississippi River and to areas west of the Mississippi.  In 
January 2007, the first population of Dreissenid mussels west of the 100th Meridian was 
discovered in Lake Mead. Both species are easily spread between water bodies by 
watercraft, and cause damage to water-based infrastructure that is estimated to be in the 
hundreds of millions of dollars.  

• In October 2016, Dreissenids (microscopic larvae called veligers) were detected for the 
first time in the upper Missouri River Basin in Montana, near the headwaters of the 
Columbia River.  
 

II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• The Montana Governor has declared an environmental disaster.  The Idaho legislature 

and governor responded by enacting emergency state supplemental funding. 
• The Montana Legislature called for development of the Upper Columbia Conservation 

Commission to address threats of Dreissenid mussels. DOI bureaus have been asked to 
participate.  

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• The QZAP was developed by the Western Regional Panel and approved by the ANSTF 
in 2010, and is the Department of Interior (DOI) roadmap for this issue.  The FWS works 
with other DOI Bureaus, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, States, and partners to 
support boat inspection and decontamination, early warning systems, and training.  

• Congress has appropriated approximately $2 million per year since FY 2010 to support 
this effort. 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
• The FWS Region 6 dive team specializes in Dreissenid mussel detection. They deployed 

to both Canyon Ferry and Tiber Reservoirs in Montana as well as the Columbia River 
Basin Team rapid response test exercise in Washington. 

• In FY16 and FY 17, FWS allocated about $930,000 each year to partners through grants 
for projects to control the spread of invasive mussels in the western U.S. under the 
Quagga-Zebra Mussel Action Plan for Western U.S. Waters (QZAP), with emphasis on 
containment and prevention. FY 2018 Budget Request included $2 million for support. 

• FWS delivers $1 million of the QZAP funding to states and regional groups with Aquatic 
Nuisance Species (ANS) plans which have been signed by the respective governor and 
approved by the ANS Task Force (ANSTF). In FY17, each approved plan was awarded 
$46,715. Montana received an additional $16K from FWS R6 to support veliger 
detection. 

• July 2017: DOI announced the “Safeguarding the West from Invasive Species” package 
to address the Columbia River Basin and other uninfested Western waters, to help better 
integrate government efforts to stop the spread of invasive mussels. 



From: Abdelrahim, Sarah
To: Mott, Seth
Subject: Re: DOI Manual
Date: Thursday, June 14, 2018 11:13:07 AM
Attachments: 3360 - Rescinding Authorities Inconsistent with Secretary"s Order 3349.pdf

Hi Seth,

Please see the attached order from the Deputy Secretary, issued in December 2017. You will
see that 600 DM 6 was rescinded in Section 4, #2.

Hope that helps.

Sarah

On Thu, Jun 14, 2018 at 11:59 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Sarah 

Do you know if   600 DM 6,  was officially rescinded?   We are trying to keep links and
references in our Service manual up to date.

thanks

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Sarah Abdelrahim
Office of Policy Analysis
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20240

202-208-4978
Sarah_Abdelrahim@ios.doi.gov



   

      

 

        
   

               
              
             

             
            

                
          

          

             
            

         
              

            

                
              

               
            

           
    

            
             

            
           

          
         

               
               

             

            
            



             
 

               
                 

            
             

           
             
              

              
                

       

           
             

              
            

               
          

   

             
               

 

 

           
   

         
     

          
    

          
   

              
            

          
        
             

              
           



 

             
                
               

             

          
         

               
               

     

                 
              

                 
            

                
                

                
 

     



From: Frazer, Gary
To: Kathleen Benedetto
Cc: Ann Navaro; BENJAMIN JESUP; LAURA BROWN; Aaron Moody; Haugrud, Kevin; Daniel Jorjani; Casey Hammond;

Jim Kurth
Subject: Re: Draft S.O. for Sage Grouse
Date: Friday, May 26, 2017 3:42:39 PM
Attachments: May 18 2017 draft SO grouse FWS comments v2.docx

Kathy -- Suggested edits and revisions are shown in track changes in the attached.  We
developed these in consultation with SOL/DPW.   I focused on the most substantive changes
in the attached, but understand that DPW sent some additional technical/grammatical edits to
Laura Brown.  

  

  

Let me know if you have any questions.  Thanks for the chance to review and offer comments.
 -- GDF

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

On Thu, May 25, 2017 at 5:39 PM, Daniel Jorjani <daniel.jorjani@sol.doi.gov> wrote:
. He's on his way to

see you now. 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Brown, Laura" <laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>
Date: May 18, 2017 at 2:30:26 PM EDT
To: Kevin Haugrud <jack.haugrud@sol.doi.gov>, Daniel Jorjani
<daniel.jorjani@sol.doi.gov>,  Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: "Moody, Aaron" <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Draft S.O. for Sage Grouse

Jack, Dan and Ed:  Kathy had a few edits to the May 15 draft of the S.O.  We've made the changes
and sent the latest draft to her.  I'm attaching a redline and clean version. 

-- 
Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor
Division of Land Resources

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (5) ACP

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (5) ACP



Office of the Solicitor
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C St., NW
Washington, DC  20240
Phone:  202  208-6545
Cell:  202  359-2712
Fax:  202  219-1792
Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

Excellence - Integrity - Service

This e-mail (including attachments) is intended for the use of the individual or
entity to which it is addressed.  It may contain information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected by applicable law.  If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution,
copying or use of the e-mail or its contents is strictly prohibited.  If you receive
this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately and destroy all copies. 
Thank you.
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May 18, 2017 

1 
 

ORDER NO._____ 

Subject: Greater Sage-Grouse Initiative and Western States Conservation Plans 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

  

 
 

 
 

  

  
 
 

  
  

 
 
 

 

Formatted: Not Highlight

Formatted: Not Highlight

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (5) ACP, (b) (5) AWP



DRAFT-Attorney Client Privileged & Attorney Work Product-Do Not Disclose  
May 18, 2017 

2 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

  
 

  

   

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

  

  
  

 
  

  
 

  
 

  
 

  
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

   

(b) (5) DPP, (b) (5) ACP, (b) (5) AWP



DRAFT-Attorney Client Privileged & Attorney Work Product-Do Not Disclose  
May 18, 2017 

3 
 

  
 

 
  

 
 

   
 

  
 

   
 

  
 

 
   

 
  

 
 
 

 
   

 
  

   
 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

(b) 
(5) 
DP
P, 
(b) 
(5) 
A
CP
, 
(b) 
(5) 
A
W
P



DRAFT-Attorney Client Privileged & Attorney Work Product-Do Not Disclose  
May 18, 2017 

4 
 

 
   

 
 

 
   

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

Secretary of the Interior 

Date: __________ 
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From: Casey Hammond
To: Guertin, Stephen
Subject: Re: Draft SO 3349 additional response
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 5:51:59 PM

Steve,
Ill send comments in the morning.

> On Apr 20, 2017, at 12:41 PM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:
>
> We have attached the response to SO 3349 dealing with burdensome regulations.  We believe we have addressed
all of the feedback and suggestions we received during the pre brief on Tuesday afternoon.
>
> Please let us know if you have additional comments.
>
> Thanks.
>
> Steve
> <FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx>



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Guertin, Stephen
Cc: Maureen Foster; Casey Hammond
Subject: Re: Draft SO 3349 additional response
Date: Thursday, May 18, 2017 1:44:52 PM

Do we have a final signed version?

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 12:41 PM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:
We have attached the response to SO 3349 dealing with burdensome regulations.  We
believe we have addressed all of the feedback and suggestions we received during the pre
brief on Tuesday afternoon.

Please let us know if you have additional comments.

Thanks.  

Steve

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Johnson, Kurt
To: Seth Mott
Cc: Goldberg, Jason
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 8:20:11 AM

Thanks.

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 9:18 AM, Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
I got direction from Charisa to do it this way

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 31, 2017, at 9:15 AM, Johnson, Kurt <kurt_johnson@fws.gov> wrote:

Jason,

I thought you were going to add our documents to the FWS spreadsheet and
submit to the Director for them to forward, and NOT add to the Google Doc?

Kurt

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 5:19 PM, Goldberg, Jason
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Seth,

I've attached the file I'm uploading to Google Docs shortly.  Please let me
know if I can be of additional assistance.

If you have a preferred place on the shared drive for files associated with this
assignment and the related review we're expecting pending guidance from the
Director's Office tomorrow.

Regards,

Jason

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:09 PM, Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Jump on this now, I'm on my way back on the shuttle

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>



Date: March 30, 2017 at 2:56:32 PM EDT
To: Cynthia_Martinez <Cynthia_Martinez@fws.gov>, Charles
Blair <charles_blair@fws.gov>,  Seth Mott
<seth_mott@fws.gov>, Elsa Haubold
<elsa_haubold@fws.gov>,  Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Casey
Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th

Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject
assignment, due COB today.  ES had received it earlier this
week and has luckily started a draft response (attached), but we
believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well. 
Please consider the attached as a template, and submit whatever
you can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>,
Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia
Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had



checked with Amy yesterday and just reconfirmed
with her. Each bureau should submit through the
requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is
getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa
<alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I
asked our team to wait.  Just didn't
make sense to me to collect the same
information twice (SO 3349) and on a
very different (seemingly rushed)
timeline.   Please let me know if I'm
missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer
<jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate
Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>,
"Viets, Alexa"
<Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost



<bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>,
Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy
Adema <guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification
provided below.  We have discussed
the request with our National Park
Service Acting Chief of Staff, Alexa
Viets, and she has asked that we hold
off on responding until we can
coordinate our response to this
request, as well as to the Secretarial
Order, with our Assistant Secretary's
office.

Alexa is copied on this email and
offered that she is happy to discuss
further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate
Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>,
Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>,
hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>,



Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah
Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa
Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New
Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>,
Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>,
Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>,
Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>,
Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>,
Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen
Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>,
Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise
Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith
Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>,
Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura
Brown <laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>,
Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>,
Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John
Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter
Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>,
Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason
Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>,
Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>,
Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>,
Wendy Dorman



<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>,
Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra
Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>,
Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>,
Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan
Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions
received:

This initial compilation request is focused
on these policies that do or may impact
external stakeholders/entities,
consistent with the Secretarial Order
signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is
complimentary to, and does not replace,
the process set out and required in the
S.O. You will likely receive instruction
from your leadership in the near future
on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short
notice to assist our leaderships’ planning
is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble
[mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58
AM
To: Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve



Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>;
Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>;
'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>;
Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa
Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary
Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>;
Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>;
Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron
Moody <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>;
Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith
Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward
Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>;
Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin
Jesup <benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>;
John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter
Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason
Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory
Russell <gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>;
Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy



Dorman <wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>;
Phyllis Leslie <phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>;
Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis
Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>;
Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change
policy Compilation - due COB March
30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list
of policies, manuals or guidance that
address or are related to mitigation,
climate change or GHGs.  In
particular any policies, guidance,
instructions, or handbook related to or
implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final
Guidance for Consideration of GHGs
and the effects of Climate Change in
NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling
a first draft of mitigation policies,
manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review
this list and include any policies,
guidance, or handbooks that are not
already listed that reference,
implement, or relate to mitigation or
climate change or GHGs.  The goal is
to be over-inclusive at this point,

(b) (5) CIP



rather than exclusive.  Please also
provide a brief summary (couple of
sentences) for ALL entries describing
the purpose of each policy or
guidance.  OEPC has entered
information on those policies we are
responsible for, or which we have
information on. You may wish to refer
to those entries for examples of
summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered
on the document available at the link
provided NLT COB Thursday, March
30th. Please contact Carol
Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with
any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy
& Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 



From: Schindler, James
[mailto:james schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey
<downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>;
Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman,
Louise <louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>;
Saxe, Keith <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown,
Laura <laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin
Jesup <Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>;
John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter
Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason
Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell,
Gregory <gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>;
Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy
Dorman <Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>;
Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta,
Kendra <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>;
Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom
Bovard <Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>;
Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela
Noble <michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>;
Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 



All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will
kindly serve as our person ultimately
responsible for combining and
unifying our document, so feel free to
add to the link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted
F&W mitigation info to the
Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar
21, 2017 at
6:24 PM,
Schindler,
James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen,
Laura, Ann,
Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some
bureaus have
created or
started a list
of their
mitigation
policies, but
we'd like a
comprehensive
source of all
this
information

(b) (5) CIP



department-
wide.   

 

We want to
compile a
reference
document
listing what
(if any)
statute
authorizes it;
where it is
found in our
regs, reports,
handbooks,
IMs or
implementation
guidance;
and finally,
what type of
mitigation
(e.g.
compensatory)
it is. 

 

We want to
err on the
side of over-
inclusion so
feel free to
add anything
in you think
we may be
missing.
Each item
just requires
a summary
with a few
sentences.  

 

Karen,I
know Susan
and Stephen
have begun
looking at



this in the
SOL office,
and Lara
Douglas at
BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd
like to get
this
information
compiled
within the
next week.

 

Thanks
everyone,

 

--

Laura
Brown, Associate
Solicitor

Division of Land
Resources

Office of the
Solicitor

U.S.
Department of
the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC
 20240

Phone:  202
 208-6545

Cell:  202
 359-2712



Fax:  202  219-
1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence -
Integrity -
Service

 

This e-mail
(including
attachments) is
intended for
the use of the
individual or
entity to which
it is addressed. 
It may contain
information
that is
privileged,
confidential, or
otherwise
protected by
applicable
law.  If you are
not the
intended
recipient, you
are hereby
notified that
any
dissemination,
distribution,
copying or use
of the e-mail
or its contents
is strictly
prohibited.  If
you receive
this e-mail in
error, please
notify the
sender
immediately
and destroy all
copies.  Thank



you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe,
Associate Solicitor

Division of Water
Resources

Office of the
Solicitor

U.S. Department of
the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 



 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_inde
pendence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348
| Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial
cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



From: Seth Mott
To: Johnson, Kurt
Cc: Goldberg, Jason
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 8:19:11 AM

I got direction from Charisa to do it this way

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 31, 2017, at 9:15 AM, Johnson, Kurt <kurt_johnson@fws.gov> wrote:

Jason,

I thought you were going to add our documents to the FWS spreadsheet and
submit to the Director for them to forward, and NOT add to the Google Doc?

Kurt

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 5:19 PM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hi Seth,

I've attached the file I'm uploading to Google Docs shortly.  Please let me know
if I can be of additional assistance.

If you have a preferred place on the shared drive for files associated with this
assignment and the related review we're expecting pending guidance from the
Director's Office tomorrow.

Regards,

Jason

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:09 PM, Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Jump on this now, I'm on my way back on the shuttle

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 2:56:32 PM EDT
To: Cynthia_Martinez <Cynthia_Martinez@fws.gov>, Charles
Blair <charles_blair@fws.gov>,  Seth Mott



<seth_mott@fws.gov>, Elsa Haubold <elsa_haubold@fws.gov>, 
Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Casey
Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th

Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment,
due COB today.  ES had received it earlier this week and has
luckily started a draft response (attached), but we believe
Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider
the attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB
today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>,
Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia
Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had
checked with Amy yesterday and just reconfirmed
with her. Each bureau should submit through the
requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 



Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting
this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa
<alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked
our team to wait.  Just didn't make sense
to me to collect the same information
twice (SO 3349) and on a very different
(seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let
me know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer
<jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate
Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th
To: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>,
Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy
Adema <guy_adema@nps.gov>



Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided
below.  We have discussed the request
with our National Park Service Acting
Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has
asked that we hold off on responding
until we can coordinate our response to
this request, as well as to the Secretarial
Order, with our Assistant Secretary's
office.

Alexa is copied on this email and
offered that she is happy to discuss
further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change
policy Compilation - due COB March
30th
To: Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>,
Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>,
hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>,
Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa
Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig
Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira
New Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>,
Tammy Bagley



<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn
Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>,
Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>,
Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>,
Ann Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>,
Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron
Moody <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>,
Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith
Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward
Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>,
Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric
Shepard <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>,
Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John
Carlucci <john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>,
Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott
Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason
Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>,
Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard
McNeer <richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>,
Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis
Leslie <phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>,
Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis
Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>,
Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan
Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions
received:



This initial compilation request is focused
on these policies that do or may impact
external stakeholders/entities, consistent
with the Secretarial Order signed
yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary
to, and does not replace, the process set
out and required in the S.O. You will likely
receive instruction from your leadership in
the near future on how to comply with this
S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice
to assist our leaderships’ planning is very
much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble
[mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58
AM
To: Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra
Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>;
'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas
(lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>;
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig
Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New
Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>



Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>;
Amy Holley <amy holley@ios.doi.gov>;
Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol
Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen
Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron
Moody <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>;
Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura
Brown <laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric
Shepard <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John
Carlucci <john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>;
Carter Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason
Waanders <jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>;
Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard
McNeer <richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>;
Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis
Leslie <phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra
Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis
Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas
Bovard <tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan
Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of



policies, manuals or guidance that
address or are related to mitigation,
climate change or GHGs.  In particular
any policies, guidance, instructions, or
handbook related to or implementing
CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance for
Consideration of GHGs and the effects
of Climate Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a
first draft of mitigation policies,
manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review
this list and include any policies,
guidance, or handbooks that are not
already listed that reference, implement,
or relate to mitigation or climate change
or GHGs.  The goal is to be over-
inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief
summary (couple of sentences) for ALL
entries describing the purpose of each
policy or guidance.  OEPC has entered
information on those policies we are
responsible for, or which we have
information on. You may wish to refer
to those entries for examples of
summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on
the document available at the link
provided NLT COB Thursday, March
30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with
any questions.

 

Thank you,

(b) (5) CIP



 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy &
Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James
[mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody,
Aaron <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>;
Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown,
Laura <laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Shepard, Eric <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John
Carlucci <john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>;
Carter Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason



Waanders <jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>;
Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard
McNeer <Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>;
Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis
Leslie <PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta,
Kendra <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis
Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom
Bovard <Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason,
Susan <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>;
Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel
Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will
kindly serve as our person ultimately
responsible for combining and unifying
our document, so feel free to add to the
link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted
F&W mitigation info to the Secretary's
office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21,
2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura,

(b) (5) CIP



Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some bureaus
have created
or started a list
of their
mitigation
policies, but
we'd like a
comprehensive
source of all
this
information
department-
wide.   

 

We want to
compile a
reference
document
listing what (if
any) statute
authorizes it;
where it is
found in our
regs, reports,
handbooks,
IMs or
implementation
guidance; and
finally, what
type of
mitigation
(e.g.
compensatory)
it is. 

 

We want to err
on the side of
over-inclusion
so feel free to
add anything
in you think
we may be



missing. Each
item just
requires a
summary with
a few
sentences.  

 

Karen,I know
Susan and
Stephen have
begun looking
at this in the
SOL office,
and Lara
Douglas at
BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd
like to get this
information
compiled
within the next
week.

 

Thanks
everyone,

 

--

Laura
Brown, Associate
Solicitor

Division of Land
Resources

Office of the
Solicitor

U.S. Department
of the Interior



1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC
 20240

Phone:  202
 208-6545

Cell:  202  359-
2712

Fax:  202  219-
1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence -
Integrity -
Service

 

This e-mail
(including
attachments) is
intended for the
use of the
individual or
entity to which it
is addressed.  It
may contain
information that
is privileged,
confidential, or
otherwise
protected by
applicable law. 
If you are not the
intended
recipient, you are
hereby notified
that any
dissemination,
distribution,
copying or use of
the e-mail or its
contents is
strictly
prohibited.  If



you receive this
e-mail in error,
please notify the
sender
immediately and
destroy all
copies.  Thank
you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe,
Associate Solicitor

Division of Water
Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of
the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 



downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_inde
pendence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348
| Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial
cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



From: Johnson, Kurt
To: Goldberg, Jason
Cc: Seth Mott
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 8:15:35 AM

Jason,

I thought you were going to add our documents to the FWS spreadsheet and submit to the
Director for them to forward, and NOT add to the Google Doc?

Kurt

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 5:19 PM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth,

I've attached the file I'm uploading to Google Docs shortly.  Please let me know if I can be
of additional assistance.

If you have a preferred place on the shared drive for files associated with this assignment
and the related review we're expecting pending guidance from the Director's Office
tomorrow.

Regards,

Jason

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:09 PM, Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Jump on this now, I'm on my way back on the shuttle

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 2:56:32 PM EDT
To: Cynthia_Martinez <Cynthia_Martinez@fws.gov>, Charles Blair
<charles_blair@fws.gov>,  Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov>, Elsa Haubold
<elsa_haubold@fws.gov>,  Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

Good afternoon-



The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB
today.  ES had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft
response (attached), but we believe Refuges and Science need to have input,
as well.  Please consider the attached as a template, and submit whatever you
can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with
Amy yesterday and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau
should submit through the requested channels and copy me and
Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for



  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa
<alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to
wait.  Just didn't make sense to me to collect the
same information twice (SO 3349) and on a very
different (seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me
know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets, Alexa"
<Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We
have discussed the request with our National Park
Service Acting Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she
has asked that we hold off on responding until we
can coordinate our response to this request, as well
as to the Secretarial Order, with our Assistant
Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is
happy to discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************



Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>,
Steve Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra
Sonderman <debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>,
hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa Vehmas
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James
Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie
Blanchard <maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>,
Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer



<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these
policies that do or may impact external
stakeholders/entities, consistent with the Secretarial
Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does
not replace, the process set out and required in the S.O.
You will likely receive instruction from your leadership in
the near future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi
.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz



<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James Schindler
<james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies,
manuals or guidance that address or are related to
mitigation, climate change or GHGs.  In particular
any policies, guidance, instructions, or handbook
related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final
Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the effects
of Climate Change in NEPA reviews. 



 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of
mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, available
here: 

 

Please have your organizations review this list and
include any policies, guidance, or handbooks that are
not already listed that reference, implement, or relate
to mitigation or climate change or GHGs.  The goal
is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary
(couple of sentences) for ALL entries describing the
purpose of each policy or guidance.  OEPC has
entered information on those policies we are
responsible for, or which we have information on.
You may wish to refer to those entries for examples
of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document
available at the link provided NLT COB Thursday,
March 30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

(b) (5) CIP



 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.do
i.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey
<downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; Hawbecker, Karen
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as
our person ultimately responsible for combining and
unifying our document, so feel free to add to the link
or send to her directly.

 



Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W
mitigation info to the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24
PM, Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric,
and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created
or started a list of their
mitigation policies, but
we'd like a comprehensive
source of all this
information department-
wide.   

 

We want to compile a
reference document listing
what (if any) statute
authorizes it; where it is
found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance;
and finally, what type of
mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side
of over-inclusion so feel
free to add anything in you
think we may be missing.
Each item just requires a
summary with a few

(b) (5) CIP



sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and
Stephen have begun
looking at this in the SOL
office, and Lara Douglas at
BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get
this information compiled
within the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate
Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the
Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity -
Service



 

This e-mail (including
attachments) is intended for
the use of the individual or
entity to which it is
addressed.  It may contain
information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise
protected by applicable law. 
If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby
notified that any
dissemination, distribution,
copying or use of the e-mail
or its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive
this e-mail in error, please
notify the sender immediately
and destroy all copies.  Thank
you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 



 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



From: Jeff Rupert
To: Morris, Charisa
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 5:42:26 AM

Thanks

On Mar 30, 2017, at 6:05 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

I've just noticed they weren't on the submitted doc, so entered them myself - we're
good!

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:27 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Just noticed you weren't on the previous thread (just added you) - any chance
somebody in your shop can do a cut and paste job into the google doc link in
my previous email?

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:19 PM, Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov> wrote:
I'm thinking the attachment updated attachment didn't go so I'm re-sending 

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:16 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Understood - this one was definitely not communicated through the
appropriate routes.  I only received it 15 minutes before you did, which is
certainly not ideal.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:14 PM, Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov>
wrote:

Charisa, It's such a short turnaround... we pulled together what we could.  Thanks--Jeff

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:55 PM, Blair, Charles
<charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:

Will do. Jeff Rupert will be sending shortly

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:43 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Great! I have the package in hand.  

To clarify, your folks can enter data for this afternoon's data call



directly into the google spreadsheet, which is linked in the email I
forwarded.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:25 PM, Blair, Charles
<charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:

Yes. it is a deal. 

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 1:56 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment,
due COB today.  ES had received it earlier this week and has
luckily started a draft response (attached), but we believe Refuges
and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the
attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB
today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>,



Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia
Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had
checked with Amy yesterday and just reconfirmed
with her. Each bureau should submit through the
requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting
this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa
<alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked
our team to wait.  Just didn't make sense
to me to collect the same information
twice (SO 3349) and on a very different
(seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let
me know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer
<jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate



Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th
To: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>,
Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy
Adema <guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided
below.  We have discussed the request
with our National Park Service Acting
Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has
asked that we hold off on responding
until we can coordinate our response to
this request, as well as to the Secretarial
Order, with our Assistant Secretary's
office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered
that she is happy to discuss further, if
needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change
policy Compilation - due COB March
30th
To: Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve



Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>,
Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>,
hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>,
Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa
Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig
Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira
New Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>,
Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn
Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>,
Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>,
Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>,
Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron
Moody <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>,
Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith
Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward
Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>,
Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric
Shepard <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>,
Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John
Carlucci <john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>,
Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott
Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason
Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory
Russell <gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>,
Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy
Dorman <wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>,
Phyllis Leslie



<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra
Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>,
Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>,
Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan
Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions
received:

This initial compilation request is focused
on these policies that do or may impact
external stakeholders/entities, consistent
with the Secretarial Order signed
yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary
to, and does not replace, the process set
out and required in the S.O. You will likely
receive instruction from your leadership in
the near future on how to comply with this
S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice
to assist our leaderships’ planning is very
much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble
[mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra
Sonderman



<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>;
'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas
(lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>;
Gary Frazer <gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina
Shultz <Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig
Aubrey <craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New
Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>;
Amy Holley <amy holley@ios.doi.gov>;
Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol
Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen
Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron
Moody <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>;
Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura
Brown <laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric
Shepard <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John
Carlucci <john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>;
Carter Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason
Waanders <jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>;
Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard
McNeer <richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>;
Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis
Leslie <phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra
Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis
Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas



Bovard <tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan
Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of
policies, manuals or guidance that
address or are related to mitigation,
climate change or GHGs.  In particular
any policies, guidance, instructions, or
handbook related to or implementing
CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance for
Consideration of GHGs and the effects
of Climate Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a
first draft of mitigation policies, manuals
or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review
this list and include any policies,
guidance, or handbooks that are not
already listed that reference, implement,
or relate to mitigation or climate change
or GHGs.  The goal is to be over-
inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief
summary (couple of sentences) for ALL
entries describing the purpose of each
policy or guidance.  OEPC has entered
information on those policies we are
responsible for, or which we have
information on. You may wish to refer to
those entries for examples of summaries
to include.

(b) (5) CIP



 

Please have the information entered on
the document available at the link
provided NLT COB Thursday, March
30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with
any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy &
Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James
[mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody,
Aaron <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>;
Milkman, Louise



<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown,
Laura <laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard,
Eric <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin
Jesup <Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John
Carlucci <john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>;
Carter Brown <carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>;
Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason
Waanders <jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>;
Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard
McNeer <Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>;
Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis
Leslie <PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta,
Kendra <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis
Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom
Bovard <Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason,
Susan <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>;
Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel
Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will
kindly serve as our person ultimately
responsible for combining and unifying
our document, so feel free to add to the
link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted
F&W mitigation info to the Secretary's
office already.

 
(b) (5) CIP



 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21,
2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura,
Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some bureaus
have created or
started a list of
their
mitigation
policies, but
we'd like a
comprehensive
source of all
this
information
department-
wide.   

 

We want to
compile a
reference
document
listing what (if
any) statute
authorizes it;
where it is
found in our
regs, reports,
handbooks,
IMs or
implementation
guidance; and
finally, what
type of
mitigation (e.g.
compensatory)
it is. 



 

We want to err
on the side of
over-inclusion
so feel free to
add anything
in you think
we may be
missing. Each
item just
requires a
summary with
a few
sentences.  

 

Karen,I know
Susan and
Stephen have
begun looking
at this in the
SOL office,
and Lara
Douglas at
BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd
like to get this
information
compiled
within the next
week.

 

Thanks
everyone,

 

--

Laura
Brown, Associate



Solicitor

Division of Land
Resources

Office of the
Solicitor

U.S. Department
of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC
 20240

Phone:  202  208-
6545

Cell:  202  359-
2712

Fax:  202  219-
1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence -
Integrity -
Service

 

This e-mail
(including
attachments) is
intended for the
use of the
individual or
entity to which it
is addressed.  It
may contain
information that
is privileged,
confidential, or
otherwise
protected by
applicable law. 
If you are not the
intended
recipient, you are



hereby notified
that any
dissemination,
distribution,
copying or use of
the e-mail or its
contents is
strictly
prohibited.  If
you receive this
e-mail in error,
please notify the
sender
immediately and
destroy all
copies.  Thank
you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe,
Associate Solicitor

Division of Water
Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of
the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 



 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_inde
pendence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348
| Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial
cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348
| Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell:
301-875-8937



-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Rupert, Jeff
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 5:05:10 PM

I've just noticed they weren't on the submitted doc, so entered them myself - we're good!

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:27 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Just noticed you weren't on the previous thread (just added you) - any chance somebody in
your shop can do a cut and paste job into the google doc link in my previous email?

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:19 PM, Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov> wrote:
I'm thinking the attachment updated attachment didn't go so I'm re-sending 

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:16 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Understood - this one was definitely not communicated through the appropriate routes. 
I only received it 15 minutes before you did, which is certainly not ideal.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:14 PM, Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov> wrote:
Charisa, It's such a short turnaround... we pulled together what we could.  Thanks--Jeff

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:55 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Will do. Jeff Rupert will be sending shortly

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:43 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Great! I have the package in hand.  

To clarify, your folks can enter data for this afternoon's data call directly into the
google spreadsheet, which is linked in the email I forwarded.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:25 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov>
wrote:

Yes. it is a deal. 



Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 1:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB
today.  ES had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft
response (attached), but we believe Refuges and Science need to have input,
as well.  Please consider the attached as a template, and submit whatever you
can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy
yesterday and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should
submit through the requested channels and copy me and
Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 



See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa
<alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to
wait.  Just didn't make sense to me to collect the
same information twice (SO 3349) and on a very
different (seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me
know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>,
"Viets, Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We
have discussed the request with our National Park
Service Acting Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she
has asked that we hold off on responding until we
can coordinate our response to this request, as well as
to the Secretarial Order, with our Assistant
Secretary's office.



Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is
happy to discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>,
Steve Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra
Sonderman <debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>,
hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa Vehmas
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James
Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie
Blanchard <maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>,
Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup



<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these
policies that do or may impact external
stakeholders/entities, consistent with the Secretarial
Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does
not replace, the process set out and required in the S.O.
You will likely receive instruction from your leadership in
the near future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi
.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot



<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer
<gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James Schindler
<james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies,
manuals or guidance that address or are related to
mitigation, climate change or GHGs.  In particular



any policies, guidance, instructions, or handbook
related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final
Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the effects
of Climate Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of
mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, available
here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and
include any policies, guidance, or handbooks that are
not already listed that reference, implement, or relate
to mitigation or climate change or GHGs.  The goal
is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary
(couple of sentences) for ALL entries describing the
purpose of each policy or guidance.  OEPC has
entered information on those policies we are
responsible for, or which we have information on.
You may wish to refer to those entries for examples
of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document
available at the link provided NLT COB Thursday,
March 30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

(b) (5) CIP



Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.do
i.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey
<downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; Hawbecker, Karen
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as
our person ultimately responsible for combining and



unifying our document, so feel free to add to the link
or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W
mitigation info to the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24
PM, Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric,
and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created
or started a list of their
mitigation policies, but
we'd like a comprehensive
source of all this
information department-
wide.   

 

We want to compile a
reference document listing
what (if any) statute
authorizes it; where it is
found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance;
and finally, what type of
mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side

(b) (5) CIP



of over-inclusion so feel
free to add anything in you
think we may be missing.
Each item just requires a
summary with a few
sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and
Stephen have begun
looking at this in the SOL
office, and Lara Douglas at
BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled
within the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate
Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the
Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov



 

Excellence - Integrity -
Service

 

This e-mail (including
attachments) is intended for
the use of the individual or
entity to which it is
addressed.  It may contain
information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise
protected by applicable law. 
If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby
notified that any
dissemination, distribution,
copying or use of the e-mail
or its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this
e-mail in error, please notify
the sender immediately and
destroy all copies.  Thank
you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 



 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &



Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For
urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Seth Mott
Cc: Kurt Johnson
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 4:20:06 PM
Attachments: FWS SA Climate Change Policy Compilation.docx

Hi Seth,

I've attached the file I'm uploading to Google Docs shortly.  Please let me know if I can be of
additional assistance.

If you have a preferred place on the shared drive for files associated with this assignment and
the related review we're expecting pending guidance from the Director's Office tomorrow.

Regards,

Jason

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:09 PM, Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Jump on this now, I'm on my way back on the shuttle

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 2:56:32 PM EDT
To: Cynthia_Martinez <Cynthia_Martinez@fws.gov>, Charles Blair
<charles_blair@fws.gov>,  Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov>, Elsa Haubold
<elsa_haubold@fws.gov>,  Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB
today.  ES had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft
response (attached), but we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as
well.  Please consider the attached as a template, and submit whatever you can
by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy
yesterday and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should
submit through the requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa
<alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,



Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to
wait.  Just didn't make sense to me to collect the same
information twice (SO 3349) and on a very different
(seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me know if
I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>,
"Viets, Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We
have discussed the request with our National Park
Service Acting Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has
asked that we hold off on responding until we can
coordinate our response to this request, as well as to
the Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's
office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is
happy to discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>



Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra
Sonderman <debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>,
hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa Vehmas
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol
Braegelmann <carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies



that do or may impact external stakeholders/entities,
consistent with the Secretarial Order signed yesterday.
(see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does
not replace, the process set out and required in the S.O.
You will likely receive instruction from your leadership in
the near future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela noble@ios.doi
.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve
Glomb <steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer
<gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov
>; James Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy
Holley <amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe



<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies,
manuals or guidance that address or are related to
mitigation, climate change or GHGs.  In particular any
policies, guidance, instructions, or handbook related to
or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance for
Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate
Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of
mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, available
here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and
include any policies, guidance, or handbooks that are
not already listed that reference, implement, or relate
to mitigation or climate change or GHGs.  The goal is
to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than
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exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary
(couple of sentences) for ALL entries describing the
purpose of each policy or guidance.  OEPC has entered
information on those policies we are responsible for, or
which we have information on. You may wish to refer
to those entries for examples of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document
available at the link provided NLT COB Thursday,
March 30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.do
i.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; Hawbecker, Karen



<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our
person ultimately responsible for combining and
unifying our document, so feel free to add to the link
or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation
info to the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24
PM, Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
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wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created
or started a list of their
mitigation policies, but we'd
like a comprehensive source
of all this information
department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a
reference document listing
what (if any) statute
authorizes it; where it is
found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance;
and finally, what type of
mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of
over-inclusion so feel free to
add anything in you think we
may be missing. Each item
just requires a summary with
a few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and
Stephen have begun looking
at this in the SOL office, and
Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within
the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,



 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including
attachments) is intended for the
use of the individual or entity
to which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is
privileged, confidential, or
otherwise protected by
applicable law.  If you are not
the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution,
copying or use of the e-mail or
its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this
e-mail in error, please notify
the sender immediately and
destroy all copies.  Thank you.

 



 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 



-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



ASSIGNMENT 
We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or guidance that address or are related 
to mitigation, climate change or GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance, instructions, or 
handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance for Consideration of 
GHGs and the effects of Climate Change in NEPA reviews.  
  
Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, 
available here: 

  
Please have your organizations review this list and include any policies, guidance, or handbooks 
that are not already listed that reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change or 
GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than exclusive.  Please also provide a 
brief summary (couple of sentences) for ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy or 
guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those policies we are responsible for, or which we 
have information on. You may wish to refer to those entries for examples of summaries to 
include. 
  
Please have the information entered on the document available at the link provided NLT COB 
Thursday, March 30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with 
any questions. 
 
Science Applications (Entered into Google Docs March 30, 2017) 
056 FW 1 (Service Policy Manual): A. Establishes overall U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(Service) policy and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation, and B. Steps down the 
Departmental policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 

 
56 FW 2 (Service Policy Manual): Establishes the Climate Adaptation Network in the Service, a 
team of senior-level Service staff which guides the Service to enhance preparedness, adaptation, 
and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-climate 
influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural resources, and facilities. 
 
Fiscal Year 2009 Climate Change Action Priorities: This document provides thirteen priorities 
that represent changes necessary to improve the Service’s ability to strategically deliver 
conservation effectively on the ground related to climate change and other conservation issues.  
 
FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan: Completed in 2010, the Service’s Climate Change 
Strategic Plan goals and objectives necessary to help the Service address climate change in order 
to help sustain diverse, distributed, and abundant populations of fish and wildlife through 
conservation of healthy habitats in a network of interconnected, ecologically functioning 
landscapes. 
 
Appendix: 5-Year Action Plan for Responding to Accelerating Climate Change. This document 
detailed the actions that the Service intended to pursue during fiscal years 2009 through 2013 to 
implement the goals and objectives of the FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan. 
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National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy: The National Fish, Wildlife, 
and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy (Strategy) represents the collaborative work of Federal, 
State, and Tribal agencies and their stakeholders to help sustain the nation’s living natural 
resources for the benefit of the American people. Developed at the direction of Congress and 
published in 2013 following public review, the Strategy provides a framework for coordinated 
actions among jurisdictions and authorities from the local to the national level to sustain native 
fish, wildlife, and plants and their habitats in a changing climate. 
 
Secretary of the Interior, Order 3289, Addressing the Impacts of Climate Change on America’s 
Water, Land, and Other Natural and Cultural Resources (September 14, 2009). This Order 
establishes a Department-wide approach for applying scientific tools to increase understanding 
of climate change and to coordinate an effective response to its impacts on tribes and on the land, 
water, ocean, fish and wildlife, and cultural heritage resources that the Department manages. 
 
523 Departmental Manual Series – Environmental Quality Programs - Chapter 1 Climate Change 
Policy. This chapter establishes Departmental policy and provides guidance to bureaus 
and offices for addressing climate change impacts upon the Department’s mission, programs, 
operations, and personnel. 
 
Scanning the Horizon: A Guide to Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment. (2011).  This 
handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, produced in part with Service input, focuses 
on the key components of vulnerability--sensitivity and exposure--and reviews best practices for 
conducting assessments focusing on species, habitats, or ecosystems.  Vulnerability assessments 
are a key step in adaptation planning by enabling managers to identify those species and systems 
most likely to be in need of conservation actions as a result of climate change, develop 
adaptation strategies tailored for managing species and habitats in greatest need, foster 
collaboration at statewide and regional scales by providing a shared understanding of impacts 
and management options, and allow scarce resources for wildlife conservation to be allocated 
efficiently in the face of climate change. 
 
Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice. (2014). This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, offers guidance for designing and carrying out 
conservation in the face of a changing climate.  Developed by an expert workgroup, consisting of 
leaders in climate adaptation from federal and state agencies (including the Service) and non-
governmental organizations, the guide is designed to help conservationists and resource 
managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work. The guide offers an 
approach to adaptation planning and implementation that breaks the process into discrete and 
manageable steps. 
 
Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation. (2014). While uncertainty is not new to natural resource management, limitations 
in our ability to confidently predict the direction, rate, and nature of the effects of climate and 
other drivers of change on natural and human systems has reinforced the need for tools to cope 
with the associated uncertainties.  This guide present a broad synthesis of scenario planning 
concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural resource management and 
conservation. 



 
ALREADY IN GOOGLE DOCS: 
• Secretary of the Interior, Order 3330, Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the 

Department of the Interior 
• Adaptive Management Implementation Policy (522 DM 1) [Separate 523 DM 1] 



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Shultz, Gina
Cc: Gary Frazer
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 4:13:38 PM

Excellent!  Thank you!

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 5:09 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
Ecological Services information has been entered.

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:15 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon, everyone-

I have clarified submission instructions; please enter your submissions directly into the
google doc at this link:

You will notice many people simultaneously entering items over the next couple of hours.
No need to use ES's document for anything but awareness of what types of items ES is
submitting. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks!
Charisa

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:47 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
Hey everyone.  Just want to mention that the ES document is a laundry list of policies and guidance that we
have, many of which are not relevant to the data call and will not be included.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB today.  ES
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had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response (attached), but
we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the
attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy
yesterday and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit
through the requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell



On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait. 
Just didn't make sense to me to collect the same information
twice (SO 3349) and on a very different (seemingly rushed)
timeline.   Please let me know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have
discussed the request with our National Park Service Acting
Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold
off on responding until we can coordinate our response to
this request, as well as to the Secretarial Order, with our
Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to
discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation
- due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>,
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov
>, James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that
do or may impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with



the Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not
replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. You will
likely receive instruction from your leadership in the near future
on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa
Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer
<gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz <Gina Shultz@fws.gov>;
Craig Aubrey <craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
James Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci



<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate
change or GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance,
instructions, or handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s
Draft or Final Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the
effects of Climate Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of
mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include
any policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already
listed that reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or
climate change or GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at
this point, rather than exclusive.  Please also provide a brief
summary (couple of sentences) for ALL entries describing
the purpose of each policy or guidance.  OEPC has entered
information on those policies we are responsible for, or
which we have information on. You may wish to refer to
those entries for examples of summaries to include.

 

(b) (5) CIP



Please have the information entered on the document
available at the link provided NLT COB Thursday, March
30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody,
Aaron <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom



<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our
document, so feel free to add to the link or send to her
directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info
to the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or
started a list of their mitigation
policies, but we'd like a
comprehensive source of all this

(b) (5) CIP



information department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any)
statute authorizes it; where it is
found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or implementation
guidance; and finally, what type of
mitigation (e.g. compensatory) it
is. 

 

We want to err on the side of over-
inclusion so feel free to add
anything in you think we may be
missing. Each item just requires a
summary with a few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen
have begun looking at this in the
SOL office, and Lara Douglas at
BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within the
next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior



1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual
or entity to which it is addressed.  It
may contain information that is
privileged, confidential, or otherwise
protected by applicable law.  If you
are not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, copying
or use of the e-mail or its contents is
strictly prohibited.  If you receive this
e-mail in error, please notify the
sender immediately and destroy all
copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786



 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For
urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937



-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Shultz, Gina
To: Morris, Charisa
Cc: Gary Frazer
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 4:10:06 PM

Ecological Services information has been entered.

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:15 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon, everyone-

I have clarified submission instructions; please enter your submissions directly into the
google doc at this link:

You will notice many people simultaneously entering items over the next couple of hours.
No need to use ES's document for anything but awareness of what types of items ES is
submitting. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks!
Charisa

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:47 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
Hey everyone.  Just want to mention that the ES document is a laundry list of policies and guidance that we
have, many of which are not relevant to the data call and will not be included.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB today.  ES
had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response (attached), but
we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the
attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB today.

(b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) DPP



Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy yesterday
and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit through the
requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
wrote:



Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait.  Just
didn't make sense to me to collect the same information twice
(SO 3349) and on a very different (seemingly rushed) timeline.
  Please let me know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have
discussed the request with our National Park Service Acting
Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold off
on responding until we can coordinate our response to this
request, as well as to the Secretarial Order, with our Assistant
Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to
discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM



Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>,
Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that do
or may impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with the
Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 



This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not
replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. You will likely
receive instruction from your leadership in the near future on how
to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa
Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer
<gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz <Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig
Aubrey <craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders



<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate
change or GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance,
instructions, or handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s
Draft or Final Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the
effects of Climate Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation
policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include any
policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change
or GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather
than exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary (couple of
sentences) for ALL entries describing the purpose of each
policy or guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those
policies we are responsible for, or which we have information
on. You may wish to refer to those entries for examples of
summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document available
at the link provided NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please

(b) (5) CIP



contact Carol Braegelmann carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov
with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory



<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our
document, so feel free to add to the link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info to
the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or started
a list of their mitigation policies, but
we'd like a comprehensive source of
all this information department-wide.
  

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any) statute

(b) (5) CIP



authorizes it; where it is found in our
regs, reports, handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and finally,
what type of mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of over-
inclusion so feel free to add anything
in you think we may be missing.
Each item just requires a summary
with a few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen
have begun looking at this in the SOL
office, and Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within the next
week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712



Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual or
entity to which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected by
applicable law.  If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination,
distribution, copying or use of the e-
mail or its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this e-mail in
error, please notify the sender
immediately and destroy all copies. 
Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 



 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Rupert, Jeff
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 3:28:41 PM

Just noticed you weren't on the previous thread (just added you) - any chance somebody in
your shop can do a cut and paste job into the google doc link in my previous email?

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:19 PM, Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov> wrote:
I'm thinking the attachment updated attachment didn't go so I'm re-sending 

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:16 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Understood - this one was definitely not communicated through the appropriate routes.  I
only received it 15 minutes before you did, which is certainly not ideal.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:14 PM, Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov> wrote:
Charisa, It's such a short turnaround... we pulled together what we could.  Thanks--Jeff

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:55 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Will do. Jeff Rupert will be sending shortly

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:43 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Great! I have the package in hand.  

To clarify, your folks can enter data for this afternoon's data call directly into the
google spreadsheet, which is linked in the email I forwarded.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:25 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Yes. it is a deal. 

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 1:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>



wrote:
Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB
today.  ES had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft
response (attached), but we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as
well.  Please consider the attached as a template, and submit whatever you can
by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March
30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy
yesterday and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit
through the requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster



Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa
<alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to
wait.  Just didn't make sense to me to collect the same
information twice (SO 3349) and on a very different
(seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me know if
I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>,
"Viets, Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We
have discussed the request with our National Park
Service Acting Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has
asked that we hold off on responding until we can
coordinate our response to this request, as well as to the
Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is
happy to discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************



Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra
Sonderman <debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>,
hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa Vehmas
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol
Braegelmann <carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman



<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies
that do or may impact external stakeholders/entities,
consistent with the Secretarial Order signed yesterday.
(see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does
not replace, the process set out and required in the S.O.
You will likely receive instruction from your leadership in
the near future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela noble@ios.doi
.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve
Glomb <steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer <gary frazer@fws.gov>;
Gina Shultz <Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast



<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov
>; James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy
Holley <amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies,
manuals or guidance that address or are related to
mitigation, climate change or GHGs.  In particular any
policies, guidance, instructions, or handbook related to
or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance for
Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate
Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of
mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, available



here: 

 

Please have your organizations review this list and
include any policies, guidance, or handbooks that are
not already listed that reference, implement, or relate to
mitigation or climate change or GHGs.  The goal is to
be over-inclusive at this point, rather than exclusive. 
Please also provide a brief summary (couple of
sentences) for ALL entries describing the purpose of
each policy or guidance.  OEPC has entered
information on those policies we are responsible for, or
which we have information on. You may wish to refer
to those entries for examples of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document
available at the link provided NLT COB Thursday,
March 30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

(b) (5) CIP



 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.do
i.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey
<downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; Hawbecker, Karen
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our
person ultimately responsible for combining and
unifying our document, so feel free to add to the link or
send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation
info to the Secretary's office already.

 



 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24
PM, Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or
started a list of their
mitigation policies, but we'd
like a comprehensive source
of all this information
department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a
reference document listing
what (if any) statute
authorizes it; where it is
found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance;
and finally, what type of
mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of
over-inclusion so feel free to
add anything in you think we
may be missing. Each item
just requires a summary with
a few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and
Stephen have begun looking
at this in the SOL office, and

(b) (5) CIP



Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within
the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including
attachments) is intended for the
use of the individual or entity to
which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is
privileged, confidential, or
otherwise protected by
applicable law.  If you are not



the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution,
copying or use of the e-mail or
its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this
e-mail in error, please notify the
sender immediately and destroy
all copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)



202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For
urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Shultz, Gina; Jeff Rupert
Cc: Cynthia Martinez; Charles Blair; Seth Mott; Elsa Haubold; Stephen Guertin; Casey Hammond
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 3:28:03 PM

+ Jeff

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:15 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon, everyone-

I have clarified submission instructions; please enter your submissions directly into the
google doc at this link:

You will notice many people simultaneously entering items over the next couple of hours.
No need to use ES's document for anything but awareness of what types of items ES is
submitting. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks!
Charisa

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:47 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
Hey everyone.  Just want to mention that the ES document is a laundry list of policies and guidance that we
have, many of which are not relevant to the data call and will not be included.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB today.  ES
had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response (attached), but
we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the
attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM

(b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) DPP



Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy yesterday
and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit through the
requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait.  Just
didn't make sense to me to collect the same information twice
(SO 3349) and on a very different (seemingly rushed) timeline.
  Please let me know if I'm missing something.



Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have
discussed the request with our National Park Service Acting
Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold off
on responding until we can coordinate our response to this
request, as well as to the Secretarial Order, with our Assistant
Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to
discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>,



Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that do
or may impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with the
Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not
replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. You will likely
receive instruction from your leadership in the near future on how
to comply with this S.O.

 



The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa
Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig
Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard



<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate
change or GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance,
instructions, or handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s
Draft or Final Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the
effects of Climate Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation
policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include any
policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change
or GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather
than exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary (couple of
sentences) for ALL entries describing the purpose of each
policy or guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those
policies we are responsible for, or which we have information
on. You may wish to refer to those entries for examples of
summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document available
at the link provided NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please
contact Carol Braegelmann carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov
with any questions.

 

Thank you,
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Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble



<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our
document, so feel free to add to the link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info to
the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or started
a list of their mitigation policies, but
we'd like a comprehensive source of
all this information department-wide.
  

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any) statute
authorizes it; where it is found in our
regs, reports, handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and finally,
what type of mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of over-
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inclusion so feel free to add anything
in you think we may be missing.
Each item just requires a summary
with a few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen
have begun looking at this in the SOL
office, and Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within the next
week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 



This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual or
entity to which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected by
applicable law.  If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination,
distribution, copying or use of the e-
mail or its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this e-mail in
error, please notify the sender
immediately and destroy all copies. 
Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes



Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Rupert, Jeff
To: Morris, Charisa
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 3:19:59 PM
Attachments: ES FWS Documents Related to Mitigation, Climate Change, or GHGs With REFUGES.docx

I'm thinking the attachment updated attachment didn't go so I'm re-sending 

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:16 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Understood - this one was definitely not communicated through the appropriate routes.  I
only received it 15 minutes before you did, which is certainly not ideal.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:14 PM, Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov> wrote:
Charisa, It's such a short turnaround... we pulled together what we could.  Thanks--Jeff

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:55 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Will do. Jeff Rupert will be sending shortly

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:43 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Great! I have the package in hand.  

To clarify, your folks can enter data for this afternoon's data call directly into the
google spreadsheet, which is linked in the email I forwarded.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:25 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Yes. it is a deal. 

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 1:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Good afternoon-



The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB
today.  ES had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response
(attached), but we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well. 
Please consider the attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB
today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March
30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy
yesterday and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit
through the requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 



202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait. 
Just didn't make sense to me to collect the same
information twice (SO 3349) and on a very different
(seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me know if I'm
missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>,
"Viets, Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have
discussed the request with our National Park Service
Acting Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has asked that
we hold off on responding until we can coordinate our
response to this request, as well as to the Secretarial
Order, with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is
happy to discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>,
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol
Braegelmann <carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann
Navaro <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>



FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies
that do or may impact external stakeholders/entities,
consistent with the Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see
attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not
replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. You will
likely receive instruction from your leadership in the near
future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>;
Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>;
Gary Frazer <gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
James Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker



<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies,
manuals or guidance that address or are related to
mitigation, climate change or GHGs.  In particular any
policies, guidance, instructions, or handbook related to or
implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance for
Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate
Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of
mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and
include any policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not
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already listed that reference, implement, or relate to
mitigation or climate change or GHGs.  The goal is to be
over-inclusive at this point, rather than exclusive.  Please
also provide a brief summary (couple of sentences) for
ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy or
guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those
policies we are responsible for, or which we have
information on. You may wish to refer to those entries
for examples of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document
available at the link provided NLT COB Thursday,
March 30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.do
i.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>



Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody,
Aaron <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our
person ultimately responsible for combining and unifying
our document, so feel free to add to the link or send to
her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation
info to the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24
PM, Schindler, James
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<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or
started a list of their mitigation
policies, but we'd like a
comprehensive source of all
this information department-
wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any)
statute authorizes it; where it is
found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and
finally, what type of mitigation
(e.g. compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of
over-inclusion so feel free to
add anything in you think we
may be missing. Each item just
requires a summary with a few
sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and
Stephen have begun looking at
this in the SOL office, and Lara
Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within
the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,



 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including
attachments) is intended for the
use of the individual or entity to
which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is
privileged, confidential, or
otherwise protected by applicable
law.  If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified
that any dissemination,
distribution, copying or use of the
e-mail or its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this e-
mail in error, please notify the
sender immediately and destroy
all copies.  Thank you.

 



 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 



Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For
urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For
urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660



 
Document Title Source Brief Summary Comments 

Cooperative Endangered 
Species Conservation 
Fund (Section 6) grants 
Notice of Funding 
Opportunity 

DRR-BRSG 
 

This notice asks applicants to identify the project's conservation 
benefits to be derived by avoiding or offsetting climate change 
impacts.  Also, Regional Directors are given discretionary 
"bonus" points to award to proposals that are a high priority to 
the Region based on how a proposal may address conservation in 
the context of climate change when assigning these points to a 
proposal.  Regional Directors consider other items too such as 
project readiness and how a proposal may address conservation in 
the context of climate change when assigning these points to a 
proposal.   

 

Recovery Planning 
Guidance 

DRR-BRSG This interim guidance provides a useful resource for agency field 
staff and their partners to assist them in planning for, and 
carrying out, the recovery of listed endangered and threatened 
species.  Recovery planning and implementation are required 
under the Endangered Species Act to guide the process by which 
listed species and their ecosystems are restored and their future is 
safeguarded to the point that protections under the ESA are no 
longer needed. 

Climate change is 
referenced twice is this 
guidance; both related 
to re-assessing, not 
mitigating 

Internal Review Process 
for Authorizing 
Harassment under 
Section 101(a)(5)(D) of 
the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act 

DRR-BRSG This document provides information to assist agency staff with 
the internal processing of authorizations for the take, by 
harassment, of small numbers of marine mammals incidental to 
specified activities.  It addresses marine mammal species under 
the jurisdiction of the FWS (i.e., polar bears, Pacific walurses, sea 
otters, and manatees). 

This document doesn’t 
reference climate 
change or GHG.  In 
addition, although 
mitigation is a part of 
the IHA process, this 
document doesn’t 
provide guidance on 
prescribing those 
measures 

FWS Director’s Order 
No. 218 Policy 
Regarding Voluntary 

DRR-
BCCC 

This policy provides States with an additional tools and incentive 
to engage landowners, government agencies, and others in 
carrying out voluntary conservation actions for species not listed 

 



Prelisting Conservation 
Actions 

under the Endangered Species Act. This order establishes that 
landowners participating in a qualifying State administered 
species conservation program can obtain conservation credits for 
efforts that benefit declining species. These credits can later be 
redeemed to offset or mitigate actions that are detrimental to a 
species should it subsequently be listed under the ESA. The 
credits may also be traded or sold to a third party. 

2016 Habitat 
Conservation Planning 
Handbook Revision 

DRR-
BCCC 

The purpose of the HCP Handbook is to: (1) provide current 
guidance to NMFS and FWS staff to ensure consist application of 
ESA section 10(a)(1)(B) regulations, policy, and guidance across 
the nation; (2) create efficiencies to streamline the HCP and 
incidental take permitting process as requested by the regulated 
public; (3) inspire conservation results associated with HCPs that 
contribute to listed species recovery, resiliency, and response to 
the effects climate change; and (4) provide guidance to Service' 
staff to ensure the development of legally sufficient incidental 
take permitting decision documents. 

 

2014 12 18 NEPA 
Revised Draft 

DRR-BERR This document is a fact sheet from the White House regarding 
considering climate change in NEPA review and conducting 
programmatic NEPA reviews. 

Used to develop NEPA 
documents as well 

DOI NRDAR 
Restoration Banking 
Guidance 

DRR-BERR This guidance describes "the conditions for evaluating whether, 
where, and when restoration banking or advance restoration 
projects would be appropriate as components of a restoration 
plan."  It is a step down from the Nov 3, 2015 Presidential 
Memorandum titled "Mitigating impacts on Natural Resources 
from Development and encouraging related private investment." 

A restoration, NOT 
mitigation document; 
however, people 
frequently confuse this 
as mitigation. 

National Wetlands 
Inventory Strategic Plan: 
A Strategic Response to 
Climate Change 2011 to 
2015 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This document was created in part as a response to The 
Secretary’s Climate Change Order No. 3289 and the Service’s 
Strategic Plan for Responding to Accelerating Climate Change 
requiring all programs to address climate change, especially sea-
level rise.  The purpose of this document is to present a revised 
strategic plan that better supports "the Service’s commitment to 
partnership-driven, results-oriented landscape conservation 

“Expired”? in 2015 



actions that address the unprecedented challenges posed by 
accelerating climate change." 

Status and Trends of 
Wetlands in the Coastal 
Watershed of the 
Conterminous United 
States 2004 to 2009 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This decadal report is mandated by Section 401 of the Emergency 
Wetlands Resources Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-645).  The goal 
of the Wetlands Status and Trends effort is to provide current, 
scientifically valid information on the extent of wetlands and 
related aquatic resources, and to monitor trends in these resources 
over time. It is important to understand that although Wetlands 
Status and Trends reports often mention potential causes of 
wetland loss or change, including sea level rise and other wetland 
change drivers that may be related to climate change, we do not 
collect data that would allow us to draw a direct connection 
between these alterations and climate change. 

Mentions sea level rise 
twice throughout report, 
mentions climate 
related changes once 

Status and Trends of 
Wetlands in the Coastal 
Watersheds of the 
Eastern United States 
1998 to 2004 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This decadal report is mandated by Section 401 of the Emergency 
Wetlands Resources Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-645).  The goal 
of the Wetlands Status and Trends effort is to provide current, 
scientifically valid information on the extent of wetlands and 
related aquatic resources, and to monitor trends in these resources 
over time. It is important to understand that although Wetlands 
Status and Trends reports often mention potential causes of 
wetland loss or change, including sea level rise and other wetland 
change drivers that may be related to climate change, we do not 
collect data that would allow us to draw a direct connection 
between these alterations and climate change. 

Mentions sea level rise 
once and climate 
change once 

Final Report to 
Congress: John H. 
Chafee Coastal Barrier 
Resource System Digital 
Mapping Pilot Project 

DBTS-
BGMTS 

This report was produced in accordance with Section 3 of the 
2006 Coastal Barrier Resources Reauthorization Act (Pub. L. 
109-226).  The report contains: a summary of the benefits of 
Coastal Barrier Resources System (CBRS) map modernization 
and successes to date; a summary of the public review process for 
the pilot project maps; a summary of the comments received from 
government officials and the public regarding the draft pilot 
project maps and the Service’s responses to those comments; 
updates to significant CBRS mapping protocols; a summary of 

Chapter 1 summarizes 
the effects of climate 
change on the coastal 
environment.  Chapter 6 
describes the guiding 
principles and criteria 
the Service applies 
when assessing 
potential modifications 



the pilot project results and recommended changes to each of the 
pilot project units (including acreage, shoreline, and structure 
changes); a set of guiding principles and criteria for assessing 
modifications to the CBRS; a recommendation to Congress for 
adoption of the final recommended pilot project maps; and the 
next steps and costs to comprehensively modernize the remainder 
of the CBRS. 

to the CBRS.  The 
guiding principles 
includes consideration 
of an area being 
inherently vulnerable to 
coastal hazards such as 
flooding, storm surge, 
wind, erosion and sea 
level rise. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service Mitigation 
Policy 

DER-BER (Note, see Appendix of Authorities at 81 FR 83483 for list of 
additional Authorities FWS may rely for mitigation).  This 
revision to the 1981 Mitigation Policy guides FWS 
recommendations on mitigating the adverse impacts of land and 
water developments on fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats. 
The primary intent of the Policy is to apply mitigation in a 
strategic manner that ensures an effective linkage with 
conservation strategies at appropriate landscape scales.  

November 21, 2016 

Endangered Species Act 
Compensatory 
Mitigation Policy 

DER-BER This policy steps down and implements the Service’s revised 
Mitigation Policy and was established to improve consistency 
and effectiveness in the use of compensatory mitigation as 
recommended or required under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA).  The primary intent of the policy is to provide Service 
personnel with direction and guidance in the planning and 
implementation of compensatory mitigation under the ESA. 

December 15, 2016 

Interim Guidance on 
Implementing the Final 
Endangered Species Act 
Compensatory 
Mitigation Policy 

DER-BER The interim guidance provides Service personnel with detailed 
information on how to evaluate and implement compensatory 
mitigation.  The interim guidance implements the new ESA 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy and replaces previous Service 
guidance documents issued in 2003 and 2008. 

January 17, 2017 
 

Land-Based Wind 
Energy Guidelines 

DER-BER These voluntary guidelines are designed to help wind energy 
project developers avoid and minimize impacts of land-based 
wind energy projects on wildlife and their habitats.  The 
guidelines outline a consistent and predictable approach to wind 

March 23, 2012 



energy development while also providing flexibility to developers 
in recognition of the unique circumstances of each project.  The 
guidelines replace previous interim guidance issued in 2003. 

Planning for Climate 
Change on the National 
Wildlife Refuge System 

REFUSGES This document originated in 2008 as a collaborative project of the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and the University of 
Maryland’s Graduate Program in Sustainable Development and 
Conservation Biology. The purpose of this document is to help 
Refuge System planners and managers fulfill DOI and FWS 
mandates to incorporate climate change considerations into 
planning documents. Collaborators include: USGS, US Forest 
Service, USA National Phenology Network, University of AZ, 
SD State University, Biodiversity Research Institute, Colorado 
State University, and NOAA 

Completed 2014 

A Landscape-Scale 
Approach to Refuge 
System Planning 

REFUGES This report recommends that FWS focus on the next generation 
of planning on Landscape Conservation Designs, developed by 
the greater conservation community through partnerships. In 
addition to recommending an approach for landscape-scale 
planning, the report also addresses: Comprehensive Conservation 
Plan revisions and amendments, plan schedules and tracking, 
standardized templates, and some policy changes required to fully 
implement these recommendations. 

Completed June 13, 
2013 

 



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Rupert, Jeff
Cc: Blair, Charles
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 3:17:37 PM

Understood - this one was definitely not communicated through the appropriate routes.  I only
received it 15 minutes before you did, which is certainly not ideal.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 4:14 PM, Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov> wrote:
Charisa, It's such a short turnaround... we pulled together what we could.  Thanks--Jeff

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:55 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Will do. Jeff Rupert will be sending shortly

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:43 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Great! I have the package in hand.  

To clarify, your folks can enter data for this afternoon's data call directly into the google
spreadsheet, which is linked in the email I forwarded.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:25 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Yes. it is a deal. 

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 1:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB today. 
ES had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response
(attached), but we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please
consider the attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB today.



Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March
30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy
yesterday and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit
through the requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
wrote:



Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait. 
Just didn't make sense to me to collect the same
information twice (SO 3349) and on a very different
(seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please let me know if I'm
missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>,
"Viets, Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have
discussed the request with our National Park Service
Acting Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has asked that
we hold off on responding until we can coordinate our
response to this request, as well as to the Secretarial Order,
with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy
to discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

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



From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve
Glomb <steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>,
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James Schindler
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that
do or may impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent



with the Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not
replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. You will
likely receive instruction from your leadership in the near
future on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>;
Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary
Frazer <gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
James Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup



<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals
or guidance that address or are related to mitigation,
climate change or GHGs.  In particular any policies,
guidance, instructions, or handbook related to or
implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final Guidance for
Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate Change
in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of
mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include
any policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already
listed that reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or
climate change or GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive
at this point, rather than exclusive.  Please also provide a
brief summary (couple of sentences) for ALL entries
describing the purpose of each policy or guidance.  OEPC
has entered information on those policies we are
responsible for, or which we have information on. You

(b) (5) CIP



may wish to refer to those entries for examples of
summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document
available at the link provided NLT COB Thursday, March
30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody,
Aaron <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric



<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our
person ultimately responsible for combining and unifying
our document, so feel free to add to the link or send to her
directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation
info to the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

(b) (5) CIP



Some bureaus have created or
started a list of their mitigation
policies, but we'd like a
comprehensive source of all this
information department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any)
statute authorizes it; where it is
found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and
finally, what type of mitigation
(e.g. compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of
over-inclusion so feel free to add
anything in you think we may be
missing. Each item just requires a
summary with a few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen
have begun looking at this in the
SOL office, and Lara Douglas at
BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within the
next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources



Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including attachments)
is intended for the use of the
individual or entity to which it is
addressed.  It may contain
information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected
by applicable law.  If you are not
the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, copying
or use of the e-mail or its contents is
strictly prohibited.  If you receive
this e-mail in error, please notify
the sender immediately and destroy
all copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor



U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For
urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Shultz, Gina
Cc: Cynthia Martinez; Charles Blair; Seth Mott; Elsa Haubold; Stephen Guertin; Casey Hammond
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 3:16:05 PM

Good afternoon, everyone-

I have clarified submission instructions; please enter your submissions directly into the google
doc at this link: 

You will notice many people simultaneously entering items over the next couple of hours. No
need to use ES's document for anything but awareness of what types of items ES is submitting.
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks!
Charisa

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:47 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
Hey everyone.  Just want to mention that the ES document is a laundry list of policies and guidance that we have,
many of which are not relevant to the data call and will not be included.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB today.  ES
had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response (attached), but we
believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the attached as a
template, and submit whatever you can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

(b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) DPP



Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy yesterday
and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit through the
requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait.  Just
didn't make sense to me to collect the same information twice
(SO 3349) and on a very different (seemingly rushed) timeline.  
Please let me know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

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



From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have
discussed the request with our National Park Service Acting
Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold off on
responding until we can coordinate our response to this request,
as well as to the Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's
office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to
discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>,
Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley



<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that do or
may impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with the
Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not replace,
the process set out and required in the S.O. You will likely receive
instruction from your leadership in the near future on how to comply
with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our leaderships’
planning is very much appreciated.

 



-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot <ray sauvajot@nps.gov>;
Brian Carlstrom <brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer <gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina
Shultz <Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

 

All,



 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate change
or GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance, instructions, or
handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final
Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate
Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation
policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include any
policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change or
GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary (couple of
sentences) for ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy
or guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those policies we
are responsible for, or which we have information on. You may
wish to refer to those entries for examples of summaries to
include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document available at
the link provided NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please
contact Carol Braegelmann carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with
any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW
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Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our document,
so feel free to add to the link or send to her directly.



 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info to
the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or started a
list of their mitigation policies, but we'd
like a comprehensive source of all this
information department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any) statute
authorizes it; where it is found in our
regs, reports, handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and finally,
what type of mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of over-
inclusion so feel free to add anything in
you think we may be missing. Each
item just requires a summary with a
few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen have
begun looking at this in the SOL office,
and Lara Douglas at BLM.  
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Ideally, we'd like to get this information
compiled within the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual or
entity to which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected by
applicable law.  If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that any dissemination, distribution,
copying or use of the e-mail or its
contents is strictly prohibited.  If you
receive this e-mail in error, please notify
the sender immediately and destroy all



copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 



-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Rupert, Jeff
To: Blair, Charles
Cc: Morris, Charisa
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 3:14:58 PM

Charisa, It's such a short turnaround... we pulled together what we could.  Thanks--Jeff

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:55 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Will do. Jeff Rupert will be sending shortly

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:43 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Great! I have the package in hand.  

To clarify, your folks can enter data for this afternoon's data call directly into the google
spreadsheet, which is linked in the email I forwarded.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:25 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Yes. it is a deal. 

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 1:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB today.  ES
had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response (attached), but
we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the
attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Hammond Casey
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy
yesterday and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit
through the requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait. 



Just didn't make sense to me to collect the same information
twice (SO 3349) and on a very different (seemingly rushed)
timeline.   Please let me know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy
Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have
discussed the request with our National Park Service Acting
Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold
off on responding until we can coordinate our response to
this request, as well as to the Secretarial Order, with our
Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to
discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation
- due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb



<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian
Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>,
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov
>, James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that
do or may impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with
the Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not
replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. You will



likely receive instruction from your leadership in the near future
on how to comply with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa
Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>;
Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman



<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate
change or GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance,
instructions, or handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s
Draft or Final Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the
effects of Climate Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of
mitigation policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include
any policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already
listed that reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or
climate change or GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at
this point, rather than exclusive.  Please also provide a brief
summary (couple of sentences) for ALL entries describing
the purpose of each policy or guidance.  OEPC has entered
information on those policies we are responsible for, or
which we have information on. You may wish to refer to
those entries for examples of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document
available at the link provided NLT COB Thursday, March
30th. Please contact Carol Braegelmann
carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any questions.

(b) (5) CIP



 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody,
Aaron <aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie



<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our
document, so feel free to add to the link or send to her
directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info
to the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and
Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or
started a list of their mitigation
policies, but we'd like a
comprehensive source of all this
information department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any)
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statute authorizes it; where it is
found in our regs, reports,
handbooks, IMs or implementation
guidance; and finally, what type of
mitigation (e.g. compensatory) it
is. 

 

We want to err on the side of over-
inclusion so feel free to add
anything in you think we may be
missing. Each item just requires a
summary with a few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen
have begun looking at this in the
SOL office, and Lara Douglas at
BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within the
next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545



Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual
or entity to which it is addressed.  It
may contain information that is
privileged, confidential, or otherwise
protected by applicable law.  If you
are not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, copying
or use of the e-mail or its contents is
strictly prohibited.  If you receive this
e-mail in error, please notify the
sender immediately and destroy all
copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 



 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For
urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife



Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660



From: Blair, Charles
To: Morris, Charisa; Jeff Rupert
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 2:56:06 PM

Will do. Jeff Rupert will be sending shortly

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:43 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Great! I have the package in hand.  

To clarify, your folks can enter data for this afternoon's data call directly into the google
spreadsheet, which is linked in the email I forwarded.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:25 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Yes. it is a deal. 

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 1:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB today.  ES
had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response (attached), but
we believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the
attached as a template, and submit whatever you can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM



Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy yesterday
and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit through the
requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait.  Just
didn't make sense to me to collect the same information twice
(SO 3349) and on a very different (seemingly rushed) timeline.
  Please let me know if I'm missing something.



Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have
discussed the request with our National Park Service Acting
Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold off
on responding until we can coordinate our response to this
request, as well as to the Secretarial Order, with our Assistant
Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to
discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>,



Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey
<craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that do
or may impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with the
Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not
replace, the process set out and required in the S.O. You will likely
receive instruction from your leadership in the near future on how
to comply with this S.O.

 



The work you have all done on short notice to assist our
leaderships’ planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>; Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa
Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov) <lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig
Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard



<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate
change or GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance,
instructions, or handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s
Draft or Final Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the
effects of Climate Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation
policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include any
policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change
or GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather
than exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary (couple of
sentences) for ALL entries describing the purpose of each
policy or guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those
policies we are responsible for, or which we have information
on. You may wish to refer to those entries for examples of
summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document available
at the link provided NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please
contact Carol Braegelmann carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov
with any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

(b) (5) CIP



Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>; Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble



<michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our
document, so feel free to add to the link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info to
the Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or started
a list of their mitigation policies, but
we'd like a comprehensive source of
all this information department-wide.
  

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any) statute
authorizes it; where it is found in our
regs, reports, handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and finally,
what type of mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of over-

(b) (5) CIP



inclusion so feel free to add anything
in you think we may be missing.
Each item just requires a summary
with a few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen
have begun looking at this in the SOL
office, and Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this
information compiled within the next
week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 



This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual or
entity to which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected by
applicable law.  If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination,
distribution, copying or use of the e-
mail or its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this e-mail in
error, please notify the sender
immediately and destroy all copies. 
Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes



Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Shultz, Gina
To: Morris, Charisa
Cc: Cynthia Martinez; Charles Blair; Seth Mott; Elsa Haubold; Stephen Guertin; Casey Hammond
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 2:47:46 PM

Hey everyone.  Just want to mention that the ES document is a laundry list of policies and guidance that we have,
many of which are not relevant to the data call and will not be included.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB today.  ES had
received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response (attached), but we
believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the attached as a
template, and submit whatever you can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

(b) (5) DPP



This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy yesterday and
just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit through the requested
channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait.  Just
didn't make sense to me to collect the same information twice (SO
3349) and on a very different (seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please
let me know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema <guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have discussed
the request with our National Park Service Acting Chief of Staff,



Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold off on responding until
we can coordinate our response to this request, as well as to the
Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to
discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa
Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown



<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that do or
may impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with the
Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not replace, the
process set out and required in the S.O. You will likely receive
instruction from your leadership in the near future on how to comply
with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our leaderships’
planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>;
Brian Carlstrom <brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira



New Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup <benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>;
Dennis Daugherty <dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate change or
GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance, instructions, or
handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final
Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate
Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation
policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

(b) (5) CIP



Please have your organizations review this list and include any
policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change or
GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary (couple of
sentences) for ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy or
guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those policies we are
responsible for, or which we have information on. You may wish to
refer to those entries for examples of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document available at
the link provided NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please contact
Carol Braegelmann carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any
questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;



Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup <Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>;
Michaela Noble <michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our document,
so feel free to add to the link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info to the
Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and Keith, 

 

(b) (5) CIP



Some bureaus have created or started a
list of their mitigation policies, but we'd
like a comprehensive source of all this
information department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any) statute
authorizes it; where it is found in our
regs, reports, handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and finally,
what type of mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of over-
inclusion so feel free to add anything in
you think we may be missing. Each item
just requires a summary with a few
sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen have
begun looking at this in the SOL office,
and Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this information
compiled within the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior



1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual or
entity to which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected by
applicable law.  If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, copying or use
of the e-mail or its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this e-mail in
error, please notify the sender immediately
and destroy all copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 



 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Blair, Charles
Subject: Re: DUE TODAY: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 2:44:38 PM

Great! I have the package in hand.  

To clarify, your folks can enter data for this afternoon's data call directly into the google
spreadsheet, which is linked in the email I forwarded.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:25 PM, Blair, Charles <charles_blair@fws.gov> wrote:
Yes. it is a deal. 

Charles W Blair
Regional Chief
612-713-5401

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 1:56 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

The Director's Office just found out about the subject assignment, due COB today.  ES
had received it earlier this week and has luckily started a draft response (attached), but we
believe Refuges and Science need to have input, as well.  Please consider the attached as a
template, and submit whatever you can by COB today.

Many thanks,
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost



<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy yesterday
and just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit through the
requested channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait.  Just
didn't make sense to me to collect the same information twice
(SO 3349) and on a very different (seemingly rushed) timeline.  
Please let me know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema
<guy_adema@nps.gov>



Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have
discussed the request with our National Park Service Acting
Chief of Staff, Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold off on
responding until we can coordinate our response to this request,
as well as to the Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's
office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to
discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation -
due COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov,
Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>,
Lisa Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe



<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:

This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that do or
may impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with the
Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not replace,
the process set out and required in the S.O. You will likely receive
instruction from your leadership in the near future on how to comply
with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our leaderships’
planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman



<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>;
Brian Carlstrom <brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>; Gina
Shultz <Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey
<craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira New Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate change
or GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance, instructions, or
handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final
Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate
Change in NEPA reviews. 



 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation
policies  manuals or guidance  available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include any
policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change or
GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary (couple of
sentences) for ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy
or guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those policies we
are responsible for, or which we have information on. You may
wish to refer to those entries for examples of summaries to
include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document available at
the link provided NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please
contact Carol Braegelmann carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with
any questions.

 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

(b) (5) CIP



 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>; Benjamin Jesup
<Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>; Michaela Noble
<michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our document,
so feel free to add to the link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info to
the Secretary's office already.

 
(b) (5) CIP



 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or started a
list of their mitigation policies, but we'd
like a comprehensive source of all this
information department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any) statute
authorizes it; where it is found in our
regs, reports, handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and finally,
what type of mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

We want to err on the side of over-
inclusion so feel free to add anything in
you think we may be missing. Each
item just requires a summary with a
few sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen have
begun looking at this in the SOL office,
and Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this information
compiled within the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,



 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 

This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual or
entity to which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected by
applicable law.  If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that any dissemination, distribution,
copying or use of the e-mail or its
contents is strictly prohibited.  If you
receive this e-mail in error, please notify
the sender immediately and destroy all
copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--



Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 

downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530



<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Frazer, Gary
To: Campbell, Tina
Cc: Shultz, Gina; Charisa Morris; Katherine Garrity; Marcia Cash
Subject: Re: EDITS ON COMMENTS - QUICK TURNAROUND: Unified agenda rankings
Date: Tuesday, September 12, 2017 4:48:13 PM
Attachments: All FWS Comments Jun 21 - Aug25 2017withdisp revised per FWP.docx

Revised document attached.  -- GDF

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

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 3:23 PM, Campbell, Tina <tina_campbell@fws.gov> wrote:
Gary and Gina,

Here is a Word version of the document that you can use to make your changes.

Thank you very much,

Tina

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676
Fax:  703-358-1997

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 3:17 PM, Campbell, Tina <tina_campbell@fws.gov> wrote:
Gary and Gina,

FWP had comments on some of the responses we provided regarding the public comments received on the
Department's FR document on regulatory reform.

FWP wants our revisions by COB today.  Sorry.

Please give me a call if you would like to discuss.

Tina
 

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(b) (5) DPP



5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676
Fax:  703-358-1997

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 2:36 PM
Subject: EDITS ON COMMENTS - QUICK TURNAROUND: Unified agenda rankings
To: "Wilkinson, Susan" <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>
Cc: "Randolph, Nikki" <nikki_randolph@fws.gov>, Tina Campbell
<tina_campbell@fws.gov>, Sara Prigan <sara_prigan@fws.gov>, Anissa Craghead
<anissa_craghead@fws.gov>

Guess what! Todd made editing requests on the comments (attached) - are we able to
incorporate these and get them back to him by COB today?  Let me know what's possible. 
We're trying to keep this package moving.

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 11:19 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Thank you, Susan!

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 9:04 AM, Wilkinson, Susan <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>
wrote:

Maureen just called me about this, and I emailed the file to her.

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 7:28 AM, Randolph, Nikki <nikki_randolph@fws.gov>
wrote:

Whats the DCN Number?  

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 7:21 AM, Wilkinson, Susan <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>
wrote:

That's fine. I'm here today and happy to help Maureen in any way that she needs.

On Mon, Sep 11, 2017 at 11:56 PM, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hi Nikki-

Can you send this to Maureen from DTS when you get in and let this thread
know?  

Also, Susan and Anissa- Maureen may be contacting you directly about some
RINs tomorrow am. I put Susan down as the primary contact and Anissa as the
secondary, simply because it was easier to pull Susan's phone number from her
signature block (Anissa, you don't appear to have one, or at least not one that I
can find, so I could only give your email)- let me know if I should switch that
around. 



Thanks,
Charisa

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: September 11, 2017 at 7:29:46 PM EDT
To: Morris Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Unified agenda rankings

You may get this twice as my computer is frozen.

I need the 9.7.2017 FWS unified agenda rankings as an electronic
file.
We have to create a combined ASFWP submission.   First thing in
the
morning would be great.

Thanks.

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
 Fish and Wildlife and Parks.
202.208.5970 office
202.306.3845 cell

-- 
Susan Wilkinson
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2506

-- 
Nikki S. Randolph
Chief, CCU
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
202-208-7535
 

"It's my Life. it's now or  never,  I  ain't  gonna live  forever, I just wanna live



while I am alive....."  My hero... JBJ

-- 
Susan Wilkinson
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2506

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937
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Comment Summaries 
 Needing Recommended Dispositions 

 
Comments Received from June 21 – August 25 

 
INSTRUCTIONS:   
 

1. Add recommended dispositions for the comment summaries below for your bureau. 

2. Include the comment summaries for your bureau in the Comment Summary Report that is 
due to the Assistant Secretary on September1 .  

 
FWS 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0015   

o FWS employees using heavy-handed tactics to interfere with local projects citing 
possible federal violations with no proof. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0016   
o Failure of certain offices and individuals within FWS to respond to FOIA requests. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0017   

o Review rules allowing FWS employees to serve on the board of directors for not-for-
profit environmental agencies.  In one case, an employee is serving on the board of a land 
trust that purchased parcels of land that was then used to influence projects the FWS was 
a party to. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0018   
o Prohibit FWS employees from accepting compensatory mitigation payments and 

directing them to organizations on which they serve on the board of directors (cites 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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example of FWS employee brokering dollars from a FWS compensatory mitigation 
payment project with a developer then funneling those dollars to an organization in which 
he serves on the board). 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● American Falconry Conservancy 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0019  
o Request the elimination of FWS regulatory oversight regarding any and all activities with 

the personal use, in contrast to harvest, of birds of prey (raptors), because States have 
adopted regulatory provisions for the protection of wild raptors, so Federal involvement 
is redundant and costly.  Specific Federal provisions that should be eliminated include: 

▪ Allowing FWS to inspect to ensure birds are being treated humanely 
▪ Requirement to submit a Migratory Bird Acquisition and Disposition Report 

(Form 3-186A) to FWS for any wild take or transfer of raptors  
▪ Inclusion of hybrid falcons scope of requirements 
▪ Continued management of the formerly threatened peregrine falcons as 

threatened, rather than allowing a harvest of 5% 
▪ The prohibition on acquiring golden eagles in livestock depredation situations. 
▪ Interpretation of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of 

Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) in a manner more restrictive than other nations. 
▪ Inclusion of raptors in the Wild Bird Conservation Act 
▪ Raptor propagation, abatement, education regulations, all of which should be left 

to States to regulate. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0020 
o FWS’s protection of foreign species with no funding or expertise just duplicates foreign 

government’s CITES rules.  It is impossible to sell captive-bred listed species from one 
state to another without a massive permitting process; this inhibits legal breading of 
wildlife.  The ESA should apply only to native species. Animal rights groups petition for 
listing a species knowing FWS cannot meet the legal deadlines and then sue FWS to earn 
money for themselves. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 
 
 

 
. 

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0027 
RE:  Management of Alaska public lands and wildlife 

o Alaska wants to manage their own public lands and wildlife.  
o State of Alaska was blocked in their efforts to manage game and predator populations by 

FWS "biological diversity" program.  The State feels this is causing declines in animal 
populations, not protecting them.  The State wants to be allowed to manage their own 
wildlife.   

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
● Individual (Jordan, R) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0028 
RE:  FWS regulation of exotic pets 

o FWS has made owning a parrot “bureaucratic red tape and potential arrest.”   
o Noon-profits habitually sue the Service over exotic animals causing FWS to spend 

resources defending those lawsuits.   
o Permit to sell exotic species of parrot that was born in the U.S. can take two years and 

requires showing benefit to wild species in a third-world country. 
o The agenda now is to attack U.S. pet owners and their rights.  
o Get control of the Endangered Species Act and the Wild Bird Conservation Act now. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
 

 
 

 
● Individual (Ingram, James) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0029 
RE:  Regulation of falconry 

o 262 regulations can be eliminated from the Falconry Standards.  
o Every State that allows falconry has adopted more restrictive regulations, so the Federal 

regulations are redundant.   
o FWS does not have authority to determine the use and care of raptors in falconry; it is 

only responsible for evaluation of raptor populations for safe harvest of wild raptors and 
sale and commerce of raptors.  Birds born in captivity are private property.  

o No similar regulations apply to other species, such as someone who has captive bred a 
Mallard duck.   

o The regulations require States to conduct warrantless searches. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o The FWS study showed falconers have zero impact on raptor populations, the peregrine 
falcon population has exploded, yet FWS severely limits the number of birds that can be 
taken.  Remove the restrictions.  

o FWS has disallowed the practice of legally harvesting golden eagles, even though 
Congress allows for it in the Eagle Act.  This is unnecessary regulation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

● Individual (Rush, Barbara) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0036 
RE:  Regulation of oil and gas at Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Continue to regulate oil and gas leases and practices at Hagerman National Wildlife 
Refuge. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
● Individual (Mason, George) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0037 
RE:  “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) as it relates to 
Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Do not alter or repeal “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) 
as it relates to Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge. 

o The refuge provides habitat for many species and is a prime recreational mecca for the 
Northern Texas region. 

o For years, the refuge has enjoyed a partnership with the oil company that maintains the 
drilling and storage facilities there. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
. 

 
● Individual (Hill, Carl) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0038 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Unless oil and gas companies are held to strong regulations, they will have little respect 
for anything but their wallets.  

o Attached picture of rusting pipeline.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 

• Wilderness Society, Western Environmental Law, Natl Parks Conservation, Center for American 
Progress, Natl Audubon, Natural Resources Defense Council 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0047 
RE:  The public has not been given a chance to comment on many actions; object to the 
demonstrably false premise that there is a need to “alleviate unnecessary regulatory 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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burdens place on the American people; DOI does not have the authority to establish 
energy development as the dominant use of public lands. 

o There is a section discussing court cases for "Land Management Agencies with 
Multiple-Use Mandates – BLM & USFS", "Land Management Agencies with 
Conservation/Preservation Mandates – NPS & FWS", and "The NEPA and 
NHPA Overlays – All Land Management Agencies".  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
   

 
● Individual (John, Mike) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0048 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Cooperate with local communities when establishing parks.   
o FWS establishes parks without adequate funding, expecting the locals to pick up the 

slack.  This makes it hard for farmers trying to make a living off the land.  
RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous  

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0049 
RE:  FWS employee 

o A group of landowners opposing major transmission/infrastructure project in Nebraska 
met and a FWS employee attended on taxpayer dollars 

o A Facebook post for the opposition group stated that FWS is key to stopping the 
infrastructure project and stated that the FWS employee would be present to answer 
questions   

o Control employees and keep them from taking sides. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Columbia Law School, Sabin Center for Climate Change Law   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0050 
RE:  NPS and FWS rule identified in SO 3349 

o Existing regulations addressing energy development on Federal land have important 
benefits, including those identified in SO 3349 

▪ The NPS Rule, and FWS Rule, establish important environmental safeguards and 
will not have significant economic impacts 

▪ See comment summary under BLM for comments on BLM rules. 
o DOI regulations are needed to address the program of global climate change 
o DOI must consider the environmental impacts of regulatory changes 
o Includes as attachments: 

▪ 30-page document "Veyrier - Job Creation in the Emerging Methane Leak 
Detection and Repair Industry - 2017" 

(b) (5) DPP
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▪ GAO Publication - National Wildlife Refuges – 2010 
▪ GAO Publication -  Federal Oil and Gas Leases – 2010 
▪ 83-page document "Stokes - The Emerging U.S. Methane Mitigation Industry - 

2014"   
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION  

   
 

● Anonymous   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0051 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o End “WOTUS” [Waters of the United States]  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Western Urban Water Coalition  
ID: DOI-2017-0003- 0052 
RE:  ESA, Mitigation, NEPA, etc. 

o Streamline and work collaboratively with western water supply agencies to ensure these 
agencies can meet water supply needs and water quality requirements. 

o Tax Exemption for Water Conservation Rebates 
▪ Water supply and management utilities and companies create the incentive for 

customers to conserve by providing rebates to lower the cost to the consumer for 
water-saving measures and equipment purchases, but IRS has determined they 
are taxable.  Encourage Treasury Department to exempt water conservation 
rebates provided to customers form the definition of income for federal tax 
purposes, based on the connection between energy and water conservation. 

o Comprehensive Reimbursement Agreements 
▪ Develop comprehensive and uniform guidance that encourages the use of 

reimbursement agreements through which applicants can pay for permit 
processing costs.  Such agreements must ensure the objectivity of the reviews 
and agency actions made pursuant to reimbursement programs.  

o Endangered Species Act Reform 
▪ Increase use of procedures and mechanisms that allow applicants to provide 

financial and in-kind assistance to cover the costs of ESA reviews. 
▪ Reopen the HCP Handbook, issued December 21, 2016, for public review and, 

pending review, reinstate the previous HCP Handbook. 
▪ Reopen regulations defining adverse modification of critical habitat and 

establishing the procedures for designating critical habitat and exclusions.  The 
rules are too stringent in their treatment of habitat in areas “unoccupied at the 
time of listing” and in determining what is “essential to the conservation of the 
species.”  The policy for exclusion from critical habitat does not provide 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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sufficient flexibility for areas subject to conservation plans developed under other 
laws. 

▪ Develop policy guidance to define how exclusions from critical habitat will be 
made based on economic impacts of designation on regulatory entities, rather 
than following an ad-hoc process. 

▪ Develop regulations to define the meaning of ESA’s “best available science” test. 
▪ Develop guidance and revise regulations to give nonfederal designated 

representatives a greater consultative role in formal consultation 
o Mitigation Policies 

▪ Review each bureau’s mitigation policies to eliminate the requirement that 
mitigation provide a “net environmental benefit” not only for projects supporting 
energy independence, but also for water infrastructure and wildfire treatment 
projects. 

o National Environmental Policy Act Reform 
▪ Revise NEPA regulations and handbooks to require: (1) development of an 

interagency coordination plan whenever more than one agency is involved in 
permitting, so there is simultaneous preparation and review of NEPA; (2) a 30-
day deadline for agency review of submitted NEPA studies; (3) that 
administrative appeals of NEPA issues can be brought only by parties who 
participated in the NEPA administrative process and raised the issue; (4) use the 
regulation that provides EAs need only analyze the proposed action and may 
proceed without considering additional alternatives when there are no unresolved 
conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources; (5) expand CATEX’s 
to exempt larger acreages for wildfire prevention treatments and rehabilitation of 
burden areas. 

o Maximum Utilization of Existing Facilities 
▪ Examine and revise its standards and directives on project expansion, use of 

excess capacity, water sharing, use of storage and conveyance facilities for non-
project water, places of use, and fair value pricing. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
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● Individual (Neria, Meredith) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0053 
RE:  2016 rule on Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights 

o Do not want the updated rules from 2016 to be undone.   
o We need our public lands to be protected even as they are used by the oil and gas 

industry. 
o The oil and gas industry should be responsible for proper care and thorough clean0up of 

public lands, including refuge lands.   
o Consider the long-term effect of allowing the oil and gas industry, which has a poor track 

record of allowing pollution and not cleaning up thoroughly, 
o Do not allow the dismantling of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 

● Individual (John, Mike) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0054 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o “t” [apparent typo] 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
• Individual (Egner, Gail) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0100 
RE: Stop placing fish weirs on our creeks and streams in WA State. 

o The weir placed in Olequa Creek in the Cowlitz County area in Castle Rock WA is 
making the creek unnavigable.  What used to be an active spawning creek, has no fish 
left. 

o Eagles & hawks used to fish here regularly. Not any more. Herons and cranes were 
frequent visitors--not anymore. This weir is also hampering wildlife--deer, elk, 
beaver, otter, even ducks. 

• RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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• Individual (Busch, Steve) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0101 
RE:  The ESA was intended to protect species from the threat of extinction. It was NOT 
intended to be used as a vehicle to expand the range of non-endangered high impact 
predators based on ideology. 

o The 2014 policy to improve and clarify implementation of the Endangered 
Species Act by providing a formal interpretation of the phrase "significant portion 
of its range" that appears in the ESA definitions of "endangered species" and 
"threatened species." This policy is ambiguous and contradictory, and bases it's 
conclusions on the agenda driven pseudo-science known as "conservation 
biology". 

o The policy further misconstrues the original intent of the ESA by continuing to 
allow non-endangered vertebrates, such as wolves and grizzly bears, (both are 
listed by the IUCN as "Species of LEAST CONCERN") to be listed as 
"endangered" on the basis of regionalism, or where the species used to live in 
comparison to lines on a map, or political boundaries. 

o The "significant range" policy itself declares that the services will NOT consider 
"historical range" to be relevant in making recommendations re species 
protections, yet the services lists gray wolves as "endangered" in some 39 states 
and portions of states simply because gray wolves used to live there. 

o Gray wolves currently have the widest circum-polar range of any large terrestrial 
predator on earth. Their population numbers are extremely high and are 
continuing to increase. Yet, this policy ignores the overall health of the species, 
the sufficiency of current range, impacts on settled landscapes and agriculture, 
impacts on other wildlife, and impacts on human health and safety. 

o In 1991, USFWS Policy towards hybrids was clear and unambiguous. 
o By 2001 the USFWS "hybrid non-protection policy" was withdrawn in light of 

the growing amount of scientific data showing that many protected species, such 
as Spotted Owls and Gray Wolves, are subject to hybridization with "non-
endangered" varieties such as, in the case of Spotted Owls, Barred Owls; and in 
the case of wolves, coyotes and dogs. 

o As a result of this information, the services proposed an "intercross" policy 
intended to keep hybrids fully protected under the ESA. The services chose to 
ignore this problem altogether and instead focus on creating something called, 
"Distinct Population Segments". 

o The services must rethink how their policies line up, or don't line up, with the 
original intent of the ESA. As I see it, the USFWS in particular, has made a 
mockery of the law and science. 

o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   NOAA's National Marine Fisheries 
Service 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
o Significant portion of its range:  

 

(b) (5) DPP
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• Individual (Zaborac, Shane) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0102 
RE:  Something needs to be done about the exploding seal and sea lion populations in 
Washington state and their negative impacts on the dwindling salmon and steelhead 
populations 

o The bay of Grays Harbor (mouth of the Chehalis river) has more seals than 
fish. 

o Fish hold up in the bay in late summer and wait for a rain to move up river 
and by the time the rain comes the seals have taken their toll. 

o Same complaints other places like the Columbia river and its tributaries. 
o Taking the population of seals down by more than 70% and that would not 

endanger them as a species but yet would have a major benefit for the 
fisheries. 

o The native Americans in my area use to hunt seals now they don't. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

 
• Edison Electric Institute (EEI) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0103 
RE:   Revise administrative burdens, simplify and streamline the overall process, 
eliminate duplicative environmental reviews and enhance the ability of EEI’s 
members to permit, site and operate generation, transmission and other 
infrastructure assets while maintaining environmental integrity 

o EEI supports cost-effective public policies and a streamlined approach to 
regulation. 

o EEI continues to support efforts—administratively and legislatively—to 
reform the permitting and siting process for critical energy infrastructure 
projects. 

o EEI and its members intend to participate in these initiatives as they are 
developed. 

o FWS Should Withdraw, Refine, and Re-propose Habitat Conservation 
Planning (HCP) Handbook 

o The FWS also should revise the 2016 HCP Handbook to reflect the 
appropriate mitigation standard. 

o There are several instances in the Handbook where the PM1s mitigation goal 
of "net benefit" or "no net loss" is embedded. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o This is in conflict with the ESA. 
o Concerned that-either at the time guidance is adopted, or subsequent to its 

adoption what initially may have been considered by the federal land 
management agencies ( e.g. FWS) to be voluntary guidance in effect becomes 
mandatory and results in de facto regulation, although it has not been through 
any public notice and comment process. 

o There should be a national point of contact to review instances in which 
guidance may have been inappropriately developed or applied. 

o Any proposal by these agencies to develop written guidance should always 
receive input from the offices of the Solicitor. 

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  

 
 

• Lignite Energy Council (LEC) 
DOI-2017-0003-0104 
RE:  LEC offers the following information to help you understand the situation with federal 
coal in North Dakota, and how the program can be better structured to achieve the 
aforementioned goals. All of the coal produced in North Dakota is used within the state to 
produce electricity, synthetic natural gas, and associated byproducts. No coal mined within 
the state is sold on the open market or transported out-of-state. 

o Federal coal production in North Dakota is unique in many ways relative to surface 
coal production throughout the Western United States. 

o 1) “Impose costs that exceed benefits” 
o As described above, federal coal represents a relatively small proportion of a mine 

area in North Dakota. While pursuing these comingled parcels is the most efficient 
way to mine, coal producers do have the option in many cases to simply bypass a 
federal coal tract if a lease cannot be obtained in a timely manner. 

o Bypassing a tract essentially sterilizes that reserve – it would never be feasible to go 
back and mine. The rate of return to American taxpayers if their resource is left in the 
ground is and will always remain zero. 

o In another scenario where it might be difficult to isolate a federally-owned coal tract 
and an entire area needs to be mined around, the inability to secure a federal coal 
lease could represent a takings of comingled non-federal coal reserves. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o 2) “Are outdated, unnecessary, or ineffective” 
o The inability to lease federal coal tracts is not accounted for in North Dakota coal 

companies’ contractual obligation to supply fuel for power generation and 
gasification. 

o Since mining companies hold the surface rights over federal coal tracts, the area will 
likely be disturbed to support mining activities regardless of whether the federal coal 
is retrieved or not. 

o A policy decision to restrict development of our coal resources will have no bearing 
on the decision of other nations to strive for the same standard of living coal has 
brought to the U.S., and as a result will have no meaningful impact on global 
emissions. 

o 3) “Eliminate jobs, or inhibit job creation” 
o United States is blessed to have a sustainable coal reserve that can meet our energy 

needs centuries into the future. North Dakota alone has enough lignite coal to 
maintain current levels of production for the next 800 years. 

o Despite coal-fired power generation increasing 93 percent since 1970, regulated 
emissions have fallen by 92 percent. 

o Reclamation standards and practices have improved dramatically. Coal producers in 
North Dakota must reclaim mined lands to a standard of “as good or better,” and 
demonstrate that reclaimed lands meet that strict production level a full ten years after 
reclamation before being eligible for bond release. 

o The industry is dedicated to tackling the issue of carbon capture, utilization, and 
storage. 

o It must be the continued policy of the federal government to incentivize the use of 
coal to help meet our energy needs. 

o Department needs to analyze the leasing program to find ways to streamline leasing 
and uphold its statutory mandate to manage public resources for the greater good. 

o The subtitle of the Mineral Leasing Act explicitly states that it is “an act to promote 
the mining of coal…” and mandates that “no mining operating plan shall be approved 
which is not found to achieve the maximum economic recovery of the coal within the 
tract3”. 

o Encourage your department to review the federal mining plan approval process. 
Under current regulations (30 CFR Parts 740 and 746), there is a four-step process by 
which a coal producer obtains all approvals to mine federal coal4. 

o With respect to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), we would recommend that 
DOI clarify through a new biological opinion that FWS concurrence is not required 
for state-approved surface coal mining permits. 

o FWS should also provide clarification that criminal or civil liability does not exist for 
those connected with incidental impacts to migratory birds that occur in the normal 
course of business. 

o Coal producers in North Dakota are faced with a years-long and costly analysis 
process, with little guarantee of success or return on investment in pursuing federal 
coal leases. 
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o The lease-by-application process should run in parallel with resource recovery and 
protection plans, mine plan reviews, and other analyses to expedite the leasing 
process. 
o The federal leasing process must work in concert with state permitting agencies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   OSM 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

   
 

• Individual (Langdon, Steve) 
DOI-2017-0003-0105 
RE:  The USFW needs an overall for all the great things I have mentioned they have been 
stifled, taken over and corrupted by so called environmentalist and animal rights activists 
who care more about denying people's access and use of public lands and wildlife than about 
having a balanced effort that benefits all including people. 

o Environmentalists groups outside the USFW have also had entirely to much influence 
on USFW as they push for their anti human agenda 

o Decisions not based on science. But on the ever failing theory of "preservation and 
rewilding". 

o Expanding use of the Endangered Species Act has only compounded these issues. 
o A prime example of all this is the Nonessential wolf experiment in the west and in 

New Mexico. 
o The wolf. As still the example has created a wildlife disaster not seen since the 

buffalo slaughters and is a stain on the North American Wildlife Model. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 

 
• Ecological Restoration Business Association (ERBA) 

DOI-2017-0003-0106 
RE:  The ecological restoration industry faces the challenge of regulatory burdens. Our 
efforts, however, are often slowed by regulatory inconsistencies and delays. Species related 
compensatory mitigation activities are subject to Interior and FWS policies and guidance. 
ERBA believes there are opportunities for improvement, particularly within the FWS' ESA 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

o Remove references to "net gain," which cause confusion for the regulated public. DOI 
could use another standard and more precise terms. 

o ERBA recommends consideration of "proportional to the impact" or "no net loss" as 
the appropriate standard. 

o Restructure the "landscape-Level" approach mitigation goal. ERBA recognizes the 
term "landscape-level" may have connotations (such as larger and larger conservation 
areas) other than our understood goal of the most efficient size and location of 
mitigation sites. 

o We recommend the FWS either clarify "landscape-level" or potentially restructure the 
goal with alternative terminology. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Reduce administrative and procedural local discretion by implementing defined 
mitigation protocols. 

o Local discretion in implementing the administrative and procedural aspects of the 
permitting process and Policy results in a lack of consistency and equivalency. 

o Interior can reduce this cause of permitting inefficiencies by clearly stating the goals 
of consistency and equivalency in the Policy. 

o Interior could enforce these goals through more direction and routine oversight from 
Headquarters to field offices on the procedural processing of mitigation bank 
applications and impact permits. 

o ERBA recommends incorporating adherence to and timely implementation of the 
Policy into the evaluation process of Regional leadership and offices. 

o Update, clarify and streamline the Section 7 Handbook to modernize the Section 7 
consultation process. 

o Section 7 Handbook has no mention of conservation banking, which is one of the 
most efficient means of allowing vital projects to progress while providing significant 
species impact avoidance and minimization. 

o ERBA recommends including clear guidance on when compensatory mitigation may 
be required by the FWS for a permit applicant to quickly move through the ESA 
process. 

o ERBA also recommends setting fairly strict timelines in the permitting process for 
when FWS may require avoidance and minimization before moving to considering 
mitigation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
• Individual (Schumacher, Karen) 

DOI-2017-0003-0107 
RE:  I live in the Great Northern Landscape Conservation Cooperative (GNLCC) and they 
have continued to engage in activity that your order specifically ended. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Federal agencies are embedded with initiatives such as the High Divide, Yellowstone 
to Yukon, Crown of the Continent, Heart of the Rockies, and Greater Yellowstone 
Coalition. 

o These initiatives actively pursue conservation easements, creation of corridors which 
they want to lead to linkage and connectivity, and are implementing these agendas 
through representatives of their NGOs at a local level. 

o These initiatives are also planning to use the State Wildlife Action Plans to integrate 
linkage, corridor, and connectivity language to further advance their agenda. 

o The GNLCC steering committee has leaders of these initiatives as members. This 
begs the question of whether the federal government is actually advancing these 
initiative agendas. Other countries and some corporations are also involved with the 
GNLCC, but there is no local representation. 

o The GNLCC completely excludes public involvement except for organizations that 
hold the same ideology as them. 

o The GNLCC is using the Idaho Department of Transportation (ITD) to incorporate 
their agenda to build wildlife overpasses in areas that have historic significance, 
wetlands, questionable soil suitability, and which are opposed by the local citizens. 

o All of the NGO individuals who have been working with the ITD do not live in the 
area yet have more influence on decisions because they are tied in with the initiative 
leaders who sit on the steering committee. 

o There has been no public involvement from the beginning of the proposed 
transportation project but the individuals who are involved with the steering 
committee members have been. There has also been a significant lack of involvement 
by elected representatives. 

o The funding mechanism is also concerning. The initiative individuals seem to have 
quite a bit of funding going to their agendas and there is a question about whether or 
not the grant money has been properly processed. 

o No federal law or regulatory authority for any of the activities the GNLCC engages 
in, yet they continue to advance their agenda via DOI agencies. Since your order 3349 
they have continued to work towards meeting their objectives. 

o The GNLCC openly admits they do not recognize jurisdictional boundaries or 
authority. This is a violation of our Constitution. 

o If there are no regulations for large landscape cooperatives then they must be 
investigated for ongoing activity and dismantled immediately. If there are regulations 
they must be eliminated. 

o It is imperative that decisions about land use are made by local elected representatives 
and the people within those jurisdictions. These cooperatives have completely 
removed that right. 

o The initiative members on the steering committee are involved with the IUCN and the 
NGOs are certified UN NGOs. It is clear that they are implementing UN objectives 
for connectivity by placing land into conservation status through various methods. 

o Once land is designated as a corridor it will be subject to potential overlays and land 
use regulation. They use the comprehensive plans to integrate land use planning 
objectives that will require land owners to practice conservation, require restrictive 
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regulations such as how the land is used, how the house is built, density, housing only 
near municipal services, landscaping only by professionals, buffer zones, the list is 
extensive. 

o These same initiative leaders on the steering committee are also heavily involved with 
land trusts which manage conservation easements in the area. Is this not a conflict of 
interest? 

o I know Rep. Labrador and Bishop have asked for an accounting of these LCCs, 
oversight of their activity, and investigation into funding improprieties. The 
investigation must go farther, especially if there is no regulatory authority for them.   

o DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Utility Water Act Group 

DOI-2017-0003-0114 
RE:  Given the overlap of NMFS and FWS jurisdiction on ESA issues of importance to 
UWAG, these comments address regulatory reform issues for DOI and NOAA together and 
will be filed under both dockets. 

o UWAG supports the Services’ regulatory reform efforts and, in particular, UWAG 
supports efforts that serve the key goals of: 

o Focusing cost and impact of ESA implementation on efforts demonstrated to deliver 
the greatest value for conservation and recovery of listed species; 

o Shifting emphasis from unilateral use of restrictions toward collaborative, voluntary 
actions to conserve and recover species; 

o Greater state involvement in ESA implementation and conservation;  
o Listing decisions and critical habitat designations supported by sound scientific 

methods and data 
o Establishment of streamlined and efficient methods for regulated parties to ensure 

ESA compliance. 
o UWAG provides the following specific recommendations as to how the Services can 

improve their regulatory processes, and identify regulations and policies that warrant 
repeal, replacement, or modification. 

o The Services Must Use a Proper Baseline and Effects Analysis in ESA Section 7 
Consultations. 

o The Services Should Clarify the Causation Standard for Effects Analyses. 
o The Services Must Ensure Listing Decisions and Critical Habitat Designations Rely 

on Best Available Science. 
o The Services Should Revise the HCP Handbook to Remove or Modify Requirements 

to Assess Climate Change Impacts in HCPs 
o The Services Should Issue a Revised Section 7 Consultation Handbook. 
o The Services Should Issue Guidance for Streamlined Section 10 Permitting. 
o The Services Should Repeal and/or Modify the Critical Habitat Rules. 
o FWS Should Withdraw or Modify Its 2016 Mitigation Policies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration (NOAA) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 

(b) (5) DPP
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o DISPOSITION:   
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From: Campbell, Tina
To: Gary Frazer; Shultz, Gina
Cc: Charisa Morris; Katherine Garrity; Marcia Cash
Subject: Re: EDITS ON COMMENTS - QUICK TURNAROUND: Unified agenda rankings
Date: Tuesday, September 12, 2017 2:24:50 PM
Attachments: All FWS Comments Jun 21 - Aug25 2017withdisp.docx

Gary and Gina,

Here is a Word version of the document that you can use to make your changes.

Thank you very much,

Tina

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676
Fax:  703-358-1997

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 3:17 PM, Campbell, Tina <tina_campbell@fws.gov> wrote:
Gary and Gina,

FWP had comments on some of the responses we provided regarding the public comments received on the
Department's FR document on regulatory reform.

FWP wants our revisions by COB today.  Sorry.

Please give me a call if you would like to discuss.

Tina
 

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676
Fax:  703-358-1997

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 2:36 PM
Subject: EDITS ON COMMENTS - QUICK TURNAROUND: Unified agenda rankings
To: "Wilkinson, Susan" <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>
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Cc: "Randolph, Nikki" <nikki_randolph@fws.gov>, Tina Campbell
<tina_campbell@fws.gov>, Sara Prigan <sara_prigan@fws.gov>, Anissa Craghead
<anissa_craghead@fws.gov>

Guess what! Todd made editing requests on the comments (attached) - are we able to
incorporate these and get them back to him by COB today?  Let me know what's possible. 
We're trying to keep this package moving.

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 11:19 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Thank you, Susan!

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 9:04 AM, Wilkinson, Susan <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov> wrote:
Maureen just called me about this, and I emailed the file to her.

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 7:28 AM, Randolph, Nikki <nikki_randolph@fws.gov> wrote:
Whats the DCN Number?  

On Tue, Sep 12, 2017 at 7:21 AM, Wilkinson, Susan <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>
wrote:

That's fine. I'm here today and happy to help Maureen in any way that she needs.

On Mon, Sep 11, 2017 at 11:56 PM, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hi Nikki-

Can you send this to Maureen from DTS when you get in and let this thread
know?  

Also, Susan and Anissa- Maureen may be contacting you directly about some
RINs tomorrow am. I put Susan down as the primary contact and Anissa as the
secondary, simply because it was easier to pull Susan's phone number from her
signature block (Anissa, you don't appear to have one, or at least not one that I can
find, so I could only give your email)- let me know if I should switch that around. 

Thanks,
Charisa

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: September 11, 2017 at 7:29:46 PM EDT
To: Morris Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Unified agenda rankings



You may get this twice as my computer is frozen.

I need the 9.7.2017 FWS unified agenda rankings as an electronic
file.
We have to create a combined ASFWP submission.   First thing in the
morning would be great.

Thanks.

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
 Fish and Wildlife and Parks.
202.208.5970 office
202.306.3845 cell

-- 
Susan Wilkinson
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2506

-- 
Nikki S. Randolph
Chief, CCU
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
202-208-7535
 

"It's my Life. it's now or  never,  I  ain't  gonna live  forever, I just wanna live while I
am alive....."  My hero... JBJ

-- 
Susan Wilkinson
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2506

-- 



Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937
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Comment Summaries 
 Needing Recommended Dispositions 

 
Comments Received from June 21 – August 25 

 
INSTRUCTIONS:   
 

1. Add recommended dispositions for the comment summaries below for your bureau. 

2. Include the comment summaries for your bureau in the Comment Summary Report that is 
due to the Assistant Secretary on September1 .  

 
FWS 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0015   

o FWS employees using heavy-handed tactics to interfere with local projects citing 
possible federal violations with no proof. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0016   
o Failure of certain offices and individuals within FWS to respond to FOIA requests. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0017   

o Review rules allowing FWS employees to serve on the board of directors for not-for-
profit environmental agencies.  In one case, an employee is serving on the board of a land 
trust that purchased parcels of land that was then used to influence projects the FWS was 
a party to. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0018   
o Prohibit FWS employees from accepting compensatory mitigation payments and 

directing them to organizations on which they serve on the board of directors (cites 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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example of FWS employee brokering dollars from a FWS compensatory mitigation 
payment project with a developer then funneling those dollars to an organization in which 
he serves on the board). 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● American Falconry Conservancy 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0019  
o Request the elimination of FWS regulatory oversight regarding any and all activities with 

the personal use, in contrast to harvest, of birds of prey (raptors), because States have 
adopted regulatory provisions for the protection of wild raptors, so Federal involvement 
is redundant and costly.  Specific Federal provisions that should be eliminated include: 

▪ Allowing FWS to inspect to ensure birds are being treated humanely 
▪ Requirement to submit a Migratory Bird Acquisition and Disposition Report 

(Form 3-186A) to FWS for any wild take or transfer of raptors  
▪ Inclusion of hybrid falcons scope of requirements 
▪ Continued management of the formerly threatened peregrine falcons as 

threatened, rather than allowing a harvest of 5% 
▪ The prohibition on acquiring golden eagles in livestock depredation situations. 
▪ Interpretation of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of 

Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) in a manner more restrictive than other nations. 
▪ Inclusion of raptors in the Wild Bird Conservation Act 
▪ Raptor propagation, abatement, education regulations, all of which should be left 

to States to regulate. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0020 
o FWS’s protection of foreign species with no funding or expertise just duplicates foreign 

government’s CITES rules.  It is impossible to sell captive-bred listed species from one 
state to another without a massive permitting process; this inhibits legal breading of 
wildlife.  The ESA should apply only to native species. Animal rights groups petition for 
listing a species knowing FWS cannot meet the legal deadlines and then sue FWS to earn 
money for themselves. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
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● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0027 
RE:  Management of Alaska public lands and wildlife 

o Alaska wants to manage their own public lands and wildlife.  
o State of Alaska was blocked in their efforts to manage game and predator populations by 

FWS "biological diversity" program.  The State feels this is causing declines in animal 
populations, not protecting them.  The State wants to be allowed to manage their own 
wildlife.   

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
● Individual (Jordan, R) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0028 
RE:  FWS regulation of exotic pets 

o FWS has made owning a parrot “bureaucratic red tape and potential arrest.”   
o Noon-profits habitually sue the Service over exotic animals causing FWS to spend 

resources defending those lawsuits.   
o Permit to sell exotic species of parrot that was born in the U.S. can take two years and 

requires showing benefit to wild species in a third-world country. 
o The agenda now is to attack U.S. pet owners and their rights.  
o Get control of the Endangered Species Act and the Wild Bird Conservation Act now. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
 

 
 

 
● Individual (Ingram, James) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0029 
RE:  Regulation of falconry 

o 262 regulations can be eliminated from the Falconry Standards.  
o Every State that allows falconry has adopted more restrictive regulations, so the Federal 

regulations are redundant.   
o FWS does not have authority to determine the use and care of raptors in falconry; it is 

only responsible for evaluation of raptor populations for safe harvest of wild raptors and 
sale and commerce of raptors.  Birds born in captivity are private property.  

o No similar regulations apply to other species, such as someone who has captive bred a 
Mallard duck.   

o The regulations require States to conduct warrantless searches. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o The FWS study showed falconers have zero impact on raptor populations, the peregrine 
falcon population has exploded, yet FWS severely limits the number of birds that can be 
taken.  Remove the restrictions.  

o FWS has disallowed the practice of legally harvesting golden eagles, even though 
Congress allows for it in the Eagle Act.  This is unnecessary regulation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

● Individual (Rush, Barbara) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0036 
RE:  Regulation of oil and gas at Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Continue to regulate oil and gas leases and practices at Hagerman National Wildlife 
Refuge. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
● Individual (Mason, George) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0037 
RE:  “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) as it relates to 
Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Do not alter or repeal “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) 
as it relates to Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge. 

o The refuge provides habitat for many species and is a prime recreational mecca for the 
Northern Texas region. 

o For years, the refuge has enjoyed a partnership with the oil company that maintains the 
drilling and storage facilities there. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
. 

 
● Individual (Hill, Carl) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0038 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Unless oil and gas companies are held to strong regulations, they will have little respect 
for anything but their wallets.  

o Attached picture of rusting pipeline.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

. 
 

• Wilderness Society, Western Environmental Law, Natl Parks Conservation, Center for American 
Progress, Natl Audubon, Natural Resources Defense Council 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0047 
RE:  The public has not been given a chance to comment on many actions; object to the 
demonstrably false premise that there is a need to “alleviate unnecessary regulatory 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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burdens place on the American people; DOI does not have the authority to establish 
energy development as the dominant use of public lands. 

o There is a section discussing court cases for "Land Management Agencies with 
Multiple-Use Mandates – BLM & USFS", "Land Management Agencies with 
Conservation/Preservation Mandates – NPS & FWS", and "The NEPA and 
NHPA Overlays – All Land Management Agencies".  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
   

 
● Individual (John, Mike) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0048 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Cooperate with local communities when establishing parks.   
o FWS establishes parks without adequate funding, expecting the locals to pick up the 

slack.  This makes it hard for farmers trying to make a living off the land.  
RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Anonymous  

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0049 
RE:  FWS employee 

o A group of landowners opposing major transmission/infrastructure project in Nebraska 
met and a FWS employee attended on taxpayer dollars 

o A Facebook post for the opposition group stated that FWS is key to stopping the 
infrastructure project and stated that the FWS employee would be present to answer 
questions   

o Control employees and keep them from taking sides. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
● Columbia Law School, Sabin Center for Climate Change Law   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0050 
RE:  NPS and FWS rule identified in SO 3349 

o Existing regulations addressing energy development on Federal land have important 
benefits, including those identified in SO 3349 

▪ The NPS Rule, and FWS Rule, establish important environmental safeguards and 
will not have significant economic impacts 

▪ See comment summary under BLM for comments on BLM rules. 
o DOI regulations are needed to address the program of global climate change 
o DOI must consider the environmental impacts of regulatory changes 
o Includes as attachments: 

▪ 30-page document "Veyrier - Job Creation in the Emerging Methane Leak 
Detection and Repair Industry - 2017" 

(b) (5) DPP
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▪ GAO Publication - National Wildlife Refuges – 2010 
▪ GAO Publication -  Federal Oil and Gas Leases – 2010 
▪ 83-page document "Stokes - The Emerging U.S. Methane Mitigation Industry - 

2014"   
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

   
 

● Anonymous   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0051 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o End “WOTUS” [Waters of the United States]  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Western Urban Water Coalition  
ID: DOI-2017-0003- 0052 
RE:  ESA, Mitigation, NEPA, etc. 

o Streamline and work collaboratively with western water supply agencies to ensure these 
agencies can meet water supply needs and water quality requirements. 

o Tax Exemption for Water Conservation Rebates 
▪ Water supply and management utilities and companies create the incentive for 

customers to conserve by providing rebates to lower the cost to the consumer for 
water-saving measures and equipment purchases, but IRS has determined they 
are taxable.  Encourage Treasury Department to exempt water conservation 
rebates provided to customers form the definition of income for federal tax 
purposes, based on the connection between energy and water conservation. 

o Comprehensive Reimbursement Agreements 
▪ Develop comprehensive and uniform guidance that encourages the use of 

reimbursement agreements through which applicants can pay for permit 
processing costs.  Such agreements must ensure the objectivity of the reviews 
and agency actions made pursuant to reimbursement programs.  

o Endangered Species Act Reform 
▪ Increase use of procedures and mechanisms that allow applicants to provide 

financial and in-kind assistance to cover the costs of ESA reviews. 
▪ Reopen the HCP Handbook, issued December 21, 2016, for public review and, 

pending review, reinstate the previous HCP Handbook. 
▪ Reopen regulations defining adverse modification of critical habitat and 

establishing the procedures for designating critical habitat and exclusions.  The 
rules are too stringent in their treatment of habitat in areas “unoccupied at the 
time of listing” and in determining what is “essential to the conservation of the 
species.”  The policy for exclusion from critical habitat does not provide 

(b) (5) DPP
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sufficient flexibility for areas subject to conservation plans developed under other 
laws. 

▪ Develop policy guidance to define how exclusions from critical habitat will be 
made based on economic impacts of designation on regulatory entities, rather 
than following an ad-hoc process. 

▪ Develop regulations to define the meaning of ESA’s “best available science” test. 
▪ Develop guidance and revise regulations to give nonfederal designated 

representatives a greater consultative role in formal consultation 
o Mitigation Policies 

▪ Review each bureau’s mitigation policies to eliminate the requirement that 
mitigation provide a “net environmental benefit” not only for projects supporting 
energy independence, but also for water infrastructure and wildfire treatment 
projects. 

o National Environmental Policy Act Reform 
▪ Revise NEPA regulations and handbooks to require: (1) development of an 

interagency coordination plan whenever more than one agency is involved in 
permitting, so there is simultaneous preparation and review of NEPA; (2) a 30-
day deadline for agency review of submitted NEPA studies; (3) that 
administrative appeals of NEPA issues can be brought only by parties who 
participated in the NEPA administrative process and raised the issue; (4) use the 
regulation that provides EAs need only analyze the proposed action and may 
proceed without considering additional alternatives when there are no unresolved 
conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources; (5) expand CATEX’s 
to exempt larger acreages for wildfire prevention treatments and rehabilitation of 
burden areas. 

o Maximum Utilization of Existing Facilities 
▪ Examine and revise its standards and directives on project expansion, use of 

excess capacity, water sharing, use of storage and conveyance facilities for non-
project water, places of use, and fair value pricing. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
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● Individual (Neria, Meredith) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0053 
RE:  2016 rule on Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights 

o Do not want the updated rules from 2016 to be undone.   
o We need our public lands to be protected even as they are used by the oil and gas 

industry. 
o The oil and gas industry should be responsible for proper care and thorough clean0up of 

public lands, including refuge lands.   
o Consider the long-term effect of allowing the oil and gas industry, which has a poor track 

record of allowing pollution and not cleaning up thoroughly, 
o Do not allow the dismantling of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

. 
 

● Individual (John, Mike) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0054 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o “t” [apparent typo] 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
• Individual (Egner, Gail) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0100 
RE: Stop placing fish weirs on our creeks and streams in WA State. 

o The weir placed in Olequa Creek in the Cowlitz County area in Castle Rock WA is 
making the creek unnavigable.  What used to be an active spawning creek, has no fish 
left. 

o Eagles & hawks used to fish here regularly. Not any more. Herons and cranes were 
frequent visitors--not anymore. This weir is also hampering wildlife--deer, elk, 
beaver, otter, even ducks. 

• RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 

 
• Individual (Busch, Steve) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0101 
RE:  The ESA was intended to protect species from the threat of extinction. It was NOT 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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intended to be used as a vehicle to expand the range of non-endangered high impact 
predators based on ideology. 

o The 2014 policy to improve and clarify implementation of the Endangered 
Species Act by providing a formal interpretation of the phrase "significant portion 
of its range" that appears in the ESA definitions of "endangered species" and 
"threatened species." This policy is ambiguous and contradictory, and bases it's 
conclusions on the agenda driven pseudo-science known as "conservation 
biology". 

o The policy further misconstrues the original intent of the ESA by continuing to 
allow non-endangered vertebrates, such as wolves and grizzly bears, (both are 
listed by the IUCN as "Species of LEAST CONCERN") to be listed as 
"endangered" on the basis of regionalism, or where the species used to live in 
comparison to lines on a map, or political boundaries. 

o The "significant range" policy itself declares that the services will NOT consider 
"historical range" to be relevant in making recommendations re species 
protections, yet the services lists gray wolves as "endangered" in some 39 states 
and portions of states simply because gray wolves used to live there. 

o Gray wolves currently have the widest circum-polar range of any large terrestrial 
predator on earth. Their population numbers are extremely high and are 
continuing to increase. Yet, this policy ignores the overall health of the species, 
the sufficiency of current range, impacts on settled landscapes and agriculture, 
impacts on other wildlife, and impacts on human health and safety. 

o In 1991, USFWS Policy towards hybrids was clear and unambiguous. 
o By 2001 the USFWS "hybrid non-protection policy" was withdrawn in light of 

the growing amount of scientific data showing that many protected species, such 
as Spotted Owls and Gray Wolves, are subject to hybridization with "non-
endangered" varieties such as, in the case of Spotted Owls, Barred Owls; and in 
the case of wolves, coyotes and dogs. 

o As a result of this information, the services proposed an "intercross" policy 
intended to keep hybrids fully protected under the ESA. The services chose to 
ignore this problem altogether and instead focus on creating something called, 
"Distinct Population Segments". 

o The services must rethink how their policies line up, or don't line up, with the 
original intent of the ESA. As I see it, the USFWS in particular, has made a 
mockery of the law and science. 

o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   NOAA's National Marine Fisheries 
Service 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
o  
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• Individual (Zaborac, Shane) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0102 
RE:  Something needs to be done about the exploding seal and sea lion populations in 
Washington state and their negative impacts on the dwindling salmon and steelhead 
populations 

o The bay of Grays Harbor (mouth of the Chehalis river) has more seals than 
fish. 

o Fish hold up in the bay in late summer and wait for a rain to move up river 
and by the time the rain comes the seals have taken their toll. 

o Same complaints other places like the Columbia river and its tributaries. 
o Taking the population of seals down by more than 70% and that would not 

endanger them as a species but yet would have a major benefit for the 
fisheries. 

o The native Americans in my area use to hunt seals now they don't. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

 
• Edison Electric Institute (EEI) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0103 
RE:   Revise administrative burdens, simplify and streamline the overall process, 
eliminate duplicative environmental reviews and enhance the ability of EEI’s 
members to permit, site and operate generation, transmission and other 
infrastructure assets while maintaining environmental integrity 

o EEI supports cost-effective public policies and a streamlined approach to 
regulation. 

o EEI continues to support efforts—administratively and legislatively—to 
reform the permitting and siting process for critical energy infrastructure 
projects. 

o EEI and its members intend to participate in these initiatives as they are 
developed. 

o FWS Should Withdraw, Refine, and Re-propose Habitat Conservation 
Planning (HCP) Handbook 

o The FWS also should revise the 2016 HCP Handbook to reflect the 
appropriate mitigation standard. 

o There are several instances in the Handbook where the PM1s mitigation goal 
of "net benefit" or "no net loss" is embedded. 

o This is in conflict with the ESA. 
o Concerned that-either at the time guidance is adopted, or subsequent to its 

adoption what initially may have been considered by the federal land 
management agencies ( e.g. FWS) to be voluntary guidance in effect becomes 

(b) (5) DPP
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mandatory and results in de facto regulation, although it has not been through 
any public notice and comment process. 

o There should be a national point of contact to review instances in which 
guidance may have been inappropriately developed or applied. 

o Any proposal by these agencies to develop written guidance should always 
receive input from the offices of the Solicitor. 

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
• Lignite Energy Council (LEC) 

DOI-2017-0003-0104 
RE:  LEC offers the following information to help you understand the situation with federal 
coal in North Dakota, and how the program can be better structured to achieve the 
aforementioned goals. All of the coal produced in North Dakota is used within the state to 
produce electricity, synthetic natural gas, and associated byproducts. No coal mined within 
the state is sold on the open market or transported out-of-state. 

o Federal coal production in North Dakota is unique in many ways relative to surface 
coal production throughout the Western United States. 

o 1) “Impose costs that exceed benefits” 
o As described above, federal coal represents a relatively small proportion of a mine 

area in North Dakota. While pursuing these comingled parcels is the most efficient 
way to mine, coal producers do have the option in many cases to simply bypass a 
federal coal tract if a lease cannot be obtained in a timely manner. 

o Bypassing a tract essentially sterilizes that reserve – it would never be feasible to go 
back and mine. The rate of return to American taxpayers if their resource is left in the 
ground is and will always remain zero. 

o In another scenario where it might be difficult to isolate a federally-owned coal tract 
and an entire area needs to be mined around, the inability to secure a federal coal 
lease could represent a takings of comingled non-federal coal reserves. 

o 2) “Are outdated, unnecessary, or ineffective” 

(b) (5) DPP
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o The inability to lease federal coal tracts is not accounted for in North Dakota coal 
companies’ contractual obligation to supply fuel for power generation and 
gasification. 

o Since mining companies hold the surface rights over federal coal tracts, the area will 
likely be disturbed to support mining activities regardless of whether the federal coal 
is retrieved or not. 

o A policy decision to restrict development of our coal resources will have no bearing 
on the decision of other nations to strive for the same standard of living coal has 
brought to the U.S., and as a result will have no meaningful impact on global 
emissions. 

o 3) “Eliminate jobs, or inhibit job creation” 
o United States is blessed to have a sustainable coal reserve that can meet our energy 

needs centuries into the future. North Dakota alone has enough lignite coal to 
maintain current levels of production for the next 800 years. 

o Despite coal-fired power generation increasing 93 percent since 1970, regulated 
emissions have fallen by 92 percent. 

o Reclamation standards and practices have improved dramatically. Coal producers in 
North Dakota must reclaim mined lands to a standard of “as good or better,” and 
demonstrate that reclaimed lands meet that strict production level a full ten years after 
reclamation before being eligible for bond release. 

o The industry is dedicated to tackling the issue of carbon capture, utilization, and 
storage. 

o It must be the continued policy of the federal government to incentivize the use of 
coal to help meet our energy needs. 

o Department needs to analyze the leasing program to find ways to streamline leasing 
and uphold its statutory mandate to manage public resources for the greater good. 

o The subtitle of the Mineral Leasing Act explicitly states that it is “an act to promote 
the mining of coal…” and mandates that “no mining operating plan shall be approved 
which is not found to achieve the maximum economic recovery of the coal within the 
tract3”. 

o Encourage your department to review the federal mining plan approval process. 
Under current regulations (30 CFR Parts 740 and 746), there is a four-step process by 
which a coal producer obtains all approvals to mine federal coal4. 

o With respect to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), we would recommend that 
DOI clarify through a new biological opinion that FWS concurrence is not required 
for state-approved surface coal mining permits. 

o FWS should also provide clarification that criminal or civil liability does not exist for 
those connected with incidental impacts to migratory birds that occur in the normal 
course of business. 

o Coal producers in North Dakota are faced with a years-long and costly analysis 
process, with little guarantee of success or return on investment in pursuing federal 
coal leases. 
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o The lease-by-application process should run in parallel with resource recovery and 
protection plans, mine plan reviews, and other analyses to expedite the leasing 
process. 
o The federal leasing process must work in concert with state permitting agencies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   OSM 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

   
 

• Individual (Langdon, Steve) 
DOI-2017-0003-0105 
RE:  The USFW needs an overall for all the great things I have mentioned they have been 
stifled, taken over and corrupted by so called environmentalist and animal rights activists 
who care more about denying people's access and use of public lands and wildlife than about 
having a balanced effort that benefits all including people. 

o Environmentalists groups outside the USFW have also had entirely to much influence 
on USFW as they push for their anti human agenda 

o Decisions not based on science. But on the ever failing theory of "preservation and 
rewilding". 

o Expanding use of the Endangered Species Act has only compounded these issues. 
o A prime example of all this is the Nonessential wolf experiment in the west and in 

New Mexico. 
o The wolf. As still the example has created a wildlife disaster not seen since the 

buffalo slaughters and is a stain on the North American Wildlife Model. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 

 
• Ecological Restoration Business Association (ERBA) 

DOI-2017-0003-0106 
RE:  The ecological restoration industry faces the challenge of regulatory burdens. Our 
efforts, however, are often slowed by regulatory inconsistencies and delays. Species related 
compensatory mitigation activities are subject to Interior and FWS policies and guidance. 
ERBA believes there are opportunities for improvement, particularly within the FWS' ESA 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

o Remove references to "net gain," which cause confusion for the regulated public. DOI 
could use another standard and more precise terms. 

o ERBA recommends consideration of "proportional to the impact" or "no net loss" as 
the appropriate standard. 

o Restructure the "landscape-Level" approach mitigation goal. ERBA recognizes the 
term "landscape-level" may have connotations (such as larger and larger conservation 
areas) other than our understood goal of the most efficient size and location of 
mitigation sites. 

o We recommend the FWS either clarify "landscape-level" or potentially restructure the 
goal with alternative terminology. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o Reduce administrative and procedural local discretion by implementing defined 
mitigation protocols. 

o Local discretion in implementing the administrative and procedural aspects of the 
permitting process and Policy results in a lack of consistency and equivalency. 

o Interior can reduce this cause of permitting inefficiencies by clearly stating the goals 
of consistency and equivalency in the Policy. 

o Interior could enforce these goals through more direction and routine oversight from 
Headquarters to field offices on the procedural processing of mitigation bank 
applications and impact permits. 

o ERBA recommends incorporating adherence to and timely implementation of the 
Policy into the evaluation process of Regional leadership and offices. 

o Update, clarify and streamline the Section 7 Handbook to modernize the Section 7 
consultation process. 

o Section 7 Handbook has no mention of conservation banking, which is one of the 
most efficient means of allowing vital projects to progress while providing significant 
species impact avoidance and minimization. 

o ERBA recommends including clear guidance on when compensatory mitigation may 
be required by the FWS for a permit applicant to quickly move through the ESA 
process. 

o ERBA also recommends setting fairly strict timelines in the permitting process for 
when FWS may require avoidance and minimization before moving to considering 
mitigation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

. 
 

• Individual (Schumacher, Karen) 
DOI-2017-0003-0107 
RE:  I live in the Great Northern Landscape Conservation Cooperative (GNLCC) and they 
have continued to engage in activity that your order specifically ended. 

o Federal agencies are embedded with initiatives such as the High Divide, Yellowstone 
to Yukon, Crown of the Continent, Heart of the Rockies, and Greater Yellowstone 
Coalition. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o These initiatives actively pursue conservation easements, creation of corridors which 
they want to lead to linkage and connectivity, and are implementing these agendas 
through representatives of their NGOs at a local level. 

o These initiatives are also planning to use the State Wildlife Action Plans to integrate 
linkage, corridor, and connectivity language to further advance their agenda. 

o The GNLCC steering committee has leaders of these initiatives as members. This 
begs the question of whether the federal government is actually advancing these 
initiative agendas. Other countries and some corporations are also involved with the 
GNLCC, but there is no local representation. 

o The GNLCC completely excludes public involvement except for organizations that 
hold the same ideology as them. 

o The GNLCC is using the Idaho Department of Transportation (ITD) to incorporate 
their agenda to build wildlife overpasses in areas that have historic significance, 
wetlands, questionable soil suitability, and which are opposed by the local citizens. 

o All of the NGO individuals who have been working with the ITD do not live in the 
area yet have more influence on decisions because they are tied in with the initiative 
leaders who sit on the steering committee. 

o There has been no public involvement from the beginning of the proposed 
transportation project but the individuals who are involved with the steering 
committee members have been. There has also been a significant lack of involvement 
by elected representatives. 

o The funding mechanism is also concerning. The initiative individuals seem to have 
quite a bit of funding going to their agendas and there is a question about whether or 
not the grant money has been properly processed. 

o No federal law or regulatory authority for any of the activities the GNLCC engages 
in, yet they continue to advance their agenda via DOI agencies. Since your order 3349 
they have continued to work towards meeting their objectives. 

o The GNLCC openly admits they do not recognize jurisdictional boundaries or 
authority. This is a violation of our Constitution. 

o If there are no regulations for large landscape cooperatives then they must be 
investigated for ongoing activity and dismantled immediately. If there are regulations 
they must be eliminated. 

o It is imperative that decisions about land use are made by local elected representatives 
and the people within those jurisdictions. These cooperatives have completely 
removed that right. 

o The initiative members on the steering committee are involved with the IUCN and the 
NGOs are certified UN NGOs. It is clear that they are implementing UN objectives 
for connectivity by placing land into conservation status through various methods. 

o Once land is designated as a corridor it will be subject to potential overlays and land 
use regulation. They use the comprehensive plans to integrate land use planning 
objectives that will require land owners to practice conservation, require restrictive 
regulations such as how the land is used, how the house is built, density, housing only 
near municipal services, landscaping only by professionals, buffer zones, the list is 
extensive. 
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o These same initiative leaders on the steering committee are also heavily involved with 
land trusts which manage conservation easements in the area. Is this not a conflict of 
interest? 

o I know Rep. Labrador and Bishop have asked for an accounting of these LCCs, 
oversight of their activity, and investigation into funding improprieties. The 
investigation must go farther, especially if there is no regulatory authority for them.   

o DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Utility Water Act Group 

DOI-2017-0003-0114 
RE:  Given the overlap of NMFS and FWS jurisdiction on ESA issues of importance to 
UWAG, these comments address regulatory reform issues for DOI and NOAA together and 
will be filed under both dockets. 

o UWAG supports the Services’ regulatory reform efforts and, in particular, UWAG 
supports efforts that serve the key goals of: 

o Focusing cost and impact of ESA implementation on efforts demonstrated to deliver 
the greatest value for conservation and recovery of listed species; 

o Shifting emphasis from unilateral use of restrictions toward collaborative, voluntary 
actions to conserve and recover species; 

o Greater state involvement in ESA implementation and conservation;  
o Listing decisions and critical habitat designations supported by sound scientific 

methods and data 
o Establishment of streamlined and efficient methods for regulated parties to ensure 

ESA compliance. 
o UWAG provides the following specific recommendations as to how the Services can 

improve their regulatory processes, and identify regulations and policies that warrant 
repeal, replacement, or modification. 

o The Services Must Use a Proper Baseline and Effects Analysis in ESA Section 7 
Consultations. 

o The Services Should Clarify the Causation Standard for Effects Analyses. 
o The Services Must Ensure Listing Decisions and Critical Habitat Designations Rely 

on Best Available Science. 
o The Services Should Revise the HCP Handbook to Remove or Modify Requirements 

to Assess Climate Change Impacts in HCPs 
o The Services Should Issue a Revised Section 7 Consultation Handbook. 
o The Services Should Issue Guidance for Streamlined Section 10 Permitting. 
o The Services Should Repeal and/or Modify the Critical Habitat Rules. 
o FWS Should Withdraw or Modify Its 2016 Mitigation Policies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration (NOAA) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
o DISPOSITION:   

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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(b) (5) DPP



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Matson, Noah
Cc: Jerome Ford; Gary Frazer; Cynthia Martinez; Charisa Morris (charisa morris@fws.gov)
Subject: Re: EO "PROMOTING ENERGY INDEPENDENCE AND ECONOMIC GROWTH" and SO 3349
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 9:23:22 AM

Thanks Noah.  And I just forwarded the downloaded file for the SO.  We will host organizing
meeting tomorrow so folks can get organized today.  Very tight deadlines for the deliverables. 
Steve

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:13 AM, Matson, Noah <noah_matson@fws.gov> wrote:
Steve,
As a follow up to our conversation about implementing EO  "PROMOTING ENERGY
INDEPENDENCE AND ECONOMIC GROWTH" and SO 3349, key criteria for many of
the provisions are in these sections of the EO:

Sec 1 (c)

 Accordingly, it is the policy of the United States that executive departments and agencies
(agencies) immediately review existing regulations that potentially burden the
development or use of domestically produced energy resources and appropriately suspend,
revise, or rescind those that unduly burden the development of domestic energy resources
beyond the degree necessary to protect the public interest or otherwise comply with the
law. 

 (d) It further is the policy of the United States that, to the extent permitted by law, all
agencies should take appropriate actions to promote clean air and clean water for the
American people, while also respecting the proper roles of the Congress and the States
concerning these matters in our constitutional republic. 

(e) It is also the policy of the United States that necessary and appropriate environmental
regulations comply with the law, are of greater benefit than cost, when permissible,
achieve environmental improvements for the American people, and are developed through
transparent processes that employ the best available peer-reviewed science and economics. 

Sec. 2. Immediate Review of All Agency Actions that Potentially Burden the Safe, Efficient
Development of Domestic Energy Resources. (a) The heads of agencies shall review all
existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency
actions (collectively, agency actions) that potentially burden the development or use of
domestically produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal,
and nuclear energy resources. Such review shall not include agency actions that are
mandated by law, necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set
forth in section 1 of this order. 

(b) For purposes of this order, "burden" means to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization,
transmission, or delivery of energy resources. 

----
I have bolded key provisions that will need further clarity in order for agencies to properly



implement the EO and SO. For identifying "burdens", what do "unnecessarily" and "unduly"
mean? What does "beyond the degree necessary to protect public interest? What is the
public interest?

In theory our regulatory process attempts to balance the public interest with "burdens" to
produce results that achieve societal/public benefits greater than the costs of our regulations:
in other words, recent regulatory actions should be in compliance with these provisions
because they were either mandated by law or necessary for the public interest. 

So the question is, can the current administration provide more clarity on what it means with
regards to these terms and this analysis.

Thank you,

Noah Matson
Policy Advisor, Migratory Birds
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah matson@fws.gov
(202) 208-4331



From: Green, Nancy
To: Mott, Seth
Cc: Don Morgan; Jeff Newman; Gina Shultz; Kelly Niland; Jason Goldberg; Kurt Johnson
Subject: Re: Follow-up question - Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 4:35:44 PM
Attachments: FY16 notice of funding opp CoopESpeciesConsFundGrants.docx

FY16 Habitat Cons Planning Assistance Prog Project Eval Form.docx
FY16 HCP Land Aquisition Program Project Eval Form.docx
FY16 Recovery Land Acquisition Program Project Eval Form.docx

Seth -
The notice of funding opportunity material for the FY 2016 Cooperative Endangered Species
Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants is attached.  The early section provides short explanations of the
different types of grants, and the end of the document has FAQs -- in case it helps you prepare.  I doubt
you will want to give this to the DOI folks as it is quite long and likely far more information than they need
or want at this point. 

Also attached are just the evaluation forms for the Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance
Program grants, HCP Land Acquisition Program grants, and Recovery Land
Acquisition Program grants -- these start on p. 18, p. 24, and p. 32, respectively, in the longer
document.  The first page on all three evaluation forms contains a short paragraph that
mentions consideration of climate change; the only difference in this text is the name
of the type of grant.  The text below is an example from the evaluation form for the
Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance grant proposals: 

"Each Region will have 25 points to distribute to the eligible Habitat Conservation Planning
Assistance grant proposals.  That is, 25 points for all eligible proposals, not for each eligible
proposal.  The 25 points may be applied to grant proposal scores in any amount deemed
appropriate by the Regional Director to reflect the Service and State priorities for funding.  Please
consider project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change when applying these
discretionary points." 

Hope things go well at your briefing on Monday.   

Nancy

   Nancy Green
   Ecological Services Program
   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
   5275 Leesburg Pike / Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
   703-358-2151 / nancy_green@fws.gov

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 4:22 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

thanks Nancy

Can we get copies of those scoring processes?, no doubt that will be the next question.....

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 3:51 PM, Green, Nancy <nancy_green@fws.gov> wrote:
Seth,

In response to your inquiry, the only thing we (ES) have involves ESA section 6 "non-traditional"
grants (3 types: Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance; Habitat Conservation Plan Land
Acquisition; and Recovery Land Acquisition), which involve scoring processes that give points for
climate change adaptation as part of our grant proposal reviews.  

Nancy



  
   Nancy Green
   Ecological Services Program
   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
   5275 Leesburg Pike / Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
   703-358-2151 / nancy_green@fws.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 2:24 PM
Subject: Fwd: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: Dolores Savignano <dolores_savignano@fws.gov>, John Schmerfeld
<john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, Mike Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, Nancy Green
<nancy_green@fws.gov>, Tom Busiahn <tom_busiahn@fws.gov>, Jeff Rupert
<Jeff_Rupert@fws.gov>, Christy Vigfusson <Christy_Vigfusson@fws.gov>, John
Klavitter <john_klavitter@fws.gov>, Julie Henning <julie_henning@fws.gov>, Sarah
Mott <sarah_p_mott@fws.gov>, "Bell, Gloria" <Gloria_Bell@fws.gov>, "Babij,
Eleanora" <eleanora_babij@fws.gov>, Don Morgan <don_morgan@fws.gov>, Kurt
Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,
"Shultz, Gina" <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, "VanRyzin, Paul J" <paul_vanryzin@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Tom Melius <tom_melius@fws.gov>

Hi folks -

Please read the email from Steve Guertin below,  particularly the highlighted portion. 
This in response to a data call from the Department for policies, guidance, or direction
 related to climate change, for which we have already submitted a draft response.  I have
told the Director's Office we will circle back to the Programs and ask specifically for any
instances of using climate change, or adaptation to climate change as a criterion or ranking
factor in project selection.   We have a briefing with DOI Monday morning, so I must ask
for your response (positive or negative) ASAP

thanks
Seth

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Action Plan for SO 3349 deliverables
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jim Kurth <Jim_Kurth@fws.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Scott
Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, "Ford, Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>,
"Johnson, Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, "Matson, Noah"
<noah_matson@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Matthew
Huggler <Matthew_Huggler@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,
Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Tom Melius <Tom_Melius@fws.gov>



Thanks for the update Seth on the larger policy and other documents.

In addition, are we sure we don't have stepped down guidance or requirements in other
programmatic areas such as "scores" or "criteria" for climate related to project approvals
or rankings in various programs?

Thanks.

Steve

On Fri, Apr 7, 2017 at 10:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Here is our draft response for Assignment 2.  If anyone has questions or concerns,
please let me know ASAP so we can address them before the briefing with AS/FWP on
Monday

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
wrote:

Jim -- our cross program team met this morning with Casey and Ben Jessup
to define the assignments, assign lead responsibilities, and set up a check in
meeting for next Wednesday 4/5.

 

Assignment 1.  Lead assigned to ES – Gary.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/10. 
Final due Wednesday 4/12.

 

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation.  We largely addressed this assignment with yesterday’s
mitigation data call that was complimentary to, and does not replace, the
process set out and required in the S.O.  The assignment we turned in
yesterday will form the basis of our response to the SO. 

Assignment 2.  Lead assigned to Science – Seth.  Brief ASFWP by Monday
4/10.  Final due Wednesday 4/12.

SO 3349 revokes the previous Administration's mitigation directive, ordering
each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on climate change. 

Assignment 3.  Lead assigned to NWR – Cynthia and Scott Covington, in
coordination with Ben Jessup SOL.  Brief ASFWP by Monday 4/17.  Final due
Wednesday 4/19.

Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service has 21 days to reconsider the oil and
gas rules as to whether it is consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of
the March 28 E.O.



Assignment 4.  Lead assigned to MBM – Jerome and Noah.  Brief ASFWP by
Monday 4/17.  Final due Wednesday 4/19. 

SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced
energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear
resources."

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Ecological Services Program 

 
FY 2016 Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) Number: 15.615 
 

Notice of Funding Opportunity 
 
I. Description of Funding Opportunity 
 
Because more than half of all species currently listed as endangered or threatened spend at least 
part of their life cycle on privately-owned lands, the Service recognizes that success in 
conserving species will ultimately depend on working cooperatively with landowners, 
communities, and tribes to foster voluntary stewardship efforts on private lands.  States and 
Territories (hereafter, "States") play a key role in catalyzing these efforts.  A variety of tools are 
available under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) to help States and landowners plan and 
implement projects to conserve species.  The CESCF provides grants to States to participate in a 
wide array of voluntary conservation projects for candidate, listed, and recently recovered 
species.   
 
Four grant programs are available through the CESCF; they include the “Traditional” 
Conservation Grants and the Nontraditional Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) Land Acquisition, 
Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance, and Recovery Land Acquisition (RLA) Grants.   
 
“Traditional” Conservation Grants:  The “Traditional” Conservation Grants program provides 
financial assistance to States to implement conservation projects for candidate, listed, and 
recently recovered species.  Funded activities include habitat restoration, species status surveys, 
public education and outreach, captive propagation and reintroduction, nesting surveys, genetic 
studies, and development of management plans.   
 
Nontraditional Programs: 

• Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance Grants - Through the development of 
regional HCPs, local governments incorporate species conservation into local land use 
planning, which streamlines the project approval process and facilitates economic 
development.  Established in fiscal year 2001, the Habitat Conservation Planning 
Assistance Grants program provides funding to States to support the development of HCPs.  
Planning assistance grants may support planning activities such as document preparation, 
outreach, baseline surveys, and inventories.  Proposals for amendments to existing HCPs 
will not be accepted.   

 
• Habitat Conservation Plan Land Acquisition Grants - The HCP Land Acquisition Grant 

program was established by Congress in fiscal year 1997.  This program was designed to 
reduce conflicts between the conservation of listed species and land uses on specific parcels 
of land.  Under this program, the Service provides grants to States for land acquisitions 
(both in fee simple and conservation easements) that are associated with approved 
(permitted) HCPs.  The Service considers the use of Federal acquisition dollars by States 
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for habitat protection adjacent to HCP areas to be an important and effective mechanism to 
promote the recovery of threatened and endangered species.   

 
The HCP Land Acquisition program has three primary purposes: 1) to fund land 
acquisitions that complement, but do not replace, Federal mitigation responsibilities 
contained in HCPs, 2) to fund land acquisitions that have important benefits for listed and 
candidate species, and 3) to fund land acquisitions that have important benefits for 
ecosystems that support listed and candidate species.  

 
The HCP Land Acquisition program supports both single-species and multiple-species 
HCPs.  For fiscal year 2016, 10 percent of the funding available through the HCP Land 
Acquisition program will be targeted to support single-species HCP land acquisition 
projects. 

 
• Recovery Land Acquisition Grants - Loss of habitat is the primary threat to most listed 

species and land acquisition is often the most effective and efficient means of protecting 
habitats essential for recovery of listed species before development or other land use 
changes impair or destroy key habitat values.  Land acquisition is costly and often neither 
the Service nor the States individually have the necessary resources to acquire habitat 
essential for recovery of listed species.  Recovery Land Acquisition grant funds are 
matched by States and other non-Federal entities to acquire (both in fee simple and 
conservation easements) this habitat from willing sellers in support of approved or draft 
species recovery plans. The Recovery Land Acquisition program was established in fiscal 
year 2001. 

 
As in previous fiscal years, in order to support high priority efforts of the Service and States, a 
process has been implemented whereby the Service Regional Directors are provided with 25 
points total in each of the Nontraditional programs to distribute among project proposals to 
reflect the collective priorities of the States and the Service.  We ask that the States and Service 
Regional Directors consider project readiness and how a proposal may address conservation in 
the context of climate change when assigning these points to a proposal.  
 
The CESCF programs are authorized through Endangered Species Act of 1973, 16 U.S.C. 1531 - 
1534 et seq., as amended.  The codified program regulations can be found at 50 CFR 81. 
 
 
II. Award Information 
 
For fiscal year 2016, the Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund is funded at $53.495 
million, including $9.485 million for Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance Grants, $11.162 
million for Recovery Land Acquisition Grants, and $19.638 million for Habitat Conservation Plan 
(HCP) Land Acquisition Grants.   
   
 
“Traditional” Conservation Grants:  The award announcements for the fiscal year 2016 
“Traditional” grants will be determined by our Regional Offices.  Funding is allocated by 
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formula to the Service Regions based on the number of species covered in the cooperative 
agreements with the States within that Region.  Regional offices then further allocate the funding 
to the States within that Region by formula or through a competitive process.  Awards for the 
“Traditional” Conservation Grants will be announced through regional press releases and direct 
notification of the applicant from the Regional Offices of the Service.  An applicant should not 
initiate a project in expectation of CESCF funding, nor should they purchase materials or begin 
work until such time as they receive the final grant award document signed by an authorized 
Service official.  The Service awarded approximately $11.5 million in fiscal year 2015 through 
the “Traditional” Conservation Grant Program. 
 
Nontraditional Grant Programs:  Funding for the HCP Land Acquisition and Habitat 
Conservation Planning Assistance programs is awarded based on a national competition.  
Following a regional “target” allocation from the Headquarters Office, funding for the Recovery 
Land Acquisition program is awarded based on regional competitions.   
 
The Service awarded approximately $37.2 million in fiscal year 2015 funding to Nontraditional 
Program projects through the CESCF.  Of that amount, approximately $4.7 million was awarded 
through the Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance program to fully fund 11 out of 11 eligible 
proposals from 9 States.  Approximately $20.3 million fully funded 12 out of 12 eligible 
proposals through the HCP Land Acquisition program.  The Recovery Land Acquisition program 
awarded approximately $12.2 million in funding to 22 projects in 11 States.  Information on the 
fiscal year 2015 grant awards can be found at:  
 http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/FY%2015 Press Release Statements%20Combined.pdf 
 
The Service will make award selections for the competitive programs based upon the proposals 
submitted for consideration through this announcement.  The range of grant awards has been 
between $1,000 and $24,000,000, but varies greatly by program.  This year we are maintaining a 
$2 million cap on HCP Land Acquisition grants and increasing the cap on Habitat Conservation 
Planning Assistance grants to $1 million.  The Service anticipates making award announcements 
for the fiscal year 2016 grant programs in fiscal year 2016 following final budget appropriations.  
 
Awards for the nontraditional grants will be announced through a national press release and a 
memorandum to the Regional Directors of the Service for further notification of the applicants’ 
selection for an award.  Notification of an award through a press release or letter from a Regional 
Office is not an authorization to begin performance.  The final exact amount of funds, the scope 
of work, and terms and conditions of a successful award will be determined in pre-award 
negotiations between the prospective grantee and the Service’s representatives.  An applicant 
should not initiate a project in expectation of CESCF funding, nor should they purchase 
materials or begin work until such time as they receive the final grant award document signed by 
an authorized Service official.   
 
 
III. Basic Eligibility Requirements 
 
Eligible Applicants:  
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Participation in the CESCF programs is only available to State agencies that have a current 
cooperative agreement with the Secretary of the Interior.  However, individuals or groups (for 
example land conservancies, cities, counties, community organizations, or conservation 
organizations) may work with a State agency that has a cooperative agreement on conservation 
efforts that are mutually beneficial, as a subgrantee.   
 
The assistance provided to the State agency can include (but is not limited to) animal, plant, and 
habitat surveys; research; planning; monitoring; habitat protection, restoration, management, and 
acquisition; and public education. 
 
The project must involve voluntary conservation efforts within the United States.  As a voluntary 
program, we will not grant funding for projects that serve to satisfy regulatory requirements of 
the ESA, including complying with a biological opinion under section 7 of the ESA or fulfilling 
commitments of a HCP under section 10 of the ESA, or for projects that serve to satisfy other 
Federal regulatory requirements (e.g., mitigation for Clean Water Act permits).  These funding 
restrictions do not apply to elements of HCPs that satisfy conservation obligations pursuant to 
State law or local ordinances that are above and beyond the Federal mitigation requirements for 
that HCP provided that such proposals identify that general funds, fees collected or used, lands 
acquired, or other conservation actions presented as cost share in the grant proposal satisfy the 
specific obligations of a State or other non-Federal conservation obligation of the HCP. 
 
Federal law mandates that all entities applying for Federal financial assistance must have a valid 
Dun & Bradstreet Data Universal Number System (DUNS) number and have a current 
registration in the System for Award Management (SAM).  See Title 2 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR), Part 25 for more information.  Exemptions: The SAM registration 
requirement does not apply to individuals submitting an application on their own behalf and not 
on behalf of a company or other for-profit entity, state, local or Tribal government, academia or 
other type of organization. 
  
A. DUNS Registration 

Request a DUNS number online at http://fedgov.dnb.com/webform.  U.S.-based entities may 
also request a DUNS number by telephone by calling the Dun & Bradstreet Government 
Customer Response Center, Monday – Friday, 7 AM to 8 PM CST at the following numbers: 

U.S. and U.S Virgin Islands: 1-866-705-5711 
Alaska and Puerto Rico: 1-800-234-3867 (Select Option 2, then Option 1) 
For Hearing Impaired Customers Only call: 1-877-807-1679 (TTY Line)  

Once assigned a DUNS number, entities are responsible for maintaining up-to-date 
information with Dun & Bradstreet.   

 
B. Entity Registration in SAM 

Register in SAM online at http://www.sam.gov/.  Once registered in SAM, entities must 
renew and revalidate their SAM registration at least every 12 months from the date 
previously registered.  Entities are strongly urged to revalidate their registration as often as 
needed to ensure that their information is up to date and in synch with changes that may have 
been made to DUNS and IRS information.  Foreign entities who wish to be paid directly to a 
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United States bank account must enter and maintain valid and current banking information in 
SAM. 

 
C. Excluded Entities 

Applicant entities or their key project personnel identified in the SAM.gov Exclusions 
database as ineligible, prohibited/restricted or excluded from receiving Federal contracts, 
certain subcontracts, and certain Federal assistance and benefits will not be considered for 
Federal funding, as applicable to the funding being requested under this Federal program. 

 
D. Cost Sharing or Matching:  
 
A proposal must include a minimum 25 percent non-Federal cost share. The cost share may be 
cash or an in-kind contribution, such as volunteer efforts and donations of goods or services.  
This cost share requirement decreases to 10 percent if two or more States are contributors to the 
proposal and its activities as per Section 6 of the ESA.  The Insular Areas of the U.S. Virgin 
Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and the Government of the Northern Mariana Islands are 
exempt from grant matching requirements up to $200,000 under all U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service Grant Programs (based on a May 9, 2003, Director’s Memorandum).   
 
As defined in the Service Manual (521 FW 4.9), States may increase the rate of Federal 
participation from 75 percent to 90 percent of total grant costs when two or more States 
cooperate to conserve an endangered or threatened species of common interest.  
 
Section 6 (d)(2)(ii), of the ESA, defines cooperation as "whenever two or more States having a 
common interest in one or more endangered or threatened species, . . . enter jointly into 
agreement with the Secretary.”  A cooperative action is one where two or more States work on a 
mutual problem.  This may be an action outlined in a recovery plan for a species of multistate 
concern, an action outlined in a memorandum of agreement between cooperating States, an 
action described in cooperative grants, or an action outlined in a recovery implementation 
program.  
 
The cooperating States may designate a lead State to coordinate with the Region.  To seek an 
increased rate of Federal participation for a cooperative project within a grant, cooperating States 
MUST (emphasis added) provide the following documentation to the Regional Director with the 
grant proposal: Documentation of the cooperative action entered into by the cooperating States, 
which may be in any form (e.g., memorandum, letter of agreement, recovery plan, 
implementation program) that meets the needs of the cooperating States, provided it contains the 
responsibilities and work to be carried out by EACH (emphasis added) of the cooperating States.  
Examples follow: 
 
(1) Either (a) one State submits an Application for Federal Assistance (SF 424) and a letter of 
agreement from another State sharing cooperative efforts, or (b) each State identifies the joint 
recovery action from the recovery plan in existing Applications for Federal Assistance (SF 424). 
 
(2) Each cooperating State submits a proposal for the joint project and separate Applications for 
Federal Assistance (SF 424).  
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(3) When one or more States are participating in a recovery implementation program, one or 
more may submit separate Application(s) for Federal Assistance (SF 424) and certification that 
they are participating in the recovery implementation program, such as "The Colorado River 
Recovery Implementation Program." 
 
Each cooperating State is responsible for submitting performance and financial reports related to 
the joint project, when they are actively participating in Federal reimbursement funding. 
Incomplete work by any one of the cooperating States may result in a recovery of Federal funds 
from all States, if it is determined that the joint cooperative objective will not be accomplished.  
 
Documentation describing the role of each State in a multistate proposal must be provided with 
the proposal if the applicants are requesting a reduced cost share.  We suggest that following 
example one or two above most clearly identifies the joint participation in a given project. 
 
Management costs may be used as part of the State cost share for these grants provided that 
funds sufficient to cover the management costs for a specified time period are secured at the time 
the land or easement is purchased AND provided that the proportion of Federal funding provided 
for management does not exceed the proportion of Federal funding provided for the land or 
easement purchase.  In other words, the amount of funding for management costs to be included 
as part of the grant, may not exceed the purchase price for the land or easement.   
 
We cannot reimburse you for the time that you expend or costs that you incur in developing a 
project or preparing an application, or in any discussions or negotiations you may have with us 
prior to the award.  Pre-award costs will not be allowed.  We will not accept such expenditures of 
your cost share.   
 
 
E. Other:  
 
The following additional criteria apply to all CESCF grants and must be satisfied for a proposal 
to be considered for funding:  
 
A proposal cannot include U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Full-Time Equivalent (FTE) costs. 
 
A proposal cannot seek funding for projects that serve to satisfy regulatory requirements of the 
Act, including complying with a biological opinion under Section 7 of the ESA or fulfilling 
Federal mitigation requirements of a HCP permitted under Section 10 of the ESA, or that serve 
to satisfy other Federal regulatory requirements (e.g., mitigation for Clean Water Act permits).  
An exception is granted for HCPs that include conservation obligations pursuant to State law or 
local ordinances that are above and beyond the Federal mitigation requirements for that HCP.  
Proposals may be submitted that include as non-Federal match general funds, fees collected or 
used, lands acquired, or other actions (e.g., other State permit requirements) to satisfy State or 
other non-Federal conservation obligations of the HCP, above the Federal mitigation 
requirement. 
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State administrative costs must either be assumed by the State or included in the proposal in 
accordance with Federal requirements.  Grants may not be submitted to cover administrative 
costs alone. 
 
Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance:  To be eligible for funding under the Habitat 
Conservation Planning Assistance program, a proposal must meet all of the mandatory 
conditions listed below.  If a proposal does not meet these conditions, do not submit the proposal 
for consideration. 
 

1. Proposals involving ongoing projects will not be accepted for HCPs that have open 
CESCF grants awarded in or prior to FY 2011.  All CESCF grants for a specific HCP 
planning effort awarded in FY2011 or earlier must be closed prior to the submission of an 
FY 2016 proposal for the same planning effort in order to be considered for funding.  
Service policy is to allow for up to three years from the date of obligation for the 
expenditure of CESCF funds.  Grants awarded in or before FY2011 are expired and will 
require an extension that must be approved from the Director of the Service. 

 
2. For proposals involving an ongoing project, evidence of progress made to date must be 

provided.  The proposal must discuss any prior CESCF grant funding awarded to the 
HCP and the progress that has been made toward completion of the previous grant(s). 
 

3. Proposals must include a list of discrete activities to be funded and each activity in the 
proposal must have an identified starting point and end point.  Examples of discrete 
activities include developing public outreach brochures, gathering baseline data for an 
HCP, or preparing a draft HCP or associated National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
documents.  For proposals involving an ongoing project, funding cannot be sought to 
support activities to meet deliverables that were identified for completion through prior 
year funding.  For example, if a prior planning assistance grant was awarded to an HCP 
to complete a draft NEPA document, funding cannot be sought to complete a draft NEPA 
document in FY2016.  However, funding can be sought to complete a final NEPA 
document in FY2016 unless this activity was specified as a deliverable of a previous 
grant award.   

 
4. The proposal must be for activities to develop a new HCP.  Proposals for amendments to 

existing approved HCPs will not be accepted.   
 
Habitat Conservation Plan Land Acquisition:  To be eligible for funding under the HCP Land 
Acquisition program, a land acquisition proposal must meet all of the mandatory conditions 
listed below.  If a land acquisition proposal does not meet all of these conditions, do not submit 
the proposal for consideration. 
 

1. The land acquisition complements, but does not replace, Federal mitigation requirements 
contained in the HCP. 

 
2. The land acquisition must be associated with approved (permitted) HCPs. 
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3. Proposals involving ongoing projects will not be accepted for HCPs that have open 
CESCF grants awarded in or prior to FY 2011.  All CESCF grants awarded in or before 
FY2011 under a specific HCP must be closed prior to the submission of an FY 2016 
proposal under the same HCP in order for it to be considered for funding.   Service policy 
is to allow for up to three years from the date of obligation for the expenditure of CESCF 
funds.  Grants awarded in or before FY2011 are expired and will require an extension 
that must be approved from the Director of the Service.  

 
4. For proposals involving an ongoing project, evidence of progress made to date must be 

provided.  The proposal must discuss any prior CESCF grant funding awarded to the 
HCP and the progress that has been made toward completion of previous grant(s). 

 
5. The specific parcel(s) to be acquired with the grant is/are identified.  NOTE: Evidence 

demonstrating that the landowners are willing sellers (i.e., a letter or other form of written 
acknowledgment) will be required prior to transfer of funds.   

 
Federal land acquisition grant programs fund the purchase of land at market value, from 
willing sellers.  Market value must be determined by appraisals performed in accordance 
with the Uniform Appraisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions, and all other 
applicable laws and regulations.  Appraisals are not required to be submitted with the 
grant proposals, but are required prior to expenditure of funds if the project is selected for 
funding.  Please be aware that if an appraisal to Federal standards is not provided with the 
grant application, the amount specified in the award announcement will be based on the 
estimate of the property's value as provided in the grant proposal.  However, the actual 
purchase price will not be greater than the current market value as determined by an 
appraisal completed to Federal standards and appraisal review completed to Federal 
standards.  States or other non-Federal partners will be responsible for ensuring that 
appraisal and title work are completed.  The cost of conducting an appraisal(s) and 
completing title work, in accordance with Federal requirements, must either be assumed 
by the State or a non-Federal subgrantee, or included in the total cost of the proposal.  

 
6. The proposal must state a commitment to funding for, and implementation of, 

management of the habitat in perpetuity, consistent with the conservation needs of the 
species. 

 
7. Only one proposal per HCP may be submitted.  However, a proposal may include more 

than one parcel for funding consideration.  For regional HCPs with subarea plans, please 
submit multiple acquisition proposals under the one regional plan title.  The proposal 
must specifically identify the parcel to be acquired in order to be considered.  We 
encourage you to include more than one parcel in the proposal in the event the transaction 
for the highest priority acquisition cannot be completed; subject to the outcome of fund 
reassignment procedures, funding of the next highest priority parcel acquisition identified 
in the proposal may be approved.  In addition, acquisition of more than one parcel per 
HCP may be funded.  If you submit more than one parcel for consideration in your 
proposal, you must include the relative acquisition priorities for each parcel, the price of 
each parcel, and the amount of the request (purchase price minus the non-Federal match) 
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for each parcel. 
 

8. A proposal may not be submitted for funding consideration in both the Recovery Land 
Acquisition Grant Program and the HCP Land Acquisition Grant Program. 

 
Recovery Land Acquisition Grants:  To be eligible for funding under the Recovery Land 
Acquisition program, a land acquisition proposal must meet all of the mandatory conditions 
listed below.  If a land acquisition proposal does not meet all of these conditions, do not submit 
the proposal for consideration. 
 

1. Proposals involving ongoing projects will not be accepted for RLA projects that have 
open CESCF grants awarded in or prior to FY 2011.  All CESCF grants awarded in 
FY2011 and earlier for a specific project must be closed prior to the submission of an FY 
2016 proposal for the same project in order for it to be considered for funding.   Grants 
awarded in or before FY2011 are expired and will require an extension that must be 
approved from the Director of the Service before the funds can be drawn down. 

 
2. For proposals involving an ongoing project, evidence of progress made to date must be 

provided.  The proposal must discuss any prior CESCF grant funding awarded to the 
project and the progress that has been made toward completion of previous grant(s). 

 
3. Habitat must be set aside in perpetuity for the purposes of conservation (this can include 

easements deeded in perpetuity or other similar instruments).  
 

4. The funds must contribute to the implementation of an approved final or draft recovery 
plan for at least one listed species.  An exception will ONLY be made with sufficient 
justification, according to the following: (1) newly listed species where sufficient time (2 
½ years) for development of a recovery plan has not passed, (2) if the species is exempt 
from the requirement for development of a recovery plan, or (3) if a recovery plan has not 
been developed, but the species conservation planning efforts have identified land 
acquisition priorities.  All exceptions will require a narrative justification. 

 
5. The specific parcel(s) to be acquired with the grant is identified.  NOTE: Evidence 

demonstrating that the landowners are willing sellers (i.e., a letter or other form of written 
acknowledgment) will be required prior to transfer of funds.   
 
Federal land acquisition grant programs fund the purchase of land at market value, from 
willing sellers.  Market value must be determined by appraisals performed in accordance 
with the Uniform Appraisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions, and all other 
applicable laws and regulations.  Appraisals are not required to be submitted with the 
grant proposals, but are required prior to expenditure of funds if the project is selected for 
funding.  Please be aware that if an appraisal to Federal standards is not provided with the 
grant application, the amount specified in the award announcement will be based on the 
estimate of the property's value as provided in the grant proposal.  However, the actual 
purchase price will not be greater than the current market value as determined by an 
appraisal completed to Federal standards and appraisal review completed to Federal 
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standards.  States or other non-Federal partners will be responsible for ensuring that 
appraisal and title work are completed.  The cost of conducting an appraisal(s) and 
completing title work, in accordance with Federal requirements, must either be assumed 
by the State or a non-Federal subgrantee, or included in the total cost of the proposal.  

 
6. The proposal must state a commitment to funding for, and implementation of, 

management of the habitat in perpetuity consistent with the conservation needs of the 
species. 

 
7. A proposal may not be submitted for funding consideration in both the Recovery Land 

Acquisition Grant Program and the HCP Land Acquisition Grant Program. 
 
IV. Application Requirements 
To be considered for funding under this funding opportunity, an application must contain: 
 
A. Application for Federal Assistance Form 

A completed, signed and dated Application for Federal Assistance form. This form can be 
found at http://apply07.grants.gov/apply/FormLinks?family=16.  Do not include other Federal 
sources of funding, requested or approved, in the total entered in the “Federal” funding box 
on the Application for Federal Assistance form.  Enter only the amount being requested 
under this program in the “Federal” funding box.  Include any other Federal sources of 
funding in the total funding entered in the “Other” box.       

 
   
B. Project Narrative 
The narrative description of your project proposal should specifically address each of the 
eligibility criteria described above and each of the ranking criteria included in the evaluation 
forms found in Section VI (Application Review.)  Project descriptions that clearly address the 
specific ranking criteria in an organized manner will facilitate proposal review and scoring.  We 
recommend the following format for the project narrative: 

 
NEED: Why is the project being undertaken? 
 
OBJECTIVE: What is to be accomplished during the period of the project pursuant to the 
stated need?  (Specify fully what is to be accomplished within the time, money, and staffing 
allocated and specify end point.) 
 
EXPECTED RESULTS OR BENEFITS: How will the project improve fish and wildlife 
resources or benefit the public?  Try to provide quantifiable or verifiable resource benefits. 
 
APPROACH: How will the objective be attained?  Include specific procedures, schedules, 
key cooperators and respective roles. 
 
LOCATION: Where will the work be done?  Describe habitat type(s) to be affected and 
relevant ecosystem/watershed characterization. 
 
ESTIMATED COST: Provide a detailed breakdown of what it will cost to attain each 
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objective of the proposal.  
 
C.  Budget Form 

Complete the Budget Information for Non-Construction Programs (SF 424A) or Budget 
Information for Construction Programs (SF 424C) form.  Use the SF 424A if your project 
does not include construction and the SF 424C if the project includes construction or land 
acquisition.  The budget forms are available on the Internet at 
http://apply07.grants.gov/apply/FormLinks?family=15.  When developing your budget, keep 
in mind that financial assistance awards and subawards are subject to the Federal cost 
principles in Title 2 of the Code of Federal Regulations Part 200, as applicable to the 
recipient organization type.  Links to the full text of the Federal cost principles are available 
on the Internet at http://www.ecfr.gov/.   
 
Multiple Federal Funding Sources: If the project budget includes multiple Federal funding 
sources, you must show the funds being requested from this Federal program separately from 
any other requested/secured Federal sources of funding on the budget form.  For example, 
enter the funds being requested from this Federal program in the first row of the Budget 
Summary section of the form and then enter funding related to other Federal programs in the 
subsequent row(s).  Be sure to enter each Federal program’s CFDA number in the 
corresponding fields on the form.  The CFDA number for this Federal program appears on 
the first page of this funding opportunity. 
 

D. Budget Justification  
In a separate narrative titled “Budget Justification”, explain and justify all requested budget 
items/costs.  Detail how the SF 424 Budget Object Class Category totals were determined 
and demonstrate a clear connection between costs and the proposed project activities.  For 
personnel salary costs, include the base-line salary figures and the estimates of time (as 
percentages) to be directly charged to the project.  Describe any item that under the 
applicable Federal cost principles requires the Service’s approval and estimate its cost.   
 
If Federally-funded equipment will be used for the project, provide a list of that equipment, 
including the Federal funding source.  
 
The proposal must include a reasonably detailed budget indicating how the funding will be 
used and how each partner is contributing to the project.  The proposal must also indicate the 
time commitment for maintaining the project’s benefits.  
 
The project proposal should also indicate whether partial funding of the project is practicable 
and, if so, what specific portion(s) of the project could be implemented with what level of 
funding.  A project proposal that is a part of a longer-term initiative will be considered; 
however, the proposed project’s objectives, benefits, and tasks must stand on their own as 
there are no assurances that additional funding would be awarded in subsequent years for 
associated or complementary projects. 
 
Appraisals are not required to be submitted with the grant proposals, but are required prior to 
expenditure of funds if the project is selected for funding.  Please be aware that if an 
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appraisal to Federal standards is not provided with the grant application, the amount specified 
in the award announcement will be based on the estimate of the property's value as provided 
in the grant proposal.  However, the actual purchase price will not be greater than the current 
market value as determined by an appraisal completed to Federal standards and appraisal 
review completed to Federal standards.  

 
 
Required Indirect Cost Statement: All applicants except individuals applying for funds 
separate from a business or non-profit organization he/she may operate must include in the 
budget justification narrative one of the following statements and attach to their application 
any required documentation identified in the applicable statement: 

 
“We are: 

1. A U.S. state or local government entity receiving more than $35 million in direct 
Federal funding each year with an indirect cost rate of [insert rate].  We submit our 
indirect cost rate proposals to our cognizant agency.  A copy of our most recently 
approved rate agreement/certification is attached. 

2. A U.S. state or local government entity receiving less than $35 million in direct 
Federal funding with an indirect cost rate of [insert rate].  We are required to prepare 
and retain for audit an indirect cost rate proposal and related documentation to 
support those costs.   

3. A [insert your organization type; U.S. states and local governments, please use one of 
the statements above or below] that has previously negotiated or currently has an 
approved indirect cost rate with our cognizant agency.  Our indirect cost rate is [insert 
rate].  A copy of our most recently approved rate agreement is attached. 

4. A [insert your organization type] that has never submitted an indirect cost rate 
proposal to our cognizant agency.  Our indirect cost rate is [insert rate].  In the event 
an award is made, we will submit an indirect cost rate proposal to our cognizant 
agency within 90 calendar days after the award is made. 

5. A [insert your organization type] that has never submitted an indirect cost rate 
proposal to our cognizant agency.  Our indirect cost rate is [insert rate].  However, in 
the event an award is made, we will not be able to meet the requirement to submit an 
indirect cost rate proposal to our cognizant agency within 90 calendar days after 
award.  We request as a condition of award to charge a flat de minimus indirect cost 
rate of 10% of modified total direct costs as defined in Title 2 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations Part 200, section 200.68.  We understand that the 10% de minimus rate 
will apply for the life of the award, including any future extensions for time, and that 
the rate cannot be changed even if we do establish an approved rate with our 
cognizant agency at any point during the award period 

6. A [insert your organization type] that is submitting this proposal for consideration 
under the [insert either “Cooperative Fish and Wildlife Research Unit Program” or 
“Cooperative Ecosystem Studies Unit Network”], which has a Department of the 
Interior-approved indirect cost rate cap of [insert program rate].  If we have an 
approved indirect cost rate with our cognizant agency, we understand that we must 
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apply this reduced rate against the same direct cost base as identified in our approved 
indirect cost rate agreement. If we do not have an approved indirect cost rate with our 
cognizant agency, we understand that the basis for direct costs will be the modified 
total direct cost base defined in 2 CFR 200.68 “Modified Total Direct Cost (MTDC)”. 
We understand that we must request prior approval from the Service to use the 
MTDC base instead of the base identified in our approved indirect cost rate 
agreement, and that Service approval of such a request will be based on: 1) a 
determination that our approved base is only a subset of the MTDC (such as salaries 
and wages); and 2) that use of the MTDC base will still result in a reduction of the 
total indirect costs to be charged to the award.  In accordance with 2 CFR 200.405, 
we understand that indirect costs not recovered due to a voluntary reduction to our 
federally negotiated rate are not allowable for recovery via any other means. 
7. A [insert your organization type] that will charge all costs directly. 

 
All applicants are hereby notified of the following: 

• Recipients without an approved indirect cost rate are prohibited from charging 
indirect costs to a Federal award.  Accepting the 10% de minimus rate as a condition 
of award is an approved rate. 

• Failure to establish an approved rate during the award period renders all costs 
otherwise allocable as indirect costs unallowable under the award. 

• Only the indirect costs calculated against the Federal portion of the total direct costs 
may be charged to the Federal award.  Recipients may not charge to their Service 
award any indirect costs calculated against the portion of total direct costs charged to 
themselves or charged to any other project partner, Federal and non-Federal alike.   

• Recipients must have prior written approval from the Service to transfer unallowable 
indirect costs to amounts budgeted for direct costs or to satisfy cost-sharing or 
matching requirements under the award. 

• Recipients are prohibited from shifting unallowable indirect costs to another Federal 
award unless specifically authorized to do so by legislation.” 
 

Applicants who are individuals applying for funds separate from a business or non-profit 
organization he/she may operate are not eligible to charge indirect costs to their award.  If 
you are an individual applying for funding, do not include any indirect costs in your proposed 
budget.     

 
For more information on indirect cost rates, see the Service’s Indirect Costs and Negotiated 
Indirect Cost Rate Agreements guidance document on the Internet at 
http://www.fws.gov/grants/. 
 
Negotiating an Indirect Cost Rate with the Department of the Interior: Entities that do 
not have a NICRA must first have an open, active Federal award before they can submit an 
indirect cost rate proposal to their cognizant agency.  The Federal awarding agency that 
provides the largest amount of direct funding to your organization is your cognizant agency, 
unless otherwise assigned by the White House Office of Management and Budget (OMB).  If 
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the Department of the Interior is your cognizant agency, your indirect cost rate will be 
negotiated by the Interior Business Center (IBC).  For more information, contact the IBC at: 

Indirect Cost Services 
Acquisition Services Directorate, Interior Business Center 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
2180 Harvard Street, Suite 430 
Sacramento, CA 95815 
Phone: 916-566-7111 
Email: ics@nbc.gov 
Internet address: http://www.doi.gov/ibc/services/Indirect_Cost_Services/index.cfm 

 
E. Single Audit Reporting Statements: As required in Title 2 of the Code of Federal 

Regulations Part 200, Subpart F, all U.S. states, local governments, federally-recognized 
Indian tribal governments, and non-profit organizations expending $750,000 USD or more in 
Federal award funds in a fiscal year must submit a Single Audit report for that year through 
the Federal Audit Clearinghouse’s Internet Data Entry System.  All U.S. state, local 
government, federally-recognized Indian tribal government and non-profit applicants must 
provide a statement regarding if your organization was/was not required to submit a Single 
Audit report for the organization’s most recently closed fiscal year and, if so, state if that 
report is available on the Federal Audit Clearinghouse Single Audit Database website 
(http://harvester.census.gov/sac/) and provide the EIN under which that report was submitted.  
Include these statements at the end of the Project Narrative in a section titled “Single Audit 
Reporting Statements”.   

 
F. Assurances: Include the appropriate signed and dated Assurances form available online at 

http://apply07.grants.gov/apply/FormLinks?family=15.  Use the Assurances for 
Construction Programs (SF 424D) for construction and land acquisition projects.  Use the 
Assurances for Non-Construction Programs (SF 424B) for all other projects.   Signing this 
form does not mean that all items on the form are applicable.  The form contains language 
that states that some of the assurances may not be applicable to your organization and/or your 
project or program. 
 

G. Certification and Disclosure of Lobbying Activities: Under Title 31 of the United States 
Code, Section 1352, an applicant or recipient must not use any federally appropriated funds 
(both annually appropriated and continuing appropriations) or matching funds under a grant 
or cooperative agreement award to pay any person for lobbying in connection with the 
award.  Lobbying is defined as influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee 
of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee 
of a Member of Congress connection with the award.  Submission of an application also 
represents the applicant’s certification of the statements in 43 CFR Part 18, Appendix A-
Certification Regarding Lobbying.  If you/your organization have/has made or agrees to 
make any payment using non-appropriated funds for lobbying in connection with this 
proposal AND the Federal share exceeds $100,000, complete and submit the SF LLL, 
Disclosure of Lobbying Activities form.  See 43 CFR, Subpart 18.100 for more information 
on when additional submission of this form is required. 
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H. Conflict of Interest Disclosures: Applicants must notify the Service in writing of any actual 
or potential conflicts of interest that are known at the time of application or that may arise 
during the life of this award, in the event an award is made.  Conflicts of interest include any 
relationship or matter which might place the recipient, the recipient’s employees, or the 
recipient’s subrecipients in a position of conflict, real or apparent, between their 
responsibilities under the award and any other outside interests.  Conflicts of interest may 
also include, but are not limited to, direct or indirect financial interests, close personal 
relationships, positions of trust in outside organizations, consideration of future employment 
arrangements with a different organization, or decision-making affecting the award that 
would cause a reasonable person with knowledge of the relevant facts to question the 
impartiality of the applicant, the applicant’s employees, or the applicant’s future 
subrecipients in the matter.  Upon receipt of such a notice, the Service Project Officer in 
consultation with their Ethics Counselor will determine if a conflict of interest exists and, if 
so, if there are any possible actions to be taken by the applicant to reduce or resolve the 
conflict.  Failure to resolve conflicts of interest in a manner that satisfies the Service may 
result in the project not being select for funding.      
 

Application Checklist 

□ SF 424, Application for Federal Assistance: A complete, signed and dated SF 424, SF 
424-Mandatory, or SF 424-Individual form. 

□ Project narrative 
□ Single Audit Reporting statement: If a U.S. state, local government, federally-

recognized Indian tribal government, or non-profit organization, statements regarding 
applicability of and compliance with Single Audit reporting requirements. 

□ SF 424 budget form: A complete SF 424A or SF 424C Budget Information form. 
□ Budget justification  
□ Federally-funded equipment list: If Federally-funded equipment will be used for the 

project, a list of that equipment.  
□ NICRA: When applicable, a copy of the organization’s current Negotiated Indirect Cost 

Rate Agreement.  
□ SF 424 Assurances form: Signed and dated SF 424B or SF 424D Assurances form. 
□ SF LLL form: If applicable, completed SF-LLL Disclosure of Lobbying Activities form. 
□ Conflict of Interest statement, when applicable. 

 
Failure to provide complete information may cause delays, postponement, or rejection of the 
application.   
 
 
 
 
V. Submission Instructions 
SUBMISSION DEADLINE: 
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“Traditional” Conservation Grants: Service Regional Offices will independently set 
submission dates and times for the “Traditional” Conservation Grant Program.  You should 
contact the Regional Program Coordinator listed in Section VIII (Agency Contacts) for further 
information regarding “Traditional” Conservation Grant submission dates and times.  
 
Nontraditional Grants: Grant project proposals submitted by hardcopy must be received by the 
appropriate Regional Program Coordinator listed in Section VIII by March 18, 2016.  The 
proposals must be received at the appropriate office by 5:00 pm in that time zone.  To confirm 
the receipt of your proposal, you must contact the Regional Program Coordinator listed in 
Section VIII.   
 
Grant project proposals submitted electronically through the Grants.gov internet site must be 
received by March 18, 2016.  Applicants will receive notice electronically through Grants.gov to 
confirm receipt of the proposal.  Applicants are responsible for ensuring proposals are 
successfully submitted via Grants.gov.  If applicants do not receive a confirmation receipt, they 
should seek assistance from support staff at Grants.gov by visiting 
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/support.html or by calling 1-800-518-4726.  Proposals not 
received by the date provided above will not be reviewed nor considered as eligible for the 
competition. 
 
Intergovernmental Review: Before submitting an application, U.S. state and local government 
applicants should visit the following website (http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/grants_spoc/) to 
determine whether their application is subject to the state intergovernmental review process 
under Executive Order (E.O.) 12372 “Intergovernmental review of Federal Programs.”  E.O. 
12372 was issued to foster the intergovernmental partnership and strengthen federalism by 
relying on state and local processes for the coordination and review of proposed Federal financial 
assistance and direct Federal development.  The E.O. allows each state to designate an entity to 
perform this function.  The official list of designated entities is posted on the website.  Contact 
your state’s designated entity for more information on the process the state requires to be 
followed when applying for assistance.  States that do not have a designated entity listed on the 
website have chosen not to participate in the review process.   
   
While the Service will accept both hard copy and electronic submissions of proposals, we 
strongly encourage States and Territories to submit their applications electronically through 
www.Grants.gov.  Electronic submission will facilitate in the timely review and processing of 
applications and assist the Service in meeting its goal to obligate CESCF/Section 6 funds within 
120 days of the award announcement.  Applications must be submitted electronically through 
www.Grants.gov or by mail to the appropriate Regional Office as indicated in Section VIII.  We 
will ONLY accept electronic applications that are submitted through the Grants.gov Internet site.  
We will not accept any other form of electronic application.  
 
Download the Application Package linked to this Funding Opportunity on Grants.gov to begin 
the application process.  Downloading and saving the Application Package to your computer 
makes the required government-wide standard forms fillable and printable.  Please select ONE 
of the submission options described below. 
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To submit an application by mail: 
For hard copy application submissions, your project proposal must: 1) not be bound in any 
manner (except by a single binder clip); 2) not be submitted by facsimile; 3) be printed on only 
one side of the paper; 4) include page numbers; 5) not include any paper larger than 8.5 by 11 
inches; 6) include one signed original and two signed copies of the Application for Federal 
Assistance (SF 424) and supporting information; 7) be received by the appropriate Regional 
Office listed in Section VIII by March 18, 2016. 
 
To submit an application through Grants.gov: 
For electronic application submission through the Grants.gov internet site (www.grants.gov), you 
must follow all instructions provided by Grants.gov to ensure that your electronic application is 
received by March 18, 2016.  We will ONLY accept electronic applications that are submitted 
through the Grants.gov internet site.  We will not accept any other form of electronic application.  
For applicants that intend to apply electronically through Grants.gov, we highly recommend that 
you begin your application process well in advance of the closing date for submission of 
applications.  The application process through Grants.gov requires that applicants complete a 
registration process and requires that all materials submitted are completely and accurately filled 
out.  Registration can take between three to five business days, or as long as two weeks if all 
steps are not completed in a timely manner.   
 
Important note on Grants.gov application attachment file names: Please do not assign 
application attachments file names longer than 20 characters, including spaces.  Assigning file 
names longer than 20 characters will create issues in the automatic interface between Grants.gov 
and the Service’s financial assistance management system. 
 
We encourage you to contact the Regional Program Coordinator listed in Section VIII prior to 
submitting a project proposal if you have questions regarding what information must be 
submitted with the project proposal.  An incomplete proposal will not be considered for funding 
 
VI. Application Review  
 
Criteria: To be considered for funding, applications must be submitted by a State agency with 
an approved cooperative agreement with the Secretary of the Interior.  Individual project 
proposals will compete with other State submissions for funding.  
 
The project selection process for “Traditional” Conservation Grants is generally conducted by 
Service Ecological Services staff in conjunction with the States.  
 
The following ranking criteria will be used by Regional Office staff to evaluate Nontraditional 
grant project proposals.  Proposals should be submitted with the ranking criteria, as 
described below, in mind.  Project narratives that clearly address the specific ranking 
criteria in an organized manner will facilitate proposal review and scoring.  
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HABITAT CONSERVATION PLANNING ASSISTANCE PROGRAM  
 FISCAL YEAR 2016 EVALUATION FORM 
 
FWS Regional Staff:  Please fill out this form completely.  You may attach additional written 
explanations for the categories in this form if the space provided is inadequate. 
 
Project Title___________________________________________________________________ 

Region _____                                

State(s) _______________________________________________________________________                                

HCP name (As entered in ECOS) __________________________________________________                                                                                                             

Service contact for more information________________________________________________                                                                                           

Estimated total cost of proposal ____________________________________________________                                                      

Percent of cost to be borne by non-Federal entities (list by entity and % of cost) _____________                                                       

Amount of funding requested (total cost minus the non-Federal match)___________________                                         

Regional priority points for this proposal* _____ (0 – 25 points) 

* Each Region will have 25 points to distribute to the eligible Habitat Conservation Planning 
Assistance grant proposals.  That is, 25 points for all eligible proposals, not for each eligible 
proposal.  The 25 points may be applied to grant proposal scores in any amount deemed 
appropriate by the Regional Director to reflect the Service and State priorities for funding.  
Please consider project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change when 
applying these discretionary points. 
 
Justification for Regional priority_________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

Total points available = 100 points + ____ Regional priority pts (maximum 125 points) 
 
SPECIES BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the proposal will be to listed and 
unlisted species proposed to be covered by the HCP.  A covered species is any species (listed or 
unlisted) that is proposed to be identified on the section 10(a)(1)(B) permit. 
 
Federally listed species are defined as those species listed as threatened or endangered by the 
Federal Government through section 4 of the Endangered Species Act.  Unlisted species include 
candidate, proposed, State listed and all other species. 
 



Page 19 of 50 
 

 
1) Planning efforts that will benefit more species will score higher.  Both listed and unlisted 
species that are proposed to be covered by the HCP will be considered.  
 
Score:  Number of species proposed to be covered by the HCP (listed on the permit) (provides 
more weight for including unlisted species) (15 pts maximum) 
 
  ___ 1 species (1 pt) 
  ___ 2-5 species (5 pts) 

___ 6-10 species (10 pts) 
  ___ 11+ species (15 pts) 

 
2) Planning efforts for HCPs that will provide greater benefit to covered species (both listed and 
unlisted) will score higher.  This factor should be scored based on benefits to the individual 
species as opposed to the aggregate.  HCP planning efforts with a focus on climate change 
adaptation should be addressed here to identify the conservation benefits to be derived by 
avoiding or offsetting climate change impacts, thereby reducing or eliminating the threats to 
species proposed to be covered.   
 
High benefit to conservation: The benefits to species will be considered high, if through the 
HCP planning effort,  
• 75% or greater of the species’ range-wide habitat or an essential piece of habitat will be 

protected; or 
• a major population necessary for recovery may be protected; or 
• a source population that provides individuals for future emigration is protected; or 
• major threats to the species will be eliminated. 
 
Low benefit to conservation: The benefits to species will be considered low, if through the HCP 
planning effort, only a small percentage (20% or less) of the species’ range-wide habitat will be 
protected, individual populations(s) to be covered contribute little to the overall recovery of the 
species, and/or threats to the covered species are not imminent.     
 
To facilitate in the review process, you may consider including a table identifying ALL of the 
species proposed to be covered by the HCP, the expected benefit to the species, the degree of 
benefit (low, medium, high,) and justification for the degree of benefit designated.  An example 
is shown below. 
 
 
 
 

Justification (identify species): 
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Score: Amount of benefit the HCP will potentially provide to species proposed to be covered.  
(To score maximum points, the applicant must document that the HCP will potentially result in a 
major benefit to at least one species. 15 pts maximum) 
 
  ___ Low benefit to conservation (5 pt) 

___ Medium benefit to conservation (10 pts) 
  ___ High benefit to conservation (15 pts) 
 
Covered Species Expected Benefit Degree of Benefit 

(low, medium, high) 
Justification 
 

   
 

 

 
Total points for species benefits (sum of 1-2): ________      
                      
 
ECOSYSTEM BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the proposed HCP will be for the 
covered species (listed and unlisted.)  
 
3)  Lands that require little or no management to provide benefits for covered species will score 
higher in this evaluation factor.  The level of management expected to be necessary is based on 
an evaluation of the biotic and abiotic components and ecological processes.  Biotic factors 
include the structure and composition of plant and animal communities.  Abiotic factors include 
soil, hydrology, natural topography, and salinity gradients.  Ecological processes include 
succession, trophic energy flows, and disturbance regimes.  
 
 
Score:  When considered in the context of the surrounding landscape, the HCP plan area contains                                        
________ of the naturally occurring biotic and abiotic components and ecological processes 
necessary to maintain a fully functioning ecosystem that contains the habitat necessary to support 
the covered species and other non-covered species associated with that ecosystem. (15 pts 
maximum) 
 
 
 

Justification: 
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More points will be awarded for HCP plan areas with fully-functioning ecosystems that will 
require little or no restoration/management to benefit the covered species. 
 

            None: few ecological processes intact and/or substantial restoration needed (0 pts) 
            Some/Most: most core ecological processes intact (8 pts) 
            All: pristine ecological processes intact (15 pts) 

 
4) Plan areas for developing HCPs that cover a large area are more likely to consider landscape-
level or ecosystem-level planning issues.  This type of regional planning benefits numerous 
species within an ecosystem while streamlining ESA compliance for the smaller landowners 
within the planning area. 
 
Score:  Size of plan area to be covered by the HCP (provides more weight for large plan areas) 
(15 pts maximum) 
  ___ 0-100 acres (1 pt) 
  ___ 101-1,000 acres (5 pts) 

___ 1,001-10,000 acres (10 pts) 
  ___ 10,001+ acres (15 pts) 
 
Total points for ecosystem benefits (sum of 3-4):________                            
 
 
FOSTERING HCP PARTNERSHIPS 
 
The purpose of this section is to emphasize the importance of involving stakeholders in the 
development of the HCP.  This section includes consideration of the number of partners and the 
amount of cost share contributions. 
 
5) Proposals with a larger number of stakeholders involved in the development of the HCP will 
score higher.  Stakeholders are public or private entities that will play a significant role in the 
development of the HCP, that is, entities that participate on the HCP steering committee or that 
will make a contribution in the scoping for, and preparation of, the HCP.  The Service, the State 
agency applying for the grant, and consultants or consulting firms who are preparing the HCP 
should not be counted.  Please identify each stakeholder as well as the specific contribution to 
be made by each stakeholder.  To facilitate in the review process, you may consider using a chart 
similar to the example provided below.  Please note: points will not be awarded for stakeholders 
listed without identifying their specific contributions to the project.   

Justification: 
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Score: Number of stakeholders involved in the development of the HCP.  (20 pts maximum) 
 

___ 1-5 stakeholders (5 pts)  
___ 6-10 stakeholders (10 pts) 
___ Greater than 10 stakeholders (20 pts)  
 

Stakeholder/Partner Name Role Contribution (cash or in-kind) 
 
 

 
 

 
 

   
6) Commitment to the successful development of an HCP can be evidenced by cost share 
contributions.  Cost share is the percent of the total project cost that will be provided by non-
Federal partners.  Proposals that include a greater than minimum cost share contribution will be 
ranked higher.  When both the State and local governments are involved, cost sharing by both 
governments is preferred. 
 
Score: Percentage of cost share provided by non-Federal partners.  Rounding of the dollar 
amounts and/or percentages is not acceptable to meet the minimum cost share requirement or to 
receive additional points on the evaluation form.  (12 pts maximum) 
 

____Minimum 25% (or 10% where two or more States are involved, or 0% (up to 
$200,000) for identified Insular Areas) (0 pts) 

____Each additional 5% (2 pts) 
 
Total points for HCP partnerships (sum of 5-6): ___________                      
 
 
DELIVERY OR COMPLETION 
 
This section is to recognize proposals that will result in the initiation or completion of planning 
activities as well as plans that include discrete activities which can be completed within one year.   
 
7) Proposals to initiate planning for a new HCP or to complete an HCP already under 
development will score higher.   
 
Proposals that involve ongoing projects may not claim initiation or finalization points if these 

List each stakeholder and specifically describe the stakeholder’s role in development of the 
HCP: 
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points were claimed in proposals selected for funding in previous fiscal years.  For example, if a 
funded project received points for initiating or finalizing the planning process in FY2015, a 
proposal for the same HCP cannot claim these points again in FY2016.    
 
Score: Initiation or completion of the planning process. (4 pts maximum) 

___ is instrumental in initiating a planning process (4 pt) 
___ finalizes a planning process (4 pts) 

 
8) Activities which can be completed within one year, as opposed to the completion of the entire 
HCP over multiple years, will score higher.  Each discrete activity included in the proposal must 
have an identified starting point and end point.  Discrete activities include developing public 
outreach brochures, gathering baseline data for an HCP, or preparation of a draft HCP.  ALL 
discrete activities identified in the proposal for which funding is sought must be completed in 
one year to receive points in this category.  It is NOT sufficient for one or more discrete 
activities to be completed in one year with other identified discrete activities being completed in 
subsequent years, if funding for those additional activities is being sought through this proposal. 
 
For proposals involving ongoing projects, a State may not claim these points if a previously 
funded phase of the project claimed the points and failed to complete ALL of the activities 
associated with that grant within the one year period.  For example, if a proposal received these 
points in FY 2013 and failed to complete the associated tasks by December 2014, a State cannot 
claim these four points for the same planning effort in FY 2016.  (4 pts maximum)  
 

___ The activity(ies) for which funding is requested cannot be completed within 1 
year (0 pts) 
___ The activity(ies) for which funding is requested can be completed within 1 
year (4 pts) 

 
One year, for the purposes of this grant program, is defined as the close of the calendar year 
subsequent to the calendar year in which funding was appropriated.  For example, for funding 
appropriated in fiscal year 2016, ALL discrete activities for which funding is sought must be 
completed by December 31, 2017, in order to receive the additional points in this category.  

Total points for Delivery (sum of 7-8): ________  
      
TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROPOSAL (sum of 1-8 above): ________                           

Justification: 
    

Justification: 
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HCP LAND ACQUISITION PROGRAM 
FISCAL YEAR 2016 EVALUATION FORM 

 
FWS Regional Staff:  Please fill out this form completely. You may attach additional written 
explanations for the categories in this form if the space provided is inadequate. 
 
 Single Species HCP Land Acquisition project 
 
Project Title___________________________________________________________________ 

Region _____                                 

State(s) _______________________________________________________________________                                

HCP name (As entered in ECOS) __________________________________________________                                                                                                            

Permit number ____________________                                            

Service contact for more information________________________________________________                                                                                             

Acreage of land acquisition (break down acreage by parcel if more than one parcel is proposed 

for acquisition) _________________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                

Estimated total cost of land acquisition (including management) __________________________                                                   

Percent of cost to be borne by non-Federal entities (list by entity and % of cost) _____________                                                      

Amount of funding requested (total cost minus the non-Federal match) (break down by parcel if 

more than one is proposed for acquisition) ___________________________________________                                                                                     

Regional priority points for this proposal* _____ (0 – 25 points) 

* Each Region will have 25 points to distribute to the eligible Habitat Conservation Plan Land 
Acquisition grant proposals.  That is, 25 points for all eligible proposals, not for each eligible 
proposal. The 25 points may be applied to grant proposal scores in any amount deemed 
appropriate by the Regional Director to reflect the Service and State priorities for funding.  
Please consider project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change when 
applying these discretionary points. 
 
Justification for Regional priority___________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Total points available = 100 points + ____ Regional priority pts (maximum 125 points) 
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SPECIES BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the land acquisition will be for listed 
and unlisted species covered by the HCP.  Federally listed species are defined as those species 
listed as threatened or endangered by the Federal Government through Section 4 of the 
Endangered Species Act.  Unlisted species include candidate, proposed, State listed and all other 
species.  A covered species is any species (listed or unlisted) that is identified on the section 
10(a)(1)(B) permit.  
 
Listed Species 
1)  Acquisitions that benefit more covered listed species will score higher.  Only those federally 
listed threatened or endangered species that are covered in the HCP and will benefit from the 
proposed land acquisition should be counted.  Listed species that are expected to benefit from the 
land acquisition but not covered by the permit should not be counted. 
 
Score:  Number of federally listed species covered by the HCP (listed on the permit) that will 
benefit from the specific land acquisition identified in this proposal. Species benefit must be tied 
to the specific parcels, or grouping of parcels, proposed for acquisition.  Please note, species 
listed here must also be considered in ranking factor two along with the degree of expected 
benefit to the species.  (15 points maximum)  
 

           1 species (1 pt) 
           2-5 species (5 pts) 

            6-10 species (10 pts) 
           11+ species (15 pts) 

 
 
2)  Acquisitions that provide greater benefit to covered listed species will score higher.  HCP 
land acquisition projects with a focus on climate change adaptation should be addressed here to 
identify the conservation benefits to be derived by avoiding or offsetting climate change impacts, 
thereby reducing or eliminating threats to listed species covered by the HCP.   
 
The benefit to covered listed species will be considered major if, if through the acquisition:  
• 75% or greater of the species’ range-wide habitat or an essential piece of habitat will be 

protected; or 
• a major population necessary for recovery may be protected; or 
• a source population that provides individuals for future emigration is protected; or 
• major threats to the species will be eliminated  
 

Justification (identify species): 
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The benefit to covered listed species will be considered minor if, through the acquisition:  
• 20% or less of the species’ range-wide habitat will be protected,  individual 

populations(s) contribute little to the overall recovery of the species, and/or threats to the 
covered species are not imminent.       

 
To facilitate in the review process, you may consider including a table identifying  EACH of the 
covered listed species expected to benefit from the acquisition, the expected magnitude of the 
benefit (major or minor), and a  justification for the degree of benefit designated.  An example is 
provided below. 
 
For proposals including multiple species, the majority (more than 50%) of the benefits to species 
must be shown and justified as major in order to score the full 15 points under this ranking 
criterion.  For example, a proposal covering five listed species must include justifications 
showing major benefits (as defined above) to at least three of the five species in order to score 
the full 15 points.   
 
Score:  Magnitude of benefits for listed species covered by the HCP (listed on the permit) that 
will result from the land acquisition. (15 points maximum) 
 

          Mostly minor benefits will result for the listed species (1 pt) 
          A combination of major and minor benefits will result for the listed species (10 pts) 
          Mostly major benefits will result for more than half of the listed species (15 pts) 
 

Covered Listed 
Species 

Expected Benefit Degree of Benefit 
(major or minor) 

Justification 
 

   
 

 

 
 

Unlisted Species   
3)  Only acquisitions that benefit more covered unlisted species will score higher.  Unlisted 
species include species proposed for Federal listing, candidates for Federal listing, State listed 
species, and other species not federally listed as threatened or endangered.  Unlisted species that 
are expected to benefit from the land acquisition but are not covered by the permit should not be 
counted. 
 
 
 
Score:  Number of unlisted (including State-listed species), proposed and candidate species for 
Federal listing covered by the HCP (listed on the permit) that will benefit from the land 
acquisition. Species benefit must be tied to the specific parcels, or grouping of parcels, proposed 

Justification: 
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for acquisition.  Please note, species listed here must also be considered in ranking factor 4 along 
with the degree of expected benefit to the species. (10 points maximum) 
 

           0 species (0 pts) - Skip to Question 5 
           1-5 species (3 pts) 

            6-10 species (6 pts) 
           11+ species (10 pts) 

4)  Acquisitions that provide greater benefit to unlisted covered species will score higher.  HCP 
land acquisition projects with a focus on climate change adaptation should be addressed here to 
identify the conservation benefits to be derived by avoiding or offsetting climate change impacts, 
thereby reducing or eliminating threats to unlisted species covered by the HCP.   
 
The benefit to covered unlisted species will be considered major if, if through the acquisition:  
• 75% or greater of the species’ range-wide habitat or an essential piece of habitat will be 

protected; or 
• a major population necessary for recovery may be protected; or 
• a source population that provides surplus individuals for future emigration is protected; or 
• major threats to the species will be eliminated  
 
The benefit to covered unlisted species will be considered minor if, through the acquisition:  

• 20% or less of the species’ range-wide habitat will be protected, individual populations(s) 
contribute little to the overall recovery of the species, and/or threats to the covered 
species are not imminent.       

 
To facilitate in the review process, you may consider including a table identifying EACH of the 
covered unlisted species expected to benefit from the acquisition, the expected magnitude of the 
benefit (major or minor), and justification for the degree of benefit designated.  An example is 
provided below. 
 
For proposals including multiple species, the majority (more than 50%) of the benefits to species 
must be shown and justified as major in order to score the full 15 points under this ranking 
criterion.  For example, a proposal covering five unlisted species must include justifications 
showing major benefits (as defined above) to at least three of the five species in order to score 
the full 15 points.   
 
 
 
 
Score: Magnitude of species benefits for unlisted species covered by the HCP (listed on the 
permit). (10 points maximum) 
 

Justification (identify species): 
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           Mostly minor benefits will result for the unlisted species (1 pt) 
           A combination of major and minor benefits will result for unlisted species (6 pts) 
           Mostly major benefits will result for more than half of the unlisted species (10 pts) 
 

Covered Listed 
Species 

Expected Benefit Degree of Benefit 
(major or minor) 

Justification 
 

   
 

 

 
Total points for species benefits (sum of 1-4):______________  
 
 
 
 
ECOSYSTEM BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the land acquisition will be for the 
covered listed and unlisted species.  
 
5)  Lands that require little or no management to provide benefits for covered species will score 
higher in this evaluation factor.  This habitat can include occupied or suitable unoccupied habitat.  
The level of management expected to be necessary is based on an evaluation of the biotic and 
abiotic components and ecological processes.  Biotic factors include the structure and 
composition of plant and animal communities.  Abiotic factors include soil, hydrology, natural 
topography, and salinity gradients.  Ecological processes include succession, trophic energy 
flows, and disturbance regimes.  
 
Score: When considered in the context of the surrounding landscape, the land targeted for 
acquisition contains              of the naturally occurring biotic and abiotic components and 
ecological processes necessary to maintain a fully functioning ecosystem that contains the habitat 
necessary to support the covered species associated with that ecosystem.  (15 points maximum) 
 
More points will be awarded for acquisition areas containing fully-functioning ecosystems that 
will require little or no restoration/management to benefit the covered species. 
 

            None: few ecological processes intact and/or substantial restoration needed (0 pts) 
            Some/Most: most core ecological processes intact (8 pts) 
            All: pristine ecological processes intact (15 pts) 

Justification: 
 

Justification: 
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6)  Land acquisitions that fill in critical components for land protection will score higher (e.g., 
lands that link two preserves together to reduce habitat fragmentation). HCP land acquisition 
projects with a focus on climate change adaptation should be addressed here to identify the 
conservation benefits to be derived through acquisition of the property in support of covered 
(listed on the permit) listed and unlisted species. 
 
Score:  Do the lands proposed for acquisition fill a critical void in the matrix of protected 
lands, such as a connection between protected areas or protection of a core population area? A 
justification must be included for each species for which the applicant is seeking points (15 
points maximum) 
 

            To some degree for at least one listed species covered by the HCP (listed on the 
permit) (5 pts) 
            To a great degree for one listed species and some degree for one or more listed or 
unlisted species covered by the HCP (listed on the permit) (10 pts) 
            To a great degree for more than two species covered by the HCP (listed on the 
permit) (15 pts) 
 
 

                            
 

Total points for ecosystem benefits (sum of 5-6):________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
FOSTERING HCP PARTNERSHIPS 
 
The purpose of this section is to emphasize the importance of partners in significantly 
contributing to implementation of the HCP.  This section includes consideration of the number of 
partners and amount of cost share contributions.  
 
7) Proposals with a larger number of significant partners involved in the HCP will score higher.  
A significant partner is a public or private entity that is a significant player in the implementation 
of the HCP.  For example, they are signatories to an implementing agreement, are signatories to 
some other agreement regarding participation in implementation, or received their own section 

Justification: 
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10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit.  Subpermittees or entities receiving certificates of inclusion 
are not significant partners to an HCP; however, they typically make a contribution toward 
implementation in return for receiving the benefits of incidental take authorization.  If an entity 
that is receiving incidental take authorization is also contributing toward the proposed land 
acquisition, an additional point is accrued.  The Service and the State agency applying for the 
grant should not be counted. 
 
Please identify each partner as well as the specific contribution to be made by each partner.  To 
facilitate in the review process, you may consider using chart similar to the example provided 
below.  Please note: points not will be awarded for partners listed without identifying their 
specific contributions to the project.   
      
Score: Number of significant partners involved in the implementation of the HCP.  (8 points 
maximum) 

            1-5 significant partners (1 point) 
            1-5 significant partners with contributions toward implementation of the HCP 
from non-significant partners (subpermittees or entities receiving certificates of inclusion 
and making a monetary contribution toward HCP implementation) (5 points)  
            Greater than 5 significant partners (8 points) 

 
 

 
 
8) Commitment to a successful HCP Land Acquisition project can be evidenced by cost share 
contributions.  Cost share is the percent of the total project cost that will be provided by non-
Federal partners.  Proposals that include a greater than minimum cost share contribution will be 
ranked higher.   
 
Score: Percentage of cost share provided by non-Federal partners.  Rounding of the dollar 
amounts and/or percentages is not acceptable to meet the minimum cost share requirement or to 
receive additional points on the evaluation form. (12 points maximum) 
 

____Minimum 25% (or 10% where two or more States are involved, or 0% (up to 
$200,000) for identified Insular Areas) (0 pts) 

Stakeholder/Partner Name Role Contribution (cash or in-kind) 
 
 

 
 

 
 

List each significant partner and describe in detail the significant partner’s role in 
implementing the HCP: 
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____Each additional 5% (2 pts) 
 
Total points for HCP partnerships (sum of 7-8): ___________                      
 
TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROPOSAL (sum of 1-8 above): ____________                          
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RECOVERY LAND ACQUISITION PROGRAM 
 FISCAL YEAR 2016 EVALUATION FORM 
 
FWS Regional Staff:  Please fill out this form completely. You may attach additional written 
explanations for the categories in this form if the space provided is inadequate. 
 
Project Title___________________________________________________________________ 

Region _______                             

State(s) _______________________________________________________________________                                

Service contact for more information _______________________________________________                                                                                               

Acreage of land acquisition (break down acreage by parcel if more than one parcel is proposed 

for acquisition) _________________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                

Estimated total cost of the proposed project (i.e., Federal and non-Federal portions) __________                       

Percent of cost to be borne by non-Federal entities (list by entity and % of cost) _____________                                                      

Amount of funding requested (total cost minus the non-Federal match) (break down by parcel if 

more than one is proposed for acquisition) ___________________________________________                                                                                     

Regional priority points for this proposal* _____ (0 – 25 points) 

* Each Region will have 25 points to distribute to the eligible Recovery Land Acquisition grant 
proposals.  That is, 25 points for all eligible proposals, not for each eligible proposal.  The 25 
points may be applied to grant proposal scores in any amount deemed appropriate by the 
Regional Director to reflect the Service and State priorities for funding.  Please consider project 
readiness and conservation in the context of climate change when applying these discretionary 
points. 
 
Justification for Regional priority_________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

Total points available = 100 points + ____ Regional priority pts (maximum 125 points) 
 
 
SPECIES BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the land acquisition will be for listed 
and candidate species.  Federally listed species are defined as those species listed as threatened 
or endangered by the Federal Government through section 4 of the Endangered Species Act.  
Unlisted species include candidate, proposed, State listed and all other species. 
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1)  Listed species benefits.  The extent to which the habitat acquisition contributes to recovery.  
This factor should be scored based on benefits to the individual species as opposed to the 
aggregate.  Consideration should be given to the magnitude of the benefit in terms of the 
proportion of the species range/area encompassed by the acquisition, the contribution to stated 
recovery goals, and whether the acquisition will allow for delisting or downlisting of a listed 
species.  To score 20 points, the applicant must document that the proposal will potentially result 
in a high benefit to recovery of at least one listed species.  A justification must be provided for 
each species covered by the proposal.   (20 pts maximum) 
         

___ Low benefit to recovery (acquisition will provide habitat that is currently 
unoccupied) (5 pts) 
___ Medium benefit to recovery (acquisition is necessary to avoid a significant decline of 
the taxon {due to loss of habitat, increased threats, etc.}) (10 pts) 
___ High benefit to recovery (acquisition is necessary to avoid extinction within the next 
five years, or the acquisition will assist the taxon achieve its recovery criteria within the 
next five years) (20 pts) 

2)  Listed species recovery priority number.  For those listed species that will benefit from the 
proposed acquisition that do not currently have an assigned priority number, you may calculate 
the appropriate number using the guidance provided in the Federal Register on September 21, 
1983 (Pgs.,43098 - 43105, Vol. 48. No. 184 and Correction in FR notice of Nov. 15, 1983 Pg., 
51985, Vol. 48. No. 221) (22 pts maximum) 
 
 ____ 1 to 3 (10 pts) 
 ____ 4 to 8 (5 pts) 
 ____ 9 to 13 (2 pts) 
 ____ 14 to18 (1 pt) 

 
3)  Number of species benefitted (listed and candidate only; at least one listed species must 
benefit).  Draft recovery plans may only be considered if a Notice of Availability for the draft 
plan has been published in the Federal Register.  (20 pts maximum) 
 

___ Species with final recovery plans (8 pts for each species with a final plan) 
___ Species with draft recovery plans (4 pts for each species with a draft plan) 
___ Listed (without draft or final recovery plan) or candidate species (2 pts for each 
species) 

 

Justification: 
 
 

Identify species and priority number assigned: 
 



Page 34 of 50 
 

Total points for species benefits (sum of 1-3):                              
ECOSYSTEM BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the proposed land acquisition will be for 
the listed, unlisted (including State-listed species), proposed and candidate species. Recovery  
land acquisition projects with a focus on climate change adaptation should be addressed here to 
identify the conservation benefits to be derived through acquisition of the property in support of 
listed, unlisted (including State-listed species), proposed and candidate species. 
 
4)  Ecosystem benefits (20 pts maximum) 
 

Function 
___ Habitat fills a critical role in the life cycle of the primary species for which 
the land is acquired (8 pts) 
___ Habitat requires little or no management to provide benefits to the primary 
species (4 pts) 

 
Connectivity  

___ Habitat links two existing protected areas together or is adjacent to existing 
protected areas, to reduce habitat fragmentation (8 pts) 

 
Total points for ecosystem benefits (sum of 4): _____________                            
   
COST SHARE CONTRIBUTIONS 
 
5)  Amount of cost share.  A minimum of twenty-five percent in non-Federal cost share is 
required.  If two or more States or Territories are contributors, the non-Federal cost share 
decreases to 10 percent.  To be eligible for this reduction, each State must actively participate 
and each State’s contribution must be described, e.g., an action in a recovery plan for a species of 
multi-State concern, in which two or more States or Territories are actively participating in 
recovery actions.  Rounding of the dollar amounts and/or percentages is not acceptable to meet 
the minimum cost share requirement or to receive additional points on the evaluation form. (18 
pts maximum)   
 

____Minimum 25% (or 10% where two or more States are involved, or 0% (up to 
$200,000) for identified Insular Areas) (0 pts) 

____Each additional 5% (2 pts) 
 
Total points for cost share contributions (sum of 5): _____________                            
 
TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROPOSAL (sum of 1-5 above):  _____________  
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Review and Selection Process:  
 
Proposals submitted for consideration in the “Traditional” Conservation Grants program will be 
reviewed by representatives from our Regional Offices (see VIII. Agency Contacts) and award 
selections will be made by the Regional Directors. 
 
Recovery Land Acquisition proposals will compete at a regional level for funding.  Within each 
Region, Service representatives will assess the applications and make funding recommendations 
to the Service’s Regional Director.  The Regional Director will use the recommendations in 
selecting projects, although geographic distribution of projects, the amount of funding requested 
for a project compared with the total amount of funding available, project readiness, and other 
such factors may also be considered.  The Regional Director will then forward Regional 
recommendations to the Service’s Director.  Partial funding of one or more projects, when 
practicable, may be considered.  After reviewing the Regional Directors’ recommendations and 
the other factors, the Director will make funding selections. 
 
Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance and HCP Land Acquisition proposals will compete at 
a national level for funding.  A panel of Service representatives will assess the applications 
submitted from the Regional Offices at the national level and make funding recommendations to 
the Service’s Director.  The Director will use the panel member recommendations in selecting 
projects, although geographic distribution of projects, the amount of funding requested for a 
project compared with the total amount of funding available, unique single-species projects, 
project readiness, and other such factors may also be considered.  Partial funding of one or more 
projects, when practicable, may be considered.  After reviewing the panel members’ 
recommendations and the other factors, the Service’s Director will make funding selections. 
 
In fiscal year 2016, 10 percent of the total amount of HCP Land Acquisition funding will be 
targeted to support proposals for single-species HCPs.  The Service will also implement a $2 
million cap on HCP Land Acquisition proposals and a $1 million cap on HCP Planning 
Assistance proposals.  Service Regional Directors will be provided with 25 points total in each of 
the Nontraditional programs to distribute among project proposals to reflect the collective 
priorities of the States and the Service.  We ask Regional Directors to consider project readiness 
and conservation in the context of climate change when applying these discretionary points.   
 
Prior to participating in any review or evaluation process, all staff and peer reviewers, evaluators, 
panel members, and advisors must sign and return to the program office point of contact the 
“Department of the Interior Conflict of Interest Certification” form.  For a copy of this form, 
contact the Service point of contact identified in the Agency Contacts section below.   
 
Each fiscal year, for every entity receiving one or more awards in that fiscal year, the Service 
conducts a risk assessment based on eight risk categories.  The result of this risk assessment is 
used to establish a monitoring plan for all awards to the entity in that fiscal year.  The Service’s 
risk assessment form is available on the Internet at http://www.fws.gov/forms/3-2462.pdf.   
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VII. Award Administration 
 
Award Notices: Following review, applicants may be requested to revise the project scope 
and/or budget before an award is made.  Successful applicants will receive written notice in the 
form of a notice of award document.  Notices of award are typically sent to recipients by e-mail.  
If e-mail notification is unsuccessful, the documents will be sent by courier mail (e.g., FedEx, 
DHL or UPS).  Award recipients are not required to sign/return the Notice of Award document.  
Acceptance of an award is defined as starting work, drawing down funds, or accepting the award 
via electronic means.  Awards are based on the application submitted to, and as approved by, the 
Service.  The notice of award document will include instructions specific to each recipient on 
how to request payment.  If applicable, the instructions will detail any additional 
information/forms required and where to submit payment requests.  Applicants whose projects 
are not selected for funding will receive written notice, most often by e-mail, within 30 days of 
the final review decision.   
 
Domestic Recipient Payments: Prior to award, the Service program office will contact you/your 
organization to either enroll in the U.S. Treasury’s Automated Standard Application for 
Payments (ASAP) system or, if eligible, obtain approval from the Department of the Interior to 
be waived from using ASAP.   
 
Domestic applicants subject to the SAM registration requirement (see Section III B.) who receive 
a waiver from receiving funds through ASAP must maintain current banking information in 
SAM.  Domestic applicants exempt from the SAM registration requirement who receive a waiver 
from receiving funds through ASAP will be required to submit their banking information directly 
to the Service program.  However, do NOT submit any banking information to the Service until 
it is requested from you by the Service program!   
 
Transmittal of Sensitive Data: Recipients are responsible for ensuring any sensitive data being 
sent to the Service is protected during its transmission/delivery.  The Service strongly 
recommends that recipients use the most secure transmission/delivery method available.  The 
Service recommends the following digital transmission methods: secure digital faxing; encrypted 
emails; emailing a password protected zipped/compressed file attachment in one email followed 
by the password in a second email; or emailing a zipped/compressed file attachment.  The 
Service strongly encourages recipients sending sensitive data in paper copy to use a courier mail 
service.  Recipients may also contact their Service Project Officer and provide any sensitive data 
over the telephone. 
 
Award Terms and Conditions:  Acceptance of a financial assistance award (i.e., grant or 
cooperative agreement) from the Service carries with it the responsibility to be aware of and 
comply with the terms and conditions applicable to the award.  Acceptance is defined as the start 
of work, drawing down funds, or accepting the award via electronic means.  Awards are based 
on the application submitted to and approved by the Service and are subject to the terms and 
conditions incorporated into the notice of award either by direct citation or by reference to the 
following: Federal regulations; program legislation or regulation; and special award terms and 
conditions.  The Federal regulations applicable to Service awards are available on the Internet at 
http://www.fws.gov/grants/.  If you do not have access to the Internet and require a full text copy 
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of the award terms and conditions, contact the Service point of contact identified in the Agency 
Contacts section below. 
 
Special Award Terms and Conditions:  
A grant award document will specify the project requirements, such as the cost share, the project 
design, the time commitment for maintaining the project’s benefits, and the reporting 
requirements, and provide for Service access to the project area in order to check on its progress.  
An applicant should not initiate a project in expectation of CESCF funding, nor should they 
purchase materials or begin work until such time as they receive the final grant award document 
signed by an authorized Service official.   
 
Obligation of Funds:  The Service’s goal is to obligate CESCF funds to States within 120 days of 
the award announcement.  States will assist the Service in meeting the 120 day target by 
providing the documents necessary for grant issuance as soon as possible following the grant 
award announcements. 
 
Expenditure of Funds:  Service policy is to allow for up to three years from the date of obligation 
for the expenditure of CESCF funds.  Any extension will require the approval from the Director 
of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
 
Please be aware that when the Service funds fire management on lands other than the National 
Wildlife Refuge System lands, the activity must be conducted according to Chapter 18 of the 
Service Fire Management Handbook Regarding Prescribed Burning Off-Service Lands at 
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/fireplanreview.pdf and further clarified at 
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/m0299.pdf. 
 
  
Recipient Reporting Requirements:  
Financial and Performance Reports: Interim financial reports and performance reports may be 
required.  Interim reports will be required no more frequently than quarterly, and no less 
frequently than annually.  A final financial report and a final performance report will be required 
and are due within 90 calendar days of the end date of the award.  Performance reports must 
contain: 1) a comparison of actual accomplishments with the goals and objectives of the award 
as detailed in the approved scope of work; 2) a description of reasons why established goals were 
not met, if appropriate; and 3) any other pertinent information relevant to the project results.   
 
Significant Developments Reports: Events may occur between the scheduled performance 
reporting dates that have significant impact upon the supported activity.  In such cases, recipients 
are required to notify the Service in writing as soon as the following types of conditions become 
known: 

• Problems, delays, or adverse conditions that will materially impair the ability to meet the 
objective of the Federal award.  This disclosure must include a statement of any 
corrective action(s) taken or contemplated, and any assistance needed to resolve the 
situation. 
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• Favorable developments that enable meeting time schedules and objectives sooner or at 
less cost than anticipated or producing more or different beneficial results than originally 
planned. 

 
The Service will specify in the notice of award document the reporting and reporting frequency 
applicable to the award. 
 
Conflict of Interest Disclosures:  Recipients are responsible for notifying the Service Project 
Officer in writing of any actual or potential conflicts of interest that may arise during the life of 
this award.  Conflicts of interest include any relationship or matter which might place the 
recipient, the recipient’s employees, or the recipient’s subrecipients in a position of conflict, real 
or apparent, between their responsibilities under this award and any other outside 
interests.  Conflicts of interest may also include, but are not limited to, direct or indirect financial 
interests, close personal relationships, positions of trust in outside organizations, consideration of 
future employment arrangements with a different organization, or decision-making affecting the 
award that would cause a reasonable person with knowledge of the relevant facts to question the 
impartiality of the Recipient, the Recipient’s employees, or the Recipient’s subrecipients in the 
matter.  Upon receipt of such a notice, the Service Project Officer in consultation with their 
Ethics Counselor will determine if a conflict of interest exists and, if so, if there are any possible 
actions to be taken by the Recipient, the Recipient’s employee(s), or the Recipient’s 
Subrecipient(s) that could reduce or resolve the conflict.  Failure to resolve conflicts of interest in 
a manner that satisfies the Service may result in any of the remedies described in 2 CFR 200.338, 
Remedies for Noncompliance, including termination of this award.     
 
Other Mandatory Disclosures: Recipients and their subrecipients must disclose, in a timely 
manner and in writing, to the Service or pass-through entity all violations of Federal criminal law 
involving fraud, bribery, or gratuity violations potentially affecting this award.  Failure to make 
required disclosures can result in any of the remedies described in 2 CFR 200.338, Remedies for 
noncompliance, including suspension or debarment (See 2 CFR 200.113, 2 CFR Part 180, and 31 
U.S.C. 3321). 
 
 
VIII. Agency Contacts 
Please refer to the table below for a list of Regional Program Coordinators.  Information on the 
CESCF is also available from the Branch of Recovery and State Grants, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, 5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:ES Falls Church, VA 22041-3803, or electronically at 
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/index.html 
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Table 2.  List of Regional Program Coordinators and Where To Send Project Proposals 

Service 
Region 

States or Territory where 
the project will occur 

Where to send your CESCF project 
proposal 

Regional CESCF 
Contact and Phone 
Number   

Region 1 Hawaii, Idaho, Oregon, 
Washington, Guam, and 
Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana 
Islands 

Regional Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Eastside Federal Complex  
911 N.E. 11th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97232-4181 

David Leonard & 
Colleen Henson 
(503/231-2372) 
(503/231-6283) 

 
Region 2 Arizona, New Mexico, 

Oklahoma, and Texas 
Regional Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
500 Gold Avenue SW., Room 4012 
Albuquerque, NM 87102 

Stacey Stanford 
(505/248-6665) 

Region 3 Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Ohio, and 
Wisconsin 

Regional Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  
Ecological Services 
5600 American Blvd. West 
Suite 990 
Bloomington, Minnesota 55437-1458 
 

Thomas Magnuson 
(612/713-5467) 

Region 4  Alabama, Arkansas, 
Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, North 
Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, 
Puerto Rico, and the 
U.S. Virgin Islands 

Regional Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
1875 Century Boulevard, Suite 200 
Atlanta, GA 30345 

Kelly Bibb  (RLA) 
(404/679-7132) &  

David Dell (HCP) 
(404/679-7313) 

 
Region 5  Connecticut, Delaware, 

District of Columbia, 
Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, 
Virginia, and West 
Virginia 

Regional Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
300 Westgate Center Drive 
Hadley, MA 01035-9589  

Sadie Stevens 
(413/253-8677)  
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Region 6  Colorado, Kansas, 
Montana, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Utah, and 
Wyoming 

Regional Director  
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
134 Union Blvd., Suite 645 
Lakewood, CO 80228 

Amelia Orton-
Palmer     
(303/236-4211) 

Region 7  Alaska Regional Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
1011 East Tudor Road,  
Anchorage, AK 99503-6199 

Drew Crane     
(907/ 786-3323)  

Region 8 
 

California and Nevada  Regional Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Federal Building,  
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2606  
Sacramento, CA 95825-1846  

Dan Cox  (HCP)         
(916/ 414-6539)  
 
Karen Jensen 
(RLA) 
(916/ 414-6557)  
 

 

 

  

 
 
 
 
IX. Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: The Paperwork Reduction Act requires us to tell 
you why we are collecting this information, how we will use it, and whether or not you have to 
respond.   A response to this Notice of Funding Opportunity is required to receive funding.  A 
Federal agency may not conduct or sponsor and you are not required to respond to a collection of 
information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number.  OMB has approved this 
collection and assigned OMB Control No. 1018-0109 which expires on November 20, 2015.   
The public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average of 37 hours 
per application and 8 hours per performance report.  These burden estimates include time for 
reviewing instructions and gathering data, but do not include the time needed to complete 
government-wide Standard Forms associated with the application and financial reporting.  You 
may send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this information 
collection to the Information Collection Clearance Officer, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Division of Policy and Directives Management, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, VA 22041. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
  
General Questions (applicable to all grant programs) 
 
1. Q: Can grant funds be used to assist an entity with Federal mitigation requirements 

contained in an HCP or the section 10 permit conditions?   
 

A: No.  A proposal cannot include actions required to satisfy a permittee’s Federal 
mitigation requirements.  A proposal can include actions that complement mitigation 
actions.  Proposals that include fees collected or used or lands acquired to satisfy the 
obligations of a State’s conservation obligation can be submitted (e.g., fees collected or 
used or lands acquired that exceed the Federal permit requirements and are collected, 
used, or acquired to meet a State’s conservation obligation of a joint HCP/NCCP).   
However, grant funds can assist in conservation obligations pursuant to State law or local 
ordinance that are above and beyond the Federal mitigation requirements for that HCP. 

 
2. Q:  Can grant funds be used to help an entity come into compliance with a biological 

opinion? 
 

A:  No.  Federal action agencies and their permittees are responsible for meeting the 
terms and conditions in biological opinions.  

 
3. Q: Can grant funds be used to assist an entity in complying with other Federal 

regulations? 
 

A: No.  We do not intend to grant funding for projects that serve to satisfy regulatory 
requirements at the Federal level (e.g., mitigation for Clean Water Act permits).   
 

4. Q:  What is the definition of a “Candidate Species” for the purposes of the CESCF 
grant programs? 

 
A: Candidate Species as defined at 50 CFR 424.02(b) means “any species being 
considered by the Secretary for listing as an endangered or a threatened species, but not 
yet the subject of a proposed rule.”  Therefore, any species identified by the State or 
Territorial agency that has entered into a cooperative agreement with the Service may be 
considered a candidate for the purposes of the CESCF grant programs provided that upon 
selecting a project for an award, or in forwarding that project for consideration for an 
award, the Regional Director will affirm that the species is being considered for listing, 
and upon conclusion of the grant project, make a determination of whether the species 
should or should not continue to be considered for listing as an endangered or threatened 
species. 
 
 

5. Q: Can Section 6 grant monies be applied to projects that have obtained funds through 
another Federal nexus, such as the Dingell-Johnson Sport Fish Restoration and the 
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Pittman-Robertson Wildlife Restoration programs? 
 

A: Yes.  These grants may be used to fund distinct aspects of complex or ongoing 
projects that have obtained grant funds from other Federal sources.  Full disclosure of the 
project including, but not limited to, the specific projects and respective funding from 
each Federal program must be fully described in the proposal.  However, 
accomplishments anticipated under the Section 6 grant should stand on their own and not 
rely on monies obtained from other Federal sources.  If it is an ongoing project, previous 
phases must already be successfully completed.  Use of Section 6 funds for these 
purposes must adhere to all Federal regulations governing such use. 

 
 
6. Q:  Can projects that have multiple sources of Federal funding use these other sources 

of funding as part of the non-Federal match? 
 

A: No.  Any and all sources of Federal funding are considered Federal, and therefore 
cannot be included as part of the non-Federal match. 

 
7. Q: Can National Fish and Wildlife Foundation (NFWF) funds be used as part of the 

non-Federal cost share? 
 

A: Yes and No.  NFWF funds cannot be used as part of the non-Federal cost share unless 
it can be demonstrated that the origin of such funds is non-Federal.  NFWF receives 
funding from a variety of sources, including Federal sources.  Therefore, unless it can be 
clearly demonstrated that NFWF funds are non-Federal in nature, and not commingled 
with Federal funds, use of NFWF funds will not be accepted as part of the non-Federal 
cost share.  

 
8. Q: How is the cost share by non-Federal partners determined? 
 

A: The non-Federal cost share is determined as a percent of total project costs.  The cost 
share can include cash, allowable costs incurred, and third party in-kind contributions.  
The cost share must be expended within the grant period. A proposal must include at least 
25 percent non-Federal cost share per Section 6 of the Endangered Species Act, if one 
State is involved.  If two or more States or Territories are contributors to the project, the 
non-Federal cost share decreases to 10 percent.  To determine the cost share necessary, 
first determine the total cost of the project then multiply the total cost by .25 or .10, this is 
the amount necessary for the cost share.  For example, if the estimated project cost is 
$1,000, then $250 (1000 * .25) must be provided by our non-Federal partners, and the 
Federal share would be $750.  If two or more States are contributors, the non-Federal cost 
share drops to $100 (1000 * .10), and the Federal share would be $900.  Proposals that 
have a non-Federal cost share greater than the required minimum will receive additional 
points in the ranking.  
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9. Q:  What evidence must be provided by the States to qualify for a higher Federal 
participation rate?  OR What evidence must be provided by the States to qualify for 
90:10 cost share ratio? 

 
A:  As described in the Fish and Wildlife Service manual (521 FW 4.9)  

 
States may increase the rate of Federal participation from 75 percent to 90 percent of total 
grant costs when two or more States cooperate to conserve an endangered or threatened 
species of common interest [50 CFR 81.8(a)].   

 
Section 6 (d)(2)(ii), ESA, defines cooperation as "whenever 2 or more States having a 
common interest in one or more endangered or threatened species, . . . enter jointly into 
agreement with the Secretary."  A cooperative action is one where two or more States 
work on a mutual problem.  This may be an action outlined in a recovery plan for a 
species of multi-State concern, an action outlined in a memorandum of agreement 
between cooperating States, an action described in cooperative grants, or an action 
outlined in a recovery implementation program. The cooperating States may designate a 
lead State to coordinate with the Regional Director [43 CFR 12.50(b)(3), 50 CFR 81.6, 
50 CFR 81.8(a), 50 CFR 81.9].  To seek an increased rate of participation for a 
cooperative project within a grant, cooperating States MUST (emphasis added) provide 
the following documentation to the Regional Director with the Grant Proposal: 
Documentation of the cooperative action entered into by the cooperating States, which 
may be in any form (e.g., memorandum, letter of agreement, recovery plan, 
implementation program) that meets the needs of the cooperating States, provided it 
contains the responsibilities and work to be carried out by EACH (emphasis added) of 
the cooperating States. Examples follow: 

 
(1) Either (a) one State submits an Application for Federal Assistance (SF 424) and a 
letter of agreement from another State sharing cooperative efforts, or (b) each State 
identifies the joint recovery action from the recovery plan in existing Applications for 
Federal Assistance (SF 424). 

 
(2) Each cooperating State submits a proposal for the joint project and separate 
Applications for Federal Assistance (SF 424).  

 
(3) When one or more States are participating in a recovery implementation program, one 
or more may submit separate Application(s) for Federal Assistance (SF 424) and 
certification that they are participating in the recovery implementation program, such as 
"The Colorado River Recovery Implementation Program." 
 
Each cooperating State is responsible for submitting performance and financial reports 
related to the joint project, when they are actively participating in Federal reimbursement 
funding.  Incomplete work by any one of the cooperating States may result in a recovery 
of Federal funds from all States, if it is determined that the joint cooperative objective 
will not be accomplished [43 CFR 12.80].  
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We have limited funds available for these programs, and each project we fund at the 
increased Federal cost share rate reduces our ability to support other projects, in other 
States and Territories; we believe it is most appropriate for States to follow example one 
or two above to demonstrate a level of support for each project we fund at the higher rate. 
This will not change the underlying requirements that qualify a proposal for this higher 
Federal cost share, and we expect that projects that have qualified for this cost share level 
in the past will be able to provide this information, and so will continue to qualify for the 
higher rate in the future. 
 

10. Q: For Insular Areas (including the U.S. Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, and 
the Government of the Northern Mariana Islands) that are exempt from grant 
matching requirements up to $200,000 under all U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Grant 
Programs (based on a May 9, 2003, Director’s Memorandum), how will the ranking 
factors for additional cost sharing be addressed? 

 
A: With regard to the ranking factors that provide additional points for additional cost 
sharing, proposals received from the Insular Areas listed above shall receive additional 
points for cost sharing in proportion to the additional points awarded to State proposals 
(i.e., 2 additional points for each additional 5% of cost share provided above the required 
minimum of 0% (up to $200,000) up to the maximum number of points for this ranking 
factor). 

 
11. Q: How many years can a project proposal be submitted for? OR What is the grant 

agreement period? 
 

A: The Service has determined that the grant agreement period shall be for up to three (3) 
years (i.e., three years or less).  Therefore, any work proposed in a project proposal must 
be completed within a three-year time frame.  This time frame begins with a signed 
award document (i.e., obligation of funds) and ends with grant closeout.  All work must 
be completed within this time.  We highly recommend that project proposals are 
structured in such a way that annual costs and related accomplishments are clearly 
identifiable.  In this way, partial funding may be awarded based on the reported annual 
expenditures and anticipated accomplishments stated in the proposal, should this prove 
necessary.  Please keep in mind that submitting a project in one fiscal year does not 
preclude submitting the same or similar proposal in subsequent years for additional 
funding.  A performance report is due annually within 90 days of the anniversary of the 
start date of the grant and a final report is due 90 days after the grant expiration.  

 
 

12. Q: Can management costs be used as part of the State cost share for these grant 
projects? 

 
A: Yes.  Provided that funds sufficient to cover the management costs for a specified time 
period are secured at the time the land or easement is purchased AND provided that the 
proportion of Federal funding provided for management does not exceed the proportion 
of Federal funding provided for the land or easement purchase.  In other words, the 
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amount of funding for management costs to be included as part of the grant may not 
exceed the purchase price for the land or easement.   

 
For example, if a parcel of land to be purchased cost $100,000 and a State or Territory 
were to meet the minimum eligibility criteria of a 75:25 - Federal / non-Federal match, 
then the maximum amount the Federal government would pay toward the purchase of the 
land would be $75,000.  If it is determined and documented that management of this 
property is going to cost an additional $150,000, then the total project cost for the land 
acquisition and management would be $250,000.  Following the minimum eligibility 
criteria of 75:25 this would yield a split of $187,500 Federal and $62,500 non-Federal 
funding.  However, because in this example the management costs exceeded the land 
purchase price, the Federal government would pay 75 percent of the land purchase price 
($75,000) and 75 percent of the management costs ($112,500).  This would be an 
unallowable scenario because the Federal portion of the grant provided for management 
($112,500) would exceed the Federal portion of the grant provided for land acquisition 
($75,000).   
 
In order to use the management funding as part of the match, the State or Territory 
MUST document what activities would occur on the property and how much those 
activities would cost annually.  Please note that management of lands acquired through 
these programs must be managed in perpetuity for the purposes in which the grant was 
awarded.  

 
13. Q: Can activities such as habitat and species surveys be used as the State match for 

these grant projects? 
 

A: Yes.  Initial management costs including habitat and species surveys may be used as 
the State match provided that the costs are accrued and the work is completed within the 
grant agreement period (3 years).  These initial management costs must be incurred for 
work carried out on the land acquired with the grant, or in the case of HCP planning 
grants, within the planning area associated with the grant.  In addition, such work and the 
associated costs must be considered “allowable costs” per OMB guidelines, which can be 
obtained through our Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program Office in each U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service Region 
(http://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/ContactUs/ContactUs.htm). 

 
 
14. Q: Will States and Territories be able to claim reimbursement for administrative costs 

(overhead), especially for those funds that will be forwarded to local or private 
conservation efforts, and how will appropriate overhead rates be determined? 

 
A: Yes. These costs can be included as long as they are included in the proposal and 
follow the OMB guidelines for administrative costs, which can be obtained through our 
Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program Office in each U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service Region (http://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/ContactUs/ContactUs.htm).  
Please note that full-time equivalents (FTE) costs by States, Territories, counties, and 
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other entities must be tied to a specific project and should be included in these proposals 
sparingly.  Likewise, third party administrative costs should be kept to a minimum and 
used sparingly. 

    
 
15. Q:  Given that listed plants are usually not protected on private lands, will plants be 

eligible for consideration? 
 

A:  Yes.  We encourage the recovery of plants on private lands, especially for plants that 
are unique within their area or region, last known populations, or for other unique 
considerations.  For HCPs, we do list plants on section 10(a) permits as covered species. 

 
 
16. Q: Are Tribes eligible to receive funding directly through these grant programs?   
 

A: No.  By law, these grant programs apply only to State and Territorial agencies that 
have current Cooperative Agreements with the Service.  However, States may submit 
proposals involving Tribes, i.e., Tribes may receive funding by working cooperatively 
with the State.  Other funding opportunities for tribal wildlife conservation have been 
available since FY 2002.  We encourage Tribes to contact the Native American Liaison 
in each U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Region to find out more about these opportunities.  
http://www.fws.gov/nativeamerican/contact.html 
 
 

17. Q: Can a State submit a proposal for reimbursement of previously purchased land? 
 
A: No.  It is the Service’s policy that grants be funded prospectively.  Therefore, we will 
not accept proposals submitted for reimbursement of previously purchased land.  Costs 
for the acquisition of lands or interests in lands incurred prior to approval of the grant 
award document by an authorized Service official are not allowable.  The State is 
considered to have incurred the costs for land on the date the State becomes legally 
obligated for the purchase.  Examples of when an acquisition cost is incurred are when a 
contract to purchase is executed or when an option is exercised.  Prior approval by the 
Regional Director is evidenced by an approved Application for Federal Assistance (SF 
424) and the obligation of Federal funds through an approved grant award document. 
 
 

18. Q: Can National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) listed species be included in   
proposals? 
 

A: Yes and No.  Project proposals may be submitted for species with which the Service 
shares joint jurisdiction with NMFS when that proposal would benefit the jointly listed 
species while it is within the jurisdiction of the Service  (e.g., a proposal for beach 
acquisition that would benefit a jointly listed sea turtle species would be acceptable).  
Proposals for those species solely under NMFS jurisdiction, or that benefit a shared 
jurisdiction species only while it is within the jurisdiction of NMFS, will not be 
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considered.  This is not to say that a proposal should not point out additional benefits to 
NMFS listed species when discussing other merits of the proposal, only that these 
benefits will not contribute to any of the ranking factors. 

 
 
19. Q: Must a State or Territory have a Data Universal Number System (DUNS) number to 
apply for these grants? 

 
A: Yes.  On June 27, 2003, OMB published a Federal Register notice (68 FR 38402) that 
announced final policy issuance on the use of a universal identifier by grant applicants.  
The policy requires applicants applying for Federal grants or cooperative agreements on 
or after October 1, 2003 to acquire a Data Universal Number System (DUNS) number.    
 
It is the responsibility of the organization seeking Federal funds to obtain a DUNS 
number, as necessary.  Grant and cooperative agreement applicants (excluding 
individuals) need to ensure they have a DUNS number.  Organizations can receive a 
DUNS number at no cost by calling the dedicated toll-free DUNS Number request line at 
1-866-705-5711.  
 

20. Q: Can additional project information, not contained in the written project narrative, 
be submitted to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for consideration after the closing date 
for submission of proposals? 

 
A:  No.  Any and ALL information that the applicant would like to have considered 
MUST be included in the written proposal.  Project applicants may have discussions with 
Service personnel to clarify information that is contained in the written proposal.  
However, any new or additional information will not be considered.  The proposal must 
be a stand-alone document. 
 

21. Q: Can the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and/or the State agency applying for the 
grant funding be considered a stakeholder or significant partner? 
 

A:  No.  The Service and the State agency applying for grant funding are recognized as 
the key stakeholders or significant partners in the HCP planning or HCP land acquisition 
process.  Therefore, neither the Service or any of the Service programs, nor the State or 
any of the subdivisions of the State agency should be included as stakeholders or 
significant partners.  For the purpose of the HCP Planning Assistance and HCP Land 
Acquisition Grants, we are only considering those stakeholders or significant partners 
that are in addition to the Service and the State agency applying for grant funding. 
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Recovery Land Acquisition Grants 
 
1. Q: Can the grant funds be used for planning acquisitions?  
 

A: No.  These funds are provided to States and Territories for the acquisition of habitat 
and are not intended for planning purposes.  Also, these funds shall not be used to fund 
land acquisitions associated with permitted HCPs. 

 
2.  Q:  Will perpetual conservation easements satisfy the criterion for a “commitment to 

funding for and implementation of management of the habitat in perpetuity”? 
 

A: Yes, provided that the easement is established in perpetuity for the purposes of the 
grant and that the easement provides for the management of the habitat in perpetuity.  
There are additional requirements for the acquisition of conservation easements such as a 
draft easement, baseline condition report, and a management plan that must be approved 
(at least in draft) by the Service prior to drawing funds for the easement acquisition.   
 

3.  Q: Does land acquisition (the land to be acquired) have to be specifically mentioned in a 
recovery plan to qualify for this grant? 

 
A: Yes and No.  When a recovery plan for the species in question exists, the land 
acquisition must be consistent with the recovery plan.  However, if a proposal is 
considered based on justification provided under one or more of the three exemptions 
stated in the eligibility criteria, then the land to be acquired does not have to be addressed 
in a recovery plan. 
 

4.  Q: Must a species be downlisted or delisted to obtain maximum points in ranking factor 
one? 

 
A: No.  While downlisting and delisting are desirable endpoints, maximum points will be 
awarded for acquisition(s) deemed necessary to avoid extinction within the next five 
years, or acquisition(s) that will assist the taxon achieve its recovery criteria within the 
next five years.  

 
5.  Q: Is the eligibility criterion that “habitat must be set aside in perpetuity for the 
purposes of recovery” appropriate, particularly if the species in question is either delisted 
due to recovery or goes extinct? 
 

A: Yes.  If the species is delisted due to recovery, then the habitat acquired as part of the 
recovery process should be maintained to ensure that habitat loss does not contribute to 
species decline in the future.  The degree of habitat protection is a primary consideration 
in delisting determinations.  Furthermore, land set aside for the recovery of  
one species often provides benefit to other listed species or species of concern.  For that 
reason, setting aside the property in perpetuity may provide numerous benefits to species 
other than the “target” species.  There are also instances where a species is presumed to 
be extinct, only to be “found” later in time.  Therefore, setting the property aside in 
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perpetuity is prudent.  However, should the “target” species become extinct and the 
habitat provide no significant benefit to other species, then the Service could revisit this 
on a case by case basis.  Disposition instructions must be obtained from the Service in 
accordance with 43 CFR 12.71. 

 
6.  Q: Can a proposal for acquisition of a particular parcel of land be submitted for 
consideration in both the Recovery Land Acquisition Grant program and the HCP Land 
Acquisition Grant program? 
 

A: No.  A proposal may not be submitted for funding consideration in both the Recovery 
Land Acquisition Grant and the HCP Land Acquisition Grant programs in the same fiscal 
year. 

 
 
Habitat Conservation Planning Assistance Grants 

 
1.  Q: Must an HCP be completed within a year to qualify for this grant? 

 
A: No.  As stated in the eligibility criteria, the proposal must involve discrete activities 
that can be accomplished within the grant agreement period and each activity must have 
an identified starting point and end point.  Examples of discrete activities include 
developing public outreach brochures, gathering baseline data for an HCP, finalizing the 
HCP documents.  Furthermore, the proposal should identify work elements that will be 
completed annually during the grant agreement period.  Identifying elements that will be 
completed annually will facilitate our ability to provide partial funding to a proposal 
should that become necessary.  However, an HCP does not need to be completed in its 
entirety within one year to qualify for this grant. 
 

2.  Q: Must ALL discrete activities identified in the proposal, for which funding is sought, 
be completed in one year to receive an additional point in the time to completion criteria? 

 
A: YES ALL discrete activities identified in the proposal, for which funding is sought, 
must be completed in one year to receive points in this category.  It is NOT sufficient for 
one or more discrete activities to be completed in one year with other identified discrete 
activities being completed in subsequent years, if funding for those additional activities is 
being sought through this proposal.  
 
For proposals involving ongoing projects, a State may not claim these points if a 
previously funded phase of the project claimed the points and failed to complete ALL of 
the activities associated with that grant within the one year period.  For example, if a 
proposal received these points in FY 2014 and failed to complete the associated tasks by 
December 2015, a State cannot claim these four points for the same planning effort in FY 
2016.   
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3.  Q: When does the one year time frame begin and end? 
 

A:  One Year, for the purposes of this grant program, is defined as the close of the 
calendar year subsequent to the calendar year in which funding was appropriated.  For 
example, for funding appropriated in fiscal year 2016, ALL discrete activities for which 
funding is sought must be completed by December 31, 2017 in order to receive the 
additional point in ranking criteria number eight. 

 
HCP Land Acquisition Grants 

 
1.  Q: Why is the HCP Land Acquisition Program targeted toward larger, multiple species 
HCPs? 
 

A: The underlying spirit of the HCP program is to encourage state and local governments 
and private landowners to undertake regional and multiple species planning efforts.  
These large-scale, regional HCPs can significantly reduce the burden of the ESA on small 
landowners by providing efficient mechanisms for compliance, distributing the economic 
and logistical impacts of endangered species conservation among the community, and 
bringing a broad range of landowner activities under the HCPs’ legal protections. 

 
2.  Q: Can a proposal for acquisition of a particular parcel of land be submitted for 
consideration in both the HCP Land Acquisition Grant program and the Recovery Land 
Acquisition Grant program? 

 
A: No.  A proposal may not be submitted for funding consideration in both the HCP Land 
Acquisition and the Recovery Land Acquisition Grant programs in the same fiscal year. 

 
Policy set forth in the Fish and Wildlife Service Manual (521 FW 4) guides the administration of 
the CESCF grant programs (http://www.fws.gov/policy/521fw4.html). 
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HABITAT CONSERVATION PLANNING ASSISTANCE PROGRAM  
 FISCAL YEAR 2016 EVALUATION FORM 
 
FWS Regional Staff:  Please fill out this form completely.  You may attach additional written 
explanations for the categories in this form if the space provided is inadequate. 
 
Project Title___________________________________________________________________ 

Region _____                                

State(s) _______________________________________________________________________                                

HCP name (As entered in ECOS) __________________________________________________                                                                                                             

Service contact for more information________________________________________________                                                                                           

Estimated total cost of proposal ____________________________________________________                                                      

Percent of cost to be borne by non-Federal entities (list by entity and % of cost) _____________                                                       

Amount of funding requested (total cost minus the non-Federal match)___________________                                         

Regional priority points for this proposal* _____ (0 – 25 points) 

* Each Region will have 25 points to distribute to the eligible Habitat Conservation Planning 
Assistance grant proposals.  That is, 25 points for all eligible proposals, not for each eligible 
proposal.  The 25 points may be applied to grant proposal scores in any amount deemed 
appropriate by the Regional Director to reflect the Service and State priorities for funding.  
Please consider project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change when 
applying these discretionary points. 
 
Justification for Regional priority_________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

Total points available = 100 points + ____ Regional priority pts (maximum 125 points) 
 
SPECIES BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the proposal will be to listed and 
unlisted species proposed to be covered by the HCP.  A covered species is any species (listed or 
unlisted) that is proposed to be identified on the section 10(a)(1)(B) permit. 
 
Federally listed species are defined as those species listed as threatened or endangered by the 
Federal Government through section 4 of the Endangered Species Act.  Unlisted species include 
candidate, proposed, State listed and all other species. 
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1) Planning efforts that will benefit more species will score higher.  Both listed and unlisted 
species that are proposed to be covered by the HCP will be considered.  
 
Score:  Number of species proposed to be covered by the HCP (listed on the permit) (provides 
more weight for including unlisted species) (15 pts maximum) 
 
  ___ 1 species (1 pt) 
  ___ 2-5 species (5 pts) 

___ 6-10 species (10 pts) 
  ___ 11+ species (15 pts) 

 
2) Planning efforts for HCPs that will provide greater benefit to covered species (both listed and 
unlisted) will score higher.  This factor should be scored based on benefits to the individual 
species as opposed to the aggregate.  HCP planning efforts with a focus on climate change 
adaptation should be addressed here to identify the conservation benefits to be derived by 
avoiding or offsetting climate change impacts, thereby reducing or eliminating the threats to 
species proposed to be covered.   
 
High benefit to conservation: The benefits to species will be considered high, if through the 
HCP planning effort,  
• 75% or greater of the species’ range-wide habitat or an essential piece of habitat will be 

protected; or 
• a major population necessary for recovery may be protected; or 
• a source population that provides individuals for future emigration is protected; or 
• major threats to the species will be eliminated. 
 
Low benefit to conservation: The benefits to species will be considered low, if through the HCP 
planning effort, only a small percentage (20% or less) of the species’ range-wide habitat will be 
protected, individual populations(s) to be covered contribute little to the overall recovery of the 
species, and/or threats to the covered species are not imminent.     
 
To facilitate in the review process, you may consider including a table identifying ALL of the 
species proposed to be covered by the HCP, the expected benefit to the species, the degree of 
benefit (low, medium, high,) and justification for the degree of benefit designated.  An example 
is shown below. 
 
 
 
 

Justification (identify species): 
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Score: Amount of benefit the HCP will potentially provide to species proposed to be covered.  
(To score maximum points, the applicant must document that the HCP will potentially result in a 
major benefit to at least one species. 15 pts maximum) 
 
  ___ Low benefit to conservation (5 pt) 

___ Medium benefit to conservation (10 pts) 
  ___ High benefit to conservation (15 pts) 
 
Covered Species Expected Benefit Degree of Benefit 

(low, medium, high) 
Justification 
 

   
 

 

 
Total points for species benefits (sum of 1-2): ________      
                      
 
ECOSYSTEM BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the proposed HCP will be for the 
covered species (listed and unlisted.)  
 
3)  Lands that require little or no management to provide benefits for covered species will score 
higher in this evaluation factor.  The level of management expected to be necessary is based on 
an evaluation of the biotic and abiotic components and ecological processes.  Biotic factors 
include the structure and composition of plant and animal communities.  Abiotic factors include 
soil, hydrology, natural topography, and salinity gradients.  Ecological processes include 
succession, trophic energy flows, and disturbance regimes.  
 
 
Score:  When considered in the context of the surrounding landscape, the HCP plan area contains                                        
________ of the naturally occurring biotic and abiotic components and ecological processes 
necessary to maintain a fully functioning ecosystem that contains the habitat necessary to support 
the covered species and other non-covered species associated with that ecosystem. (15 pts 
maximum) 
 
 
 

Justification: 
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More points will be awarded for HCP plan areas with fully-functioning ecosystems that will 
require little or no restoration/management to benefit the covered species. 
 

            None: few ecological processes intact and/or substantial restoration needed (0 pts) 
            Some/Most: most core ecological processes intact (8 pts) 
            All: pristine ecological processes intact (15 pts) 

 
4) Plan areas for developing HCPs that cover a large area are more likely to consider landscape-
level or ecosystem-level planning issues.  This type of regional planning benefits numerous 
species within an ecosystem while streamlining ESA compliance for the smaller landowners 
within the planning area. 
 
Score:  Size of plan area to be covered by the HCP (provides more weight for large plan areas) 
(15 pts maximum) 
  ___ 0-100 acres (1 pt) 
  ___ 101-1,000 acres (5 pts) 

___ 1,001-10,000 acres (10 pts) 
  ___ 10,001+ acres (15 pts) 
 
Total points for ecosystem benefits (sum of 3-4):________                            
 
 
FOSTERING HCP PARTNERSHIPS 
 
The purpose of this section is to emphasize the importance of involving stakeholders in the 
development of the HCP.  This section includes consideration of the number of partners and the 
amount of cost share contributions. 
 
5) Proposals with a larger number of stakeholders involved in the development of the HCP will 
score higher.  Stakeholders are public or private entities that will play a significant role in the 
development of the HCP, that is, entities that participate on the HCP steering committee or that 
will make a contribution in the scoping for, and preparation of, the HCP.  The Service, the State 
agency applying for the grant, and consultants or consulting firms who are preparing the HCP 
should not be counted.  Please identify each stakeholder as well as the specific contribution to 
be made by each stakeholder.  To facilitate in the review process, you may consider using a chart 
similar to the example provided below.  Please note: points will not be awarded for stakeholders 
listed without identifying their specific contributions to the project.   

Justification: 
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Score: Number of stakeholders involved in the development of the HCP.  (20 pts maximum) 
 

___ 1-5 stakeholders (5 pts)  
___ 6-10 stakeholders (10 pts) 
___ Greater than 10 stakeholders (20 pts)  
 

Stakeholder/Partner Name Role Contribution (cash or in-kind) 
 
 

 
 

 
 

   
6) Commitment to the successful development of an HCP can be evidenced by cost share 
contributions.  Cost share is the percent of the total project cost that will be provided by non-
Federal partners.  Proposals that include a greater than minimum cost share contribution will be 
ranked higher.  When both the State and local governments are involved, cost sharing by both 
governments is preferred. 
 
Score: Percentage of cost share provided by non-Federal partners.  Rounding of the dollar 
amounts and/or percentages is not acceptable to meet the minimum cost share requirement or to 
receive additional points on the evaluation form.  (12 pts maximum) 
 

____Minimum 25% (or 10% where two or more States are involved, or 0% (up to 
$200,000) for identified Insular Areas) (0 pts) 

____Each additional 5% (2 pts) 
 
Total points for HCP partnerships (sum of 5-6): ___________                      
 
 
DELIVERY OR COMPLETION 
 
This section is to recognize proposals that will result in the initiation or completion of planning 
activities as well as plans that include discrete activities which can be completed within one year.   
 
7) Proposals to initiate planning for a new HCP or to complete an HCP already under 
development will score higher.   
 
Proposals that involve ongoing projects may not claim initiation or finalization points if these 

List each stakeholder and specifically describe the stakeholder’s role in development of the 
HCP: 
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points were claimed in proposals selected for funding in previous fiscal years.  For example, if a 
funded project received points for initiating or finalizing the planning process in FY2015, a 
proposal for the same HCP cannot claim these points again in FY2016.    
 
Score: Initiation or completion of the planning process. (4 pts maximum) 

___ is instrumental in initiating a planning process (4 pt) 
___ finalizes a planning process (4 pts) 

 
8) Activities which can be completed within one year, as opposed to the completion of the entire 
HCP over multiple years, will score higher.  Each discrete activity included in the proposal must 
have an identified starting point and end point.  Discrete activities include developing public 
outreach brochures, gathering baseline data for an HCP, or preparation of a draft HCP.  ALL 
discrete activities identified in the proposal for which funding is sought must be completed in 
one year to receive points in this category.  It is NOT sufficient for one or more discrete 
activities to be completed in one year with other identified discrete activities being completed in 
subsequent years, if funding for those additional activities is being sought through this proposal. 
 
For proposals involving ongoing projects, a State may not claim these points if a previously 
funded phase of the project claimed the points and failed to complete ALL of the activities 
associated with that grant within the one year period.  For example, if a proposal received these 
points in FY 2013 and failed to complete the associated tasks by December 2014, a State cannot 
claim these four points for the same planning effort in FY 2016.  (4 pts maximum)  
 

___ The activity(ies) for which funding is requested cannot be completed within 1 
year (0 pts) 
___ The activity(ies) for which funding is requested can be completed within 1 
year (4 pts) 

 
One year, for the purposes of this grant program, is defined as the close of the calendar year 
subsequent to the calendar year in which funding was appropriated.  For example, for funding 
appropriated in fiscal year 2016, ALL discrete activities for which funding is sought must be 
completed by December 31, 2017, in order to receive the additional points in this category.  

Total points for Delivery (sum of 7-8): ________  
      
TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROPOSAL (sum of 1-8 above): ________                          

Justification: 
    

Justification: 
    



Page 1 of 7 
 

HCP LAND ACQUISITION PROGRAM 
FISCAL YEAR 2016 EVALUATION FORM 

 
FWS Regional Staff:  Please fill out this form completely. You may attach additional written 
explanations for the categories in this form if the space provided is inadequate. 
 
 Single Species HCP Land Acquisition project 
 
Project Title___________________________________________________________________ 

Region _____                                 

State(s) _______________________________________________________________________                                

HCP name (As entered in ECOS) __________________________________________________                                                                                                            

Permit number ____________________                                            

Service contact for more information________________________________________________                                                                                             

Acreage of land acquisition (break down acreage by parcel if more than one parcel is proposed 

for acquisition) _________________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                

Estimated total cost of land acquisition (including management) __________________________                                                   

Percent of cost to be borne by non-Federal entities (list by entity and % of cost) _____________                                                      

Amount of funding requested (total cost minus the non-Federal match) (break down by parcel if 

more than one is proposed for acquisition) ___________________________________________                                                                                     

Regional priority points for this proposal* _____ (0 – 25 points) 

* Each Region will have 25 points to distribute to the eligible Habitat Conservation Plan Land 
Acquisition grant proposals.  That is, 25 points for all eligible proposals, not for each eligible 
proposal. The 25 points may be applied to grant proposal scores in any amount deemed 
appropriate by the Regional Director to reflect the Service and State priorities for funding.  
Please consider project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change when 
applying these discretionary points. 
 
Justification for Regional priority___________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Total points available = 100 points + ____ Regional priority pts (maximum 125 points) 
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SPECIES BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the land acquisition will be for listed 
and unlisted species covered by the HCP.  Federally listed species are defined as those species 
listed as threatened or endangered by the Federal Government through Section 4 of the 
Endangered Species Act.  Unlisted species include candidate, proposed, State listed and all other 
species.  A covered species is any species (listed or unlisted) that is identified on the section 
10(a)(1)(B) permit.  
 
Listed Species 
1)  Acquisitions that benefit more covered listed species will score higher.  Only those federally 
listed threatened or endangered species that are covered in the HCP and will benefit from the 
proposed land acquisition should be counted.  Listed species that are expected to benefit from the 
land acquisition but not covered by the permit should not be counted. 
 
Score:  Number of federally listed species covered by the HCP (listed on the permit) that will 
benefit from the specific land acquisition identified in this proposal. Species benefit must be tied 
to the specific parcels, or grouping of parcels, proposed for acquisition.  Please note, species 
listed here must also be considered in ranking factor two along with the degree of expected 
benefit to the species.  (15 points maximum)  
 

           1 species (1 pt) 
           2-5 species (5 pts) 

            6-10 species (10 pts) 
           11+ species (15 pts) 

 
 
2)  Acquisitions that provide greater benefit to covered listed species will score higher.  HCP 
land acquisition projects with a focus on climate change adaptation should be addressed here to 
identify the conservation benefits to be derived by avoiding or offsetting climate change impacts, 
thereby reducing or eliminating threats to listed species covered by the HCP.   
 
The benefit to covered listed species will be considered major if, if through the acquisition:  
• 75% or greater of the species’ range-wide habitat or an essential piece of habitat will be 

protected; or 
• a major population necessary for recovery may be protected; or 
• a source population that provides individuals for future emigration is protected; or 
• major threats to the species will be eliminated  
 

Justification (identify species): 
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The benefit to covered listed species will be considered minor if, through the acquisition:  
• 20% or less of the species’ range-wide habitat will be protected,  individual 

populations(s) contribute little to the overall recovery of the species, and/or threats to the 
covered species are not imminent.       

 
To facilitate in the review process, you may consider including a table identifying  EACH of the 
covered listed species expected to benefit from the acquisition, the expected magnitude of the 
benefit (major or minor), and a  justification for the degree of benefit designated.  An example is 
provided below. 
 
For proposals including multiple species, the majority (more than 50%) of the benefits to species 
must be shown and justified as major in order to score the full 15 points under this ranking 
criterion.  For example, a proposal covering five listed species must include justifications 
showing major benefits (as defined above) to at least three of the five species in order to score 
the full 15 points.   
 
Score:  Magnitude of benefits for listed species covered by the HCP (listed on the permit) that 
will result from the land acquisition. (15 points maximum) 
 

          Mostly minor benefits will result for the listed species (1 pt) 
          A combination of major and minor benefits will result for the listed species (10 pts) 
          Mostly major benefits will result for more than half of the listed species (15 pts) 
 

Covered Listed 
Species 

Expected Benefit Degree of Benefit 
(major or minor) 

Justification 
 

   
 

 

 
 

Unlisted Species   
3)  Only acquisitions that benefit more covered unlisted species will score higher.  Unlisted 
species include species proposed for Federal listing, candidates for Federal listing, State listed 
species, and other species not federally listed as threatened or endangered.  Unlisted species that 
are expected to benefit from the land acquisition but are not covered by the permit should not be 
counted. 
 
 
 
Score:  Number of unlisted (including State-listed species), proposed and candidate species for 
Federal listing covered by the HCP (listed on the permit) that will benefit from the land 
acquisition. Species benefit must be tied to the specific parcels, or grouping of parcels, proposed 

Justification: 
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for acquisition.  Please note, species listed here must also be considered in ranking factor 4 along 
with the degree of expected benefit to the species. (10 points maximum) 
 

           0 species (0 pts) - Skip to Question 5 
           1-5 species (3 pts) 

            6-10 species (6 pts) 
           11+ species (10 pts) 

4)  Acquisitions that provide greater benefit to unlisted covered species will score higher.  HCP 
land acquisition projects with a focus on climate change adaptation should be addressed here to 
identify the conservation benefits to be derived by avoiding or offsetting climate change impacts, 
thereby reducing or eliminating threats to unlisted species covered by the HCP.   
 
The benefit to covered unlisted species will be considered major if, if through the acquisition:  
• 75% or greater of the species’ range-wide habitat or an essential piece of habitat will be 

protected; or 
• a major population necessary for recovery may be protected; or 
• a source population that provides surplus individuals for future emigration is protected; or 
• major threats to the species will be eliminated  
 
The benefit to covered unlisted species will be considered minor if, through the acquisition:  

• 20% or less of the species’ range-wide habitat will be protected, individual populations(s) 
contribute little to the overall recovery of the species, and/or threats to the covered 
species are not imminent.       

 
To facilitate in the review process, you may consider including a table identifying EACH of the 
covered unlisted species expected to benefit from the acquisition, the expected magnitude of the 
benefit (major or minor), and justification for the degree of benefit designated.  An example is 
provided below. 
 
For proposals including multiple species, the majority (more than 50%) of the benefits to species 
must be shown and justified as major in order to score the full 15 points under this ranking 
criterion.  For example, a proposal covering five unlisted species must include justifications 
showing major benefits (as defined above) to at least three of the five species in order to score 
the full 15 points.   
 
 
 
 
Score: Magnitude of species benefits for unlisted species covered by the HCP (listed on the 
permit). (10 points maximum) 
 

Justification (identify species): 
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           Mostly minor benefits will result for the unlisted species (1 pt) 
           A combination of major and minor benefits will result for unlisted species (6 pts) 
           Mostly major benefits will result for more than half of the unlisted species (10 pts) 
 

Covered Listed 
Species 

Expected Benefit Degree of Benefit 
(major or minor) 

Justification 
 

   
 

 

 
Total points for species benefits (sum of 1-4):______________  
 
 
 
 
ECOSYSTEM BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the land acquisition will be for the 
covered listed and unlisted species.  
 
5)  Lands that require little or no management to provide benefits for covered species will score 
higher in this evaluation factor.  This habitat can include occupied or suitable unoccupied habitat.  
The level of management expected to be necessary is based on an evaluation of the biotic and 
abiotic components and ecological processes.  Biotic factors include the structure and 
composition of plant and animal communities.  Abiotic factors include soil, hydrology, natural 
topography, and salinity gradients.  Ecological processes include succession, trophic energy 
flows, and disturbance regimes.  
 
Score: When considered in the context of the surrounding landscape, the land targeted for 
acquisition contains              of the naturally occurring biotic and abiotic components and 
ecological processes necessary to maintain a fully functioning ecosystem that contains the habitat 
necessary to support the covered species associated with that ecosystem.  (15 points maximum) 
 
More points will be awarded for acquisition areas containing fully-functioning ecosystems that 
will require little or no restoration/management to benefit the covered species. 
 

            None: few ecological processes intact and/or substantial restoration needed (0 pts) 
            Some/Most: most core ecological processes intact (8 pts) 
            All: pristine ecological processes intact (15 pts) 

Justification: 
 

Justification: 
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6)  Land acquisitions that fill in critical components for land protection will score higher (e.g., 
lands that link two preserves together to reduce habitat fragmentation). HCP land acquisition 
projects with a focus on climate change adaptation should be addressed here to identify the 
conservation benefits to be derived through acquisition of the property in support of covered 
(listed on the permit) listed and unlisted species. 
 
Score:  Do the lands proposed for acquisition fill a critical void in the matrix of protected 
lands, such as a connection between protected areas or protection of a core population area? A 
justification must be included for each species for which the applicant is seeking points (15 
points maximum) 
 

            To some degree for at least one listed species covered by the HCP (listed on the 
permit) (5 pts) 
            To a great degree for one listed species and some degree for one or more listed or 
unlisted species covered by the HCP (listed on the permit) (10 pts) 
            To a great degree for more than two species covered by the HCP (listed on the 
permit) (15 pts) 
 
 

                            
 

Total points for ecosystem benefits (sum of 5-6):________ 
 
 
FOSTERING HCP PARTNERSHIPS 
 
The purpose of this section is to emphasize the importance of partners in significantly 
contributing to implementation of the HCP.  This section includes consideration of the number of 
partners and amount of cost share contributions.  
 
7) Proposals with a larger number of significant partners involved in the HCP will score higher.  
A significant partner is a public or private entity that is a significant player in the implementation 
of the HCP.  For example, they are signatories to an implementing agreement, are signatories to 
some other agreement regarding participation in implementation, or received their own section 
10(a)(1)(B) incidental take permit.  Subpermittees or entities receiving certificates of inclusion 
are not significant partners to an HCP; however, they typically make a contribution toward 
implementation in return for receiving the benefits of incidental take authorization.  If an entity 
that is receiving incidental take authorization is also contributing toward the proposed land 
acquisition, an additional point is accrued.  The Service and the State agency applying for the 
grant should not be counted. 
 

Justification: 
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Please identify each partner as well as the specific contribution to be made by each partner.  To 
facilitate in the review process, you may consider using chart similar to the example provided 
below.  Please note: points not will be awarded for partners listed without identifying their 
specific contributions to the project.   
      
Score: Number of significant partners involved in the implementation of the HCP.  (8 points 
maximum) 

            1-5 significant partners (1 point) 
            1-5 significant partners with contributions toward implementation of the HCP 
from non-significant partners (subpermittees or entities receiving certificates of inclusion 
and making a monetary contribution toward HCP implementation) (5 points)  
            Greater than 5 significant partners (8 points) 

 
 

 
 
8) Commitment to a successful HCP Land Acquisition project can be evidenced by cost share 
contributions.  Cost share is the percent of the total project cost that will be provided by non-
Federal partners.  Proposals that include a greater than minimum cost share contribution will be 
ranked higher.   
 
Score: Percentage of cost share provided by non-Federal partners.  Rounding of the dollar 
amounts and/or percentages is not acceptable to meet the minimum cost share requirement or to 
receive additional points on the evaluation form. (12 points maximum) 
 

____Minimum 25% (or 10% where two or more States are involved, or 0% (up to 
$200,000) for identified Insular Areas) (0 pts) 

____Each additional 5% (2 pts) 
 
Total points for HCP partnerships (sum of 7-8): ___________                      
 
TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROPOSAL (sum of 1-8 above): ____________                          

 

Stakeholder/Partner Name Role Contribution (cash or in-kind) 
 
 

 
 

 
 

List each significant partner and describe in detail the significant partner’s role in 
implementing the HCP: 
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RECOVERY LAND ACQUISITION PROGRAM 
 FISCAL YEAR 2016 EVALUATION FORM 
 
FWS Regional Staff:  Please fill out this form completely. You may attach additional written 
explanations for the categories in this form if the space provided is inadequate. 
 
Project Title___________________________________________________________________ 

Region _______                             

State(s) _______________________________________________________________________                                

Service contact for more information _______________________________________________                                                                                               

Acreage of land acquisition (break down acreage by parcel if more than one parcel is proposed 

for acquisition) _________________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                

Estimated total cost of the proposed project (i.e., Federal and non-Federal portions) __________                       

Percent of cost to be borne by non-Federal entities (list by entity and % of cost) _____________                                                      

Amount of funding requested (total cost minus the non-Federal match) (break down by parcel if 

more than one is proposed for acquisition) ___________________________________________                                                                                     

Regional priority points for this proposal* _____ (0 – 25 points) 

* Each Region will have 25 points to distribute to the eligible Recovery Land Acquisition grant 
proposals.  That is, 25 points for all eligible proposals, not for each eligible proposal.  The 25 
points may be applied to grant proposal scores in any amount deemed appropriate by the 
Regional Director to reflect the Service and State priorities for funding.  Please consider project 
readiness and conservation in the context of climate change when applying these discretionary 
points. 
 
Justification for Regional priority_________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 

Total points available = 100 points + ____ Regional priority pts (maximum 125 points) 
 
 
SPECIES BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the land acquisition will be for listed 
and candidate species.  Federally listed species are defined as those species listed as threatened 
or endangered by the Federal Government through section 4 of the Endangered Species Act.  
Unlisted species include candidate, proposed, State listed and all other species. 
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1)  Listed species benefits.  The extent to which the habitat acquisition contributes to recovery.  
This factor should be scored based on benefits to the individual species as opposed to the 
aggregate.  Consideration should be given to the magnitude of the benefit in terms of the 
proportion of the species range/area encompassed by the acquisition, the contribution to stated 
recovery goals, and whether the acquisition will allow for delisting or downlisting of a listed 
species.  To score 20 points, the applicant must document that the proposal will potentially result 
in a high benefit to recovery of at least one listed species.  A justification must be provided for 
each species covered by the proposal.   (20 pts maximum) 
         

___ Low benefit to recovery (acquisition will provide habitat that is currently 
unoccupied) (5 pts) 
___ Medium benefit to recovery (acquisition is necessary to avoid a significant decline of 
the taxon {due to loss of habitat, increased threats, etc.}) (10 pts) 
___ High benefit to recovery (acquisition is necessary to avoid extinction within the next 
five years, or the acquisition will assist the taxon achieve its recovery criteria within the 
next five years) (20 pts) 

2)  Listed species recovery priority number.  For those listed species that will benefit from the 
proposed acquisition that do not currently have an assigned priority number, you may calculate 
the appropriate number using the guidance provided in the Federal Register on September 21, 
1983 (Pgs.,43098 - 43105, Vol. 48. No. 184 and Correction in FR notice of Nov. 15, 1983 Pg., 
51985, Vol. 48. No. 221) (22 pts maximum) 
 
 ____ 1 to 3 (10 pts) 
 ____ 4 to 8 (5 pts) 
 ____ 9 to 13 (2 pts) 
 ____ 14 to18 (1 pt) 

 
3)  Number of species benefitted (listed and candidate only; at least one listed species must 
benefit).  Draft recovery plans may only be considered if a Notice of Availability for the draft 
plan has been published in the Federal Register.  (20 pts maximum) 
 

___ Species with final recovery plans (8 pts for each species with a final plan) 
___ Species with draft recovery plans (4 pts for each species with a draft plan) 
___ Listed (without draft or final recovery plan) or candidate species (2 pts for each 
species) 

 
Total points for species benefits (sum of 1-3):                              

Justification: 
 
 

Identify species and priority number assigned: 
 



Page 3 of 3 
 

ECOSYSTEM BENEFITS 
 
The purpose of this section is to evaluate how beneficial the proposed land acquisition will be for 
the listed, unlisted (including State-listed species), proposed and candidate species. Recovery  
land acquisition projects with a focus on climate change adaptation should be addressed here to 
identify the conservation benefits to be derived through acquisition of the property in support of 
listed, unlisted (including State-listed species), proposed and candidate species. 
 
4)  Ecosystem benefits (20 pts maximum) 
 

Function 
___ Habitat fills a critical role in the life cycle of the primary species for which 
the land is acquired (8 pts) 
___ Habitat requires little or no management to provide benefits to the primary 
species (4 pts) 

 
Connectivity  

___ Habitat links two existing protected areas together or is adjacent to existing 
protected areas, to reduce habitat fragmentation (8 pts) 

 
Total points for ecosystem benefits (sum of 4): _____________                            
   
COST SHARE CONTRIBUTIONS 
 
5)  Amount of cost share.  A minimum of twenty-five percent in non-Federal cost share is 
required.  If two or more States or Territories are contributors, the non-Federal cost share 
decreases to 10 percent.  To be eligible for this reduction, each State must actively participate 
and each State’s contribution must be described, e.g., an action in a recovery plan for a species of 
multi-State concern, in which two or more States or Territories are actively participating in 
recovery actions.  Rounding of the dollar amounts and/or percentages is not acceptable to meet 
the minimum cost share requirement or to receive additional points on the evaluation form. (18 
pts maximum)   
 

____Minimum 25% (or 10% where two or more States are involved, or 0% (up to 
$200,000) for identified Insular Areas) (0 pts) 

____Each additional 5% (2 pts) 
 
Total points for cost share contributions (sum of 5): _____________                            
 
TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROPOSAL (sum of 1-5 above):  _____________  
 



From: Johnson, Kurt
To: Goldberg, Jason
Cc: Mott, Seth
Subject: Re: For Distribution: SO 3349 Review
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 1:13:11 PM
Attachments: FWS Climate Change Policy Review KAJ.docx

My input on the draft memo.  I think that Items 7, 8 and 9 should be removed as they do not
really fit the criteria in the Secretarial Order.

Kurt

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 1:53 PM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth,

Attached please find a proposed e-mail to share with the CAN.  After you send it, I'll share it
with a few staff who may have additional information.

Kate sent me the following list of current CAN members:
Alison Sasnett <alison_sasnett@fws.gov>, Bill Uihlein <bill_uihlein@fws.gov>, Brian Hires <brian_hires@fws.gov>,
Chris Nolin <chris_nolin@fws.gov>, Craig Czarnecki <craig_czarnecki@fws.gov>, Dave Lemarie
<Dave Lemarie@fws.gov>, Debra Schlafmann <debra schlafmann@fws.gov>, Denise Sheehan
<denise_sheehan@fws.gov>, Dolores Savignano <dolores_savignano@fws.gov>, Eleanora Babij
<Eleanora_babij@fws.gov>, Greg Watson <greg_watson@fws.gov>, Heidi Ruffler <heidi_ruffler@fws.gov>, John
Schmerfeld <john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, Larry Rabin <larry_rabin@fws.gov>, Linda Andreasen
<linda andreasen@fws.gov>, Michelle Vanderhaar <michelle vanderhaar@fws.gov>, Mike Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, Nancy Green <nancy_green@fws.gov>, Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Paul
Tashjian <paul_tashjian@fws.gov>, Paul VanRyzin <Paul_VanRyzin@fws.gov>, Pete Probasco
<pete_probasco@fws.gov>, Rick Bennett <rick_bennett@fws.gov>, Rob Campellone <rob_campellone@fws.gov>,
Sarena Selbo <sarena selbo@fws.gov>, Seth Mott <seth mott@fws.gov>, Stewart Jacks <Stewart Jacks@fws.gov>, Tom
Busiahn <tom_busiahn@fws.gov>, Lydia Collins <lydia_collins@fws.gov>, Susan Wells <susan_wells@fws.gov>, Laura
Maclean <laura_maclean@fws.gov>, Charla Sterne <charla_sterne@fws.gov>, Stephen Zylstra
<stephen_zylstra@fws.gov>, Kurt Johnson <kurt_johnson@fws.gov>, Michael Hudson <michael_hudson@fws.gov>, Jaso
n Goldberg <Jason Goldberg@fws.gov>

Kate and I briefly discussed the list.  She thinks the handbooks can come off the list.  I am
inclined to agree but we can discuss next week after we hear from other FWS staff about
other updates.  I removed the DOI-level documents, such as previous Secretarial Orders,
since they did not come from FWS.

Please let me know if I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



Dear Climate Adaptation Network members, 
 
On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth.  On March 29, Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial 
Order 3349 to begin implementing the Executive Order.  SO 3349 orders a review of agency 
actions directed by the President’s Executive Order and directs a reexamination of the mitigation 
and climate change policies and guidance across the Department of the Interior (Department or 
DOI). 
 
SO 3349 states that each bureau and office shall provide to DOI all Department Actions they 
have adopted, or are in the process of developing related to climate change policy, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., in 
particular:  
• Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the Impacts of 

Climate Change);  
• Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon Pollution Standards);  
• Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and National Security);  
• Report of the Executive Office of the President of June 2013 (The President's Climate Action 

Plan);  
• Report of the Executive Office of the President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy 

to Reduce Methane Emissions); and  
• the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for Federal 

Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Effects of 
Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 51866 
(August 5, 2016). 

 
The Office of Science Applications has been assigned responsibility by the Director for 
developing a list of climate change documents to submit to the Department.  We have developed 
an initialearly  draft of climate change related documents that weit recommends be shared with 
the Department.  I am requesting your review of the attached for any revisions or other updates 
that should be added.   
 
We only need to include high-level documents, with a short one or two sentence summary. 
Please note that the Office of Science Applications is only coordinating the climate change 
related element in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related requests from 
other programs.  We have also not been asked at this time by the Director’s Office to review 
these documents for possible revisions.  
 
Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg of my 
staff (Jason Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) by COB Wednesday, April 5. 
 
 
  



Climate Change Documents for Secretarial Order 3349  
1. 056 FW 1 (Service Policy Manual): A. Establishes overall U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

(Service) policy and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation, and B. Steps down 
the Departmental policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 

 
2. 56 FW 2 (Service Policy Manual): Establishes the Climate Adaptation Network in the 

Service, a team of senior-level Service staff which guides the Service to enhance 
preparedness, adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its 
interaction with non-climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural 
resources, and facilities. 

 
3. Fiscal Year 2009 Climate Change Action Priorities: This document provides thirteen 

priority actions to be undertaken in FY 2009ties that represent changes necessary  to improve 
the Service’s ability to strategically fulfill its mission in the face of accelerating deliver 
conservation effectively on the ground related to climate change and other conservation 
issues.  

 
4. FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan: Completed and approved in 2010, the Service’s 

Climate Change Strategic Plan presents goals and objectives necessary to help the Service 
address climate change in order to help sustain diverse, distributed, and abundant populations 
of fish and wildlife through conservation of healthy habitats in a network of interconnected, 
ecologically functioning landscapes. 

 
5. Appendix: 5-Year Action Plan for Responding to Accelerating Climate Change. This 

document detailed the actions that the Service intended to pursue during fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 to implement the goals and objectives of the FWS Climate Change Strategic 
Plan. 

 
6. National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy: The National Fish, 

Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy (Strategy) represents the collaborative work 
of Federal, State, and Tribal agencies and their stakeholders to help sustain the nation’s living 
natural resources for the benefit of the American people. Developed at the direction of 
Congress and published in 2013 following public review, the Strategy provides a framework 
for coordinated actions among jurisdictions and authorities from the local to the national 
level to sustain native fish, wildlife, and plants and their habitats in a changing climate. 

 
7. Scanning the Horizon: A Guide to Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment. (2011).  

This handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared by a team of experts 
assembled by the National Wildlife Federation (including a Serviceproduced in part with 
Service input expert). It,  focuses on the key components of vulnerability--sensitivity and 
exposure--and reviews best practices for conducting climate change vulnerability 
assessments focusing on species, habitats, or ecosystems.  Vulnerability assessments are a 
key step in adaptation planning by enabling managers to identify those species and systems 
most likely to be in need of conservation actions as a result of climate change, develop 
adaptation strategies tailored for managing species and habitats in greatest need, foster 
collaboration at statewide and regional scales by providing a shared understanding of impacts 



and management options, and allow scarce resources for wildlife conservation to be allocated 
efficiently in the face of climate change. 

 
8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice. (2014). This 

handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared by a team of experts 
assembled by the National Wildlife Federation (including a Service expert). It offers 
guidance for designing and carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  
Developed by an expert workgroup, consisting of leaders in climate adaptation from federal 
and state agencies (including the Service) and non-governmental organizations, Tthe guide is 
designed to help conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change 
considerations into their work. The guide offers an approach to adaptation planning and 
implementation that breaks the process into discrete and manageable steps. 

 
9. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural 

Resource Conservation. (2014). While uncertainty is not new to natural resource 
management, limitations in our ability to confidently predict the direction, rate, and nature of 
the effects of climate and other drivers of change on natural and human systems has 
reinforced the need for tools to cope with the associated uncertainties.  This guide present a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in 
natural resource management and conservation. 



From: Shaun Sanchez
To: Matthew Huggler
Subject: Re: FWS BP on Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rule
Date: Tuesday, April 11, 2017 5:02:40 AM

Thanks 

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 10, 2017, at 6:17 PM, Matthew Huggler <matthew_huggler@fws.gov> wrote:

See attached...

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Huggler, Matthew" <matthew_huggler@fws.gov>
Date: March 31, 2017 at 3:51:07 PM EDT
To: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>,  Virginia
Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>, Charisa
Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>,  Jim Kurth
<jim_kurth@fws.gov>, "Guertin, Stephen"
<Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>
Subject: FWS BP on Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rule

Maureen, Virginia -

Also at our Tuesday afternoon meeting this week, you requested a
briefing paper on our non-federal oil and gas rule.  Please see the
attached briefing paper and attachment.

If you need any additional information, please let us know.  

We are also working on the related reviews requested by Secretarial
Order 3349.

Thanks and have a nice weekend,

- Matt

---
Matthew C. Huggler
Deputy Assistant Director - External Affairs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: EA
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
(703) 358-2243 (office)



(202) 460-8402 (cell)

<mime-attachment.html>

<FWS HQ - Non-Fed Oil Gas Activities on NWRS BP.docx>

<50 CFR Part 29D.pdf>

<mime-attachment.html>



From: Larrabee, Jason
To: Newell, Russell
Cc: David Bernhardt; Todd Willens; Scott Hommel; Magallanes, Downey; Daniel Jorjani; Greg Sheehan; Laura Rigas;

Heather Swift
Subject: Re: FWS Solicits Public Input on Mitigation Policies
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 11:12:08 AM

ok by me. 

Jason Larrabee
Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 10:15 AM, Newell, Russell <russell_newell@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Good morning all - this package will be submitted by FWS to the Federal Register today. 
Below is the release that FWS will send either Friday or Mon. - whenever the FR publishes. 
Please let me know if you have any edits to the below or any concerns.

thank you,

Russell

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Solicits Public Input on Mitigation
Policies        
 
To help ensure that its policies are clear, effective and do not pose unnecessary burdens to
the public, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is soliciting public review of and comment on
its Service-wide Mitigation Policy and its Endangered Species Act - Compensatory
Mitigation Policy (ESA-CMP). These policies provide direction to Service employees on
how to develop mitigation recommendations to offset the impacts of development activities
on species or their habitats.
 
The review is part of a broader Service effort to re-evaluate several regulations and policies
related to the Secretary of the Interior’s Order 3349 on American Energy Independence
(March 29, 2017). The order directed bureaus to review policies to ensure consistency with
directives in effect at the time Secretarial Order 3349 was issued.
 
The Mitigation Policy articulates general policy and principles intended to guide
recommended mitigation across all Service programs. These principles were in turn stepped
down into the ESA-CMP.
 
The Service is soliciting additional input regarding whether to retain or modify the
mitigation goals or other policy direction articulated within our mitigation policies. Based on
comments received, the Service will decide whether and how to revise the policies.
 
The notice will publish in the Federal Register on November XX, 2017. Written comments
and information concerning this proposal can be submitted by one of the following methods:



 

Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the instructions
for submitting comments to:

Mitigation Policy at Docket No. [FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0126]
ESA-CMP at Docket No. [FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165]

U. S. mail or hand-delivery: Public Comments Processing, Attn: Docket No.
[FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0126 or FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165]; Division of Policy,
Performance and Management Programs; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; 5275
Leesburg Pike - MS: BPHC Falls Church, VA 22041-3808.
 
The Service invites comments, information and recommendations from
governmental agencies, Indian Tribes, the scientific community, industry groups,
environmental interest groups and any other interested parties.
 
Comments must be received within 60 days, on or before December XX, 2017. The
Service will post all comments on http://www.regulations.gov. This generally
means the agency will post any personal information provided through the process.
The Service is not able to accept email or faxes.
 
For more information, please visit: http://www.fws.gov/ecological-services/habitat-
conservation/cp.html.



Read this news alert on the web

USFWS has AGENCY WIDE ACCESS to E&E's entire suite of services! The
best way to track energy and environmental policy news and information.

Here are your personal access codes:

Username: stephen_guertin@fws.gov
Password: eenews

NEWS ALERT

From: Frazer, Gary
To: Stephen Guertin
Cc: Jim Kurth; Noreen Walsh; Robyn Thorson; Paul Souza; Betsy Hildebrandt; Charisa Morris
Subject: Re: Greenwire News Alert: Zinke to order review of sage grouse conservation plans
Date: Thursday, June 8, 2017 12:20:04 AM
Attachments: May 30 2017 version Clean.docx

Here's the last version I saw, current as of last week.  I do not know if any further revisions
were made, but this one incorporates our recommended edits. -- GDF

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

On Wed, Jun 7, 2017 at 4:41 PM, Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:
Have we seen an advance version of the order?

Says we USGS and BLM will have 60 days to conduct review and report back. 

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: E&E News <ealerts@eenews.net>
Date: June 7, 2017 at 7:12:15 PM EDT
To: <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Subject: Greenwire News Alert: Zinke to order review of sage grouse
conservation plans



GREENWIRE — Wed., June 7, 2017 at 7:00 PM

  SAGE GROUSE:
Zinke to order review of conservation plans
Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke today announced a review of federal greater sage
grouse conservation plans to determine in part if they are hindering energy
production on public lands.

Get all of the stories in today's Greenwire, plus an in-depth archive with thousands of
articles on your issues, detailed Special Reports and much more at
https://www.greenwire.com.

Forgot your passcodes? Call us at 202-628-6500 now and we'll set you up instantly.

To send a press release, fax 202-737-5299 or email editorial@eenews.net.

ABOUT GREENWIRE – THE LEADER IN ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT
NEWS

Greenwire is written and produced by the staff of E&E News. The one-stop source for
those who need to stay on top of all of today's major energy and environmental action
with an average of more than 20 stories a day, Greenwire covers the complete spectrum,
from electricity industry restructuring to Clean Air Act litigation to public lands
management. Greenwire publishes daily at 1 p.m.

 

E&E News

Unsubscribe | Our Privacy Policy
E&E News
122 C Street NW 7th Floor Washington, DC
20001
Phone: 202-628-6500  Fax: 202-737-5299
www.eenews.net

All content is copyrighted and may not be reproduced or retransmitted without the express consent of Environment
& Energy Publishing, LLC. Prefer plain text? Click here.
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From: Jerome Ford
To: Guertin, Stephen
Cc: Mike J Johnson; Dan Patterson
Subject: Re: Headed Out
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 1:25:34 PM

The Mig Bird team considered an honor to have coordinated this effort and serve your office. 
Hopefully, we performed well.

Straight and sharp.   Got it.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

On Apr 20, 2017, at 2:21 PM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Fly straight and fly sharp young man!

Thanks for all the extra effort on the SO 3349 assignment.

Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 2:20 PM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Steve,

If there are additional requirements regarding the assignment to the
AS-FWP, then please contact Mike Johnson and Dan Patterson.

I am headed to the airport on my way to Charleston for the Junior Duck
Stamp Contest.

See you next week.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program



From: Shultz, Gina
To: Patel, Kashyap; Charisa Morris
Cc: Lois A Wellman; Gary Frazer
Subject: Re: HEADS UP: Secretary"s Agenda for Wednesday
Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 4:36:00 PM
Attachments: Assistant Secretary FWP Monthly Meeting 2018-03-21 DER.docx

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, Mar 19, 2018 at 2:57 PM, Patel, Kashyap <kashyap_patel@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Gina,

Lois mentioned the attachment may not have come though, so I'm resending. I'm tracking
that Greg's travel in Fl tomorrow will make it unlikely he'd get a chance to review this input
if he gets it tomorrow morning.

However, if I get it to Greg COB today, I think there's a very good chance he'll review it
tonight.

I'm standing by to forward it to him for clearance as soon as it's ready.

Thanks for your help!
Kashyap
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Patel, Kashyap <kashyap_patel@fws.gov>
Date: Mon, Mar 19, 2018 at 12:47 PM
Subject: Re: HEADS UP: Secretary's Agenda for Wednesday
To: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Cc: Greg Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Jerome Ford
<Jerome_ford@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <Gary_Frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Mike Johnson <mike_j_johnson@fws.gov>

Please use the attachment to build out your program's issue items for the Secretary's agenda.
Thanks for your patience with the short deadlines.

Thanks,
Kashyap

On Mon, Mar 19, 2018 at 12:39 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
We were going to propose the following topics for discussion:

Wind Energy



Councils
ESA regs
LA pinesnake
CSKT
Wolves
Grizzly

However, Jason has expressed an interest in restricting our agenda items to ONLY:

Listings [we can include Pinesnake here]
MBTA guidance on M-opinion for "intent"
MBTA/BGEPA timeline (anybody know what this means?  I have a call in to
Maureen to investigate)
Mitigation Policies

Kashyap will be requesting information in format from appropriate programs today, due
tomorrow am.

Thanks!
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Kashyap Patel@fws.gov | acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
| 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-4923 | Txt/Cell: 703-638-4640

-- 
Kashyap Patel@fws.gov | acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
| 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-4923 | Txt/Cell: 703-638-4640



 
United States Department of the Interior 

Washington, D.C. 20240 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY MONTHLY MEETING WITH THE SECRETARY 

 
DATE:   March 21, 2018   TIME:  4:00 p.m. 
FROM: Jason Larrabee, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 
Parks  
SUBJECT:  Monthly Meeting 
DOI Staff Participating:  David Bernhardt, Todd Willens, Scott Hommel, Downey Magallanes, 
Dan Smith, Greg Sheehan 
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Jerome Ford
Subject: Re: I need help!
Date: Friday, July 14, 2017 4:11:00 PM

Yes sir!

On Fri, Jul 14, 2017 at 12:01 PM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Did you get ours yesterday.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

On Jul 14, 2017, at 10:51 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Good morning-

A reminder that we are shooting to get FWP a final submission today, if
possible. If you don't think you'll be able to submit something today (thank you
ES, for your submission yesterday!), please let me know when to expect
something.

Thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 6:00 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

+ Ketty, Shaun, and Kurt

Good afternoon, all-

After many hours of attempted clarifications, we have received SOLID intel
that this exercise overlaps almost completely with the last SO 3349 exercise;
however, there are two key differences:

1.  This exercise requires that all bureaus use the narrative template to
submit information.  Please feel free to cut and paste from the last
submission.  You MUST maintain the format in the template to enable
reviewers to easily navigate within and among bureau products.

2. This exercise requires a bit more information for each "burden"
identified, and also specifies a few more types of burdens they would
like to solicit information about.  Because additional topical
information is in the new template, each program must manage the
entries for their particular subject area (i.e., we have no Senior Advisor
to perform this work for you).

Gary and Jerome will be meeting with Greg, Casey, Jim, and Steve tomorrow
morning to determine if any items should be removed from the original spring
exercise list (a version of this is attached with comments from Virginia;  there



is no evidence FWP ever submitted a final).  We anticipate that the version
we submit to FWP this week will be mostly a recap of selected items from the
attached, along with any additional items, given the new template headings.

Please reply to all with any questions, and I can get you answers.  

Many thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Frazer, Gary <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
wrote:

. -- GDF

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

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>

(b) (5) DPP



Date: July 12, 2017 at 12:53:45 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Here is the relevant portion of the EO.   The first assignment dealt with
section a.  This assignment deals with section d.   The two assignments are
related but this one is more in depth.

There is no wiggle room on this.  I will see if you can get until Monday for
submission but that may be it.  

Sorry.  The email also went to Greg.  

Sec. 2.  Immediate Review of All Agency Actions that
Potentially Burden the Safe, Efficient Development of
Domestic Energy Resources.  (a)  The heads of
agencies shall review all existing regulations, orders,
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar
agency actions (collectively, agency actions) that
potentially burden the development or use of
domestically produced energy resources, with particular
attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear energy
resources.  Such review shall not include agency
actions that are mandated by law, necessary for the
public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in
section 1 of this order. 

(b)  For purposes of this order, "burden" means to
unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or otherwise
impose significant costs on the siting, permitting,
production, utilization, transmission, or delivery of
energy resources.

(c)  Within 45 days of the date of this order, the head of
each agency with agency actions described in
subsection (a) of this section shall develop and submit
to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB Director) a plan to carry out the review required
by subsection (a) of this section.  The plans shall also
be sent to the Vice President, the Assistant to the
President for Economic Policy, the Assistant to the
President for Domestic Policy, and the Chair of the



Council on Environmental Quality.  The head of any
agency who determines that such agency does not
have agency actions described in subsection (a) of this
section shall submit to the OMB Director a written
statement to that effect and, absent a determination by
the OMB Director that such agency does have agency
actions described in subsection (a) of this section, shall
have no further responsibilities under this section.

(d)  Within 120 days of the date of this order, the head
of each agency shall submit a draft final report detailing
the agency actions described in subsection (a) of this
section to the Vice President, the OMB Director, the
Assistant to the President for Economic Policy, the
Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, and the
Chair of the Council on Environmental Quality.  The
report shall include specific recommendations that, to
the extent permitted by law, could alleviate or eliminate
aspects of agency actions that burden domestic energy
production.  

__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 12:39 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

We just got the most recent assignment out to our folks
today, as it didn't show up in any of my searches of my
overloaded inbox until you sent the reminder today (even
when I searched Rob Howarth - to this day, the original
assignment did not show up).  This is totally on me for
being out of the office, and I'm trying to find ways to ease
the burden of response on our folks.  This week's



deliverable appears to overlap greatly with the ask below -
is that true?  I need help - give me a call on my cell
whenever you have a chance.

Thank you!!
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, May 16, 2017 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of
Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence
and Economic Growth”
To: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of
Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence
and Economic Growth”
To: Michael Reynolds <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>,
Bert Frost <Bert_Frost@nps.gov>, Jim Kurth
<jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin
<Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Beverly Stephens
<grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>



Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of
Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence
and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale <Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov>,
Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah
Walters <sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry Rae
<kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from OMB on the
report due for EO 12783 Promoting Energy Independence
and Economic Growth.  I wanted to pass it on to you
because I believe a report is due this week.  We did send a
copy of this information to Jim Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of
the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW,
Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of
the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW,
Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Jeff Rupert
To: Morris, Charisa
Cc: Aubrey, Craig; Frazer, Gary; Jerome Ford; Cynthia Martinez; Gina Shultz; Katherine Spomer; Shaun Sanchez
Subject: Re: I need help!
Date: Friday, July 14, 2017 11:23:34 AM

Yes, we do not need to submit additional information.

On Jul 14, 2017, at 11:01 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Yes he did!  

THANK YOU, ES, FOR YOUR SUBMISSION YESTERDAY! 

On Fri, Jul 14, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Aubrey, Craig <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>
wrote:

Charisa, Jeff sent u ES's yesterday pm.

Craig

Craig W. Aubrey
Chief, Division of Environmental Review
Ecological Services Program
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
Ecological Services, MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2171 (general)
703-358-2442 (direct)

On Fri, Jul 14, 2017 at 10:50 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Good morning-

A reminder that we are shooting to get FWP a final submission today, if
possible. If you don't think you'll be able to submit something today (thank
you ES, for your submission yesterday!), please let me know when to expect
something.

Thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 6:00 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

+ Ketty, Shaun, and Kurt

Good afternoon, all-



After many hours of attempted clarifications, we have received SOLID intel
that this exercise overlaps almost completely with the last SO 3349
exercise; however, there are two key differences:

1.  This exercise requires that all bureaus use the narrative template to
submit information.  Please feel free to cut and paste from the last
submission.  You MUST maintain the format in the template to
enable reviewers to easily navigate within and among bureau
products.

2. This exercise requires a bit more information for each "burden"
identified, and also specifies a few more types of burdens they would
like to solicit information about.  Because additional topical
information is in the new template, each program must manage the
entries for their particular subject area (i.e., we have no Senior
Advisor to perform this work for you).

Gary and Jerome will be meeting with Greg, Casey, Jim, and Steve
tomorrow morning to determine if any items should be removed from the
original spring exercise list (a version of this is attached with comments
from Virginia;  there is no evidence FWP ever submitted a final).  We
anticipate that the version we submit to FWP this week will be mostly a
recap of selected items from the attached, along with any additional items,
given the new template headings.

Please reply to all with any questions, and I can get you answers.  

Many thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Frazer, Gary <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
wrote:

 

 

(b) (5) DPP



 -- GDF

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

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: July 12, 2017 at 12:53:45 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Here is the relevant portion of the EO.   The first assignment dealt with
section a.  This assignment deals with section d.   The two assignments
are related but this one is more in depth.

There is no wiggle room on this.  I will see if you can get until Monday
for submission but that may be it.  

Sorry.  The email also went to Greg.  

Sec. 2.  Immediate Review of All Agency Actions that
Potentially Burden the Safe, Efficient Development of
Domestic Energy Resources.  (a)  The heads of
agencies shall review all existing regulations, orders,
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar
agency actions (collectively, agency actions) that
potentially burden the development or use of
domestically produced energy resources, with
particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and
nuclear energy resources.  Such review shall not
include agency actions that are mandated by law,
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with

(b) (5) DPP



the policy set forth in section 1 of this order. 

(b)  For purposes of this order, "burden" means to
unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or otherwise
impose significant costs on the siting, permitting,
production, utilization, transmission, or delivery of
energy resources.

(c)  Within 45 days of the date of this order, the head
of each agency with agency actions described in
subsection (a) of this section shall develop and
submit to the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB Director) a plan to carry out the
review required by subsection (a) of this section.  The
plans shall also be sent to the Vice President, the
Assistant to the President for Economic Policy, the
Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, and
the Chair of the Council on Environmental Quality. 
The head of any agency who determines that such
agency does not have agency actions described in
subsection (a) of this section shall submit to the OMB
Director a written statement to that effect and, absent
a determination by the OMB Director that such
agency does have agency actions described in
subsection (a) of this section, shall have no further
responsibilities under this section.

(d)  Within 120 days of the date of this order, the head
of each agency shall submit a draft final report
detailing the agency actions described in subsection
(a) of this section to the Vice President, the OMB
Director, the Assistant to the President for Economic
Policy, the Assistant to the President for Domestic
Policy, and the Chair of the Council on Environmental
Quality.  The report shall include specific
recommendations that, to the extent permitted by law,
could alleviate or eliminate aspects of agency actions
that burden domestic energy production.  



__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 12:39 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

We just got the most recent assignment out to our folks
today, as it didn't show up in any of my searches of my
overloaded inbox until you sent the reminder today (even
when I searched Rob Howarth - to this day, the original
assignment did not show up).  This is totally on me for
being out of the office, and I'm trying to find ways to
ease the burden of response on our folks.  This week's
deliverable appears to overlap greatly with the ask below
- is that true?  I need help - give me a call on my cell
whenever you have a chance.

Thank you!!
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, May 16, 2017 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of
Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy
Independence and Economic Growth”
To: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of
Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy
Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Michael Reynolds <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>,
Bert Frost <Bert_Frost@nps.gov>, Jim Kurth
<jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin
<Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris



<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Beverly Stephens
<grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of
Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy
Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale <Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov
>, Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah
Walters <sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry Rae
<kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from OMB on the
report due for EO 12783 Promoting Energy
Independence and Economic Growth.  I wanted to pass it
on to you because I believe a report is due this week.  We
did send a copy of this information to Jim Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of
the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW,
Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of
the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW,
Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Aubrey, Craig
Cc: Frazer, Gary; Jerome Ford; Cynthia Martinez; Jeff Rupert; Gina Shultz; Katherine Spomer; Shaun Sanchez
Subject: Re: I need help!
Date: Friday, July 14, 2017 10:01:30 AM

Yes he did!  

THANK YOU, ES, FOR YOUR SUBMISSION YESTERDAY! 

On Fri, Jul 14, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Aubrey, Craig <craig_aubrey@fws.gov> wrote:
Charisa, Jeff sent u ES's yesterday pm.

Craig

Craig W. Aubrey
Chief, Division of Environmental Review
Ecological Services Program
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
Ecological Services, MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2171 (general)
703-358-2442 (direct)

On Fri, Jul 14, 2017 at 10:50 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good morning-

A reminder that we are shooting to get FWP a final submission today, if possible. If you
don't think you'll be able to submit something today (thank you ES, for your submission
yesterday!), please let me know when to expect something.

Thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 6:00 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
+ Ketty, Shaun, and Kurt

Good afternoon, all-

After many hours of attempted clarifications, we have received SOLID intel that this
exercise overlaps almost completely with the last SO 3349 exercise; however, there are
two key differences:

1.  This exercise requires that all bureaus use the narrative template to submit
information.  Please feel free to cut and paste from the last submission.  You
MUST maintain the format in the template to enable reviewers to easily navigate
within and among bureau products.

2. This exercise requires a bit more information for each "burden" identified, and



also specifies a few more types of burdens they would like to solicit information
about.  Because additional topical information is in the new template, each
program must manage the entries for their particular subject area (i.e., we have no
Senior Advisor to perform this work for you).

Gary and Jerome will be meeting with Greg, Casey, Jim, and Steve tomorrow morning
to determine if any items should be removed from the original spring exercise list (a
version of this is attached with comments from Virginia;  there is no evidence FWP ever
submitted a final).  We anticipate that the version we submit to FWP this week will be
mostly a recap of selected items from the attached, along with any additional items,
given the new template headings.

Please reply to all with any questions, and I can get you answers.  

Many thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Frazer, Gary <gary frazer@fws.gov> wrote:

 

 

-
- GDF

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

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI

Sent from my iPhone

(b) (5) DPP



Begin forwarded message:

From: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: July 12, 2017 at 12:53:45 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Here is the relevant portion of the EO.   The first assignment dealt with section a.  This
assignment deals with section d.   The two assignments are related but this one is more
in depth.

There is no wiggle room on this.  I will see if you can get until Monday for submission
but that may be it.  

Sorry.  The email also went to Greg.  

Sec. 2.  Immediate Review of All Agency Actions that Potentially
Burden the Safe, Efficient Development of Domestic Energy
Resources.  (a)  The heads of agencies shall review all existing
regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other
similar agency actions (collectively, agency actions) that
potentially burden the development or use of domestically
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil,
natural gas, coal, and nuclear energy resources.  Such review
shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law,
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy
set forth in section 1 of this order. 

(b)  For purposes of this order, "burden" means to unnecessarily
obstruct, delay, curtail, or otherwise impose significant costs on
the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, or
delivery of energy resources.

(c)  Within 45 days of the date of this order, the head of each
agency with agency actions described in subsection (a) of this
section shall develop and submit to the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB Director) a plan to carry out the
review required by subsection (a) of this section.  The plans shall
also be sent to the Vice President, the Assistant to the President
for Economic Policy, the Assistant to the President for Domestic
Policy, and the Chair of the Council on Environmental Quality. 
The head of any agency who determines that such agency does



not have agency actions described in subsection (a) of this
section shall submit to the OMB Director a written statement to
that effect and, absent a determination by the OMB Director that
such agency does have agency actions described in subsection
(a) of this section, shall have no further responsibilities under this
section.

(d)  Within 120 days of the date of this order, the head of each
agency shall submit a draft final report detailing the agency
actions described in subsection (a) of this section to the Vice
President, the OMB Director, the Assistant to the President for
Economic Policy, the Assistant to the President for Domestic
Policy, and the Chair of the Council on Environmental Quality. 
The report shall include specific recommendations that, to the
extent permitted by law, could alleviate or eliminate aspects of
agency actions that burden domestic energy production.  

__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 12:39 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

We just got the most recent assignment out to our folks today, as it
didn't show up in any of my searches of my overloaded inbox until
you sent the reminder today (even when I searched Rob Howarth - to
this day, the original assignment did not show up).  This is totally on
me for being out of the office, and I'm trying to find ways to ease the
burden of response on our folks.  This week's deliverable appears to
overlap greatly with the ask below - is that true?  I need help - give
me a call on my cell whenever you have a chance.

Thank you!!
Charisa



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, May 16, 2017 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order
13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order
13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Michael Reynolds <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>, Bert Frost
<Bert_Frost@nps.gov>, Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen
Guertin <Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Beverly Stephens
<grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Casey
Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order
13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale <Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov>, Maureen
Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah Walters
<sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry Rae <kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>,
Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from OMB on the report due
for EO 12783 Promoting Energy Independence and Economic



Growth.  I wanted to pass it on to you because I believe a report is
due this week.  We did send a copy of this information to Jim Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348
| Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell:
301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348
| Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell:
301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Frazer, Gary
To: Charisa Morris
Subject: Re: I need help!
Date: Thursday, July 13, 2017 10:55:28 PM

Good  Thanks

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

On Thu, Jul 13, 2017 at 10:33 PM, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
No, the OMB spreadsheet isn't needed until later. The template is the appropriate format for
this week's submission. This is supposed to be a cut and past job into the standardized
narrative template to make it easier for them to navigate all bureaus' responses. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Jul 13, 2017, at 6:46 PM, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov> wrote:

Weren't we supposed to fill in the spreadsheet, as opposed to the template?  --
GDF

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Newman, Jeff" <jeff_newman@fws.gov>
Date: July 13, 2017 at 6:27:52 PM EDT
To: "Frazer, Gary" <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,  Charisa Morris
<Charisa_Morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Hello Chaissa,
Attached is the ES submittal for this assignment.  It is my
understanding this will need to be integrated with the other
FWS submissions.  Let us know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Jeff

On Thu, Jul 13, 2017 at 10:15 AM, Frazer, Gary
<gary_frazer@fws.gov> wrote:



Craig/Jeff -- This concerns our input to a report that DOI needs to
provide to OMB in response to section 2 of E.O. 13783,
"Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth".   
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Assume that the two of you can coordinate to provide one
submission to Charisa by COB today.  You can send it to her
directly, but pls copy me.   

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

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 6:00 PM
Subject: Re: I need help!
To: "Frazer, Gary" <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Jerome Ford <Jerome_Ford@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Jeff Rupert
<jeff_rupert@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Katherine Spomer
<katherine_spomer@fws.gov>, Shaun Sanchez
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Kurt"
<kurt_johnson@fws.gov>

+ Ketty, Shaun, and Kurt

Good afternoon, all-

After many hours of attempted clarifications, we have received
SOLID intel that this exercise overlaps almost completely with
the last SO 3349 exercise; however, there are two key
differences:

1.  This exercise requires that all bureaus use the narrative
template to submit information.  Please feel free to cut and
paste from the last submission.  You MUST maintain the
format in the template to enable reviewers to easily
navigate within and among bureau products.

2. This exercise requires a bit more information for each
"burden" identified, and also specifies a few more types of
burdens they would like to solicit information about. 
Because additional topical information is in the new
template, each program must manage the entries for their
particular subject area (i.e., we have no Senior Advisor to
perform this work for you).

Gary and Jerome will be meeting with Greg, Casey, Jim, and

(b) (5) DPP



Steve tomorrow morning to determine if any items should be
removed from the original spring exercise list (a version of this is
attached with comments from Virginia;  there is no evidence
FWP ever submitted a final).  We anticipate that the version we
submit to FWP this week will be mostly a recap of selected items
from the attached, along with any additional items, given the new
template headings.

Please reply to all with any questions, and I can get you answers.
 

Many thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Frazer, Gary
<gary frazer@fws.gov> wrote:

 

 

 -- GDF

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

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

(b) (5) DPP



FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Foster, Maureen"
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: July 12, 2017 at 12:53:45 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa"
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Here is the relevant portion of the EO.   The first assignment
dealt with section a.  This assignment deals with section d.  
The two assignments are related but this one is more in
depth.

There is no wiggle room on this.  I will see if you can get
until Monday for submission but that may be it.  

Sorry.  The email also went to Greg.  

Sec. 2.  Immediate Review of All Agency
Actions that Potentially Burden the Safe,
Efficient Development of Domestic Energy
Resources.  (a)  The heads of agencies
shall review all existing regulations, orders,
guidance documents, policies, and any
other similar agency actions (collectively,
agency actions) that potentially burden the
development or use of domestically
produced energy resources, with particular
attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and
nuclear energy resources.  Such review
shall not include agency actions that are
mandated by law, necessary for the public
interest, and consistent with the policy set
forth in section 1 of this order. 

(b)  For purposes of this order, "burden"
means to unnecessarily obstruct, delay,
curtail, or otherwise impose significant costs



on the siting, permitting, production,
utilization, transmission, or delivery of
energy resources.

(c)  Within 45 days of the date of this order,
the head of each agency with agency
actions described in subsection (a) of this
section shall develop and submit to the
Director of the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB Director) a plan to carry out
the review required by subsection (a) of this
section.  The plans shall also be sent to the
Vice President, the Assistant to the
President for Economic Policy, the Assistant
to the President for Domestic Policy, and the
Chair of the Council on Environmental
Quality.  The head of any agency who
determines that such agency does not have
agency actions described in subsection (a)
of this section shall submit to the OMB
Director a written statement to that effect
and, absent a determination by the OMB
Director that such agency does have agency
actions described in subsection (a) of this
section, shall have no further responsibilities
under this section.

(d)  Within 120 days of the date of this order,
the head of each agency shall submit a draft
final report detailing the agency actions
described in subsection (a) of this section to
the Vice President, the OMB Director, the
Assistant to the President for Economic
Policy, the Assistant to the President for
Domestic Policy, and the Chair of the
Council on Environmental Quality.  The
report shall include specific
recommendations that, to the extent



permitted by law, could alleviate or eliminate
aspects of agency actions that burden
domestic energy production.  

__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 12:39 PM, Morris,
Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

We just got the most recent assignment out to
our folks today, as it didn't show up in any of
my searches of my overloaded inbox until you
sent the reminder today (even when I searched
Rob Howarth - to this day, the original
assignment did not show up).  This is totally
on me for being out of the office, and I'm
trying to find ways to ease the burden of
response on our folks.  This week's deliverable
appears to overlap greatly with the ask below -
is that true?  I need help - give me a call on my
cell whenever you have a chance.

Thank you!!
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, May 16, 2017 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section
2 of Executive Order 13783, “Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: "Foster, Maureen"
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section
2 of Executive Order 13783, “Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Michael Reynolds
<Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>, Bert Frost
<Bert_Frost@nps.gov>, Jim Kurth
<jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin
<Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Beverly Stephens
<grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Casey
Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette
<juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section
2 of Executive Order 13783, “Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale
<Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov>, Maureen
Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah
Walters <sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry
Rae <kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from
OMB on the report due for EO 12783



Promoting Energy Independence and
Economic Growth.  I wanted to pass it on to
you because I believe a report is due this
week.  We did send a copy of this information
to Jim Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory
Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff,
Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington,
DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff,
Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington,
DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348
| Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial
cell: 301-875-8937

<mime-attachment.html>



<ES Template for Input into July Draft Report on Energy cjh ca jn final.docx>



From: Newman, Jeff
To: Frazer, Gary
Cc: Craig Aubrey; Gina Shultz; Charisa Morris
Subject: Re: I need help!
Date: Thursday, July 13, 2017 5:28:34 PM
Attachments: ES Template for Input into July Draft Report on Energy cjh ca jn final.docx

Hello Chaissa,
Attached is the ES submittal for this assignment.  It is my understanding this will need
to be integrated with the other FWS submissions.  Let us know if you have any
questions.

Thanks,
Jeff

On Thu, Jul 13, 2017 at 10:15 AM, Frazer, Gary <gary_frazer@fws.gov> wrote:
Craig/Jeff -- This concerns our input to a report that DOI needs to provide to OMB in
response to section 2 of E.O. 13783, "Promoting Energy Independence and Economic
Growth".   
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Assume that the two of you can coordinate to provide one submission to Charisa by COB
today.  You can send it to her directly, but pls copy me.   

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

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 6:00 PM
Subject: Re: I need help!
To: "Frazer, Gary" <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Jerome Ford <Jerome_Ford@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Jeff Rupert <jeff_rupert@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Katherine Spomer
<katherine_spomer@fws.gov>, Shaun Sanchez <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, "Johnson,
Kurt" <kurt_johnson@fws.gov>

+ Ketty, Shaun, and Kurt

Good afternoon, all-

After many hours of attempted clarifications, we have received SOLID intel that this
exercise overlaps almost completely with the last SO 3349 exercise; however, there are two
key differences:

1.  This exercise requires that all bureaus use the narrative template to submit
information.  Please feel free to cut and paste from the last submission.  You MUST
maintain the format in the template to enable reviewers to easily navigate within and
among bureau products.

2. This exercise requires a bit more information for each "burden" identified, and also
specifies a few more types of burdens they would like to solicit information about. 
Because additional topical information is in the new template, each program must
manage the entries for their particular subject area (i.e., we have no Senior Advisor to
perform this work for you).

Gary and Jerome will be meeting with Greg, Casey, Jim, and Steve tomorrow morning to
determine if any items should be removed from the original spring exercise list (a version of
this is attached with comments from Virginia;  there is no evidence FWP ever submitted a
final).  We anticipate that the version we submit to FWP this week will be mostly a recap of

(b) (5) DPP



selected items from the attached, along with any additional items, given the new template
headings.

Please reply to all with any questions, and I can get you answers.  

Many thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Frazer, Gary <gary frazer@fws.gov> wrote:

 

 

 -- GDF

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

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: July 12, 2017 at 12:53:45 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Here is the relevant portion of the EO.   The first assignment dealt with section a.  This
assignment deals with section d.   The two assignments are related but this one is more in
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depth.

There is no wiggle room on this.  I will see if you can get until Monday for submission but
that may be it.  

Sorry.  The email also went to Greg.  

Sec. 2.  Immediate Review of All Agency Actions that Potentially
Burden the Safe, Efficient Development of Domestic Energy
Resources.  (a)  The heads of agencies shall review all existing
regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other
similar agency actions (collectively, agency actions) that potentially
burden the development or use of domestically produced energy
resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and
nuclear energy resources.  Such review shall not include agency
actions that are mandated by law, necessary for the public interest,
and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this order. 

(b)  For purposes of this order, "burden" means to unnecessarily
obstruct, delay, curtail, or otherwise impose significant costs on the
siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, or delivery of
energy resources.

(c)  Within 45 days of the date of this order, the head of each agency
with agency actions described in subsection (a) of this section shall
develop and submit to the Director of the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB Director) a plan to carry out the review required by
subsection (a) of this section.  The plans shall also be sent to the
Vice President, the Assistant to the President for Economic Policy,
the Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, and the Chair of
the Council on Environmental Quality.  The head of any agency who
determines that such agency does not have agency actions
described in subsection (a) of this section shall submit to the OMB
Director a written statement to that effect and, absent a
determination by the OMB Director that such agency does have
agency actions described in subsection (a) of this section, shall have
no further responsibilities under this section.

(d)  Within 120 days of the date of this order, the head of each
agency shall submit a draft final report detailing the agency actions
described in subsection (a) of this section to the Vice President, the



OMB Director, the Assistant to the President for Economic Policy,
the Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, and the Chair of
the Council on Environmental Quality.  The report shall include
specific recommendations that, to the extent permitted by law, could
alleviate or eliminate aspects of agency actions that burden domestic
energy production.  

__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 12:39 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

We just got the most recent assignment out to our folks today, as it didn't
show up in any of my searches of my overloaded inbox until you sent the
reminder today (even when I searched Rob Howarth - to this day, the
original assignment did not show up).  This is totally on me for being out
of the office, and I'm trying to find ways to ease the burden of response
on our folks.  This week's deliverable appears to overlap greatly with the
ask below - is that true?  I need help - give me a call on my cell whenever
you have a chance.

Thank you!!
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, May 16, 2017 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order
13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM



Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order
13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Michael Reynolds <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>, Bert Frost
<Bert_Frost@nps.gov>, Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen
Guertin <Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Beverly Stephens
<grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order
13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale <Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov>, Maureen
Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah Walters
<sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry Rae <kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from OMB on the report due for
EO 12783 Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth.  I
wanted to pass it on to you because I believe a report is due this week. 
We did send a copy of this information to Jim Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937
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Template for Input into July Draft E.O. 13783 Energy Report 

 Please use the format provided by this template for your input required under 
Executive Order 13783. 

I. Executive Summary 

 FWS has identified five mitigation-related items to reduce potential burdens on 
development or use of domestically produced energy resources.  They include: Compensatory 
Mitigation for Impacts to Migratory Bird Habitat, Regulations and Policy Governing Candidate 
Conservation Agreements with Assurances (CCAAs), FWS Mitigation Policy, Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) Compensatory Mitigation Policy, and the Interim Guidance on Implementing 
the Final ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy.    

II. Recommendations for Alleviating or Eliminating Burdensome Actions 
(b) (5) DPP
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(b) (5) DPP



From: Johnson, Kurt
To: Morris, Charisa
Cc: Goldberg, Jason; Mott, Seth
Subject: Re: I need help!
Date: Thursday, July 13, 2017 12:56:00 PM

Hi Charisa,

We have reviewed this assignment and its associated materials and have concluded there are
no actions/issues for which Science Applications would be the lead.  Therefore, we have no
comments or information to provide.

Thank you for including us in the review of these materials.

Sincerely,

Kurt Johnson

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 6:00 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
+ Ketty, Shaun, and Kurt

Good afternoon, all-

After many hours of attempted clarifications, we have received SOLID intel that this
exercise overlaps almost completely with the last SO 3349 exercise; however, there are two
key differences:

1.  This exercise requires that all bureaus use the narrative template to submit
information.  Please feel free to cut and paste from the last submission.  You MUST
maintain the format in the template to enable reviewers to easily navigate within and
among bureau products.

2. This exercise requires a bit more information for each "burden" identified, and also
specifies a few more types of burdens they would like to solicit information about. 
Because additional topical information is in the new template, each program must
manage the entries for their particular subject area (i.e., we have no Senior Advisor to
perform this work for you).

Gary and Jerome will be meeting with Greg, Casey, Jim, and Steve tomorrow morning to
determine if any items should be removed from the original spring exercise list (a version of
this is attached with comments from Virginia;  there is no evidence FWP ever submitted a
final).  We anticipate that the version we submit to FWP this week will be mostly a recap of
selected items from the attached, along with any additional items, given the new template
headings.

Please reply to all with any questions, and I can get you answers.  

Many thanks,
Charisa



On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Frazer, Gary <gary frazer@fws.gov> wrote:

 

 

. -- GDF

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

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: July 12, 2017 at 12:53:45 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa" <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Here is the relevant portion of the EO.   The first assignment dealt with section a.  This
assignment deals with section d.   The two assignments are related but this one is more in
depth.

There is no wiggle room on this.  I will see if you can get until Monday for submission but
that may be it.  

Sorry.  The email also went to Greg.  

Sec. 2.  Immediate Review of All Agency Actions that Potentially

(b) (5) DPP



Burden the Safe, Efficient Development of Domestic Energy
Resources.  (a)  The heads of agencies shall review all existing
regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other
similar agency actions (collectively, agency actions) that potentially
burden the development or use of domestically produced energy
resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and
nuclear energy resources.  Such review shall not include agency
actions that are mandated by law, necessary for the public interest,
and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this order. 

(b)  For purposes of this order, "burden" means to unnecessarily
obstruct, delay, curtail, or otherwise impose significant costs on the
siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, or delivery of
energy resources.

(c)  Within 45 days of the date of this order, the head of each agency
with agency actions described in subsection (a) of this section shall
develop and submit to the Director of the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB Director) a plan to carry out the review required by
subsection (a) of this section.  The plans shall also be sent to the
Vice President, the Assistant to the President for Economic Policy,
the Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, and the Chair of
the Council on Environmental Quality.  The head of any agency who
determines that such agency does not have agency actions
described in subsection (a) of this section shall submit to the OMB
Director a written statement to that effect and, absent a
determination by the OMB Director that such agency does have
agency actions described in subsection (a) of this section, shall have
no further responsibilities under this section.

(d)  Within 120 days of the date of this order, the head of each
agency shall submit a draft final report detailing the agency actions
described in subsection (a) of this section to the Vice President, the
OMB Director, the Assistant to the President for Economic Policy,
the Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, and the Chair of
the Council on Environmental Quality.  The report shall include
specific recommendations that, to the extent permitted by law, could
alleviate or eliminate aspects of agency actions that burden domestic
energy production.  



__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 12:39 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

We just got the most recent assignment out to our folks today, as it didn't
show up in any of my searches of my overloaded inbox until you sent the
reminder today (even when I searched Rob Howarth - to this day, the
original assignment did not show up).  This is totally on me for being out
of the office, and I'm trying to find ways to ease the burden of response
on our folks.  This week's deliverable appears to overlap greatly with the
ask below - is that true?  I need help - give me a call on my cell whenever
you have a chance.

Thank you!!
Charisa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, May 16, 2017 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order
13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: "Foster, Maureen" <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order
13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Michael Reynolds <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>, Bert Frost
<Bert_Frost@nps.gov>, Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen
Guertin <Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Beverly Stephens
<grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Casey Hammond



<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order
13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale <Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov>, Maureen
Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah Walters
<sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry Rae <kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Amy
Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from OMB on the report due for
EO 12783 Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth.  I
wanted to pass it on to you because I believe a report is due this week. 
We did send a copy of this information to Jim Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director



| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Jerome Ford
To: Morris, Charisa
Subject: Re: I need help!
Date: Friday, July 14, 2017 5:54:41 PM

Thanks.

Have a great weekend.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

On Jul 14, 2017, at 5:10 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Yes sir!

On Fri, Jul 14, 2017 at 12:01 PM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Did you get ours yesterday.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

On Jul 14, 2017, at 10:51 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Good morning-

A reminder that we are shooting to get FWP a final submission
today, if possible. If you don't think you'll be able to submit
something today (thank you ES, for your submission yesterday!),
please let me know when to expect something.

Thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 6:00 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

+ Ketty, Shaun, and Kurt

Good afternoon, all-

After many hours of attempted clarifications, we have received
SOLID intel that this exercise overlaps almost completely with
the last SO 3349 exercise; however, there are two key
differences:

1.  This exercise requires that all bureaus use the narrative



template to submit information.  Please feel free to cut and
paste from the last submission.  You MUST maintain the
format in the template to enable reviewers to easily
navigate within and among bureau products.

2. This exercise requires a bit more information for each
"burden" identified, and also specifies a few more types of
burdens they would like to solicit information about. 
Because additional topical information is in the new
template, each program must manage the entries for their
particular subject area (i.e., we have no Senior Advisor to
perform this work for you).

Gary and Jerome will be meeting with Greg, Casey, Jim, and
Steve tomorrow morning to determine if any items should be
removed from the original spring exercise list (a version of this is
attached with comments from Virginia;  there is no evidence
FWP ever submitted a final).  We anticipate that the version we
submit to FWP this week will be mostly a recap of selected items
from the attached, along with any additional items, given the new
template headings.

Please reply to all with any questions, and I can get you answers.
 

Many thanks,
Charisa

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Frazer, Gary
<gary frazer@fws.gov> wrote:

 

 

(b) (5) DPP



-- GDF

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

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Foster, Maureen"
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: July 12, 2017 at 12:53:45 PM EDT
To: "Morris, Charisa"
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: I need help!

Here is the relevant portion of the EO.   The first assignment
dealt with section a.  This assignment deals with section d.  
The two assignments are related but this one is more in
depth.

There is no wiggle room on this.  I will see if you can get
until Monday for submission but that may be it.  

Sorry.  The email also went to Greg.  

Sec. 2.  Immediate Review of All Agency
Actions that Potentially Burden the Safe,
Efficient Development of Domestic Energy
Resources.  (a)  The heads of agencies
shall review all existing regulations, orders,
guidance documents, policies, and any
other similar agency actions (collectively,
agency actions) that potentially burden the
development or use of domestically
produced energy resources, with particular

(b) (5) DPP



attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and
nuclear energy resources.  Such review
shall not include agency actions that are
mandated by law, necessary for the public
interest, and consistent with the policy set
forth in section 1 of this order. 

(b)  For purposes of this order, "burden"
means to unnecessarily obstruct, delay,
curtail, or otherwise impose significant costs
on the siting, permitting, production,
utilization, transmission, or delivery of
energy resources.

(c)  Within 45 days of the date of this order,
the head of each agency with agency
actions described in subsection (a) of this
section shall develop and submit to the
Director of the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB Director) a plan to carry out
the review required by subsection (a) of this
section.  The plans shall also be sent to the
Vice President, the Assistant to the
President for Economic Policy, the Assistant
to the President for Domestic Policy, and the
Chair of the Council on Environmental
Quality.  The head of any agency who
determines that such agency does not have
agency actions described in subsection (a)
of this section shall submit to the OMB
Director a written statement to that effect
and, absent a determination by the OMB
Director that such agency does have agency
actions described in subsection (a) of this
section, shall have no further responsibilities
under this section.

(d)  Within 120 days of the date of this order,
the head of each agency shall submit a draft



final report detailing the agency actions
described in subsection (a) of this section to
the Vice President, the OMB Director, the
Assistant to the President for Economic
Policy, the Assistant to the President for
Domestic Policy, and the Chair of the
Council on Environmental Quality.  The
report shall include specific
recommendations that, to the extent
permitted by law, could alleviate or eliminate
aspects of agency actions that burden
domestic energy production.  

__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 12:39 PM, Morris,
Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

We just got the most recent assignment out to
our folks today, as it didn't show up in any of
my searches of my overloaded inbox until you
sent the reminder today (even when I searched
Rob Howarth - to this day, the original
assignment did not show up).  This is totally
on me for being out of the office, and I'm
trying to find ways to ease the burden of
response on our folks.  This week's deliverable
appears to overlap greatly with the ask below -
is that true?  I need help - give me a call on my
cell whenever you have a chance.

Thank you!!
Charisa



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, May 16, 2017 at 12:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section
2 of Executive Order 13783, “Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: "Foster, Maureen"
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section
2 of Executive Order 13783, “Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Michael Reynolds
<Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>, Bert Frost
<Bert_Frost@nps.gov>, Jim Kurth
<jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin
<Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Beverly Stephens
<grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson
<virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Casey
Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette
<juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section



2 of Executive Order 13783, “Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale
<Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov>, Maureen
Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah
Walters <sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry
Rae <kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from
OMB on the report due for EO 12783
Promoting Energy Independence and
Economic Growth.  I wanted to pass it on to
you because I believe a report is due this
week.  We did send a copy of this information
to Jim Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory
Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff,
Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington,
DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff,
Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington,
DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348
| Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial
cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the
Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348
| Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell:
301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937



more details »

From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Mott, Seth
Subject: Re: Invitation: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (seth_mott@fws.gov)
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 9:47:43 AM

I'm still trying to cipher out those sections as well .... we can add those two programs as need
be or wait till we figure it out during the first meeting.  I'm fine either way and their
participation is just a google calendar invite away....  Thanks.  Steve

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:44 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
I'm not positive, but there may be aspects to this that would involve WSFR and FAC too

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM, Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

SO 3349
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work 
toward a final product.

When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time

Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map)

Video call

Calendar seth mott@fws.gov

Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer

• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov
• jerome ford@fws.gov
• mike j johnson@fws.gov
• noah_matson@fws.gov
• gary_frazer@fws.gov
• betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov
• casey hammond@ios.doi.gov
• charles_blair@fws.gov
• charisa_morris@fws.gov
• shaun sanchez@fws.gov
• cynthia martinez@fws.gov
• seth_mott@fws.gov
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov

Going?   Yes  - Maybe  - No    more options »

Invitation from Google Calendar

You are receiving this email at the account seth_mott@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitations on
calendar seth_mott@fws.gov.

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.

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



REGULATIONS
Key Dems press Zinke for info on reg review task force
Arianna Skibell, E&E News reporter
Published: Wednesday, May 3, 2017

Key House Democrats are pushing back at recent Department of the Interior efforts to roll back
regula ions and are questioning the role of ac ing Deputy Secretary of the Interior James Cason.

House Natural Resource Committee ranking member Raúl Grijalva (D-Ariz.) and Subcommittee
on Oversight and Investigations ranking member Donald McEachin (D-Va.) yesterday sent a
letter to Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke demanding addi ional informa ion on a newly established
regulatory task force.

President Trump's February executive order on regulations requires agencies to establish a
panel to identify rules for modification or repeal.

The lawmakers noted hat the members of the task force, first reported by E&E News, include
five poli ical "beachhead" employees and one career staffer but no Senate-confirmed personnel
or staff with clear technical expertise in land management, wildlife management, environmental
protec ion or safety regulation.

They added that there is no information "about how his task force will operate, where it fits in he
regulatory review process created by SO 3349, whether any of its activities or decisions will be
transparent and be made known to the public, whether it will accept public comments, or any
other logis ical detail."

They demanded Zinke release more information about how he task force plans to operate, while
emphasizing that he task force should not operate in the dark.

"The American people deserve to know why certain regulations are or are not being considered
for repeal or modifica ion, how decisions to repeal or modify regulations are being made, and the
true health, safety, environmental, and economic impacts of making changes to those
regula ions," they wrote.

Cason's review authority

In a separate letter, the lawmakers raised ques ions about an April 12 memo Zinke sent to
department secretaries directing them to ensure all bureau heads and office directors report to
he acting deputy secretary on all "proposed decisions" that have "nationwide, regional, or
statewide impacts."

The memo also said that decisions should not be made un il the acting deputy secretary has
"reviewed he report and provided clearance."

"While the memo purports to be in part for the purpose of allowing the Acting Deputy Secretary
to learn more about how Departmental decisions are made, the person currently filling the role of
Acting Deputy Secretary, Mr. James Cason, served as Associate Deputy Secretary for the
Department of he Interior from 2001 hrough 2009, and would be expected to already have a
good understanding about Departmental processes," yesterday's letter pointed out.

Grijalva and McEachin asked Zinke to disclose any guidance issued to Interior agencies
explaining he extent of Cason's review authority. They also asked what authority Cason has
over grants and regulatory decisions, and for fur her clarifica ion over the terms "nationwide,
regional, or statewide impacts."

From: Denise Sheehan
To: Garrity, Katherine
Subject: Re: Key Dems press Zinke for info on reg review task force
Date: Wednesday, May 3, 2017 1:16:15 PM

Thanks, Kathy!
Denise

Sent from my iPad

On May 3, 2017, at 8:15 AM, Garrity, Katherine <katherine_garrity@fws gov> wrote:

Katherine Garrity
Deputy Division Chief
Audit Liaison Officer and Internal
Control Coordinator
Division of Policy  Performance and
Management Programs
US Fish and Wildlife Service MS BPHC
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041
703 358 2551



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Morris, Charisa
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 1:55:09 PM

I think we already did the mitigation data call via Gary.

The mitigation data call is complimentary to, and does not replace, the process set out and
required in the S.O.  It may form the basis of our response to the SO. 

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:41 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI - related to SO 3349

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:33 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB March 30th
To: charisa_morris@fws.gov

Begin forwarded message:

From: Maureen Foster <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 1:34:45 PM EDT
To: "Viets, Alexa" <alexa_viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Herbert Frost
<bert_frost@nps.gov>,  Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>,
Hammond Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

This data call needs to go forward today. I had checked with Amy yesterday and
just reconfirmed with her. Each bureau should submit through the requested
channels and copy me and Virginia. 

Casey, would you please ensure that FWS is getting this done. 

Sorry for the multiple data calls. 

See you all tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff



Office of the Assistant Secretary for
  Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 
202.208.5970 office 
202.306.3845 cell

On Mar 30, 2017, at 12:52 PM, Viets, Alexa <alexa_viets@nps.gov> wrote:

Maureen & Amy,

Flagging this one for you both.  I asked our team to wait.  Just
didn't make sense to me to collect the same information twice (SO
3349) and on a very different (seemingly rushed) timeline.   Please
let me know if I'm missing something.

Tx,
Alexa

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Wyse, Jennifer <jennifer_wyse@nps.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 12:22 PM
Subject: Fwd: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>, "Viets,
Alexa" <Alexa_Viets@nps.gov>
Cc: Herbert Frost <bert_frost@nps.gov>, Raymond Sauvajot
<ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Guy Adema <guy_adema@nps.gov>

Hi Michaela,

Thank you for the clarification provided below.  We have discussed
the request with our National Park Service Acting Chief of Staff,
Alexa Viets, and she has asked that we hold off on responding until
we can coordinate our response to this request, as well as to the
Secretarial Order, with our Assistant Secretary's office.

Alexa is copied on this email and offered that she is happy to
discuss further, if needed.

Have a great day, Jen

**********************
Jennifer Wyse
202-208-4272



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Michaela Noble <michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:39 AM
Subject: RE: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due
COB March 30th
To: Joel Clement <joel_clement@ios.doi.gov>, Steve Glomb
<steve_glomb@ios.doi.gov>, Debra Sonderman
<debra_sonderman@ios.doi.gov>, hpayne@osmre.gov, Raymond
Sauvajot <ray_sauvajot@nps.gov>, Brian Carlstrom
<brian_carlstrom@nps.gov>, Leah Baker <lbaker@blm.gov>, Lisa
Vehmas <lvehmas@usbr.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>,
Craig Aubrey <craig_aubrey@fws.gov>, Ira New Breast
<ira.newbreast@bia.gov>, Tammy Bagley
<tammy_bagley@ios.doi.gov>, Kathryn Bender
<kathryn_l_bender@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>,
James Schindler <james_schindler@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley
<amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>, Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie_blanchard@ios.doi.gov>, Carol Braegelmann
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>, Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>, Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>, Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>, Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>, Keith Saxe
<keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>, Edward Keable
<edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>, Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Eric Shepard
<eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>, Benjamin Jesup
<benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>, John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>, Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>, Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>, Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>, Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>, Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>, Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>, Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>, Kendra Nitta
<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>, Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>, Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>, Susan Cason
<susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>

FYI and to address some questions received:



This initial compilation request is focused on these policies that do or
may impact external stakeholders/entities, consistent with the
Secretarial Order signed yesterday. (see attached).

 

This compilation request is complimentary to, and does not replace, the
process set out and required in the S.O. You will likely receive
instruction from your leadership in the near future on how to comply
with this S.O.

 

The work you have all done on short notice to assist our leaderships’
planning is very much appreciated.

 

-Michaela

 

From: Michaela Noble [mailto:michaela noble@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 29, 2017 8:58 AM
To: Joel Clement <joel clement@ios.doi.gov>; Steve Glomb
<steve glomb@ios.doi.gov>; Debra Sonderman
<debra sonderman@ios.doi.gov>; 'hpayne@osmre.gov'
<hpayne@osmre.gov>; Raymond Sauvajot <ray sauvajot@nps.gov>;
Brian Carlstrom <brian carlstrom@nps.gov>; Leah Baker
<lbaker@blm.gov>; Lisa Vehmas (lvehmas@usbr.gov)
<lvehmas@usbr.gov>; Gary Frazer <gary frazer@fws.gov>; Gina Shultz
<Gina Shultz@fws.gov>; Craig Aubrey <craig aubrey@fws.gov>; Ira
New Breast <ira.newbreast@bia.gov>
Cc: Downey Magallanes <downey magallanes@ios.doi.gov>; James
Schindler <james schindler@ios.doi.gov>; Amy Holley
<amy holley@ios.doi.gov>; Mary Josie Blanchard
<maryjosie blanchard@ios.doi.gov>; Carol Braegelmann
<carol braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Ann Navaro
<ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>; Karen Hawbecker
<karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Aaron Moody
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Louise Milkman
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Keith Saxe <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Laura Brown
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Eric Shepard <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup <benjamin.jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown



<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Gregory Russell
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<richard.mcneer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<wendy.dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<phyllis.leslie@sol.doi.gov>; Kendra Nitta <kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>;
Dennis Daugherty <dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Thomas Bovard
<tom.bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Susan Cason <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>
Subject: Mitigation/Climate Change policy Compilation - due COB
March 30th

 

All,

 

We have been asked to compile a list of policies, manuals or
guidance that address or are related to mitigation, climate change or
GHGs.  In particular any policies, guidance, instructions, or
handbook related to or implementing CEQ’s Draft or Final
Guidance for Consideration of GHGs and the effects of Climate
Change in NEPA reviews. 

 

Thanks to our Solicitors for compiling a first draft of mitigation
policies, manuals or guidance, available here:

 

Please have your organizations review this list and include any
policies, guidance, or handbooks that are not already listed that
reference, implement, or relate to mitigation or climate change or
GHGs.  The goal is to be over-inclusive at this point, rather than
exclusive.  Please also provide a brief summary (couple of
sentences) for ALL entries describing the purpose of each policy or
guidance.  OEPC has entered information on those policies we are
responsible for, or which we have information on. You may wish to
refer to those entries for examples of summaries to include.

 

Please have the information entered on the document available at
the link provided NLT COB Thursday, March 30th. Please contact
Carol Braegelmann carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov with any
questions.

(b) (5) CIP



 

Thank you,

 

Michaela E. Noble

Director, Office of Environmental Policy & Compliance

The Department of the Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, DC 20240

Office: 202-208-3891

Email: michaela_noble@ios.doi.gov

Website: https://www.doi.gov/oepc

 

 

 

 

From: Schindler, James [mailto:james_schindler@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2017 9:46 AM
To: Navaro, Ann <ann.navaro@sol.doi.gov>
Cc: Magallanes, Downey <downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>;
Hawbecker, Karen <karen.hawbecker@sol.doi.gov>; Moody, Aaron
<aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov>; Milkman, Louise
<louise.milkman@sol.doi.gov>; Saxe, Keith <keith.saxe@sol.doi.gov>;
Edward Keable <edward.keable@sol.doi.gov>; Brown, Laura
<laura.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Shepard, Eric <eric.shepard@sol.doi.gov>;
Benjamin Jesup <Benjamin.Jesup@sol.doi.gov>; John Carlucci
<john.carlucci@sol.doi.gov>; Carter Brown
<carter.brown@sol.doi.gov>; Scott Bergstrom
<scott.bergstrom@sol.doi.gov>; Jason Waanders
<jason.waanders@sol.doi.gov>; Russell, Gregory
<gregory.russell@sol.doi.gov>; Richard McNeer
<Richard.McNeer@sol.doi.gov>; Wendy Dorman
<Wendy.Dorman@sol.doi.gov>; Phyllis Leslie
<PHYLLIS.LESLIE@sol.doi.gov>; Nitta, Kendra



<kendra.nitta@sol.doi.gov>; Dennis Daugherty
<dennis.daugherty@sol.doi.gov>; Tom Bovard
<Tom.Bovard@sol.doi.gov>; Cason, Susan <susan.cason@sol.doi.gov>;
Michaela Noble <michaela noble@ios.doi.gov>; Joel Clement
<joel clement@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Re: Mitigation Compelation

 

All, Michaela Noble in OEPC will kindly serve as our person
ultimately responsible for combining and unifying our document,
so feel free to add to the link or send to her directly.

 

Re: DPW, I know Gary has submitted F&W mitigation info to the
Secretary's office already.

 

 

Thanks again.

On Tue, Mar 21, 2017 at 6:24 PM,
Schindler, James
<james_schindler@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Karen, Laura, Ann, Eric, and Keith, 

 

Some bureaus have created or started a
list of their mitigation policies, but we'd
like a comprehensive source of all this
information department-wide.   

 

We want to compile a reference
document listing what (if any) statute
authorizes it; where it is found in our
regs, reports, handbooks, IMs or
implementation guidance; and finally,
what type of mitigation (e.g.
compensatory) it is. 

 

(b) (5) CIP



We want to err on the side of over-
inclusion so feel free to add anything in
you think we may be missing. Each item
just requires a summary with a few
sentences.  

 

Karen,I know Susan and Stephen have
begun looking at this in the SOL office,
and Lara Douglas at BLM.  

 

Ideally, we'd like to get this information
compiled within the next week.

 

Thanks everyone,

 

--

Laura Brown, Associate Solicitor

Division of Land Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

1849 C St., NW

Washington, DC  20240

Phone:  202  208-6545

Cell:  202  359-2712

Fax:  202  219-1792

Laura.Brown@sol.doi.gov

 

Excellence - Integrity - Service

 



This e-mail (including attachments) is
intended for the use of the individual or
entity to which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is privileged,
confidential, or otherwise protected by
applicable law.  If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, copying or use
of the e-mail or its contents is strictly
prohibited.  If you receive this e-mail in
error, please notify the sender immediately
and destroy all copies.  Thank you.

 

 

--

Keith E. Saxe, Associate Solicitor

Division of Water Resources

Office of the Solicitor

U.S. Department of the Interior

(202) 208-4786

 

 

 

 

 

 

--

Downey Magallanes

Office of the Secretary 



downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov

202-501-0654 (desk)

202-706-9199 (cell)

 

 

-- 
Alexa Viets
Chief of Staff (Acting)
National Park Service
202-208-4530

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Patel, Kashyap
To: Cynthia Martinez; Shaun Sanchez; Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz; Jerome Ford; Mike Johnson; Edward Grace
Cc: Morris, Charisa; Xiomara Labiosa; Lois A Wellman; Delores Bigby
Subject: Re: Monthly Assistant Secretary Meeting with the Secretary - due COB 6 June please
Date: Wednesday, June 6, 2018 9:15:53 AM
Attachments: SOI-ASFWP Monthly Meeting 2018-06-11.docx

Hello again,

     
 

     

Please let me know if I can staff any questions.

Always grateful,
Kashyap

On Tue, Jun 5, 2018 at 7:29 PM, Kashyap Patel <kashyap_patel@fws.gov> wrote:
Sorry, I need to move the goal posts on this one. I'll need your edits/updates COB 6 June
please (or at least in time for Gregs review at the 7 June, 8:30am check-in). 
Kashyap

On Jun 5, 2018, at 16:02, Patel, Kashyap <kashyap_patel@fws.gov> wrote:

Good afternoon,

FWP is soliciting our input on the Secretary's monthly meeting agenda. Attached is the FWS
portion of the agenda from last month's meeting.

(b) (5) DPP



Could you please update your sections, and make any recommendations for adding or
deleting an issue. 

Please let me know if you need more time beyond COB 7 June.

Very many thanks,
Kashyap

-- 
Kashyap_Patel@fws.gov | acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
| 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-4923 | Txt/Cell: 703-638-4640
<SOI-ASFWP Monthly Meeting 2018-06-11.docx>

-- 
Kashyap_Patel@fws.gov | acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
| 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-4923 | Txt/Cell: 703-638-4640

(b) (5) DPP



 
United States Department of the Interior 

Washington, D.C. 20240 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY MONTHLY MEETING WITH THE SECRETARY 

1 

 
DATE:   June 11, 2018   TIME:  10:30 a m. 
FROM: Susan Combs, Senior Advisor to the Secretary, exercising the authority of the 
Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks  
SUBJECT:  Monthly Meeting 
DOI Staff Participating:  David Bernhardt, Todd Willens, Scott Hommel, Downey Magallanes, 
Dan Smith, Greg Sheehan 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

   
  

 
 

 
 

  
 

  
     
 

   
     
 

        
 

 
 

   
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

  
 

 
     

  
 

  

(b) 
(5) 
DPP



   

2 

 
   

     
 

        
 

 
 

    
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

   
    

        
 

 
 

    
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

  

  

(b
) 
(5
) 
D
P
P



   

3 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
   
 
        

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

        

 

(b) (5) DPP



   

4 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

(b) (5) DPP



   

5 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP



   

6 

 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Benjamin Tuggle
Cc: Mott, Seth; Stephen Zylstra; Hudson, Michael; Kurt Johnson
Subject: Re: National Climate Team Briefing
Date: Tuesday, November 21, 2017 8:36:46 AM
Attachments: Accomplishments Report for FY17 - 11.21.17.docx

FY18 USFWS NCT Workplan - 11.21.17.docx
FWS Climate Change - CAN & NCT.pdf

Good morning Dr. Tuggle,

Seth and I talked this morning about the National Climate Team (NCT) briefing that we have
scheduled with you later today.  He asked me to update the FY17 Accomplishments list with
notations on the activity level of the various NCT members.  He also asked me to include a
briefing paper from our records on the difference between the Climate Adaptation Network
(CAN) and the NCT, as your thoughts on the CAN will also help inform the NCT's activities. 
No edits have been made to the FY18 Workplan but I've attached the draft as a copy.

Looking forward to talking with you this afternoon.  Thank you again for your time.

Regards,

Jason

On Mon, Nov 20, 2017 at 1:10 PM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi,

Attached please find draft documents FY17 Accomplishments and the FY18 Workplan for
the National Climate Team.  I am talking with Seth tomorrow morning about this in
anticipation of our briefing with Dr. Tuggle at 4 pm ET.  

Please let me know if you have any questions in the meantime or if I can be of additional
assistance.

Thank you,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213
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Activities and Accomplishments Report for FY 2017 
National Climate Team, US Fish and Wildlife Service 

October 2017   
 
Introduction  
The purpose of the National Climate Team (NCT) is to help lead and coordinate the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service’s (Service) response to climate change adaptation, resilience, and 
mitigation efforts at the national level, facilitate communications across regions and programs, 
and provide technical science and policy expertise within the Service. In any given year, the 
NCT completes a variety of tasks as broadly described in the NCT Charter (May 2015). The 
NCT holds monthly meetings to coordinate its work. The NCT also shares information across 
Service regions and programs via an e-mail listserv used to share announcements, articles, tools, 
and other resources.  The NCT also supports the Climate Change Portal as a forum for 
exchanging information and provides assistance to regions and programs as requested (e.g., for 
grant or document review). This report summarizes NCT activities and accomplishments in FY 
2017. 
 
Held monthly meetings to facilitate information exchange. 
The NCT met on a monthly basis to provide an active forum for NCT members to ask questions, 
share information, and maintain contact on climate-related issues.  For example, with assistance 
from Congressional and Legislative Affairs (CLA), the NCT started reporting at its monthly 
meetings on climate change-related legislative updates on a regular basis.  Regional and program 
updates gave NCT members the opportunity to share expertise and gain insights into the status of 
Service climate-related work across the country. 
 
Launched Climate Change Portal. 
The NCT led the development of a new online Sharepoint Climate Change Portal that was 
launched in FY17 and intended to serve as a Community of Practice for Service staff across the 
country.  The Portal has references, discussion forums, and links to tools that the Service can use 
for decision-making at all levels of the organization and across all programs.  For example, the 
Portal has a section for success stories and lessons learned that allows users to share examples 
from within the agency of vulnerability assessments and other projects that have improved the 
agency’s ability to understand, prepare for, and address the impacts of climate change on natural 
resources. 
 
Continued the review of the Strategic Plan. 
A subteam of NCT members reviewed implementation progress of the 2010 Strategic Plan for 
Responding to Accelerating Climate Change.  The work is intended to summarize where 
progress has been made, where gaps still exist, highlight actions that were not completed, and 
highlight ongoing needs and priorities. 
 
Selected new leadership. 
The NCT Charter requires NCT members to annually select a Chair and Vice-Chair each fiscal 
year.  Jason Goldberg (HQ) and Mike Hudson (R1) were selected as the Chair and Vice-Chair, 
respectively in 2017. 
 



DRAFT 
November 21, 2017 

Coordinated response to DOI climate change data call.  
The NCT coordinated the Service’s input for a significant Department of the Interior data call on 
climate change activities related to SO 3349. This request was in response to Executive Order 
13783: Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth, released in March 2017.  The 
NCT provided data on key FWS policies that relate to climate change and examples of other 
documents that refer to climate change, such as the Climate-Smart Conservation manual 
produced by the National Wildlife Federation.  NCT also provided data on grants that include 
climate change. Science Applications Program Acting Assistant Director Mott reported that the 
FWS response was well received by DOI leadership.   
 
Coordination with the Joint Interagency Working Group (JIWG). 
JIWG serves as a staff-level steering committee under the National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants 
Climate Adaptation Strategy (NFWPCAS).  The Service, NOAA, and the Association of Fish 
and Wildlife Agencies (AFWA) are among the agencies represented on the JIWG.  JIWG is 
working with senior representatives to review and determine the future direction of NFWPCAS 
implementation.  The NCT provided input to help the JIWG identify future NFWPCAS 
implementation steps by giving the FWS JIWG staff representative feedback on the history and 
background of the NFWPCAS that was helpful in guiding NFWPCAS discussions about the 
future direction of the NFWPCAS.  The NCT provided a supporting role to the JIWG for the 
second annual Climate Adaptation Leadership Award (CALA) for Natural Resources. NCT team 
members assisted AFWA and other federal agencies with the nomination web site content, 
graphics, and digital outreach strategy. 
 
Revised NCT Charter.  
The Charter formally describes the role, structure, and processes of the NCT.  The NCT drafted a 
revised Charter that complies with the FY18 President’s Budget request.  The draft Charter will 
be held until needed for leadership review pending possible reorganization of Science 
Applications. 
 
Helped connect policy and talking points between HQ, Regional, and Field levels. 
By providing a forum for National, Regional, and Field staff from different programs to meet 
monthly, the NCT has helped ensure that programs can collaborate on climate change-related 
issues that has improved the ability of the agency to describe and take action on climate change 
impacts to trust resources, including adaptation and mitigation.  For example, Mike Marxen, an 
Ocean Conservation Planner with the NWRS Pacific Marine National Monuments, joined the 
May NCT call to discuss a scenario planning need that can help with management of the 
Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monument in the Northwest Hawaiian Islands.  NCT 
provided the forum for him to get the assistance and ideas he needed.  
 
Communicated messages and stories about the Service’s climate adaptation and resilience 
activities.  
The Fall 2016 issue of Fish & Wildlife News, released in late November, focused on the work of 
the Service to address climate adaptation and resilience. The “Spotlight” articles were 
repurposed into Open Spaces blog posts on fws.gov. The Communications subteam of NCT 
members maintained the @USFWSClimate Twitter and FWS Climate Facebook pages to share 
adaptation and resilience-related content and stories from Regional and Program social media 
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channels. New followers and “likes” steadily increased throughout the year. One particular 
highlight was a December-long series of quick tips on how to have a climate-friendly holiday 
season. 
 
Provided assistance to NCTC in training needs assessment from a climate change 
perspective.  
The NCT provided support to NCTC in development of climate-change related courses.  NCT 
provided examples of how climate change is currently affecting wildlife resources and how 
Service staff are taking steps to help trust resources adapt to those changes for inclusion in 
courses.  For example, NCT members assisted in the development of a “Climate 101” course 
(officially titled “Climate Fundamentals for USFWS Employees”) by providing content and 
reviewing the presentations.  
 
Developed FY 2018 Work Plan.  
The NCT drafted a work plan for FY 2018, as required by the team charter. The plan was 
reviewed by the entire NCT, revised, and submitted to the AD-SA for review and concurrence. 
 
Conclusions  
Rollout of the Climate Change Portal, revision of the NCT Charter, and development of a work 
plan are particularly important accomplishments that provide a strong foundation for action in 
FY 2018 and beyond. 
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FY17 National Climate Team Members 
 
Note: “Infrequent” staff participate on an irregular basis or have been available only for certain 
projects, while inactive staff have rarely participated in 2017. 
 
HQ  
Science Applications Jason Goldberg, Kurt Johnson, Laura 

Maclean 
FAC Dolores Savignano (Infrequent) 
ES Nancy Green 
Refuges Scott Covington 
Migratory Birds Vacant 
External Affairs Brian Hires 
International Affairs Vacant 
BMO-Engineering Andrea McLaughlin (with assistance from 

Marilyn Brower) 
BMO-Economics Ted Maillett (Inactive) 
NCTC Dave Lemarie 
BPHR Alison Sasnett (Inactive) 
WSFR Christina Malloy (Inactive) / Christy 

Vigfusson (Infrequent) 
Budget Lydia Collins (Inactive) 
CLA Taylor Pool 
  
Region  
1 Mike Hudson (with assistance from Kate 

Freund (Kate is not an official member, 
but participates actively in meetings.) 

2 Vacant 
3 Bob Krska 
4 Cindy Fury (Inactive) (with assistance 

from Lori Miller) (Lori is not an official 
member, but participates actively in 
meetings.) 

5 Rick Bennett (Inactive) 
6 Greg Watson (Inactive) 
7 Charla Sterne (Inactive) 
8 Deb Schlaffman (Inactive) 
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FY2018 USFWS National Climate Team Workplan 

November 2017 

Introduction 
The purpose of the National Climate Team (NCT) is to help lead and coordinate the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service’s (Service) response to climate change adaptation, resilience, and 
mitigation efforts at the national level, facilitate communications across regions and programs, 
and provide technical science and policy expertise within the Service. The NCT supports the 
Climate Adaptation Network, a Service-wide senior leadership team focused on facilitating the 
integration of climate change considerations into all applicable Service activities, consistent with 
DOI and Service climate change policies.  
 
In any given year, the NCT completes a variety of tasks as broadly described in the NCT Charter 
(May 2015). The NCT holds monthly meetings to coordinate its work. The NCT also shares 
information across Service regions and programs via an e-mail listserv used to share 
announcements, articles, tools, and other resources.  The NCT also supports the Climate Change 
Portal as a forum for exchanging information and provides assistance to regions and programs as 
requested (e.g., for grant or document review). This report highlights activities the NCT intends 
to pursue in FY 2018. 
 
Fish, wildlife, and plants provide jobs, food, clean water, storm protection, health benefits and 
many other important ecosystem services that support people, communities and economies 
across the nation. Action is needed to help safeguard these valuable natural resources for the 
American people and communities that depend on those resources in a changing climate. In light 
of the importance of Service efforts to effectively address climate change and its impacts in the 
context of other challenges, this FY2018 work plan for the National Climate Team (NCT) is 
guided by reviews that the Service has conducted to better understand how it can meet the 
challenges posed by climate change and better manage trust resources.   
 
This work plan is a living document that will be appended during the year with specific tasks to 
reflect new guidance or direction from the CAN or the Directorate, or new collaborative efforts 
initiated with the CAN or our partners.  Remaining tasks are general in nature and do not contain 
sufficient specificity to associate a specific timeframe and/or deliverable, but are reflective of 
activities with which the NCT will be involved.  The specific tasks identified through the course 
of FY2018 will depend on multiple factors including actions requested by the CAN, Directorate, 
or others as well as the available capacity and relevant expertise of individual NCT members. 
 
Workplan Tasks 
 
● Technical Assistance and Internal Coordination  

 
o NCT tasks: 

▪ Serve as a resource for Service staff needing climate change assistance. Those 
Regional and Headquarters NCT members who have appropriate expertise 



DRAFT 
November 21, 2017 

2 
 

and time will continue to assist, upon request, with integration of climate 
change information into Service staff day-to-day work. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Respective Program/Regional NCT representative, where 

available 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing 

 
▪ Provide technical review and comment on relevant reports, policies, projects, 

papers, and other resources related to climate change. Prepare summaries as 
needed.  This will be done in coordination with the Science Applications 
Program, regional and program climate teams and/or leads, CAN, and 
working groups or other staff as appropriate. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  TBD for each review conducted 
● Deliverables:  Technical reviews; summaries when appropriate.  
● Status: Ongoing 

 
▪ Review and summarize existing and planned adaptive management and 

mitigation projects, including projects such as thin layer application, carbon 
sequestration, and estuary restoration. These summaries would be tailored, as 
appropriate, to the needs of different Programs and organizational levels in 
the Service from HQ leadership to Field staff. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  TBD for each review conducted 
● Deliverables:  Summaries  
● Status: Ongoing 

 
● FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan 

The FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan (Strategic Plan) was finalized in 2010.  The NCT 
will complete an informal review of the Strategic Plan and synthesize accomplishments and 
additional steps needed to meet the Plan’s goals and objectives.  

o NCT tasks: 
▪ Complete review of FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan 

● Timeframe:  Oct 2016 – Winter 2018 
● Lead:  Mike Hudson/Jason Goldberg 
● Deliverables:  Short document summarizing actions taken toward 

accomplishing goals and objectives of the Strategic Plan 
● Status: Ongoing – Draft accomplishment table and draft write-up 

developed. 
 

● Communications 
There is a continuing need to share general information and ensure consistent messaging 
internally and with the public about climate change, the Administration’s priorities, and how 
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the Service is responding in order to sustain its mission of conserving fish, wildlife, and 
plants and their habitats.   

o NCT tasks: 
▪ Maintain established channels for FWS climate change information. 
▪ Continued participation on joint CAN/NCT communications subteam 

established to develop, finalize and implement the Climate Change 
Communications Strategic Plan. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Laura MacLean 
● Deliverables:  Climate Change Communications Strategic Plan 
● Status: Ongoing 

▪ The NCT will assist the CAN in the development, review and comment on 
draft leadership messages that address climate change and its effects. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing on an as-needed basis through FY2018 
● Lead:  Laura MacLean 
● Deliverables:  Leadership messages 
● Status: TBD 

 
▪ Review effectiveness of the Portal.  Based on results of that evaluation, 

continue to identify, provide, and review content for a Service Community of 
Practice, including: success stories and examples of on the ground work and 
projects involving climate change; links to existing scientific tools and 
resources; and sharing policy and guidance. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Jason Goldberg 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing – Informal review of Portal is underway.  Results and 

further NCT discussion will determine status of Portal or other 
Communities of Practice.  

 
● Partnerships and External Coordination 
To enhance its own capacity and capability to address climate change adaptation, mitigation, and 
resilience for the benefit of trust resources, the Service needs to enhance partnerships with those 
who have the expertise to address bureau needs or help manage trust resources.  For example, we 
will pursue opportunities to collaborate on shared priorities with State fish and wildlife agencies. 
The goal of partnerships and external coordination is to ensure that the Service has access to the 
right information and the right resources to meet its mission efficiently and effectively, and is 
able to help others working on similar goals to accomplish the same. 

▪ Establish/maintain regular partnerships and communication with external 
partners: sharing information on current efforts and experiences; discussing 
and implementing opportunities to coordinate and collaborate; discussing and 
implementing opportunities to share expertise. Examples of such work include 
collaborating with NOAA, NPS, and USGS on a Surface Elevation Table 
(SET) database, evaluating sea level models, and coordinating with NOAA’s 
Sentinel Sites Program on technical and communication-related issues. 
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● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  All NCT 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing 

 
 
● Training 

NCTC is focused on bringing targeted training to regions, developing the online course 
“Climate Fundamentals for USFWS Employees,” and integrating climate change modules 
into existing training.  NCTC will report on training needs and progress to DOI and others. 

o NCT tasks: 
▪ The NCT will continue to provide assistance to NCTC, including expertise for 

development of course content related to climate change, and serving as 
instructors. 

● Timeframe:  Ongoing through FY2018 
● Lead:  Dave Lemarie 
● Deliverables:  TBD 
● Status: Ongoing 

 
● NCT Function 
 In addition to the aforementioned tasks, the NCT will function as follows in FY2018: 

o An annual dedicated planning meeting to reviewing progress of the workplan, 
developing an accomplishments report showing outcomes, updating the workplan as 
needed, and selecting a Chair and Vice-Chair.  Meeting will be “in-person” if 
possible.  

▪ Timeframe:  Oct 2017 
▪ Lead:  Chair/Vice-chair 

o Continue to coordinate with CAN to identify areas where NCT support is needed. 
▪ Time frame:  Ongoing through FY2018 
▪ Lead:  Chair/Vice-chair 

o Representation from all Programs and Regions (consistent with NCT Charter) 
o Monthly meetings by phone with all NCT members. 
o Provide work plan and accomplishment reports annually. 



USFWS Climate Adaptation Network and National Climate Team 
 
Achieving the Service’s mission in the face of a changing climate and all of its effects requires 
strong leadership, a high level of internal coordination across regions and programs, dedicated 
support for our staff and meaningful external collaboration with our conservation partners. The 
Service’s Climate Adaptation Network and National Climate Team provide coordinated strategic 
direction and technical expertise across the Service, as summarized in the chart below. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The National Climate Team (NCT) was established in 2009 to initially coordinate the Service’s 
climate response at the national level. For the first few years, the NCT focused on identifying 
and addressing priority actions to implement the agency’s Climate Change Strategic Plan. Their 
current role focuses on providing technical expertise on climate change science, policy, and 
guidance to staff and programs, and facilitating communications about climate change across 
the agency. This group includes climate change coordinators or leads from each region and 
program, and is overseen by the AD for Science Applications, as described in the NCT charter. 
 
The Climate Adaptation Network (CAN) was established in 2014 in response to Department of 
the Interior (DOI) direction.  It is focused on facilitating the integration of climate change 
considerations into all applicable Service activities, consistent with DOI and Service climate 
change policies. The CAN’s roles include advising the Service’s Directorate on strategic direction 
and priorities, and identifying the need for and overseeing development of policy or guidance 
for addressing climate change and its effects, including interactions with non-climate 
influences. It is comprised of program and regional representatives who have various 
leadership roles (some are NCT members), and is chaired by the AD for Science Applications. 
The CAN’s responsibilities are listed further in 056 FW 2. 
 
In FY2016, the CAN is leading Service efforts to refine and begin implementing Directorate-
approved priority tasks regarding climate change adaptation.  The NCT is positioned to offer 
technical support in executing these actions, as needed, while also identifying and meeting 
additional staff needs. Representatives of both groups are  coordinating to ensure information 
is shared across the agency, and that regional and program needs are heard by leadership. 

CAN 
Climate Adaptation Network 

Strategic direction 

Advise leadership 

Oversee policy & guidance   

Communicate priorities 

Coordinate agency goals 

NCT 
National Climate Team 

Technical expertise 

Resource for field/programs 

Help develop guidance 

Information sharing 

Identify needs 



From: Mott, Seth
To: Goldberg, Jason
Cc: FWS National Climate Team
Subject: Re: National Climate Team Meeting: April 19
Date: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 12:11:40 PM

if you are on this call, and have put it on hold  PLEASE HANG UP

On Thu, Apr 13, 2017 at 1:33 PM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi all,

This is a friendly reminder that we are meeting next Wednesday, April 19, from 1-2 pm ET.

The current agenda has a decision item and a few updates:

NCT Leadership Change Proposal
SO 3349 Review Update
Strategic Plan Review
Legislative Updates
Other Updates (Region / HQ)

In my March 28 to the NCT, I noted that we will revisit the topic of NCT leadership in April.  Mike Hudson
and I suggested that I serve as Chair and Mike serve as Vice Chair for the remainder of the fiscal year.  Participants on the
call discussed it but did not reach a final decision.  If someone else is interested in serving in either capacity, please let me
or Mike know in advance of our next meeting.  No one else has yet expressed an interest in serving in either role at this
time.  If you have thoughts on the leadership change that was proposed and are unable to attend the meeting, please let me
or Mike know ahead of the meeting about your support or lack thereof for the change and we will make sure your voice is
heard next week.

Thank you for your time.  Please let me know if I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Benjamin Tuggle
To: Mott, Seth
Subject: Re: NCT: DOI Review of Executive Order (EO) 13783
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 9:43:11 AM

No surprise there. 

BNT 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 26, 2017, at 8:21 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 26, 2017 at 8:58 AM
Subject: NCT: DOI Review of Executive Order (EO) 13783
To: FWS National Climate Team <fws_national_climate_team@fws.gov>

Hi all,

DOI recently published a report reviewing DOI actions that potentially burden
domestic energy (and attached).  I studied the document this morning and wanted
to update everyone.  The final report does have guidance for FWS, but not on
climate change-related policies that the NCT has been directly addressing.  For
example, it has guidance referring to streamlining rights-of-way (ROW) for
pipelines and electricity transmission.

The only clear language in the report directly related to climate change policies is
the following:

Interior is reviewing bureau reports of the work conducted to identify
requirements relevant to climate that can potentially burden the development or
uses of domestically produced energy resources. Most of the bureaus found no
existing requirements in place. A couple of bureaus have non-regulatory
documents (i.e., handbook, memo, manual, guidance, etc.) that inwardly focus
on their units and workforce management activities. Interior is reviewing these
to better understand their connection to other management, operations and
guidance documents.

As you may recall, FWS submitted a detailed list to DOI earlier this year as part
of the review under Secretarial Order 3349.  We will keep you updated if we learn
anything additional further.  We haven't heard anything since we submitted our
review.

On a related note, I have not yet studied the DOI draft Strategic Plan, a copy of
which was reported yesterday.  When it is published in final form, I will review it



and report back to the NCT and this listserv on priorities for the NCT.

Please let me know if you have any questions or if I can be of additional
assistance.

Regards,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
202-208-7165 / 703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

<DOI Press Release - Energy Burdens Report.pdf>

<DOI Domestic Energy Review - Final Report.pdf>

<News - Climate policies in limbo.pdf>



From: Denise Sheehan
To: Giddings, Rebekah
Subject: Re: Notes from April 12th VTC
Date: Thursday, April 13, 2017 12:54:11 PM

I think so.  I am going to give Greg a call.

Sent from my iPad

On Apr 13, 2017, at 12:20 PM, Giddings, Rebekah <rebekah_giddings@fws.gov> wrote:

Is the transformation team another term for re org or shared service?

Rebekah Giddings
Deputy Assistant Director for Budget, Planning and Human Capital
US Fish and Wildlife Service
703-358-2117

Like us on facebook: www.facebook.com/usfwsjobs
Follow us on twitter: www.twitter.com/usfwsjobs

Warning:  This email may contain Privacy Act Sensitive Data, which is
intended only for the use of the individual to which it is addressed.  It may
contain information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected
disclosure under applicable laws.

On Thu, Apr 13, 2017 at 12:17 PM, Denise Sheehan <denise_sheehan@fws.gov>
wrote:

Close Hold.
Denise

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Melius, Tom" <tom_melius@fws.gov>
Date: April 13, 2017 at 10:22:22 AM EDT
To: "FWS Directorate & Deputies" <fwsdirectanddep@fws.gov>
Subject: Notes from April 12th VTC



Transition... .Ms. Aurelia Skipwith, has been nominated for
the Deputy Assistant Secretary, Fish, Wildlife and Parks
position;
Guidance will be forthcoming covering a temporary insertion
into the review process of grants, cooperative agreements and
RODs...this is just a "heads-up" will pass along guidance
when received;
Request to review actions by the FWS on issues/position of
agency concerning, infrastructure, energy development and
boarder need to be sent into HQ for a review before being
transmitted...please contact Jim or Steve with questions;
Federal hiring "freeze" has been removed but please hold off
on processing any hiring actions until we receive further
guidance from the Department;
S.O. 3349 tasks are being met by 4 Teams, covering  policies
on climate change, mitigation, oil and gas rules and
regulations. Final submission to the Department is April
19th;
Jim will distribute list of "infrastructure projects" to be
reviewed for possible public partnerships involvement;
Further guidance forthcoming;
Development of FWS FY18 Green Book is moving forward,
anticipated delivery to Hill in mid-May;
FWS financial sponsorship of meetings and conferences is
not available at this time, "limited" exceptions however can
be reviewed by HQ;
Greg Siekaniec will lead a Service Transformation Team
whose membership will be announced soon;
Next Directorate meeting will be held August 15,16 & 17,
2017, hosted by R3 at the Detroit River International
Wildlife Refuge...planning arrangements will be forthcoming
from the region.



From: Charisa Morris
To: Melius, Tom
Subject: Re: Notes from April 12th VTC
Date: Thursday, April 13, 2017 10:26:25 AM

Thank you so much, Tom- there was a lot of information transmitted yesterday, and Steve
usually sends out a prep message or a recap when we have more than a few main points. This
is really helpful. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 13, 2017, at 10:22 AM, Melius, Tom <tom_melius@fws.gov> wrote:

Transition... .Ms. Aurelia Skipwith, has been nominated for the Deputy
Assistant Secretary, Fish, Wildlife and Parks position;
Guidance will be forthcoming covering a temporary insertion into the
review process of grants, cooperative agreements and RODs...this is just a
"heads-up" will pass along guidance when received;
Request to review actions by the FWS on issues/position of agency
concerning, infrastructure, energy development and boarder need to be sent
into HQ for a review before being transmitted...please contact Jim or Steve
with questions;
Federal hiring "freeze" has been removed but please hold off on processing
any hiring actions until we receive further guidance from the Department;
S.O. 3349 tasks are being met by 4 Teams, covering  policies on climate
change, mitigation, oil and gas rules and regulations. Final submission to
the Department is April 19th;
Jim will distribute list of "infrastructure projects" to be reviewed for
possible public partnerships involvement; Further guidance forthcoming;
Development of FWS FY18 Green Book is moving forward, anticipated
delivery to Hill in mid-May;
FWS financial sponsorship of meetings and conferences is not available at
this time, "limited" exceptions however can be reviewed by HQ;
Greg Siekaniec will lead a Service Transformation Team whose
membership will be announced soon;
Next Directorate meeting will be held August 15,16 & 17, 2017, hosted by
R3 at the Detroit River International Wildlife Refuge...planning
arrangements will be forthcoming from the region.



From: Gary Frazer
To: Melius, Tom
Cc: Jim Kurth; Gina Shultz
Subject: Re: Notes from April 12th VTC
Date: Thursday, April 13, 2017 3:29:56 PM

10-4. Thanks, Tom. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 13, 2017, at 9:25 PM, Melius, Tom <tom_melius@fws.gov> wrote:

Gary, thanks for your note, 

On Thu, Apr 13, 2017 at 2:01 PM, Frazer, Gary <gary frazer@fws.gov> wrote:
Tom -- 

  

 -- GDF

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

On Thu, Apr 13, 2017 at 3:22 PM, Melius, Tom <tom_melius@fws.gov>
wrote:

Transition... .Ms. Aurelia Skipwith, has been nominated for the
Deputy Assistant Secretary, Fish, Wildlife and Parks position;
Guidance will be forthcoming covering a temporary insertion into the
review process of grants, cooperative agreements and RODs...this is
just a "heads-up" will pass along guidance when received;
Request to review actions by the FWS on issues/position of agency
concerning, infrastructure, energy development and boarder need to be
sent into HQ for a review before being transmitted...please contact Jim
or Steve with questions;

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



Federal hiring "freeze" has been removed but please hold off on
processing any hiring actions until we receive further guidance from the
Department;
S.O. 3349 tasks are being met by 4 Teams, covering  policies on
climate change, mitigation, oil and gas rules and regulations. Final
submission to the Department is April 19th;
Jim will distribute list of "infrastructure projects" to be reviewed for
possible public partnerships involvement; Further guidance
forthcoming;
Development of FWS FY18 Green Book is moving forward,
anticipated delivery to Hill in mid-May;
FWS financial sponsorship of meetings and conferences is not available
at this time, "limited" exceptions however can be reviewed by HQ;
Greg Siekaniec will lead a Service Transformation Team whose
membership will be announced soon;
Next Directorate meeting will be held August 15,16 & 17, 2017, hosted
by R3 at the Detroit River International Wildlife Refuge...planning
arrangements will be forthcoming from the region.



From: Charisa Morris
To: Frazer, Gary
Cc: Gina Shultz; Kashyap Patel
Subject: Re: PLEASE REVIEW BY 4/11 NOON: SOI 4/16 meeting briefing blurbs (2)
Date: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 1:16:47 PM

 

It is still on Greg’s credenza. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 11, 2018, at 2:00 PM, Frazer, Gary <gary_frazer@fws.gov> wrote:

  

 -- GDF

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

On Wed, Apr 11, 2018 at 1:39 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Aaaaaand, I meant please review by 4/12 noon :-) - sorry about that!

On Wed, Apr 11, 2018 at 1:38 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hi Gary and Gina!

Maureen needs to review this with Susan by "tomorrow afternoon" - I am
working on getting a firm deadline, but can we shoot to get this back with any
corrections/additions by tomorrow noon?

Thanks!
Charisa

I. 

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V.   MITIGATION
On November 6, 2017, FWS published a Federal Register notice 
requesting additional public input on its November 21, 2016, final 
revised Mitigation Policy and December 27, 2016, Endangered 
Species Act Compensatory Mitigation Policy.

(b) (5) DPP



 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

(b) 
(5) 
DP
P



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Morris, Charisa
Subject: Re: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic

Growth”
Date: Saturday, May 13, 2017 5:30:30 AM

Based on the original assignment in SO 3349, we understood we were to complete the
template for the inventory for the "burdensome regulations" datacall.  We completed that data
call and turned it in.  We then understood that DOI would review these and make a final list. 
We have not heard back on that review, and we (incorrectly?) assumed DOI had the ball and
would complete the agency response to OMB.  (The EO tasks agencies which means the
Department).

This looks like a whole new assignment that I would think would be completed by the DOI as
the Departments respond to an EO. If we were supposed to do this plan we would have to start
with the original FWS submission and transcribe all of our original data into this format and
then fill in the blanks on additional information.  We may need to have MBM and Noah do a
quick estimated plan.  (The May 9 or 10 email that was forwarded was the first reference I've
seen to this being a step down assignment to the bureaus though I admit I wasn't proactively
asking about more assignments either).

Could you get a hold of the NPS plan and see how detailed and complicated it is?  And we
must have missed something if they worked on this and we didn't all along.  We are where we
are and may need to catch up fast.  If needed we can have the team turn to on this Monday and
send reinforcements if needed.

Thanks.

Steve

On Thu, May 11, 2017 at 6:07 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
I don't know status - do you? If not, I'll send out feelers (is this Noah?).

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order 13783, “Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Michael Reynolds <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>, Bert Frost <Bert_Frost@nps.gov>,
Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin <Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa
Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Beverly Stephens <grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff



Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order 13783, “Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale <Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov>, Maureen Foster
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah Walters <sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>, Kerry Rae
<kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from OMB on the report due for EO 12783
Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth.  I wanted to pass it on to you
because I believe a report is due this week.  We did send a copy of this information to Jim
Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Charisa Morris
To: Guertin, Stephen
Subject: Re: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order 13783, “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic

Growth”
Date: Monday, May 15, 2017 8:33:56 AM

Will do- reaching out now. 

Sent from my iPhone

On May 13, 2017, at 6:30 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Based on the original assignment in SO 3349, we understood we were to complete
the template for the inventory for the "burdensome regulations" datacall.  We
completed that data call and turned it in.  We then understood that DOI would
review these and make a final list.  We have not heard back on that review, and
we (incorrectly?) assumed DOI had the ball and would complete the agency
response to OMB.  (The EO tasks agencies which means the Department).

This looks like a whole new assignment that I would think would be completed by
the DOI as the Departments respond to an EO. If we were supposed to do this
plan we would have to start with the original FWS submission and transcribe all
of our original data into this format and then fill in the blanks on additional
information.  We may need to have MBM and Noah do a quick estimated plan.
 (The May 9 or 10 email that was forwarded was the first reference I've seen to
this being a step down assignment to the bureaus though I admit I wasn't
proactively asking about more assignments either).

Could you get a hold of the NPS plan and see how detailed and complicated it is? 
And we must have missed something if they worked on this and we didn't all
along.  We are where we are and may need to catch up fast.  If needed we can
have the team turn to on this Monday and send reinforcements if needed.

Thanks.

Steve

On Thu, May 11, 2017 at 6:07 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

I don't know status - do you? If not, I'll send out feelers (is this Noah?).

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Foster, Maureen <maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:31 PM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order 13783,
“Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Michael Reynolds <Michael_Reynolds@nps.gov>, Bert Frost
<Bert_Frost@nps.gov>, Jim Kurth <jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin



<Stephen_Guertin@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>,
Beverly Stephens <grace_stephens@nps.gov>
Cc: Virginia Johnson <virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov>, Casey Hammond
<casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Reminder.
__________________________________
Maureen D. Foster
Chief of Staff
Office of the Assistant Secretary 
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
1849 C Street, NW, Room 3161
Washington, DC 20240

202.208.5970 (desk)
202.208.4416 (main)

Maureen_Foster@ios.doi.gov

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lillie, Juliette <juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, May 9, 2017 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: Procedural Guidance on Section 2 of Executive Order 13783,
“Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth”
To: Richard Cardinale <Richard_Cardinale@ios.doi.gov>, Maureen Foster
<maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah Walters <sarah_walters@ios.doi.gov>,
Kerry Rae <kerry_rae@ios.doi.gov>, Amy Holley <amy_holley@ios.doi.gov>

Good morning:  We received guidance from OMB on the report due for EO
12783 Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth.  I wanted to
pass it on to you because I believe a report is due this week.  We did send a
copy of this information to Jim Cason.

Julie
Juliette Lillie
Director Executive Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs
Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW
Washington DC 20240

Email: juliette_lillie@ios.doi.gov
Ph:  202-219-7724



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Cash, Marcia
To: Wilkinson, Susan
Cc: Beaumont, Melissa; Katherine Garrity; Bibb, Krista; Anissa Craghead; Charisa Morris
Subject: Re: Reg Reform Submissions
Date: Thursday, February 14, 2019 1:39:27 PM
Attachments: FWS Regulations Review Reports.zip

Hi Melissa,
I've attached a zip file with all 17 monthly FWS Regulations Review reports in Word as you
requested.

Please let me know if you have questions, or need anything else.

Thanks,
Marcia Cash
           eRulemaking / FDMS FWS Administrator

FWS DiscoverText Administrator
DOI Regulations Review - FWS Project Manager
eERDMS - eRecords - BPHC Representative
Forms - BPHC Representative

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs (PPM)

(Formerly Division of Policy and Directives Management - PDM)
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3808

Telephone:  703-358-2013
Fax:  703-358-1997

On Thu, Feb 14, 2019 at 1:40 PM Wilkinson, Susan <susan_wilkinson@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon!

Marcia Cash of PPM has handled that process for us.  I've added her to this email chain.

On Thu, Feb 14, 2019 at 1:35 PM Beaumont, Melissa <melissa_beaumont@fws.gov>
wrote:

Hi Sue, 

Krista referred me to you for help finding some information on the submissions we've
been receiving on regulatory reform.  I'm looking to see if we have any kinds of
response/comments from FWS to the submissions we've received so far. 

Any help or direction you can give me on this  is much appreciated!  

Thank you!
Melissa  

-- 
Melissa Beaumont
Advisor, Office of the Director, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
Office: 202-208-4545
Desk: 202-208-4299



-- 
Susan Wilkinson
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2506
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Comment Summaries 
 Needing Recommended Dispositions 

 
Comments Received from June 21 – August 25 

 
INSTRUCTIONS:   
 

1. Add recommended dispositions for the comment summaries below for your bureau. 

2. Include the comment summaries for your bureau in the Comment Summary Report that is 
due to the Assistant Secretary on September1 .  

 
 
FWS 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0015   

o FWS employees using heavy-handed tactics to interfere with local projects citing 
possible federal violations with no proof. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0016   
o Failure of certain offices and individuals within FWS to respond to FOIA requests. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 

● Anonymous 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0017   

o Review rules allowing FWS employees to serve on the board of directors for not-for-
profit environmental agencies.  In one case, an employee is serving on the board of a land 
trust that purchased parcels of land that was then used to influence projects the FWS was 
a party to. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
● Anonymous 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0018   

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



DRAFT – INTERNAL DELIBERATIONS – DO NOT DISTRIBUTE 

2 
 

o Prohibit FWS employees from accepting compensatory mitigation payments and 
directing them to organizations on which they serve on the board of directors (cites 
example of FWS employee brokering dollars from a FWS compensatory mitigation 
payment project with a developer then funneling those dollars to an organization in which 
he serves on the board). 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
● American Falconry Conservancy 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0019  
o Request the elimination of FWS regulatory oversight regarding any and all activities with 

the personal use, in contrast to harvest, of birds of prey (raptors), because States have 
adopted regulatory provisions for the protection of wild raptors, so Federal involvement 
is redundant and costly.  Specific Federal provisions that should be eliminated include: 

▪ Allowing FWS to inspect to ensure birds are being treated humanely 
▪ Requirement to submit a Migratory Bird Acquisition and Disposition Report 

(Form 3-186A) to FWS for any wild take or transfer of raptors  
▪ Inclusion of hybrid falcons scope of requirements 
▪ Continued management of the formerly threatened peregrine falcons as 

threatened, rather than allowing a harvest of 5% 
▪ The prohibition on acquiring golden eagles in livestock depredation situations. 
▪ Interpretation of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of 

Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) in a manner more restrictive than other nations. 
▪ Inclusion of raptors in the Wild Bird Conservation Act 
▪ Raptor propagation, abatement, education regulations, all of which should be left 

to States to regulate. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
● Anonymous   

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0020 
o FWS’s protection of foreign species with no funding or expertise just duplicates foreign 

government’s CITES rules.  It is impossible to sell captive-bred listed species from one 
state to another without a massive permitting process; this inhibits legal breading of 
wildlife.  The ESA should apply only to native species. Animal rights groups petition for 
listing a species knowing FWS cannot meet the legal deadlines and then sue FWS to earn 
money for themselves. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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process to assist individuals wishing to carry out otherwise prohibited activities in doing 
so by supporting conservation efforts of the listed species. 
 

● Office of Alaska State Senator John Coghill  
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0027 
RE:  Management of Alaska public lands and wildlife 

o Alaska wants to manage their own public lands and wildlife.  
o State of Alaska was blocked in their efforts to manage game and predator populations by 

FWS "biological diversity" program.  The State feels this is causing declines in animal 
populations, not protecting them.  The State wants to be allowed to manage their own 
wildlife.   

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
● Individual (Jordan, R) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0028 
RE:  FWS regulation of exotic pets 

o FWS has made owning a parrot “bureaucratic red tape and potential arrest.”   
o Noon-profits habitually sue the Service over exotic animals causing FWS to spend 

resources defending those lawsuits.   
o Permit to sell exotic species of parrot that was born in the U.S. can take two years and 

requires showing benefit to wild species in a third-world country. 
o The agenda now is to attack U.S. pet owners and their rights.  
o Get control of the Endangered Species Act and the Wild Bird Conservation Act now. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
● Individual (Ingram, James) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0029 
RE:  Regulation of falconry 

o 262 regulations can be eliminated from the Falconry Standards.  
o Every State that allows falconry has adopted more restrictive regulations, so the Federal 

regulations are redundant.   
o FWS does not have authority to determine the use and care of raptors in falconry; it is 

only responsible for evaluation of raptor populations for safe harvest of wild raptors and 
sale and commerce of raptors.  Birds born in captivity are private property.  

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o No similar regulations apply to other species, such as someone who has captive bred a 
Mallard duck.   

o The regulations require States to conduct warrantless searches. 
o The FWS study showed falconers have zero impact on raptor populations, the peregrine 

falcon population has exploded, yet FWS severely limits the number of birds that can be 
taken.  Remove the restrictions.  

o FWS has disallowed the practice of legally harvesting golden eagles, even though 
Congress allows for it in the Eagle Act.  This is unnecessary regulation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

● Individual (Rush, Barbara) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0036 
RE:  Regulation of oil and gas at Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Continue to regulate oil and gas leases and practices at Hagerman National Wildlife 
Refuge. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
● Individual (Mason, George) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0037 
RE:  “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) as it relates to 
Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge 

o Do not alter or repeal “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” (81 FR 83008) 
as it relates to Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge. 

o The refuge provides habitat for many species and is a prime recreational mecca for the 
Northern Texas region. 

o For years, the refuge has enjoyed a partnership with the oil company that maintains the 
drilling and storage facilities there. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
● Individual (Hill, Carl) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0038 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Unless oil and gas companies are held to strong regulations, they will have little respect 
for anything but their wallets.  

o Attached picture of rusting pipeline.  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 
 
 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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• Wilderness Society, Western Environmental Law, Natl Parks Conservation, Center for American 
Progress, Natl Audubon, Natural Resources Defense Council 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0047 
RE:  The public has not been given a chance to comment on many actions; object to the 
demonstrably false premise that there is a need to “alleviate unnecessary regulatory 
burdens place on the American people; DOI does not have the authority to establish 
energy development as the dominant use of public lands. 

o There is a section discussing court cases for "Land Management Agencies with 
Multiple-Use Mandates – BLM & USFS", "Land Management Agencies with 
Conservation/Preservation Mandates – NPS & FWS", and "The NEPA and 
NHPA Overlays – All Land Management Agencies".  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
 

 
● Individual (John, Mike) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0048 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o Cooperate with local communities when establishing parks.   
o FWS establishes parks without adequate funding, expecting the locals to pick up the 

slack.  This makes it hard for farmers trying to make a living off the land.  
RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
● Anonymous  

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0049 
RE:  FWS employee 

o A group of landowners opposing major transmission/infrastructure project in Nebraska 
met and a FWS employee attended on taxpayer dollars 

o A Facebook post for the opposition group stated that FWS is key to stopping the 
infrastructure project and stated that the FWS employee would be present to answer 
questions   

o Control employees and keep them from taking sides. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

● Columbia Law School, Sabin Center for Climate Change Law   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0050 
RE:  NPS and FWS rule identified in SO 3349 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o Existing regulations addressing energy development on Federal land have important 
benefits, including those identified in SO 3349 

▪ The NPS Rule, and FWS Rule, establish important environmental safeguards and 
will not have significant economic impacts 

▪ See comment summary under BLM for comments on BLM rules. 
o DOI regulations are needed to address the program of global climate change 
o DOI must consider the environmental impacts of regulatory changes 
o Includes as attachments: 

▪ 30-page document "Veyrier - Job Creation in the Emerging Methane Leak 
Detection and Repair Industry - 2017" 

▪ GAO Publication - National Wildlife Refuges – 2010 
▪ GAO Publication -  Federal Oil and Gas Leases – 2010 
▪ 83-page document "Stokes - The Emerging U.S. Methane Mitigation Industry - 

2014"   
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 

● Anonymous   
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0051 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o End “WOTUS” [Waters of the United States]  
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 

● Western Urban Water Coalition  
ID: DOI-2017-0003- 0052 
RE:  ESA, Mitigation, NEPA, etc. 

o Streamline and work collaboratively with western water supply agencies to ensure these 
agencies can meet water supply needs and water quality requirements. 

o Tax Exemption for Water Conservation Rebates 
▪ Water supply and management utilities and companies create the incentive for 

customers to conserve by providing rebates to lower the cost to the consumer for 
water-saving measures and equipment purchases, but IRS has determined they 
are taxable.  Encourage Treasury Department to exempt water conservation 
rebates provided to customers form the definition of income for federal tax 
purposes, based on the connection between energy and water conservation. 

o Comprehensive Reimbursement Agreements 
▪ Develop comprehensive and uniform guidance that encourages the use of 

reimbursement agreements through which applicants can pay for permit 
processing costs.  Such agreements must ensure the objectivity of the reviews 
and agency actions made pursuant to reimbursement programs.  

o Endangered Species Act Reform 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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▪ Increase use of procedures and mechanisms that allow applicants to provide 
financial and in-kind assistance to cover the costs of ESA reviews. 

▪ Reopen the HCP Handbook, issued December 21, 2016, for public review and, 
pending review, reinstate the previous HCP Handbook. 

▪ Reopen regulations defining adverse modification of critical habitat and 
establishing the procedures for designating critical habitat and exclusions.  The 
rules are too stringent in their treatment of habitat in areas “unoccupied at the 
time of listing” and in determining what is “essential to the conservation of the 
species.”  The policy for exclusion from critical habitat does not provide 
sufficient flexibility for areas subject to conservation plans developed under other 
laws. 

▪ Develop policy guidance to define how exclusions from critical habitat will be 
made based on economic impacts of designation on regulatory entities, rather 
than following an ad-hoc process. 

▪ Develop regulations to define the meaning of ESA’s “best available science” test. 
▪ Develop guidance and revise regulations to give nonfederal designated 

representatives a greater consultative role in formal consultation 
o Mitigation Policies 

▪ Review each bureau’s mitigation policies to eliminate the requirement that 
mitigation provide a “net environmental benefit” not only for projects supporting 
energy independence, but also for water infrastructure and wildfire treatment 
projects. 

o National Environmental Policy Act Reform 
▪ Revise NEPA regulations and handbooks to require: (1) development of an 

interagency coordination plan whenever more than one agency is involved in 
permitting, so there is simultaneous preparation and review of NEPA; (2) a 30-
day deadline for agency review of submitted NEPA studies; (3) that 
administrative appeals of NEPA issues can be brought only by parties who 
participated in the NEPA administrative process and raised the issue; (4) use the 
regulation that provides EAs need only analyze the proposed action and may 
proceed without considering additional alternatives when there are no unresolved 
conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources; (5) expand CATEX’s 
to exempt larger acreages for wildfire prevention treatments and rehabilitation of 
burden areas. 

o Maximum Utilization of Existing Facilities 
▪ Examine and revise its standards and directives on project expansion, use of 

excess capacity, water sharing, use of storage and conveyance facilities for non-
project water, places of use, and fair value pricing. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 
 

(b) (5) DPP
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● Individual (Neria, Meredith) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0053 
RE:  2016 rule on Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights 

o Do not want the updated rules from 2016 to be undone.   
o We need our public lands to be protected even as they are used by the oil and gas 

industry. 
o The oil and gas industry should be responsible for proper care and thorough clean0up of 

public lands, including refuge lands.   
o Consider the long-term effect of allowing the oil and gas industry, which has a poor track 

record of allowing pollution and not cleaning up thoroughly, 
o Do not allow the dismantling of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

. 
 

● Individual (John, Mike) 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0054 
RE:  [unspecified] 

o “t” [apparent typo] 
● RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 
 
 

• Individual (Egner, Gail) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0100 
RE: Stop placing fish weirs on our creeks and streams in WA State. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o The weir placed in Olequa Creek in the Cowlitz County area in Castle Rock WA is 
making the creek unnavigable.  What used to be an active spawning creek, has no fish 
left. 

o Eagles & hawks used to fish here regularly. Not any more. Herons and cranes were 
frequent visitors--not anymore. This weir is also hampering wildlife--deer, elk, 
beaver, otter, even ducks. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION: 

 

 

• Individual (Busch, Steve) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0101 
RE:  The ESA was intended to protect species from the threat of extinction. It was NOT 
intended to be used as a vehicle to expand the range of non-endangered high impact 
predators based on ideology. 

o The 2014 policy to improve and clarify implementation of the Endangered 
Species Act by providing a formal interpretation of the phrase "significant portion 
of its range" that appears in the ESA definitions of "endangered species" and 
"threatened species." This policy is ambiguous and contradictory, and bases it's 
conclusions on the agenda driven pseudo-science known as "conservation 
biology". 

o The policy further misconstrues the original intent of the ESA by continuing to 
allow non-endangered vertebrates, such as wolves and grizzly bears, (both are 
listed by the IUCN as "Species of LEAST CONCERN") to be listed as 
"endangered" on the basis of regionalism, or where the species used to live in 
comparison to lines on a map, or political boundaries. 

o The "significant range" policy itself declares that the services will NOT consider 
"historical range" to be relevant in making recommendations re species 
protections, yet the services lists gray wolves as "endangered" in some 39 states 
and portions of states simply because gray wolves used to live there. 

o Gray wolves currently have the widest circum-polar range of any large terrestrial 
predator on earth. Their population numbers are extremely high and are 
continuing to increase. Yet, this policy ignores the overall health of the species, 
the sufficiency of current range, impacts on settled landscapes and agriculture, 
impacts on other wildlife, and impacts on human health and safety. 

o In 1991, USFWS Policy towards hybrids was clear and unambiguous. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o By 2001 the USFWS "hybrid non-protection policy" was withdrawn in light of 
the growing amount of scientific data showing that many protected species, such 
as Spotted Owls and Gray Wolves, are subject to hybridization with "non-
endangered" varieties such as, in the case of Spotted Owls, Barred Owls; and in 
the case of wolves, coyotes and dogs. 

o As a result of this information, the services proposed an "intercross" policy 
intended to keep hybrids fully protected under the ESA. The services chose to 
ignore this problem altogether and instead focus on creating something called, 
"Distinct Population Segments". 

o The services must rethink how their policies line up, or don't line up, with the 
original intent of the ESA. As I see it, the USFWS in particular, has made a 
mockery of the law and science. 

o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   NOAA's National Marine Fisheries 
Service 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

• Individual (Zaborac, Shane) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0102 
RE:  Something needs to be done about the exploding seal and sea lion populations in 
Washington state and their negative impacts on the dwindling salmon and steelhead 
populations 

o The bay of Grays Harbor (mouth of the Chehalis river) has more seals than fish. 
o Fish hold up in the bay in late summer and wait for a rain to move up river and by the 

time the rain comes the seals have taken their toll. 
o Same complaints other places like the Columbia river and its tributaries. 
o Taking the population of seals down by more then 70% and that would not endanger 

them as a species but yet would have a major benefit for the fisheries. 
o The native Americans in my area use to hunt seals now they don't. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 

 

• Edison Electric Institute (EEI) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0103 
RE:   Revise administrative burdens, simplify and streamline the overall process, eliminate 
duplicative environmental reviews and enhance the ability of EEI’s members to permit, site 
and operate generation, transmission and other infrastructure assets while maintaining 
environmental integrity 

o EEI supports cost-effective public policies and a streamlined approach to regulation. 
o EEI continues to support efforts—administratively and legislatively—to reform the 

permitting and siting process for critical energy infrastructure projects. 
o EEI and its members intend to participate in these initiatives as they are developed. 
o FWS Should Withdraw, Refine, and Re-propose Habitat Conservation Planning 

(HCP) Handbook 
o The FWS also should revise the 2016 HCP Handbook to reflect the appropriate 

mitigation standard. 
o There are several instances in the Handbook where the PM1s mitigation goal of "net 

benefit" or "no net loss" is embedded. 
o This is in conflict with the ESA. 
o Concerned that-either at the time guidance is adopted, or subsequent to its adoption 

what initially may have been considered by the federal land management agencies ( 
e.g. FWS) to be voluntary guidance in effect becomes mandatory and results in de 
facto regulation, although it has not been through any public notice and comment 
process. 

o There should be a national point of contact to review instances in which guidance 
may have been inappropriately developed or applied. 

o Any proposal by these agencies to develop written guidance should always receive 
input from the offices of the Solicitor. 

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    
 

   
 

 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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• Lignite Energy Council (LEC) 
DOI-2017-0003-0104 
RE:  LEC offers the following information to help you understand the situation with federal 
coal in North Dakota, and how the program can be better structured to achieve the 
aforementioned goals. All of the coal produced in North Dakota is used within the state to 
produce electricity, synthetic natural gas, and associated byproducts. No coal mined within 
the state is sold on the open market or transported out-of-state. 

o Federal coal production in North Dakota is unique in many ways relative to surface 
coal production throughout the Western United States. 

o 1) “Impose costs that exceed benefits” 
o As described above, federal coal represents a relatively small proportion of a mine 

area in North Dakota. While pursuing these comingled parcels is the most efficient 
way to mine, coal producers do have the option in many cases to simply bypass a 
federal coal tract if a lease cannot be obtained in a timely manner. 

o Bypassing a tract essentially  sterilizes that reserve – it would never be feasible to go 
back and mine. The rate of return to American taxpayers if their resource is left in the 
ground is and will always remain zero. 

o In another scenario where it might be difficult to isolate a federally-owned coal tract 
and an entire area needs to be mined around, the inability to secure a federal coal 
lease could represent a takings of comingled non-federal coal reserves. 

o 2) “Are outdated, unnecessary, or ineffective” 
o The inability to lease federal coal tracts is not accounted for in North Dakota coal 

companies’ contractual obligation to supply fuel for power generation and 
gasification. 

o Since mining companies hold the surface rights over federal coal tracts, the area will 
likely be disturbed to support mining activities regardless of whether the federal coal 
is retrieved or not. 

o A policy decision to restrict development of our coal resources will have no bearing 
on the decision of other nations to strive for the same standard of living coal has 
brought to the U.S., and as a result will have no meaningful impact on global 
emissions. 

o 3) “Eliminate jobs, or inhibit job creation” 
o United States is blessed to have a sustainable coal reserve that can meet our energy 

needs centuries into the future. North Dakota alone has enough lignite coal to 
maintain current levels of production for the next 800 years. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Despite coal-fired power generation increasing 93 percent since 1970, regulated 
emissions have fallen by 92 percent. 

o Reclamation standards and practices have improved dramatically. Coal producers in 
North Dakota must reclaim mined lands to a standard of “as good or better,” and 
demonstrate that reclaimed lands meet that strict production level a full ten years after 
reclamation before being eligible for bond release. 

o The industry is dedicated to tackling the issue of carbon capture, utilization, and 
storage. 

o It must be the continued policy of the federal government to incentivize the use of 
coal to help meet our energy needs. 

o Department needs to analyze the leasing program to find ways to streamline leasing 
and uphold its statutory mandate to manage public resources for the greater good. 

o The subtitle of the Mineral Leasing Act explicitly states that it is “an act to promote 
the mining of coal…” and mandates that “no mining operating plan shall be approved 
which is not found to achieve the maximum economic recovery of the coal within the 
tract3”. 

o Encourage your department to review the federal mining plan approval process. 
Under current regulations (30 CFR Parts 740 and 746), there is a four-step process by 
which a coal producer obtains all approvals to mine federal coal4. 

o With respect to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), we would recommend that 
DOI clarify through a new biological opinion that FWS concurrence is not required 
for state-approved surface coal mining permits. 

o FWS should also provide clarification that criminal or civil liability does not exist for 
those connected with incidental impacts to migratory birds that occur in the normal 
course of business. 

o Coal producers in North Dakota are faced with a years-long and costly analysis 
process, with little guarantee of success or return on investment in pursuing federal 
coal leases. 

o The lease-by-application process should run in parallel with resource recovery and 
protection plans, mine plan reviews, and other analyses to expedite the leasing 
process. 
o The federal leasing process must work in concert with state permitting agencies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   OSM 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
 

• Individual (Langdon, Steve) 
DOI-2017-0003-0105 
RE:  The USFW needs an overall for all the great things I have mentioned they have been 
stifled, taken over and corrupted by so called environmentalist and animal rights activists 
who care more about denying people's access and use of public lands and wildlife than about 
having a balanced effort that benefits all including people. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Environmentalists groups outside the USFW have also had entirely to much influence 
on USFW as they push for their anti human agenda 

o Decisions not based on science. But on the ever failing theory of "preservation and 
rewilding". 

o Expanding use of the Endangered Species Act has only compounded these issues. 
o A prime example of all this is the Nonessential wolf experiment in the west and in 

New Mexico. 
o The wolf. As still the example has created a wildlife disaster not seen since the 

buffalo slaughters and is a stain on the North American Wildlife Model. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
 

 
• Ecological Restoration Business Association (ERBA) 

DOI-2017-0003-0106 
RE:  The ecological restoration industry faces the challenge of regulatory burdens. Our 
efforts, however, are often slowed by regulatory inconsistencies and delays. Species related 
compensatory mitigation activities are subject to Interior and FWS policies and guidance. 
ERBA believes there are opportunities for improvement, particularly within the FWS' ESA 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

o Remove references to "net gain," which cause confusion for the regulated public. DOI 
could use another standard and more precise terms. 

o ERBA recommends consideration of "proportional to the impact" or "no net loss" as 
the appropriate standard. 

o Restructure the "landscape-Level" approach mitigation goal. ERBA recognizes the 
term "landscape-level" may have connotations (such as larger and larger conservation 
areas) other than our understood goal of the most efficient size and location of 
mitigation sites. 

o We recommend the FWS either clarify "landscape-level" or potentially restructure the 
goal with alternative terminology. 

o Reduce administrative and procedural local discretion by implementing defined 
mitigation protocols. 

o Local discretion in implementing the administrative and procedural aspects of the 
permitting process and Policy results in a lack of consistency and equivalency. 

o Interior can reduce this cause of permitting inefficiencies by clearly stating the goals 
of consistency and equivalency in the Policy. 

o Interior could enforce these goals through more direction and routine oversight from 
Headquarters to field offices on the procedural processing of mitigation bank 
applications and impact permits. 

o ERBA recommends incorporating adherence to and timely implementation of the 
Policy into the evaluation process of Regional leadership and offices. 

o Update, clarify and streamline the Section 7 Handbook to modernize the Section 7 
consultation process. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Section 7 Handbook has no mention of conservation banking, which is one of the 
most efficient means of allowing vital projects to progress while providing significant 
species impact avoidance and minimization. 

o ERBA recommends including clear guidance on when compensatory mitigation may 
be required by the FWS for a permit applicant to quickly move through the ESA 
process. 

o ERBA also recommends setting fairly strict timelines in the permitting process for 
when FWS may require avoidance and minimization before moving to considering 
mitigation. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
• Individual (Schumacher, Karen) 

DOI-2017-0003-0107 
RE:  I live in the Great Northern Landscape Conservation Cooperative (GNLCC) and they 
have continued to engage in activity that your order specifically ended. 

o Federal agencies are embedded with initiatives such as the High Divide, Yellowstone 
to Yukon, Crown of the Continent, Heart of the Rockies, and Greater Yellowstone 
Coalition. 

o These initiatives actively pursue conservation easements, creation of corridors which 
they want to lead to linkage and connectivity, and are implementing these agendas 
through representatives of their NGOs at a local level. 

o These initiatives are also planning to use the State Wildlife Action Plans to integrate 
linkage, corridor, and connectivity language to further advance their agenda. 

o The GNLCC steering committee has leaders of these initiatives as members. This 
begs the question of whether the federal government is actually advancing these 
initiative agendas. Other countries and some corporations are also involved with the 
GNLCC, but there is no local representation. 

o The GNLCC completely excludes public involvement except for organizations that 
hold the same ideology as them. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o The GNLCC is using the Idaho Department of Transportation (ITD) to incorporate 
their agenda to build wildlife overpasses in areas that have historic significance, 
wetlands, questionable soil suitability, and which are opposed by the local citizens. 

o All of the NGO individuals who have been working with the ITD do not live in the 
area yet have more influence on decisions because they are tied in with the initiative 
leaders who sit on the steering committee. 

o There has been no public involvement from the beginning of the proposed 
transportation project but the individuals who are involved with the steering 
committee members have been. There has also been a significant lack of involvement 
by elected representatives. 

o The funding mechanism is also concerning. The initiative individuals seem to have 
quite a bit of funding going to their agendas and there is a question about whether or 
not the grant money has been properly processed. 

o No federal law or regulatory authority for any of the activities the GNLCC engages 
in, yet they continue to advance their agenda via DOI agencies. Since your order 3349 
they have continued to work towards meeting their objectives. 

o The GNLCC openly admits they do not recognize jurisdictional boundaries or 
authority. This is a violation of our Constitution. 

o If there are no regulations for large landscape cooperatives then they must be 
investigated for ongoing activity and dismantled immediately. If there are regulations 
they must be eliminated. 

o It is imperative that decisions about land use are made by local elected representatives 
and the people within those jurisdictions. These cooperatives have completely 
removed that right. 

o The initiative members on the steering committee are involved with the IUCN and the 
NGOs are certified UN NGOs. It is clear that they are implementing UN objectives 
for connectivity by placing land into conservation status through various methods. 

o Once land is designated as a corridor it will be subject to potential overlays and land 
use regulation. They use the comprehensive plans to integrate land use planning 
objectives that will require land owners to practice conservation, require restrictive 
regulations such as how the land is used, how the house is built, density, housing only 
near municipal services, landscaping only by professionals, buffer zones, the list is 
extensive. 

o These same initiative leaders on the steering committee are also heavily involved with 
land trusts which manage conservation easements in the area. Is this not a conflict of 
interest? 

o I know Rep. Labrador and Bishop have asked for an accounting of these LCCs, 
oversight of their activity, and investigation into funding improprieties. The 
investigation must go farther, especially if there is no regulatory authority for them.   

o DISPOSITION:   
 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP
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• Utility Water Act Group 
DOI-2017-0003-0114 
RE:  Given the overlap of NMFS and FWS jurisdiction on ESA issues of importance to 
UWAG, these comments address regulatory reform issues for DOI and NOAA together and 
will be filed under both dockets. 

o UWAG supports the Services’ regulatory reform efforts and, in particular, UWAG 
supports efforts that serve the key goals of: 

o Focusing cost and impact of ESA implementation on efforts demonstrated to deliver 
the greatest value for conservation and recovery of listed species; 

o Shifting emphasis from unilateral use of restrictions toward collaborative, voluntary 
actions to conserve and recover species; 

o Greater state involvement in ESA implementation and conservation;  
o Listing decisions and critical habitat designations supported by sound scientific 

methods and data 
o Establishment of streamlined and efficient methods for regulated parties to ensure 

ESA compliance. 
o UWAG provides the following specific recommendations as to how the Services can 

improve their regulatory processes, and identify regulations and policies that warrant 
repeal, replacement, or modification. 

o The Services Must Use a Proper Baseline and Effects Analysis in ESA Section 7 
Consultations. 

o The Services Should Clarify the Causation Standard for Effects Analyses. 
o The Services Must Ensure Listing Decisions and Critical Habitat Designations Rely 

on Best Available Science. 
o The Services Should Revise the HCP Handbook to Remove or Modify Requirements 

to Assess Climate Change Impacts in HCPs 
o The Services Should Issue a Revised Section 7 Consultation Handbook. 
o The Services Should Issue Guidance for Streamlined Section 10 Permitting. 
o The Services Should Repeal and/or Modify the Critical Habitat Rules. 
o FWS Should Withdraw or Modify Its 2016 Mitigation Policies. 
o Other Bureaus Addressed in Comment:   National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration (NOAA) and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
o DISPOSITION:   
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• Individual – James Ingram MD 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0255 
RE:  The federal regulations for Falconry should be eliminated because every state has 
regulations in place for this. 

o DISPOSITION from Migratory Birds:  Deferred until July 2018 report. 
 
 
 
 
Response from Ecological Service Deferred from April 2018 Report 
 
• The Cross-Cutting Issues Group 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0253 
RE:  Recommendations about the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”) and the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act (“MBTA”). 

o DISPOSITION from Migratory Bird Program: 
The new interpretation of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act as a result of M-opinion 37050 
required changes to policies and practices across U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) 
programs.  These have been expressed in a recent Service Director’s memo to staff, 
which provided further clarification of the M-opinion and implementation guidance.  The 
Service has also provided the Department of the Interior with information that may be 
used to determine how to proceed with codifying the M-opinion.  Decisions regarding 
next steps are still outstanding. 
o DISPOSITION from Ecological Service:   

FWS should amend its critical habitat regulations to 
redefine “essential” unoccupied areas, and the 
Commenter urges a determination that critical habitat 
designations are "essential only when (1) the species 
could reside in the area without substantial habitat 
modifications or there is a reasonable likelihood that any 
modifications that are necessary to make the habitat 
suitable will in fact be made, and (2) there is a 
reasonable likelihood that the species will occupy the 
area in the future. 
FWS should give appropriate weight to economic 
impacts when determining whether to exclude an area 
from a critical habitat designation and memorialize this 
approach in a guidance document. 
Monitoring requirements in ESA incidental take permits 
should account for a facility’s remaining useful life. 
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FWS should revise its regulations to impose deadlines 
for the informal consultation process allowing action 
agencies to terminate informal consultation if FWS (or 
NMFS, where relevant) has not acted on its request for 
concurrence within 60 days, unless FWS requests a 60-
day extension. 
FWS should remove all references to “net conservation 
gain” from its mitigation policies. 

o  

(b) (5) DPP
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No new comments for this reporting period. 
 
Response from Migratory Birds Deferred from May 2018 Report 
 
• Individual – James Ingram MD 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0255 
RE:  The federal regulations for Falconry should be eliminated because every state has 
regulations in place for this. 

DISPOSITION from Migratory Bird Program: 
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• Individual – Sally Brown 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0257 
RE:  Bird watcher and nature lover likes to travel to observe species. Wants DOI to continue 
to protect species and expand environment to support them. 
DISPOSITION:   
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• Individual – Bill Wellman 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0258 
RE:  Individual expressing support for the Endangered Species Act. 
DISPOSITION:   
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No new comments received for this reporting period. 
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No new comments received for this reporting period. 
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No new comments received for this reporting period. 
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• Cross-Cutting Issues Group - Megan Berge 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0261 
RE:  Updated Collision Risk Model Priors For Estimating Eagle Fatalities At Wind Energy 
Facilities. 
DISPOSITION:   
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• Environmental Defense Fund 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0122 
RE:  Wants revisions resulting from this review to be consistent with Congressional rules.  
Asks how DOI will use data gathered in this review to make decisions.  Will DOI make 
all comments public?  Will DOI respond to public comments?  Supports retention of 
current mitigation guidance and wants it consistently implemented. 

o Current DOI mitigation policies do not create new and novel obligations for 
federal actions and permittees. 

o Revising mitigation policies would not relieve the FWS of its mitigation 
obligations or reduce "burden" on the regulated community. 

o Reject the premise that the DOI mitigation policies are incompatible with 
development or burdensome on federal permittees. 

o Implement current policies consistently across agencies and geographies will 
create predictability and a level-playing field, so that all projects adhere to the 
same standards. 

o Offsetting harm to our natural resources - our land, water and wildlife - is a basic 
responsibility. 

o Compensatory mitigation policies further encourage innovative and market-based 
solutions. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• The Fertilizer Institute (TFI) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0123 
RE:  All TFI members are plagued by a strict interpretation of the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act (MBTA) that prohibits eradication or transport of pestilent birds that create safety 
and health concerns or interfere with daily operation and management of facilities. 

o The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) relied on the most stringent 
interpretation of the MBTA by including all species native to the United States or 
its territories. 

o TFI members request the FWS shorten the list of species considered migratory to 
allow industry to eradicate pestilent or vermin birds. 

o Alternatively, DOI could provide a process where facilities can get permission to 
address nuisance infestations of birds that are creating health and safety risks or 
damaging the environment. 

o TFI members estimate annual administrative cost savings could exceed 
$2,000/year/site. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Anonymous 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0124 
RE:  A third generation ranchers in northern California feels DOI does not want them to 
raise crops or livestock and describes problems caused by DOI taking land and water, 
relocating nuisance animals from other parts of the country to their area, and damage 
caused by these actions. 

o Deep wells in our area are wasting the water by chuting it on down the river to the 
ocean. 

o Deer herds have died off from disease, predators and mismanagement. 
o Complains that the fees from the hunters and fishermen are used for predators. 

o Feels that when animals are bothering folks in southern California, the nuisance 
animals are relocated to their area. 

o They are not allowed to trap these animals to protect their herds. 
o Property is destroyed and they are not compensated. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 
 

 
• Energy and Wildlife Action Coalition (EWAC) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0128 
RE:  EWAC submits recommended actions regarding the Endangered Species Act (ESA), 
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA), and General Administrative issues. 

o Revise the Habitat Conservation (HCP) Planning Handbook to be consistent with 
Endangered Species Act and less focused on large-scale HCPs. 

o HCP Handbook should be nationally consistent and have clear chain of command 
for frequent issues. 

o Prioritize species conservation over monitoring precision. 
o Rescind the 2016 critical habitat rules. 
o No longer apply the “take” prohibition universally. 
o Update National Listing Work Plan to include delisting activities. 
o Establish a low-risk BGEPA permit pathway so facilities can receive incidental 

take coverage under a general permit. 
o Reduce burden on the regulated community by the 2016 eagle incidental take 

permit rule. 
o Permitting Office both at Headquarters and at each of the regional offices to serve 

as centralized clearinghouse for ESA and BGEPA permits. 
o Voluntary guidance should not be treated as mandatory guidance. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

  
 

 
 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP
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• Southern Company 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0129 
RE:  Ensure that Department regulations do not hinder the generation, transmission, and 
sale of energy in a way that is clean, safe, reliable, and affordable. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o The 2016 revision to FWS's designation of critical habitat made it easier to 
designate unoccupied areas as critical habitat unnecessarily expanding regulatory 
reach of the ESA and imposing burdens. 

o Modify or repeal regulations where costs exceed benefits, those that are outdated, 
unnecessary or ineffective. 

o Increased clarity and consistency for Incidental Take Permits ("ITP") and Habitat 
Conservation Plans ("HCP"). 

o Develop guidance to enhance consideration of costs in critical habitat 
designations. 

o Withdraw "net conservation gain" standard in 2016 FWS Mitigation Policy. 
o Develop timelines for informal consultations. 
o Develop programmatic or blanket consultations and permitting. 
o Streamline requirements for Incidental Take Permits. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

  
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 
  

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 

(b) (5) DPP



Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries Needing Recommended Dispositions 

Received August 26 – September 25, 2017 
 

Page 6 of 19 
 

30 Comments Received This Period 
59 Total Number of Comments  

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 
 

 
  

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 

• Western Energy Alliance 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0130 
RE:  The comments in this letter focus on three main areas for reform at FWS: the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) and conservation agreements, mitigation and climate 
change policies, and Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) implementation. 

o Don't impose one-size-fits-all species listings.  Support and defer to State 
protection plans and voluntary conservation management. 

o Streamline Habitat Conservation Plans (HCP) and Candidate Conservation 
Agreements with Assurances (CCAA). 

o Rigid ESA timeframes are obstacles to state, local and private efforts. 
o ESA is frequently used by obstructionist groups to hinder activity, make it 

impossible to meet timelines, and diverts resources away from species protection. 
o Focus on at-risk species, recognize and incentivize non-federal groups, Equal 

Access to Justice Act should be amended to prevent tax dollars funding 
environmental groups, cap on attorney fees, stakeholders given a seat at ESA 
lawsuit settlements, more transparency in science decisions, base petition 

(b) (5) DPP
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considerations on two scientific studies, publish all petition decision data for 
public viewing. 

o Rescind and replace 2015 mitigation polices. 
o Inappropriate to rely on speculative climate change projections over a lengthy 

time period without documented cause-and-effect relationships. 
o Threat of criminal enforcement for incidental take and inconsistent field office 

enforcement causing uncertainty when trying to comply with MBTA. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

• Virginia Cloverdale – Individual 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0131 
RE:  Problems caused by listing the Mozama Pocket gopher here in Washington State. 

o Individual claims FWS personnel are armed and arresting people caught killing or 
trapping the gophers. 

o Disagrees with the need to protect the gopher and as they are destructive, causing 
damage to property. 

o Forced to spend $15,000 to have a survey done to prove there are no pocket 
gophers. 

o Cites the UN Agenda 21 as reason many species are listed, regardless if they are 
endangered or not. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 

(b) (5) DPP
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• The Wilderness Society, Center for American Progress, Natural Resources Defense 
Council, Western Environmental Law Center, National Parks Conservation Association 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0133 
RE:  Concerned that any decision taken under these orders to rescind or revise 
regulations, policies and other actions not result in the potential degradation of our 
lands, waters, air and historic and cultural resources, or the enjoyment of our 
irreplaceable natural heritage. 

o Groups feel energy development on public lands is the main concern of the 
Administration and the land, water and air will be degraded. 

o Claims significant decisions are being made behind closed doors. 
o Groups feel compensatory mitigation is responsible for slowing loss of wetlands 

and want to keep policy in place. 
o Most of comment deals with BLM matters. 
o Supports FWS effort to better define standards for equivalency effectiveness in 

updated Mitigation Policy and the Endangered Species Act Compensatory 
Mitigation Policy. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

• Center for Biological Diversity (The Center) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0138 
RE:  The Center believes the review and update to the Endangered Species Act done over 

(b) (5) DPP
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the last 8 years produced satisfactory results for industry and the States.  This 
Administration's review is laughable. 

o The Center believes the Administration’s premise to protect endangered species is 
fraudulent. 

o The Center states it is preferable for industry to bear the minor burdens of its own 
pollution and its actions that destroy and degrade the environment rather than 
allowing tragedy of commons scenarios to proliferate. 

o The Center feels there is no factual evidence to support its actions, that this entire 
process is superfluous. 

o Rather, the Center recommends FWS (1) Make mandatory findings required by 
law on time for the species listed in the FY 2017 work plan that is on the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service's website, (2) Prioritize the many, overdue findings 
required by law for critical habitat determinations for all species that have already 
missed mandatory statutory deadlines, and (3) Repeal the ESA petition 
regulations finalized in 2016. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
  

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 

• Defenders of Wildlife, Western Environmental Law Center, National Parks Conservation 
Association, The Wilderness Society 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0140 
RE:  It appears that Interior’s deregulatory agenda may not being driven by an earnest 
effort to improve the interests of the American people, but is being done in the name of 
reducing burden on “the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources.” 

o Group feels President Trump’s Executive Order 13777 is designed to support the 
“deconstruction of the administrative state”. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Department has determined that it will pursue policy actions that remove 
“burdens” to the development of energy and other resources on public lands and 
waters. 

o Wants DOI to provide criteria for evaluating burdens. 
o Feels DOI's conservation rules provide benefits and are necessary. 
o Undermining the regulations on NWRS lands and waters would reduce benefits to 

the American people and violate underlying conservation statutes. 
o Groups don't believe Endangered Species Act is a burden. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

  
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
  

 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

• Marc Beauchamp – Individual 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0141 
RE:  Individual asking that money doesn’t stand in the way of saving all the species. 

o I lend my voice to protect the whales , the Bears , the apex predators down to the 
smallest insect, the tiniest moss ,plant ,fungus ,mushroom and ant ; for we are 
truly all connected and I hope that money will no longer blind this CONGRESS 
2017 . 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Stacey Olphin - Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0142 
RE:  Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Diane Kastel – Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0143 
RE:  Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
. 

 
• Diane Kastel – Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0144 
RE:  Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Grant Low – Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0145 
RE: Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Kent Wimmer - Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0146 
RE: Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Cornelia Teed – Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0147 
RE: Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Cheryl Biale – Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0148 
RE: Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Dianne Ensign – Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0149 
RE: Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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• Diane Kastel – Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0150 
RE: Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Mary Able 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0151 
RE: Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Aleta Thompson – Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0152 
RE: Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Karen Schumacher – Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0154 
RE:  There is no federal legislation supporting the creation of 22 landscape conservation 
cooperatives. 

o USFWS has allowed NGOs to make up their own rules 
o In my state, methods being used by NGOs & initiatives (Yellowstone to Yukon, 

High Divide, Nature Conservancy) have been hidden from the public since the 
inception of LCCs. 

o The area where they want these built has historical significance for the local 
community as well as Tribes but there has been no involvement in this agenda by 
either. 

o Funding seems to easily go to the initiatives who also sit on the LCC steering 
committee, they steer money back to themselves. 

o The Nature Conservancy is buying land from private land owners then turning 
around and selling it to the BLM, essentially putting more land into federal hands. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Ramona Nations - Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0155 
RE:  Individual asking that funding or regulations supporting sea turtle preservation is 
not cut. 

o Please don't cut any of the funding or regulations supporting sea turtle 
preservation. President Nixon saved our endangered sea turtle by enacting the 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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regulations. Don't undo 40 years of saving our sea turtles. I'm for increasing 
funding and support of all aspects of protecting the sea turtle.  

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Family Farm Alliance (FFA) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0158 
RE:  FFA provides their recommendations on the efficiency and effectiveness of current 
regulatory processes for water rights, and specifically, if current regulatory processes 
can be further streamlined or expedited in a manner consistent with applicable law. 

o Involve water users – who have a substantial interest at stake. 
o Prioritize the “partners” approach and encourage increased development of 

voluntary habitat agreements.  
o Require involvement of State, Tribe, local data and peer reviews.  
o Require economic analyses up front for ESA.  
o Allow private funding of ESA permit processing.  
o Modernize and clarify “Best Available Scientific and Commercial Data”.  
o Improve transparency and accessibility of data in USFWS ESA decisions.  
o Reform transparency and accountability of ESA-related peer reviews.  
o Assess recent administrative actions for possible modification or elimination. 
o Work with water user interests to best prioritize and implement programs funded 

by FRIMA. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 

 
• Independent Petroleum Association of America (IPPA) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0159 
RE:  Our comments in this letter will primarily focus on regulatory changes to the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA), Mitigation and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). 

o ESA reform is required to turn the litigation-focused law away from a weapon 
yielded by litigious environmental organizations against development to a 
modernized tool for proactive conservation of imperiled species. 

o IPAA has been actively involved with a coalition to delist the American Burying 
Beetle, and, to-date, the FWS has not met one of the deadlines. 

o Transparency is needed, most specifically in ESA related decisions. IPAA 
supports efforts to notify the public and stakeholders when petitions are 
submitted. 

o There are several terms that the Service needs to define or provide additional 
guidance to enhance the flexibility of the Act. 

o Voluntary efforts by state and private entities need to be recognized. 
o Uncertainty about the mitigation standard seems to have created confusion among 

FWS Field Offices. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o The term “take” under MBTA remains dubious, as a few courts have found that 
the MBTA also prohibits otherwise lawful activities that result in unintended or 
incidental death of migratory birds. 

o Recommend rescinding the Clinton Executive Order 13186 and January 2017 
Obama DOI Solicitor Opinion 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
  

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
• American Municipal Power (AMP) and the Ohio Municipal Electric Association 

(OMEA) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0160 
RE:  AMP CEO’s testimony before U.S. Senate Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs Committee Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations in a hearing titled 
“Cutting Through the Red Tape: Oversight of Federal Infrastructure Permitting and the 
Federal Permitting Improvement Steering Council”.   

o Testimony describing 10-year permitting process and role FWS played in 
evaluating whether the project would impact endangered species. 

o FWS requested expensive pre-licensing study AMP feels was unreasonable. 
o Describes problems that occurred when FWS and other agencies disagreed or had 

conflicting timetables. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Offers suggestions on how multiple agencies can avoid duplicative evaluations 
and processes. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
  

 
 
 

 

 
• National Mining Association 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0169 
RE:  Comments and suggestions on general mitigation policy, compensatory mitigation 
policy, critical habitat, and adverse modification. 

o Landscape scale conservation inconsistent with new policy. 
o Unrealistic goals for a “net gain” in resources. 
o Implied FWS has role in level of mitigation for FONSI where FWS is not lead. 
o Large scale extremely costly to land users is moving target which creates 

uncertainty. 
o Derives from two void Presidential and Secretarial Orders. 
o Compensatory mitigation policy left questions as to how it applies to mining, such 

as actual habitat vs potential habitat, onsite reclamation, advanced mitigation and 
long-term management. 

o Did not provide detail to implement credit and debit accounting and ratios. 
o 2016 Endangered Species Act (ESA) revision removed language for currently 

occupied areas and interpreted lack of “features essential”, allowing unbridled 
designation of unoccupied areas. 

o Designating unoccupied areas as critical habitat imposes all restrictions on land 
users. 

o Designation can render viable, environmentally responsible operations 
incompatible. 

o ESA and Congress intended to first preserve lands occupied for species recovery, 
and only when that is not sufficient, look to unoccupied territory. 

o Changes made to designation of critical habitat expanded circumstances in which 
“adverse modification ” finding would impair eligible land use activity. 

o “Conservation value” metric protects areas on the future value of features that 
may not exist and dramatically extends reach of ESA, no matter how immediate 
or remote. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
  

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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• Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0170 
RE:  Suggestions regarding how states and the federal government work and 
communicate with each other. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Allow State management of gray wolves. 
o Work with state agencies to draft legislation to modernize Endangered Species 

Act (ESA) 
o Defund Tribal litigation support.  Use of federal dollars to fund tribal attorneys 

increase likelihood of ongoing litigation.  Federal government should not be 
funding lawsuits against states. 

o DOI should defer to state decision-making in programs delegated to the states to 
avoid contradictory guidance. 

o Provide more funds to states to create and maintain shooting ranges on state and 
lands open to the public. 

o Require FWS to inform states prior to conducting work within state boundaries. 
o Require FWS to confer with states before policy or regulatory changes that affect 

those states. 
o Require FWS to amend fish passage policy to consider ecological risks such as 

invasive species, operation costs, etc. 
o Federal government should better coordinate when rules are released and how 

they affect existing rules. 
o Require consistency among regional offices and agencies. 
o DOI should follow state processes when approving projects. 
o Allow states greater flexibility to customize programs. 
o Consult with states on their needs to produce a scientific strategy on species 

management. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

  
 

 
 

 
  

 
  

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

• Safari Club International – Alaska Chapter 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0171 
RE:  Regulations and policy recommendations for improving state-federal relationships, 
conservation of fish and wildlife, access on federal lands, and wilderness. - FWS 
sections. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Turn around the expensive, litigious, and growing federal bureaucracy and 
adopt clear and enforceable processes that don’t replicate or preempt state 
jurisdiction with Congressional authorization. 

o Ensure effective state-federal relationships and respect sovereign authority of 
states. 

o Landscape-scale planning of non-refuge lands happened despite objections of 
nonfederal landowners and state agencies.  No FWS funds should be used off 
refuge lands except with cooperative agreements initiated by states. 

o Policies of the National Wildlife Refuge Improvement Act (Act) should be 
revised into one coherent, simple set of guidelines consistent with 
Congressional direction. 

o Conflicts in “compatible use” include allowing refuge manager to determine 
use, limited state resource management authority, inappropriate 
determinations. 

o Act requires refuge use be found “appropriate” before determining 
compatibility. 

o Wildlife Dependent Recreational Use Policy contradicts numbers laws. 
o Biological Integrity, Diversity & Environmental Health policy elevates one 

phase of the Act over fourteen others. 
o FWS claimed funding lapses were an “emergency” to close refuges. 
o Strategic Growth policy prioritizes acquisition of land without appropriate 

emphasis to priority uses. 
o FWS Friends Organization Policy authorizes FWS staff to engage in volunteer 

organizations despite being told by Alaska’s Congressional delegation it was a 
violation of the Hatch Act of 1939. 

o FWS adopted regulations to the Kenai Refuge Comprehensive Conservation 
Plan despite Alaska’s objections. 

o FWS requires trappers to get permits to trap on four refuges in Alaska even 
though trapping is state-regulated. 

o FWS completed a management plan for commercial fisheries support facilities 
on Kodiak Refuge without consultation with the State. 

o Members of State local advisory committees are elected by residents, whereas 
federal advisory committees are selected by federal staff. 

o Oil and gas regulations exempt Alaska, but retain unauthorized jurisdiction. 
o Togiak Public Use Management Plan revised without coordination of state. 
o Maps of CSUs are incorrect. 
o Wildlife harvest regulations in 2016 close refuges to state-authorized harvests. 
o Take no further steps to diminish protected public access and uses of Alaska 

refuges. 
o Inappropriately requires compatibility determinations for uses that are 

guaranteed. 
o 2010 Director’s Memo be rescinded and 610 FW 5 be reinstated. 
o Only designated wilderness should be managed as wilderness in Alaska. 
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o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
 

 
• Environmental Defense Fund (EDF) 

ID:  From BLM DOI-2017-0003-0120 
RE:  Duplicate of DOI-2017-0003-0122 – See above 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

• The Wilderness Society,  Center for American Progress,  Natural Resources Defense 
Council,  Western Environmental Law Center,  National Parks Conservation 
Association 
ID:  From BLM DOI-2017-0003-0132 
RE:  Duplicate of DOI-2017-0003-0133 – See above 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 
 

• Defenders of Wildlife, Western Environmental Law Center, National Parks 
Conservation Association, The Wilderness Society 
ID:  From BLM DOI-2017-0003-0139 
RE:  Duplicate of DOI-2017-0003-0140 – See above 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
 
 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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• Diane Kastel – Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0175 
RE:  Form letter language from Defenders of Wildlife Blog Website 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
 

•  Anonymous 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0177 
RE:  Funding Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCC) should stop because they 
have no federal legislation and this activity should be left to local and state elected 
officials. 

o Submitter believes NGOs are using taxpayer funds to buy land that place 
restrictive land use regulations on local property.   

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
 

• Anonymous 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0178 
RE:  The United Nations’ Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (DRIP) was 
integrated into DOI’s regulations without Congressional authority. 

o The DOI Strategic Plan 2014-2018 implements DRIP and expands Tribal 
authority over private property and water rights. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
 

• kareshan@mindspring.com 
      ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0181 

RE:  Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCC) have not stopped their activity even 
though Executive Order 13653 was rescinded. 

o The GNLCC is using third parties such as NGOs to hide activity. 
o Investigate as to how funding was obtained. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
 

• National Aquaculture Association 
      ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0185 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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 RE:  Eliminate the FWS Port Inspector overtime fees. 
o Freight and passenger airline arrival and departure occurs on a 24 hour, seven day a 

week basis but the FWS Port Inspector workday is typically 8 to 5. 
o FWS staff work shifts should coincide with the needs of the public and businesses 

that are engaged in international trade. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 

  
 

• National Aquaculture Association (NAA) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0186  
RE:  NAA disagrees with the methodology used with Ecological Risk Screening Summary 
and the science in the published reports. 

o NAA has recommended revisions and provided  peer-reviewed literature in the 
past. 

o Draft reports should be reviewed by subject matter experts before posting on 
public websites. 

o Introductory language should state: 
 Quick screenings do not reflect complexity of science; 
 State regulations that may restrict or prohibit species were not considered 

and may reduce risk; 
 Readily available air temperature data utilized may inaccurately predict 

species range;  
 “High Risk” finding may not apply to entire United States; 
 Quick screenings do not produce results that are actionable in a regulatory 

setting. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 
 
 National Stone, Sand, and Gravel Association (NSSGA) 

ID: DOI-2017-0003-0187 
RE:  Previous Administration unlawfully expanded the scope of the Endangered Species 
Act.  Two definitional changes are unreasonable and should be revised.  These include 
Definition of Destruction or Adverse Modification of Critical Habitat (81 FR 7214) and 
Listing Endangered and Threatened Species and Designating Critical Habitat; 
Implementing Changes to the Regulations for Designating Critical Habitat (81 FR 7413). 
o Level of discretion granted on a case by case basis would lead to a lack of clarity by 

both regulators and the regulated public. 
o Changes expand what is considered a “critical” habitat and has considerable impacts 

on landowners and developers. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o Entire regions are being considered “critical” even though the species occupy very 
small portions of the region. 

o The agencies showed no cases where the existing definitions are inadequate. 
o No Regulatory Flexibility Act analysis was done. 
o Endangered Species Act Consultation process is open-ended with no required 

response times by FWS.  Businesses have to choose between unreasonable fees or 
long delays. 

o One small business paid $125,000 to avoid being put in pending status, another 
waited 8 years. 

o Delays cause ripple effects throughout the community with other projects. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 
 
 U.S. Small Business Administration Office of Advocacy 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0190 
RE:  Hosted meetings with members in Louisiana, Idaho, Kentucky, Ohio, Missouri, and 
Kansas and are presenting concerns from those businesses. 

o There should be stricter requirements for critical habitat designations.  Often entire 
areas are designated when species is not present.  Definition should be more 
science-based and balance economic growth. 

o Definition of "Destruction or Adverse Modification" of Critical Habitat is too broad 
and should be updated. 

o Small businesses suffer from permitting and mitigation requirements because of 
landscape-scale approach.  All compensatory mitigation should be equivalent and 
effective. 

o Withdraw current Habitat Conservation Plans handbook and rewrite. 
o DOI should defend against mass listing actions and avoid "sue and settle" 

arrangements. 
o Increase opportunity to lease federal coal and off-shore oil and gas. 
o Less regulations on fraking. 
o Problematic Endangered Species listings should be reviewed - Rusty patch bumble 

bee, Lesser prairie chicken, Spotted owl, Northern long-eared bats. 
o Would like to meet to discuss details. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   

 
 

• Western Governors Association 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0201withdrawn & replaced with  
       DOI-2017-0003-0205 (Cover letter added) 
RE:  Realigning the State-Federal Relationship: Recommendations of possible reforms.   
o Better define "cooperating agency" under NEPA. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o Infrastructure planning and permitting allow for timely decision-making, account 
for regional differences, balance economic and environmental considerations, and 
minimize cost of compliance. 

o Focused and streamline approach to invasive species issues working closely with 
states. 

o Strengthen seed storage facilities. 
o Mandatory use of state data and expertise. 
o Assure state participation in federal science boards. 
o Mandatory model of economic impact and cost/benefit analysis in conjunction with 

states and counties. 
o Provide regulatory and statutory ways to implement recommendations of Western 

Governors' Species Conservation and ESA Initiative. 
o Consult with states to clarify landscape-scale compensatory mitigation and define 

"net conservation gain". 
o Develop mitigation requirements with states affected.  Ensure proper mitigation in 

project planning. 
o Mitigation in state and private land must be coordinated with Governors. 
o Require petitioners to provide copy of petition to affected state(s) so states may 

provide existing data. 
o Incentivize voluntary conservation to preclude need to list species.  Consult with 

Governors. 
o Exclude private land from critical habitat designation when landowner implements 

conservation as part of federally endorsed conservation agreement. 
o Clarify states authority under ESA to exercise concurrent jurisdiction, including 

management of species and issuance of Section 10 take permits. 
o Provide states the opportunity to lead and develop recovery teams. 
o Limit critical habitat designations for broadly distributed species to only the area 

deemed necessary by the best available science.  Engage states as full partners. 
o Develop Species Status Assessments (SSA) to inform a listing determination. 
o Give states leadership role on SSA teams.  Provide an internal appeals process to 

challenge conclusions of SSA. 
o Utilize state data and expertise in conducting status reviews and 12-month findings 

on petitions. 
o Identify business practice barriers to cross-boundary projects involving federal, 

state and private lands.  Develop training on contracting procedures.  Establish 
multi-agency pilot projects which can suggest models for formal agreements. 

o Promote grazing flexibility to respond to changing range conditions and 
environmental considerations. 

o Use strike teams, interagency ESA consultation support to accelerate restoration in 
priority areas. 

o Modify employee relocation practices to optimize leadership development and 
longevity. 
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o Leverage state, tribal and local expertise and science in federal environmental 
review and permitting. 

o Ensure NEPA implementation policy includes training and accountability for field 
practitioners. 

o Use information technology to improve efficiency of NEPA and provide greater 
transparency. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

 
 

• Arizona Mining Association 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0202 
RE:  Rescind Mitigation Policies and Mitigation Documents, Rescind the 2016 
regulations for designating critical habitat, and revise the definition of "Destruction or 
Adverse Modification", rescind manuals and documents related to climate change, and 
review and implement recommendations in the ESA Congressional Working Group 
report. 

o ESA does not require mitigation for adverse impacts.  The policy administratively 
expands the scope of a federal law by creating obligations outside of the law's 
intent.  Should be rescinded. 

o Landscape-scale mitigation program lacks legitimacy in law as it was done 
without complying with Administrative Procedure Act and NEPA. 

o Program documents are "rules" within the meaning of the Administrative 
Procedure Act, but FWS failed to comply with rulemaking requirements. 

o "Critical Habitat" is not "Recovery Habitat".  Problem with definitions:  
"geographic area occupied by species", "physical and biological features", critical 
habitat in the future, "special management consideration or protection", 
"recovery" habitat. 

o Overbroad and excessive critical habitat designations are frequently based on 
species recovery plan. 

o New recovery-based standard makes adverse modification findings more likely 
and increases the likelihood of formal consultation, causing increased costs, 
delays, and restrictions. 

o Climate Change Adaption Program and related program documents were adopted 
in violation of APA.  They are unlawful. 

o Follow recommendations in ESA Congressional Working Group Report:  
Transparency and focus on species recovery and delisting rather than list; ESA 
litigation and settlement reform; empowerment of States, Tribes, local 
governments landowners on ESA decisions affecting them and their property; and 
transparency and accountability of ESA data and science. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  
 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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• National Wildfire Institute (NWI) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0208 
RE:  Suggestions based on years of experience and ground observations fighting 
wildfires. 

o Modify objective of The Council on Environmental Quality to allow faster 
response. 

o Modify Equal Access to Justice Act.  NWI believes this encourages environmental 
groups to hinder recovery. 

o NEPA shouldn’t be the basis for planning. 
o Fight the “fire borrowing” that takes funds away from projects. 
o Change policy about letting fires burn and calling it “managed fires.” 
o Regulations in Endangered Species Act to reduce time spent in constant 

consultation process. 
o Reauthorize “counterpart regulations” to what they were in the past. 
o Enact legislation similar to HR 2647 to speed collaboration on projects. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 
 
 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP
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• National Endangered Species Act Reform Coalition (NESARC) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0214 
RE:  Recommendations from organization. 

o Formally adopt guidance currently in Consultation Handbook that provides certainty 
for the "not likely to adversely affect" determinations. 

o Revise the definitions of "environmental baseline", "effects of the action", 
"cumulative effects", "to exclude "future Federal activities under consultation", and 
"destruction or adverse modification." 

o Critical habitat designations can only be in areas that already contain necessary 
elements of habitat for the species. 

o Scope of designation is limited to "specific areas." 
o Revise the definitions of "geographical area occupied by species" and "physical or 

biological features." 
o Consider state, county, local and voluntary management measures when determining 

if special management is needed. 
o Provide specific criteria for designation of unoccupied habitat. 
o Use of an incremental impacts analysis (i.e., “with and without the designation”) is 

insufficient for fulfilling the economic impacts analysis required under ESA Section 
4(b)(2). 

o Use a scale that ensures that economic analysis can be relied on to determine 
"particular area" may be excluded. 

o Use quantitative assessment methodologies to maximum extent practicable 
o Identify listing opportunities for the greater involvement of state and local 

governments. 
o Define the operative terms in the statutory definitions of "endangered species" and 

"threatened species." 
o Link the recovery planning process with the actual delisting of the species. 
o Streamline the development and approval of habitat conservation plans (HCPs) for 

incidental take permits. 
o Eliminate policy that prohibits a single Service from issuing a Section 10 permit that 

may affect other listed species. 
o Encourage staff to pursue partnerships with voluntary projects and private 

landowners. 
o Revoke Section 9 of the HCP Handbook. 
o Insist on cooperation in processing proposed HCPs and work with landowners and 

stakeholders. 
o Rescind the Mitigation Policy and the ESA Compensatory Mitigation Policy. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  For the following issues, the response is “We 

are initiating a review of the pertinent regulations and/or policies and will consider 
these recommendations in that context.” 
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 IA Improvements to the Section 7 Consultation Process.  Promulgate regulations 
recognizing that consultation is not required for agency actions with discountable, 
insignificant, or beneficial effects on a species or its critical habitat.  The guidance 
is currently contained in the Services' Consultation Handbook, but should be 
formally adopted as regulations to provide certainty and further inform the "not 
likely to adversely affect" determination. 

 
 IA Improvements to the Section 7 Consultation Process.  Revise the definition of 

"environmental baseline" to focus on current environmental conditions. 
 
 IA Improvements to the Section 7 Consultation Process.  Revise the definition of 

"effects of the action" to ensure that consideration of "direct effects" and "indirect 
effects" incorporates the principles of proximate causation and reasonable 
foreseeability. 

 
 IA Improvements to the Section 7 Consultation Process.  Revise the definition of 

"cumulative effects" to exclude "future Federal activities that are physically 
located within the action area of the particular Federal action under consultation." 

 
 IA Improvements to the Section 7 Consultation Process.  Revise the definition of 

"destruction or adverse modification" to prevent the over expansive and unduly 
burdensome application of this statutory concept. 

 
 IA Improvements to the Section 7 Consultation Process.  Establish deadlines for 

the completion of information consultation and the timely issuance of any 
required concurrence by FWS or NMFS that a proposed action will not likely 
adversely affect a listed species or any critical habitat. 

 
 IA Improvements to the Section 7 Consultation Process.  Expand the use of 

information consultation, programmatic consultation, and other consultation 
strategies to improve efficiency. 

 
 IB Revisions to the Procedures for the Designation of Critical Habitat.  Clarify 

that critical habitat can only be designated in areas, whether occupied or 
unoccupied, that already contain the elements necessary to provide habitat for the 
species. 

 
 IB Revisions to the Procedures for the Designation of Critical Habitat.  For both 

occupied and unoccupied habitat, ensure that the scope of any designation is 
limited to "specific areas." 
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 IB Revisions to the Procedures for the Designation of Critical Habitat.  Revise the 
definition of "geographical area occupied by the species" to only include areas 
with sustained or regular use by the species. 

 
 IB Revisions to the Procedures for the Designation of Critical Habitat.  Revise the 

definition of "physical or biological features" to reflect that an occupied area 
cannot be designated based upon "habitat characteristics that support ephemeral 
or dynamic habitat conditions." 

 
 IB Revisions to the Procedures for the Designation of Critical Habitat.  Further 

revise the definition of "physical or biological features" to recognize that such 
features must have a greater biological significance than simply "support[ing] the 
life history needs of the species."  

 
 IB Revisions to the Procedures for the Designation of Critical Habitat.  Account 

for the existence of state, county, local, and voluntary management and protection 
measures when determining whether physical or biological features "may require 
special management considerations or protection." 

 
 IB Revisions to the Procedures for the Designation of Critical Habitat.  Revise the 

regulations to provide specific criteria for the designation of unoccupied habitat. 
 
 IC Revisions to Economic Analysis of Critical Habitat Designation 
 
 ID Clarify the Listing Process and Increase State and Local Government 

Involvement 
 
 IE Improve Recovery Planning to Achieve the Goal of Delisting Species 
 
 IF Promote and Enhance the Use of Voluntary Conservation Measures.  Identify 

opportunities to streamline the development and approval of HCPs for ITPs. 
 
 IF Promote and Enhance the Use of Voluntary Conservation Measures.  Eliminate 

the policy, currently followed in R1, that prohibits a single Service from issuing a 
Section 10 permit if it would cover lands and practices that may affect a listed 
species under the jurisdiction of the other Service. 

 
 IF Promote and Enhance the Use of Voluntary Conservation Measures.  Issue 

guidance insisting on cooperation with the NMFS in processing proposed HCPs 
and other conservation agreements, and further instruct FWS staff to focus on the 
conservation benefits from working with landowners and other stakeholders. 
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 IF Promote and Enhance the Use of Voluntary Conservation Measures.  
Encourage agency staff to pursue conservation partnerships through voluntary 
projects with private landowners and others and increased the use of candidate 
conservation agreements with assurances and Section 4(d) rules for threatened 
species. 

 
 IF Promote and Enhance the Use of Voluntary Conservation Measures.  Revoke 

Section 9 of the HCP Handbook adopted in December 2016. 
 

o “II Rescission of Mitigation and Compensatory Mitigation Policies:  
DISPOSITION:   

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
• Conservation Force 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0215 
RE:  Comments and petition to repeal 50 C.F.R. § 17.31 & § 17.40(e), (f), (j), (n), (r). 

o These regulations impose burden on import of threatened species as if they were 
endangered. 

o Regulations obstruct foreign nation conservation programs with little regard for 
foreign cooperation or diplomacy. 

o Regulations impose same requirements on threatened species even though risk is 
different. 

o ESA does not provide same protections for foreign species as for domestic species. 
o No jurisdiction to designate critical habitat in foreign country. 
o Regulations impose a tax-like cost on countries with stable wildlife. 
o Enhancement standard is already satisfied. 
o FWS unable to issue and administer foreign game species range conservation efforts. 
o Regulated sport hunting provides more habitat than national parks, funds operating 

and anti-poaching costs, and incentivizes tolerance in rural communities. 
o Congress emphasized the importance of range nation conservation efforts and 

exempted imports from regulation. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 

 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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" 

 
 
• Ken Sanford, Zip Code 92029 - Individual 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0216  
RE:  Submitter states opinions on the Department’s regulations, policies and programs. 

o Conservation rules are not a burden. 
o Lands are an escape from modern life. 
o Don’t change the policies. 

 RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
• Tri-State Generation and Transmission Association, Inc. 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0220 
RE:  The regulated community suffers from the cumulative impact of a large number of 
individually minor regulatory and interpretive guidance issues. 

o Need a better tracking system to document actual NEPA timelines and costs.  
o Provided several information fields to include in tracking. 
o Track the overall federal approval process, including Endangered Species Act (ESA) 

and/or National Historic Preservation Act (NHP A) which typically occur 
simultaneously. 

o Provide context to the use of NEPA Categorical Exclusions. 
o Expand the scope of the Species Listing Workplan to include de-listing and down-

listing petitions. 
o The costs of critical habitat often outweigh the benefit to the species. 
o Rescind final 2016 rule (81 FR 7414) and policy regarding critical habitat and initiate 

a new rulemaking. 
o USFWS should switch to the National Marine Fisheries Service approach and amend 

its regulations to no longer apply the "blanket rule" to all threatened wildlife species. 
o Compensatory mitigation policy of 2016 should be rescinded. 
o Increase use of programmatic/general approval. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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o Proceed expeditiously with 90-day finding delisting of Western distinct population 
segment of yellow-billed cuckoo (WYBC) since it has been over 5 months and add 
12-month finding to current Listing Workplan. 

o Proceed with 12-month finding delisting Ute-ladies' tresses orchid submitted more 
than 20 years ago. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    
 

 
 
• Western Governors Association 

DOI-2017-0003-0221 
RE:  Species Conservation and the Endangered Species Act Initiative Year Two 
Recommendations 

o First year approved WGA Resolution 2016-08 Species Conservation and the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) instructing WGA to develop a multi-year workplan. 

o Amend Section 4 of ESA to create flexibility to prioritize petition schedules and defer 
12-month findings under certain conditions. 

o Require the Secretary to make determinations on critical habitat and retain exclusion 
authority. 

o The Services will convene a recovery team within 12 months and States will have the 
option to lead and develop team. 

o Candidate Conservation Agreements with Assurances (CCAAs) include not only 
incidental take permits, but also a suite of assurances. 

o Exclude private land from critical habitat designation for landowners who implement 
conservation measures. 

o Include state, other federal agencies and private landowners when making listing 
determinations. 

o Work with states to develop voluntary conservation programs. 
o Use Species Status Assessments (SSA) for listing determination and use same SSA 

for recovery plan so stakeholders can act prior to release of formal plan. 
o Ensure SSA science is updated when new data is available.  Give state wildlife 

agencies SSA leadership roles, and provide an adequate internal appeals process. 
o Develop national policy for implementation of 4(d) rules with best practices and 

incentives for local support. 
o Clarify authority under ESA for states to exercise concurrent jurisdiction. 
o States should have sufficient participation in recovery teams even if they decline to 

lead team. 
o Provide information to citizens about participating in the ESA process. 
o Issue 4(d) rule that emphasizes regulatory flexibility where listing provides limited 

conservation benefit in the foreseeable future. 
o Provide economic incentives to alleviate the burden of critical habitat designations on 

private land. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Budget should include funds to assist stakeholders interested in assurance agreements 
and voluntary conservation efforts. 

o Congress should allocate money to the Services through a specific line-item to delist 
or downlist species in a timely manner. 

o WSA will work with Congress to identify priorities for funding to facilitate voluntary 
conservation and improve ESA. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    
 

 
 
 
 

• California Farm Bureau Federation (CFBF) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0225 
RE:  Comments and recommendations from organization. 

o Mitigation policies should identify ways to make implementation of existing 
mitigation requirements more efficient and effective. 

o Obama's Mitigation Memorandum was problematic in the creation of a novel "no net 
loss", "net gain", "compensatory" and "landscape" mitigation - violating 1st, 3rd, 4th, 
5th and 6th regulatory reform criteria in Executive Order 1377. 

o CFBF believes E.O. 13783 and Secretary Order 3349 are the right direction. 
o Mitigation policy and CCAA policy should be reviewed. 
o February 2016 policy and final rule regarding exclusions from critical habitat 

designation should be revisited. 
o February 2016 final rule concerning procedures for designation of critical habitat 

should be withdrawn. 
o CFBF supports the Western Governor's Associations recommendations. 
o Move forward on Secretarial Orders 3343, 3344, 3355. 
o Public agencies contracting with the U.S. have historically had little input in 

consultations under Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act. 
o Adopt regulatory guidance requiring consideration of economic and technological 

feasibility when conducting analysis of Reasonable and Prudent Alternatives. 
o Reduce regulatory pressure and conflict with respect to water sources in the 

California Sacramento-San Joaquin Bay-Delta and Colorado River. 
o Reduce unfair third-party impacts of settled litigation and correct inequities for 

attorney's fee awards. 
o Improve fairness, timeliness and efficiency of ESA consultations. 
o Discourage improper politicization of science. 
o Respect private property rights and hold federal employees accountable for improper 

behavior. 
o Improve cooperation between federal agents and local law enforcement. 
o Improve intra-departmental ethics rules and pursue reforms. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Address potential ethical violations and hold DOI employees fully accountable. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    

 
  

 
 
• National Rural Electric Cooperative Association 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0226 
RE: Comments and recommendations from organization. 

o Improve Section 7 Consultations with input from industry stakeholders. 
o Update the Endangered Species Consultation Handbook. 
o Establish timelines for completing informal consultations. 
o Retract and rewrite the 2016 Habitat Conservation (HCP) Planning Handbook. 
o 2016 revisions exacerbate inefficiencies and create complexity. 
o Provide clarity for "project-scale" and "low effect" HCPs. 
o Encourage use of "project-scale" and "low-effect" HCPs. 
o Prioritize species recovery and de-listing as most efforts are focused on getting a 

species listed.  Not as much efforts for recovery plans. 
o FWS often misses statutory deadlines for down-listing and delisting petitions. 
o Amend “Methodology for Prioritizing Status Reviews and 
o Accompanying 12-Month Findings on Petitions for Listing Under the ESA” to 

prioritize recovery. 
o Recovery should be practicable and cost-effective. "National Listing Workplan" 

should include delisting activities. 
o Do not apply guidance as "De Facto" regulation. 
o Encourage voluntary conservation efforts. 
o Modify the 2016 Mitigation Policies. 
o Develop "Eagle Incidental Take General Permit".  Costs are burdensome.  Provide a 

flexible framework and not "one size fits all" approach. 
o 2016 revision offers no streamlined permitting process for lower-risk electrical 

infrastructure. 
o Limited numbers of permits have been issued. 
o Delays in getting a permit prohibit applicant from properly maintaining infrastructure. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    

 
 
  

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



DOI Regulations Review - Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries and Recommended Dispositions 

Received October 26 – November 25, 2017 
 

 
 

Prepared by U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Division of Policy, Performance and Management Programs 
Marcia Cash | 703-358-2013  | Marcia_Cash@fws.gov 

 
Page 9 of 21 

 

7 Comments Received This Period 
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APPENDIX:  Responses carried over from November 2017 Report 
 

 
DOI-2017-0003-0187 
National Stone, Sand, and Gravel Association 

Issue Response 

Previous Administration Definitional Changes 
Unlawfully Expanded the Scope of the 
Endangered Species Act and Should be 
Revised 
Endangered Species Act Consultation Process 
is Open-Ended with No Required Response 
Times by the Fish and Wildlife Service 

 

DOI-2017-0003-0190 
US Small Business Administration Office of Advocacy 

Issue Response 

(b) (5) DPP
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Designation of Critical Habitats 

Definition of Destruction or Adverse 
Modification of Critical Habitat 

Endangered and Threatened Species Act 
Compensatory Mitigation Policy: costly 
permitting processes and all compensatory 
mitigation mechanisms should be held to the 
same standard. 

Habitat Conservation Plans- The current 
handbook complicates issues of an already 
costly and inefficient process, and imposes 
mitigation requirements that mandate "net 
benefit" and a "no net loss standard" which 
stakeholders have said is untenable and 
devalues private property. Stakeholders are 
asking that this handbook be withdrawn and re-
written. 
Endangered Species Act Litigation: 
Stakeholders have requested that DOI take 
steps to defend against mass listing actions and 
avoid sue and settle arrangements which take 
away from Fish and Wildlife Service 
discretion. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Specific Endangered Species Listings: 
Stakeholders have indicated that there are 
several listings that are particularly problematic 
and should be reviewed including: rusty 
patched bumble bee, lesser prairie chicken, 
spotted owls, and northern long-eared bats. 

 

DOI-2017-0003-0201 
Western Governors Association 

Issue 

Better define "cooperating agency" under 
NEPA processes. 

Infrastructure planning and permitting 
guidelines, rules, and regulations should be 
coordinated, streamlined, and sufficiently 
flexible to: (i) allow for timely decision-making 
in the design, financing, and construction of 
needed infrastructure; (ii) account for regional 
differences; (iii) balance economic and 
environmental considerations; and (iv) 
minimize the costs of compliance. 

Seek mandatory use of state data and expertise, 
subject to existing state requirements for data 
protection and transparency. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Require agencies to assure state participation in 
relevant federal science boards by requiring the 
selection of state scientists to serve on science-
based groups informing federal regulation (e.g. 
EPA Science Advisory Board panels). 

Increase state-federal coordination to complete 
the siting and permitting of electricity 
transmission across federal lands within three 
years of submission of a completed application. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Eliminate inconsistencies in the environmental 
review and permitting process for linear 
facilities that make outcomes unpredictable, 
and can result in litigation and delays. 

Invest in key state and federal liaison positions 
with decision-making authority to provide 
better engagement and understanding between 
state and federal forest, wildlife, and rangeland 
agencies. Facilitate the participation of local 
governments by dedicating staff to develop and 
provide technical assistance and enhance 
communications across local, tribal, state and 
federal partners. 
Explore the use of strike teams, interagency 
ESA consultation support, and other modular 
capacity to accelerate restoration in priority 
areas, including the expanded use of existing 
statutory authorities. 
Leverage the use of state, tribal, and local 
expertise and science in federal environmental 
review, consultation and permitting 
requirements. 
Continue to implement NEPA streamlining 
efforts that promote best practices or 
procedural innovations, including the use of 
landscape-scale, programmatic, adaptive and 
iterative analyses. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Support independent research and analysis 
from NGO, academic, and other partners to 
inform NEPA and ESA compliance review 
process improvements, including estimates of 
the time and cost involved for different project 
types. Develop metrics for successful 
outcomes, including cost and time performance 
indicators. 
Consider standardized approaches to 
environmental analysis to increase efficiency 
and reduce time to decision. Ensure agency 
NEPA implementation policy includes 
comprehensive training and accountability for 
field practitioners. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Use information technology to improve the 
efficiency of NEPA and to provide greater 
transparency and reduce redundant data, 
analysis, and business practices. Provide 
analytical tools for improved analysis of 
potential implications of no-action alternatives. 

Comment beginning with: Develop a new 
NEPA restoration CE that is based on decisions 
documented in a Decision Notice and Finding 
of No Significant Impact over the past five 
years where no significant impacts to the 
environment occurred... 

Provide regulatory and statutory avenues to 
implement recommendations produced by the 
Western Governors' Species Conservation and 
ESA Initiative. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Consult with Governors and state regulators to 
clarify landscape-scale compensatory 
mitigation and define "net conservation gain." 
Develop mitigation requirements and processes 
in cooperation with Governors in whose states 
DOI lands are situated. Clearly define and 
predictably implement those requirements and 
processes to ensure proper and reasonable 
mitigation is incorporated in project planning. 

Mitigation requirements having the potential to 
impact state and private land must be 
developed in coordination with Governors. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Require petitioners to provide a copy of the 
petitions to affected state(s) so states may 
provide any existing state data regarding the 
petitioned species. 

Incentivize voluntary conservation actions in 
order to preclude the need to list species under 
the ESA. Support the provision of economic 
incentives for landowners to participate in 
voluntary conservation efforts. Consult with 
Governors to promote proper implementation 
of FWS policy on Voluntary Prelisting 
Conservation Actions. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Exclude private land from critical habitat 
designation when landowner implements 
conservation measures as a part of a federally 
endorsed conservation agreement. 

Clarify or emphasize existing authority under 
the ESA for states to exercise concurrent 
jurisdiction with the Services to implement the 
ESA, including management of threatened 
species and issuance of Section 10 take 
permits, if states demonstrate a desire and 
capacity to do so. 
Comment beginning with: Provide states the 
opportunity to lead and develop recovery 
teams. If states decline to develop and lead the 
recovery team, the Services shall still seek 
sufficient participation from states to assemble 
recovery teams. 

Limit critical habitat designations for broadly 
distributed species to only the area deemed 
necessary by the best available science. Use 
scientific information and analysis from states 
to inform critical habitat designations. Engage 
states as full partners in critical habitat 
designation, especially when federal agencies 
intend to rely on the precautionary principle, 
coupled with the use of long-term modeling 
and forecasting. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Develop SSAs to help inform a listing 
determination. Use SSAs to inform 
development of recovery blueprint if listing is 
deemed warranted. Give state wildlife agencies 
a leadership role on SSA teams commensurate 
with level of data and expertise they provide to 
the process. Provide an adequate internal 
appeals process to challenge the conclusions of 
an SSA. 
The Services should utilize data and expertise 
provided by states in conducting status reviews 
and 12-month findings on petitions for listing 
species under the ESA. 

Identify business practice barriers to cross-
boundary projects involving federal, state and 
private lands. Develop training on state and 
federal contracting procedures and 
administration to improve implementation of 
cross-boundary projects, and use Service First 
authorities, which allow multiple agencies to 
share resources, procurement procedures and 
other authorities, and streamline and 
consolidate agency processes. Establish multi-
agency pilot projects, which can suggest 
models for subsequent formal agreements. 

 

DOI-2017-0003-0202 
Arizona Mining Association 

Issue Response 

(b) (5) DPP
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77 Total Number of Comments  

II. Formally Rescind the USFWS Mitigation 
Policies and Mitigation Policies Documents 

III. Rescind the 2016 Regulations for 
Designating Critical Habitat 

IV. Revise the Definition of "Destruction or 
Adverse Modification" 

V. Climate Change Adaptation Program and 
Related Policies 

VI. ESA Congressional Working Group Report 

 

DOI-2017-0003-0208 
National Wildfire Institute 

Issue Response 
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7 Comments Received This Period 
77 Total Number of Comments  

2. ESA Consultation Process ... Reauthorize 
"counterpart regulations" similar to past 
practice. The intent will be increased 
effectiveness under Sec 7 of the ESA until DOI 
can complete development of a recovery plan 
and designation of critical habitat. When 
habitat decisions are made, FWS and NOAA 
can leave it up to USFS and BLM how these 
requirements will be met on a day to day basis. 
This will save manpower and enable sister 
agencies to move more expeditiously on critical 
projects. 
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79 Total Number of Comments  

 
• National Hydropower Association 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0228 
RE:  Recommendations from organization. 
o Improve administration of Interior’s Mandatory Conditioning Authority.   
o Develop guidance to address an identified effect of the project commensurate with the 

level of impact. 
o Must be necessary to mitigate effects. 
o Fishways must be necessary to mitigate demonstrated negative effects. 
o Revise and clarify alternative conditions policy. 
o Give “equal consideration” not only when a party submits an alternative condition. 
o Adopt without modification an alternative mandatory condition. 
o Cease practice of developing a revised modified condition in response to a proffered 

alternative. 
o Clarify that a trial-type hearing is available. 
o Challenged mandatory condition bears the burden of proof. 
o 90-day hearing applicable to only hearing and not pre- and post-hearing procedures. 
o Trial-type hearings apply to facts related to alternative mandatory conditions under 

FPA section 33. 
o Allow alternative or trial-type hearing whenever Secretary modifies or imposes new 

mandatory condition. 
o Deadline to submit revised alternatives extended from 20 days to 60 days following 

opinion. 
o Venue for hearing should be determined by a request for Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC) ALJ or utilize lottery system of all available ALJs. 
o Non-consolidated Department hearings have 180 days to complete. 
o If three Departments, up to 270 days. 
o Secretary (undersecretary or assistant Secretary) reviews and approves all mandatory 

conditions and prescriptions before submitted to FERC for inclusion. 
o Issue guidelines to staff for recommending mandatory conditions and prescriptions 

for hydropower projects to standardize development. 
o Minimize duplication of studies in proceedings by relying on existing information to 

maximum extent. 
o New study only when agency demonstrates existing information insufficient. 
o License applicants have opportunity for Headquarter-level review. 
o Encourage President to amend definition of renewable energy to include hydropower 

as renewable energy and eligible for procurement mandates. 
o Direct all bureaus and offices to declare hydropower is a renewable source. 
o FWS prepare biological opinion concurrently with FERC licensing process and 

comply with timing of opinions. 
o FWS should expeditiously complete biological opinions required for project pending 

for more than one year. 
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o FWS should rescind new Critical Habitat regulations and restore previous provisions. 
o All post licensing changes and enforcement of hydropower licenses must be 

conducted by FERC. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:  

 
 
• National Association of Home Builders (NAHB) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0236 
RE:  Majority of NAHB members are small businesses that are disproportionally affected by 
federal regulations underscoring need for reform. 

o Residential construction requires a government-issued permit for each unit of 
production. 

o Regulatory requirements affect every aspect from land development to construction, 
adding to costs and preventing many families from becoming homeowners. 

o Regulations account for nearly 25% of final price. 
o FWS should be cognizant of challenges if cumulative compliance impacts are not 

considered. 
o NAHB concerned about how FWS will ensure all sectors of economy and different 

sized firms will benefit from regulatory relief. 
o DOI should provide the public with indication of criteria used to identify federal 

regulations that will be addressed – Impacts, Economics, Need, Technology, 
Redundancy and other rules. 

o Group regulations by which industry sector or entity size must comply when making 
reforms. 

o Additive nature of federal rules and permitting disproportionally impacting industries 
like residential construction. 

o Avoid unintended consequences that can result from rushed deregulatory action. 
o Withdraw 2016 final regulatory definitions concerning designation of occupied 

critical habitat. 
o Feels it is problematic that species’ presence is not required for an area to be 

designated as critical habitat. 
o Disagrees with the phrase “i.e., the species is recovered” In 50 CFR § 424.02. 
o Believes Congress intended that critical habitat designation is for species survival, not 

recovery. 
o Questions why term needs to be defined as it is already in statute. 
o FWS’s final rule created new regulatory definition of “geographical areas occupied 

by the species” eliminating the Service’s need to demonstrate “occupancy” by a 
species. 

o Landowners have limited recourse. 
o It is unlikely the Service would accept species surveys conducted by landowners. 
o Withdraw the regulatory definition of “geographical areas occupied by the species” 

and rely on statutory definition, which is clear and easily understood. 

(b) (5) DPP



DOI Regulations Review - Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries and Recommended Dispositions 

Received November 26 – December 25, 2017 
 

 
 

Prepared by U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Division of Policy, Performance and Management Programs 
Marcia Cash | 703-358-2013  | Marcia_Cash@fws.gov 

 
Page 3 of 18 

 

2 Comments Received This Period 
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o Withdraw the recently finalized regulatory definition of “physical or biological 
features.” 

o NAHB joins several states expressing strong opposition to definition of “Destruction 
or Adverse Modification of Critical Habitat (81 Fed. Reg. at 7,214 (February 11, 
2016)) 50 C.F.R. § 402.02.” 

o NAHB opposes the use of “incremental cost” approach in Economic Impact Analyses 
under the Endangered Species Act (78 Fed. Reg. at 53,058 (August 28, 2013)) 50 
C.F.R. § 424.19. 

o NAHB opposes the use of “incremental cost” approach in the policy regarding 
implementation of Section 4(b)(2) of the ESA (81 Fed. Reg. at 7,226 (March 14, 
2016)). 

o Believes the incremental approach inappropriately shifts the economic costs of 
critical habitat designations to the ESA listing process where the Service is prohibited 
under the statute from considering any economic costs. 

o NAHB urges the Service to withdraw this policy. 
o NAHB urges the Service to revisit the final policy on interpretation of the phrase 

“Significant Portion of Its Range” under the ESA (79 Fed. Reg. at 37,578 (July 1, 
2014)) 

o NAHB urges the Service to review and address the concerns and questions submitted 
on the Final Endangered Species Act Compensatory Mitigation Policy (81 Fed. Reg. 
at 95,316 (December 27, 2017)) 

o NAHB urges the Service to withdraw this policy. 
o Section 7 Consultation is most relied upon mechanism by NAHB and landowners – 

clarify regulatory terms used in ESA’s process. 
o Delays have been caused by Service’s biologists’ attempt to pressure other agencies 

to agree to consult over large “action areas.” 
o “Effects of the action” should demonstrate causation. 
o The Service must establish strict deadlines to complete informal consultations. 
o NAHB urges the Service to reconsider the reforms. 
o ESA Section 10 Incidental Take Regulations (50 C.F.R. § 17.22) – permit applicants 

need an understandable and efficient permitting process. 
o Incidental take permit applicants can spend months, even years debating with FWS. 
o Section 10 must be streamlined. 
o FWS cannot unilaterally reinterpret Habitat Conservation Plan “Implementing 

Agreements.” 
o FWS must be prepared for added workload resulting from new definition of “Waters 

of the U.S.” 
 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP
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2 Comments Received This Period 
79 Total Number of Comments  

 
APPENDIX:  Responses carried over from December 2017 Report 

 
• Tri-State Generation and Transmission Association, Inc. 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0220 
RE:  The regulated community suffers from the cumulative impact of a large number of 
individually minor regulatory and interpretive guidance issues. 

o Need a better tracking system to document actual NEPA timelines and costs.  
o Provided several information fields to include in tracking. 
o Track the overall federal approval process, including Endangered Species Act (ESA) 

and/or National Historic Preservation Act (NHP A) which typically occur 
simultaneously. 

o Provide context to the use of NEPA Categorical Exclusions. 
o Expand the scope of the Species Listing Workplan to include de-listing and down-

listing petitions. 
o The costs of critical habitat often outweigh the benefit to the species. 
o Rescind final 2016 rule (81 FR 7414) and policy regarding critical habitat and initiate 

a new rulemaking. 
o USFWS should switch to the National Marine Fisheries Service approach and amend 

its regulations to no longer apply the "blanket rule" to all threatened wildlife species. 
o Compensatory mitigation policy of 2016 should be rescinded. 
o Increase use of programmatic/general approval. 
o Proceed expeditiously with 90-day finding delisting of Western distinct population 

segment of yellow-billed cuckoo (WYBC) since it has been over 5 months and add 
12-month finding to current Listing Workplan. 

o Proceed with 12-month finding delisting Ute-ladies' tresses orchid submitted more 
than 20 years ago. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

 
UPDATE - PROGRAM RESPONSES: 

Submitter Issues: Program Responses: 
General NEPA-Related Comments: 
Institute a tracking system to better 
document actual NEPA timelines and 
costs 
General NEPA-Related Comments: 
Provide additional context to the use of 
NEPA Categorical Exclusions 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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Species Listing Workplan  ...should 
continue...recommends...incorporate de-
listings/downlistings 

2016 Critical Habitat Rules and 
Policy...(paraphrased) critical habitat 
designations provide little if any 
conservation benefit in comparison to 
cost... the final 2016 rule and policy 
regarding critical habitat should be 
rescinded and a new rulemaking initiated. 
Threatened species and the "blanket 4(d) 
rule" 

Compensatory mitigation policy...should 
be rescinded 

Increase use of programmatic/general 
approval mechanism 

Move expeditiously on delisting 
petitions: Western DPS of yellow billed 
cuckoo 

(b) (5) DPP
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Move expeditiously on delisting 
petitions: Ute-ladies' tresses orchid 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX:  Responses carried over from December 2017 Report - 
Continued 

 
 

• Western Governors Association 
ID: DOI-2017-0003-0221 
RE:  Species Conservation and the Endangered Species Act Initiative Year Two 
Recommendations 

o First year approved WGA Resolution 2016-08 Species Conservation and the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) instructing WGA to develop a multi-year workplan. 

o Amend Section 4 of ESA to create flexibility to prioritize petition schedules and defer 
12-month findings under certain conditions. 

o Require the Secretary to make determinations on critical habitat and retain exclusion 
authority. 

o The Services will convene a recovery team within 12 months and States will have the 
option to lead and develop team. 

o Candidate Conservation Agreements with Assurances (CCAAs) include not only 
incidental take permits, but also a suite of assurances. 

o Exclude private land from critical habitat designation for landowners who implement 
conservation measures. 

o Include state, other federal agencies and private landowners when making listing 
determinations. 

o Work with states to develop voluntary conservation programs. 
o Use Species Status Assessments (SSA) for listing determination and use same SSA 

for recovery plan so stakeholders can act prior to release of formal plan. 
o Ensure SSA science is updated when new data is available.  Give state wildlife 

agencies SSA leadership roles, and provide an adequate internal appeals process. 

(b) (5) DPP
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2 Comments Received This Period 
79 Total Number of Comments  

o Develop national policy for implementation of 4(d) rules with best practices and 
incentives for local support. 

o Clarify authority under ESA for states to exercise concurrent jurisdiction. 
o States should have sufficient participation in recovery teams even if they decline to 

lead team. 
o Provide information to citizens about participating in the ESA process. 
o Issue 4(d) rule that emphasizes regulatory flexibility where listing provides limited 

conservation benefit in the foreseeable future. 
o Provide economic incentives to alleviate the burden of critical habitat designations on 

private land. 
o Budget should include funds to assist stakeholders interested in assurance agreements 

and voluntary conservation efforts. 
o Congress should allocate money to the Services through a specific line-item to delist 

or downlist species in a timely manner. 
o WSA will work with Congress to identify priorities for funding to facilitate voluntary 

conservation and improve ESA. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    

 
 

UPDATE - PROGRAM RESPONSES: 
Submitter Issues: Program Responses: 
Statutory 1A.  Amend Section 4 of the 
ESA to create flexibility for the USFWS 
and NMFS to create a prioritization 
schedule for petitions received.  The 
Services must assign a petitioned species 
a listing priority within 12 months of a 
positive 90-day finding.  Species in 
immediate risk of extinction will receive 
highest priority, while species with 
ongoing conservation efforts or species 
for which listing would provide limited 
conservation benefit within the 
foreseeable future will be placed in a 
lower priority category. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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2 Comments Received This Period 
79 Total Number of Comments  

Statutory 1B  Amend Section 4 of the 
ESA to create a statutory exception for 
the USFWS and NMFS to defer 12 
month findings for a species under the 
ESA when 1) a conservation plan is 
either being developed or implemented to 
meet the conservation needs of the 
species.  In the case of the species that 
range across multiple states, this refers to 
a plan in each state or a range wide plan.  
The Services may renew the deferral 
every five years so long as they ahve 
worked with states to complete a 
determination that the conservation plan 
continues to meet the conservation needs 
of the species; 2) a delay will allow time 
to complete data collection or complete 
studies relating to the petitioned species 
3) species for which listing would 
provide limited conservation benefit 
within the foreseeable future. 
Statutory 2.  Require the Secretary to 
make a determination on whether or not 
to designate critical habitat for a species... 

(b) (5) DPP
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2 Comments Received This Period 
79 Total Number of Comments  

Statutory 2.  Require the Secretary to 
make a determination on whether or not 
to designate critical habitat for a species... 

Statutory 3.  Upon listing, the Services 
will convene a recovery team within 12 
months.  States will have the option to 
lead and develop that team... 
Regulatory/Administrative 1.  Examine 
the possibility of providing assurances on 
public land to minimize the disincentive 
to enrolling in CCAA for permitted 
public land users with operations 
spanning both federal and private land... 
Regulatory/Administrative 2.  When a 
landowner implements conservation 
measures as a part of a federally endorsed 
conservation agreement, The Services 
may exclude private land covered under 
the agreement from any critical habitat 
designation.  This authority currently 
exists under the ESA, but needs further 
clarification and guidance. 
Regulatory/Administrative 3.  When 
making listing determinations, the 
Secretary must take into account 
conservation efforts to protect species, 
including efforts by states, federal 
agencies, and private landowners. 

(b) (5) DPP
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79 Total Number of Comments  

Regulatory/Administrative 4  The 
Services should work with states to 
develop templates for voluntary 
conservation programs and conservation 
tools that are intended to incentivize 
voluntary conservation for a variety of 
species and habitats.  These templates 
would provide a more streamlined 
process of implementing voluntary 
conservation programs for candidate and 
listed species. 
Regulatory/Administrative 5.  Encourage 
the Services to develop SSAs to help 
inform a listing determination.  If listing 
is deemed warranted, use this same SSA 
to inform development of a recovery plan 
blueprint so stakeholders are able to 
implement effective recovery actions 
prior to the release of a formal species 
recovery plan. 
Regulatory/Administrative 6  Given the 
Services' new policy of using SSAs as a 
routine part of listing and recovery 
decisions made under the ESA, 
recommend the Services promulgate 
regulations to ensure the SSAs serve their 
intended function of collecting and 
analyzing foundational science on a 
species and updating that information and
promptly when new data or analysis 
becomes available... 
Regulatory/Administrative 7  Develop a 
national policy for the implementation of 
4(d) rules that details best practices and 
incentivizes strong local input. 
Regulatory Administrative 8  Clarify or 
emphasize existing authority under the 
ESA for states to exercise concurrent 
jurisdiction with the Services to 
implement the ESA, including 
management of threatened species and 
issuance of Section 10 take permits, if 

(b) (5) DPP
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states demonstrate a desire and capacity 
to do so. 
Regulatory/Administrative 9   If states 
decline to develop and lead a recovery 
team, as described in Statutory 
Recommendation #3, the Services shall 
still seek sufficient participation from 
states to assemble recovery teams. States 
maintain strong wildlife management 
expertise, relationships with their 
regulated communities, and are able to 
better identify those individuals and 
entities that can best contribute to the 
recovery planning process. 
Regulatory/Administrative 10. Establish 
an informative “playbook” to inform 
citizens on how to engage throughout 
various steps of the ESA process. 
Regulatory/Administrative 11.  In the 
case of species which are listed as 
threatened or endangered where listing 
provides limited conservation benefit 
within the foreseeable future, concurrent 
with the listing, Services should issue a 
4(d) rule that emphasizes regulatory 
flexibility. Services should also consider 
delaying critical habitat designations, as 
well as modify the way in which they 
conduct consultations. 
Funding 1  Pair economic incentives with 
critical habitat and priority conservation 
designations on private land and public 
land permitted users to alleviate the 
burden of critical habitat designations on 
private land while rewarding stewardship 
of quality habitat. Incorporate a scoring 
system – similar to, but not duplicative 
of, farm bill incentive scoring system – 
developed by stakeholders and including 
states, for private land conservation 
priority to assign varying economic 
incentives. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Funding 2  The Services’ budget should 
include specific line items directing 
funding to assist stakeholders interested 
in seeking assurance agreements and 
other voluntary conservation efforts 
Funding 3.  The Services currently 
allocate very little of their recovery 
budget to delisting or downlisting 
recovered species, which causes species 
to remain listed as threatened or 
endangered longer than the ESA intends. 
Congress should allocate money to the 
Services through a specific line-item in 
their budgets to enable the Services to 
timely delist or downlist species. 
Funding 4  Congress should allocate 
additional funding to the Services’ to 
implement the ESA. Western Governors 
believe that adoption of these 
recommendations will improve the 
efficacy of the ESA, but recognize that 
the Services and states require adequate 
funding to ensure successful 
implementation of the Act. Governors 
will work with Congress to identify 
priorities for funding that will facilitate 
voluntary species conservation efforts 
and improve the efficacy of the ESA. 

 
 

 
 

APPENDIX:  Responses carried over from December 2017 Report - 
Continued 

 
• California Farm Bureau Federation (CFBF) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0225 
RE:  Comments and recommendations from organization. 

o Mitigation policies should identify ways to make implementation of existing 
mitigation requirements more efficient and effective. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Obama's Mitigation Memorandum was problematic in the creation of a novel "no net 
loss", "net gain", "compensatory" and "landscape" mitigation - violating 1st, 3rd, 4th, 
5th and 6th regulatory reform criteria in Executive Order 1377. 

o CFBF believes E.O. 13783 and Secretary Order 3349 are the right direction. 
o Mitigation policy and CCAA policy should be reviewed. 
o February 2016 policy and final rule regarding exclusions from critical habitat 

designation should be revisited. 
o February 2016 final rule concerning procedures for designation of critical habitat 

should be withdrawn. 
o CFBF supports the Western Governor's Associations recommendations. 
o Move forward on Secretarial Orders 3343, 3344, 3355. 
o Public agencies contracting with the U.S. have historically had little input in 

consultations under Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act. 
o Adopt regulatory guidance requiring consideration of economic and technological 

feasibility when conducting analysis of Reasonable and Prudent Alternatives. 
o Reduce regulatory pressure and conflict with respect to water sources in the 

California Sacramento-San Joaquin Bay-Delta and Colorado River. 
o Reduce unfair third-party impacts of settled litigation and correct inequities for 

attorney's fee awards. 
o Improve fairness, timeliness and efficiency of ESA consultations. 
o Discourage improper politicization of science. 
o Respect private property rights and hold federal employees accountable for improper 

behavior. 
o Improve cooperation between federal agents and local law enforcement. 
o Improve intra-departmental ethics rules and pursue reforms. 
o Address potential ethical violations and hold DOI employees fully accountable. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    

 
 
UPDATE - PROGRAM RESPONSES: 

 Submitter Issues: Program Responses: 
I.  2015 Mitigation Memorandum and 
Related- Mitigation policies should not 
attempt to fundamentally expand long-
established and statutorily supported 
mitigation requirements, but should 
instead identify ways to make 
implementation of existing mitigation 
requirements more efficient and 
effective.  FWS' 2016 Mitigation Policy 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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and Compensatory Mitigation Policy 
must be revised or withdrawn... 
II.  February 2016 Policy and Final Rule 
Regarding Designations of Critical 
Habitat (A.  February 2016 Policy 
Regarding Exclusion Analyses- The 
Critical Habitat Exclusion Policy Should 
be withdrawn; B.  February 2016 Final 
Rule Concerning Procedures for 
Designation of Critical Habitat- The 
Critical Habitat Procedures Rule should 
be withdrawn...; C.  Western Governors’ 
Association ESA Reform 
Recommendations- DOI should embrace 
and seek to implement...) 
III.  Recent Secretarial Orders- DOI 
should move forward on the important 
priorities established in a number of 
existing Secretarial Orders.  Order No. 
3343 Actions to Address Effects of 
Drought and Climate Change on 
California's Water Supply and Listed 
Species 
III.  Recent Secretarial Orders- DOI 
should move forward on the important 
priorities established in a number of 
existing Secretarial Orders. Order No. 
3355 NEPA Reviews and 
Implementation of EO 13807 
"Establishing Discipline and 
Accountability in the Environmental 
Review and Permitting Process for 
Infrastructure Projects" 
IV.  Bureau of Reclamation A. 
Contractor Consultation Role and Status 
in Furtherance of Section 2(c)(2) of the 
ESA  Grant affected water agencies in 
the West a direct role in the ESA 
Section 7 consultation process, taking 
Section 4004 of the WIIN Act as a 
model. 

(b) (5) DPP
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IV.  Bureau of Reclamation B.  Express 
Consideration of Economic and 
Technological Feasibility in 
Formulation of Reasonable and Prudent 
Alternatives per Section 50 CFS 402.02  
The Department should adopt a 
regulatory guidance requiring 
consideration of economic and 
technological feasibility when 
conducting analyses of Reasonable and 
Prudent Alternatives. 
IV.  Bureau of Reclamation B.  Express 
Consideration of Economic and 
Technological Feasibility in 
Formulation of Reasonable and Prudent 
Alternatives per Section 50 CFS 402.02  
Rather than allowing agency staff the 
discretion to improperly abdicate on the 
question of "economic and technological 
feasibility" in the raming of RPAs later 
subject to a highly deferential standard 
of judicial review, the DOI should 
instead adopt formal regulations clearly 
requiring such consideration including 
the consideration and selection of 
alternatives that meet the ESA's legal 
requirement to avoid J and adverse mod 
while at the same time avoiding 
disproportionate economic impacts not 
only on the consulting agency, but also 
on affected communities and sectors of 
the economy. 
VI.  Public Lands Management and 
General Administrative Issues within the 
DOI and Its Departments C.  May 24, 
2017 HNR Committee Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations Hearing  
DOI should work to improve the 
fairness, timeliness, and efficiency of 
required consultations under the ESA. 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP
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APPENDIX:  Responses carried over from December 2017 Report - 

Continued 
 

• National Rural Electric Cooperative Association 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0226 
RE: Comments and recommendations from organization. 

o Improve Section 7 Consultations with input from industry stakeholders. 
o Update the Endangered Species Consultation Handbook. 
o Establish timelines for completing informal consultations. 
o Retract and rewrite the 2016 Habitat Conservation (HCP) Planning Handbook. 
o 2016 revisions exacerbate inefficiencies and create complexity. 
o Provide clarity for "project-scale" and "low effect" HCPs. 
o Encourage use of "project-scale" and "low-effect" HCPs. 
o Prioritize species recovery and de-listing as most efforts are focused on getting a 

species listed.  Not as much efforts for recovery plans. 
o FWS often misses statutory deadlines for down-listing and delisting petitions. 
o Amend “Methodology for Prioritizing Status Reviews and 
o Accompanying 12-Month Findings on Petitions for Listing Under the ESA” to 

prioritize recovery. 
o Recovery should be practicable and cost-effective. "National Listing Workplan" 

should include delisting activities. 
o Do not apply guidance as "De Facto" regulation. 
o Encourage voluntary conservation efforts. 
o Modify the 2016 Mitigation Policies. 
o Develop "Eagle Incidental Take General Permit".  Costs are burdensome.  Provide a 

flexible framework and not "one size fits all" approach. 
o 2016 revision offers no streamlined permitting process for lower-risk electrical 

infrastructure. 
o Limited numbers of permits have been issued. 
o Delays in getting a permit prohibit applicant from properly maintaining infrastructure. 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:    

 
 

UPDATE - PROGRAM RESPONSES: 
Submitter Issues: Program Responses: 
Rescind the mitigation and climate 
change policies, to be reviewed per EO 
13783 (March 28, 2017) and Interior 
Secretarial Order 3349 (March 29, 2017). 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP
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Work to streamline environmental 
reviews and permitting processes for 
infrastructure per EO 13807 (August 15, 
2017) and Interior Secretarial Order 
(August 31, 2017). 
Reconsider, modify, or rescind critical 
habitat rules and policies currently in 
litigation, where plaintiffs have asked for 
rules to be vacated. 
1.)  Improve Section 7 Consultation 

2.)  Revise the 2016 HCP Handbook 

3.)  Prioritize Species Recovery and De-
listing 
4.)  Do Not Apply Guidance as De Facto 
Regulation 

5.)  Encourage Voluntary Conservation 
Efforts (HCPs for ITPs in Section 10 
should be streamlined, use CCAAs and 
SHAs). 
6.)  Withdraw or Modify the 2016 
Mitigation Policies. 

(b) (5) DPP



DOI Regulations Review - Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries and Recommended Dispositions 

Received November 26 – December 25, 2017 
 

 
 

Prepared by U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Division of Policy, Performance and Management Programs 
Marcia Cash | 703-358-2013  | Marcia_Cash@fws.gov 

 
Page 18 of 18 

 

2 Comments Received This Period 
79 Total Number of Comments  
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• National Association of State Foresters (NASF) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0237 
RE:  Recommendations from NASF’s Farm Bill regarding Endangered Species Act (ESA) 
regulatory reform on private and federal lands. 

o Revise Section 10(a)(1)(A) & (B) to authorize reimbursements to landowners for 
costs associated with agreements, including loss of traditional income opportunities 
due to revised management practices. 

o For Incidental Take Permits in proposed Habitat Conservation Plans, or Enhancement 
of Survival Permit in proposed Safe Harbor Agreements or Candidate Conservation 
Plans, require a timely review and response time from the Secretary to all 
documentation from landowner. 

o When timely response in above is not achieved, require that the Secretary issue a 
temporary permit. 

o When aquatic species are involved, Secretary should accept state-approved forestry 
best management practices for water protection quality as sufficient to warrant an 
agreement and permit. 

o Section 7 requirements need not be met for Section 10 agreements. 
o Document economic costs to landowners in three ways:  with current ESA 

compliance, with proposed plan, and finding that proposed plan does not support 
issuing a permit. 

o Expedite process on federal lands by allowing agency biologists to make “may affect 
and not likely to adversely affect” determinations without further FWS review. 

o On federal lands where forests are at high risk for insect and disease infestation or 
wildfire, complete environmental analyses within one year instead of two to avoid 
further risk from wildfires and epidemics. 

o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

1. Revise Section 10 of the Endangered Species Act that 
authorizes Habitat Conservation Plans, Safe Harbor Agreements 
and Candidate Conservation Agreements {Section 10(a)(1)(A) 
& (B)} to:  (a) Authorize the Secretary to reimburse landowners 
for costs associated with the development and implementation 
of agreements including the loss of traditional income 
opportunities due to  revised management practices 
(b) To implement this program provide that "of the funds 
available from the Commodity Credit Corporation the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall make available ($10,000,000) annually for 
10 yrs. 

(b) (5) DPP



DOI Regulations Review - Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries and Recommended Dispositions 

Received December 26, 2017 – January 25, 2018 
 

 
 

Prepared by U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Division of Policy, Performance and Management Programs 
Marcia Cash | 703-358-2013  | Marcia_Cash@fws.gov 

 
Page 2 of 6 

 

1 Comment Received This Period 
80 Total Number of Comments  

2. Require that the Secretary act in a timely fashion to review 
and respond to all documentation required of the landowner, 
and where a timely response is not achieved the Secretary shall 
issue a temporary incidental take permit in the case of a 
proposed Habitat Conservation Plan or temporary Enhancement 
of Survival Permit in the case of a proposed Safe Harbor 
Agreement or Candidate Conservation Plan. 
3. State that, where aquatic species are involved - whether 
freshwater or anadromous - the Secretary shall accept state 
approved forestry best management practices for water quality 
protection as sufficient to warrant an agreement and permit. 

4.State that Section 7 requirements need not be met for Section 
10 agreements. 

5. Add to the required documentation information outlining the 
economic costs to the landowner due to current ESA 
compliance, how cost would be affected by a proposed plan and 
how cost would be affected by a finding that the proposed plan 
does not support issuance of a permit. 

6. On federal lands, allow agency biologists to make "may 
affect and not likely to adversely affect” determinations without 
further USFWS review of their determinations in order to 
expedite the environmental analysis process. 
7. Also on federal lands, where forested areas are determined to 
be at high risk for insect and disease infestation or wildfire, 
complete environmental analyses with one year of species 
survey data instead of two in order to avoid further risk from 
wildfire and epidemics. 

 
 
 

APPENDIX:  Responses carried over from January 2018 Report 
 
 
• National Association of Home Builders (NAHB) (From January 2018 Report) 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0236 
RE:  Majority of NAHB members are small businesses that are disproportionally affected by 
federal regulations underscoring need for reform. 

o Residential construction requires a government-issued permit for each unit of 
production. 

(b) (5) DPP
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o Regulatory requirements affect every aspect from land development to construction, 
adding to costs and preventing many families from becoming homeowners. 

o Regulations account for nearly 25% of final price. 
o FWS should be cognizant of challenges if cumulative compliance impacts are not 

considered. 
o NAHB concerned about how FWS will ensure all sectors of economy and different 

sized firms will benefit from regulatory relief. 
o DOI should provide the public with indication of criteria used to identify federal 

regulations that will be addressed – Impacts, Economics, Need, Technology, 
Redundancy and other rules. 

o Group regulations by which industry sector or entity size must comply when making 
reforms. 

o Additive nature of federal rules and permitting disproportionally impacting industries 
like residential construction. 

o Avoid unintended consequences that can result from rushed deregulatory action. 
o Withdraw 2016 final regulatory definitions concerning designation of occupied 

critical habitat. 
o Feels it is problematic that species’ presence is not required for an area to be 

designated as critical habitat. 
o Disagrees with the phrase “i.e., the species is recovered” In 50 CFR § 424.02. 
o Believes Congress intended that critical habitat designation is for species survival, not 

recovery. 
o Questions why the term needs to be defined as it is already in statute. 
o FWS’s final rule created new regulatory definition of “geographical areas occupied 

by the species” eliminating the Service’s need to demonstrate “occupancy” by a 
species. 

o Landowners have limited recourse. 
o It is unlikely the Service would accept species surveys conducted by landowners. 
o Withdraw the regulatory definition of “geographical areas occupied by the species” 

and rely on statutory definition, which is clear and easily understood. 
o Withdraw the recently finalized regulatory definition of “physical or biological 

features.” 
o NAHB joins several states expressing strong opposition to definition of “Destruction 

or Adverse Modification of Critical Habitat (81 Fed. Reg. at 7,214 (February 11, 
2016)) 50 C.F.R. § 402.02.” 

o NAHB opposes the use of “incremental cost” approach in Economic Impact Analyses 
under the Endangered Species Act (78 Fed. Reg. at 53,058 (August 28, 2013)) 50 
C.F.R. § 424.19. 

o NAHB opposes the use of “incremental cost” approach in the policy regarding 
implementation of Section 4(b)(2) of the ESA (81 Fed. Reg. at 7,226 (March 14, 
2016)). 
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o Believes the incremental approach inappropriately shifts the economic costs of 
critical habitat designations to the ESA listing process where the Service is prohibited 
under the statute from considering any economic costs. 

o NAHB urges the Service to withdraw this policy. 
o NAHB urges the Service to revisit the final policy on interpretation of the phrase 

“Significant Portion of Its Range” under the ESA (79 Fed. Reg. at 37,578 (July 1, 
2014)) 

o NAHB urges the Service to review and address the concerns and questions submitted 
on the Final Endangered Species Act Compensatory Mitigation Policy (81 Fed. Reg. 
at 95,316 (December 27, 2017)) 

o NAHB urges the Service to withdraw this policy. 
o Section 7 Consultation is most relied upon mechanism by NAHB and landowners – 

clarify regulatory terms used in ESA’s process. 
o Delays have been caused by Service’s biologists’ attempt to pressure other agencies 

to agree to consult over large “action areas.” 
o “Effects of the action” should demonstrate causation. 
o The Service must establish strict deadlines to complete informal consultations. 
o NAHB urges the Service to reconsider the reforms. 
o ESA Section 10 Incidental Take Regulations (50 C.F.R. § 17.22) – permit applicants 

need an understandable and efficient permitting process. 
o Incidental take permit applicants can spend months, even years debating with FWS. 
o Section 10 must be streamlined. 
o FWS cannot unilaterally reinterpret Habitat Conservation Plan “Implementing 

Agreements.” 
o FWS must be prepared for added workload resulting from new definition of “Waters 

of the U.S.” 
o RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:   
 

Definition of “Conserve, Conserving, and 
Conservation” (50 C.F.R. § 424.02)  NAHB 
strongly urges FWS to withdraw the recently 
amended definition of “conserve, conserving, 
and conservation.” NAHB further questions 
why this term needs to be defined in the 
regulations at all, given that it is already 
defined in the statute. 
Definition of “Geographical Areas Occupied 
by the Species” (50 C.F.R. § 424.02)                 

Definition of “Physical or Biological 
Features” (50 C.F.R. § 424.02) 
 NAHB calls upon the Service to withdraw 

(b) (5) DPP
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the recently finalized regulatory definition of 
“physical or biological features.” 

Definition of Destruction or Adverse 
Modification of Critical Habitat (81 Fed. Reg. 
at 7,214 
(February 11, 2016)) 50 C.F.R. § 402.02 
NAHB urges the Service to withdraw the 
recently revised definition of “adverse 
modification,” as it is inconsistent with the 
intent of the ESA and places overly 
burdensome requirements on affected states, 
local governments and 
private landowners. 
Economic Impact Analyses under the 
Endangered Species Act (78 Fed. Reg. at 
53,058 (August 28, 2013)) 50 C.F.R. § 424.19 
NAHB urges the Service to revisit the 
changes to its regulations found at 50 CFR § 
424.19(a) and instead follow a co-extensive 
approach when conducting the required 
economic analysis. 
Policy Regarding Implementation of Section 
4(b)(2) of the ESA (81 Fed. Reg. at 7,226 
(March 14, 2016)) 
NAHB urges the Service to withdraw this 
policy regarding the § 4(b)(2) process, as well 
as revise the current regulations found at 50 
CFR § 424.19 to require the Service to use 
the co-extensive approach to determine the 
economic costs resulting from critical habitat 
designations. 
Final Policy on Interpretation of the Phrase 
“Significant Portion of Its Range” under the 
ESA (79 
Fed. Reg. at 37,578 (July 1, 2014)) 
NAHB urges the Service to revise the final 
SPR policy. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Final Policy on Interpretation of the Phrase 
“Significant Portion of Its Range” under the 
ESA (79 
Fed. Reg. at 37,578 (July 1, 2014)) 
NAHB urges the Service to revise the final 
SPR policy. 
Final Endangered Species Act Compensatory 
Mitigation Policy (81 Fed. Reg. at 95,316 
(December 27, 2017)) 
NAHB’s comment letter to FWS in response 
to the proposed ESA Compensatory 
Mitigation Policy, the Service must withdraw 
the final policy. 
ESA Section 7 Regulations (50 C.F.R. § 
402.02)  Clarify regulatory terms used in the 
ESA’s Section 7 Consultation process.  FWS 
must establish strict deadlines to complete 
informal consultations 
ESA Section 10 Incidental Take Regulations 
(50 C.F.R. § 17.22)  The Service is strongly 
urged to reform the existing Section 10 ITP 
program to remove the unnecessary barriers 
and confusion created during HCP 
development and the challenges associated 
with HCP implementation.  
Section 10 Process Must Be Streamlined 
The GCP policy and the Alabama Beach 
Mouse GCP/HCP are two promising 
examples of how the existing Section 10 
permitting process can be improved to help 
small landowners comply with the ESA. 
FWS Cannot Unilaterally Reinterpret HCP 
“Implementing Agreements” 
FWS Must be Prepared for Added Workload 
Resulting from New Definition of “Waters of 
the U.S.” 

 
 
 

(b) (5) DPP
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• Arctic Slope Regional Corporation (ASRC) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0245 
RE:  Recommendations from ASRC regarding the 2015 Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
(ANWR) Comprehensive Conservation Plan (CCP) and the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 

o Review and revamp ANWR CCP because affective Alaska Natives were not 
adequately consulted. 

o FWS should focus on recovery efforts instead of listing. 
o FWS should focus on measurable steps to de-list species by working on recovery 

plans with local and State stakeholders. 
o Focus on managing the current list of endangered species instead of extrapolating 

impacts into the future. 
o Only truly at-risk species should be protected. 
o Stakeholders are usually left out of recovery efforts.  
o Maximum control should be local. 
o Critical habitat areas should be limited to necessary for species, not largest 

geographical area that may be used. 
o Refine appeal and petition process using sound science. 
o Require concerned stakeholders to demonstrate robust evidence to demonstrate how 

species may be imperiled. 
o Incidental Take Regulations (ITRs) should be performance based, minimize takes and 

be more balanced with economic activity. 
o Dates of IRTs should be flexible to accommodate changes in climate. 
o Remove restriction requiring separation of vessels of 15 miles in Beaufort Sea. 
o Work closely with the National Marine Fisheries Service. 
o Look for ways to integrate performance based metrics into regulations, balancing 

protection of marine mammals and wildlife with economic activity. 
o Always base requirements on science. 
o Supports decision to postpone enforcement of U.S. Russia Bilateral Polar Bear 

Treaty until 2020. 
o Reconsider whether Treaty rulemaking is justifiable. 
o Reconsider whether Treaty infringes on Alaska Native sovereignty and practices. 
o Previous quotas were based on questionable data. 
o Rulemaking and Treaty are unnecessary and should be reviewed. 
o FWS is infringing on community’s self-determination, indigenous rights and 

economic freedom. 
o Scope of ESA has been applied too broadly. 
o Mitigation policies inconsistent with recent directives. 
o Mitigation policies negatively affect economic activity and job creation through 

punitive compensatory structures. 
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o Narrow application of IRT directly impacts resource development and ends 
exploration program that created jobs. 

o RECOMMEND
FWS should focus on 
recovery efforts instead 
of listing. 
FWS should focus on 
measurable steps to de-
list species by working on 
recovery plans with local 
and State stakeholders. 

Focus on managing the 
current list of endangered 
species instead of 
extrapolating impacts into 
the future. 
Only truly at-risk species 
should be protected. 
FWS should work with 
State agencies, local 
governments, and 
indigenous peoples on 
recovery efforts, listing 
decisions, conservation 
planning, and identifying 
critical resources. 
FWS should not be 
making designations 
which are inconsistent 
with the people who live 
and work in this region 
where these animals 
inhabit. FWS should 
encourage maximum 
local control on these 
efforts. 
Critical habitat areas 
should be limited to 
necessary for species, 
not largest geographical 
area that may be used. 
Refine appeal and 
petition process using 
sound science. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Require concerned 
stakeholders to 
demonstrate robust 
evidence to demonstrate 
how species may be 
imperiled. 
ASRC recommends FWS 
review and revise their 
various mitigation policies 
consistent with the 
objectives of EO 13783: 
Promoting Energy 
Independence and 
Economic Growth and 
Secretarial Order 3349. 

ASRC recommends FWS 
review and revise the 
following:  Endangered 
and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Endangered 
Species Act, 
Compensatory Mitigation 
Policy, December 27, 
2016., U.S. FWS 
Mitigation Policy, 
November 21, 2016,  
Joint FWS and NMFS 
Habitat Conservation 
Planning Handbook, 
December 21,2016; 
Department Manual 
Release, Landscape-
Scale Mitigation Policy, 
October 23, 2015. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Incidental Take 
Regulations (ITRs) 
should be performance 
based, minimize takes 
and be more balanced 
with economic activity. 
Dates of ITRs should be 
flexible to accommodate 
changes in climate. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Remove restriction 
requiring separation of 
vessels of 15 miles in 
Beaufort Sea. 

Work closely with the 
National Marine Fisheries 
Service. 

Look for ways to 
integrate performance 
based metrics into 
regulations, balancing 
protection of marine 

(b) (5) DPP
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mammals and wildlife 
with economic activity. 

Always base 
requirements on science. 

Supports decision to 
postpone enforcement of 
U.S. Russia Bilateral 
Polar Bear Treaty until 
2020. 
Reconsider whether 
Treaty rulemaking is 
justifiable. 

Reconsider whether 
Treaty infringes on 
Alaska Native 
sovereignty and 
practices. 

Previous quotas were 
based on questionable 
data. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Rulemaking and Treaty 
are unnecessary and 
should be reviewed. 

(b) (5) DPP
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FWS is infringing on 
community’s self-
determination, 
indigenous rights and 
economic freedom. 

Scope of ESA has been 
applied too broadly. 

(b) (5) DPP
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Mitigation policies 
inconsistent with recent 
directives. 

Mitigation policies 
negatively affect 
economic activity and job 
creation through punitive 
compensatory structures. 

Narrow application of ITR 
directly impacts resource 
development and ends 
exploration program that 
created jobs. 

 
 
  

(b) (5) DPP
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• Northwest Public Power Association (NWPPA) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0246 
RE:  Challenges and recommendations from NWPPA. 

o Consultations and requirements often make licensing process take 10 years and cost 
millions of dollars. 

o Requirements imposed impact project economics by reducing clean energy 
production and limiting flexibility. 

o Delays in issuing licenses result from late, conflicting, or additional author 
o Interior should adhere to the requirements of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (EPAct 

2005) by applying alternative criteria. 
o Require any project requirement imposed by agency is within scope of the Secretary’s 

conditioning authority. 
o Require agency to complete written statement on “equal consideration” every time a 

4(e) condition or section 18 prescription is imposed. 
o DISPOSITION: 

NWPPA Comment 1: Interior could fix problems 
associated with applicant alternative conditions and 
presriptions by directing its agencies and bureaus to 
adhere to the requirements of FPA section 33 by 
applying the alternatives criteria and selecting either their 
original conditions submitted to the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC) or an alternative 
condition proffered by the applicant or other licensing 
participant, as required by the statute. 

 NWPPA Comment 2: Interior could fix problems 
associated with applicant alternative conditions and 
prescriptions by requiring any requirement applicable to 
the project imposed by the agency pursuant to any 
federal authorization that is within the scope of the 
Secretary’s conditioning authority under 4(e) or section 
18 of the Federal Power Act is imposed under these 
provisions. Utilizing section 4(e) and 18 authorities in this 
manner will ensure applicants and others have a fair 
opportunity to have their proposed alternatives fully 
considered, as envisioned by Congress.  

(b) (5) DPP
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NWPPA Comment 3: “Equal Consideration” Statements 
for the Public Record. Unfortunately, Interior and other 
agencies have taken the position that the requirement for 
the Secretary to submit a written statement 
demonstrating “equal consideration” is required only in 
situations where an alternative condition or prescription is 
offered. This approach is contrary to the plain language 
of the statute, which requires the “equal consideration” 
statement whenever a condition or prescription is 
submitted by the agency. Because the agencies have not 
complied,this provision of EPAct 2005 has not helped the 
agencies to evaluate and fully understand the various 
trade-offs associated with the imposition of their 
mandatory license conditions. Recommendation: Interior 
could fix this problem by directing its agencies and 
bureaus to complete the written statement on equal 
consideration every time a section 4(e) conditions or 
section 18 prescription is imposed. 

NWPPA Comment 4: Interior should revise and reissue 
the final rulemaking revising trial-type hearings. This 
should be done in coordination with the Departments of 
Agriculture and Commerce, as EPAct 2005 requires 
these rules to be jointly issued by all three Departments. 
A revised rulemaking could tackle some of these issues 
and make the trial-type hearing process more effective 
for resolving licensing disputes. 

 

 

 

 

(b) (5) DPP



DOI Regulations Review - Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries and Recommended Dispositions 

March 1, 2018 Report to Task Force 
Comments Received January 26, 2017 – February 25, 2018 
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3 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

• National Aquaculture Association (NAA) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0248 
RE:  Discussion and comments about the authority provided by the Lacey Act to list native 
species as Injurious Wildlife or regulate pathogens by listing species as Injurious Wildlife.  
Request for a review. 

o Lacey Act was intended to regulate illegal trade in wild animals. 
o No mandate or judicial interpretation supporting regulation of fungi. 
o U.S. Department of Agriculture on agency authorized to regulate foreign animal 

diseases. 
o The Service exceeded authority and intent of Congress by interim rule regarding 

fungus infection for native animals, or carried by foreign animals entering the 
U.S. 

o DISPOSITION:   
 

 

(b) (5) DPP



DOI Regulations Review - Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries and Recommended Dispositions 

April 1, 2018 Report to Task Force 
Comments Received February 26, 2018 – March 25, 2018 
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0 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

 

No comments received by Fish & Wildlife Service for this reporting period. 

---------- 

APPENDIX:  Comment received from February 2018 Report that was under 
review by Program and disposition deferred until this month: 

 

• National Aquaculture Association (NAA) 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0248 
RE:  Discussion and comments about the authority provided by the Lacey Act to list native 
species as Injurious Wildlife or regulate pathogens by listing species as Injurious Wildlife.  
Request for a review. 
 
DISPOSITION:   

1. The Lacey Act was not intended to allow the 
listing of native animals. 
 

2. No mandate or judicial interpretation supporting
regulation of pathogens. 

(b) (5) DPP



DOI Regulations Review - Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries and Recommended Dispositions 

April 1, 2018 Report to Task Force 
Comments Received February 26, 2018 – March 25, 2018 
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0 Comments Received This Period 
82 Total Number of Comments  

3. The U.S. Department of Agriculture is the only 
agency authorized to regulate foreign animal 
pathogens. 

4. The Service exceeded authority and intent of 
Congress with interim rule regulating a fungus 
infecting native animals, or carried by foreign 
animals entering the U.S. 

 

(b) (5) DPP



DOI Regulations Review - Fish & Wildlife Service 
Comment Summaries and Recommended Dispositions 

May 1, 2018 Report to Task Force 
Comments Received March 26, 2018 – April 25, 2018 
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2 Comments Received This Period 
84 Total Number of Comments  

• Western Energy Alliance 
ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0252 
RE:  Expressing support for review process, offering suggestions for policy that should be 
reviewed, and developing their principles for the future of mitigation. 

o DISPOSITION from Ecological Services: 
Documents ripe for review and rescission: 
Landscape-Scale Mitigation in NEPA Analysis, 
Decision-Making and Implementation 
Monitoring, Environmental Statement 
Memorandum No. 16-2; FWS Greater Sage-
Grouse Range-Wide Mitigation Framework; 
Interim Guidance on Implementing the Final 
Endangered Species Act Compensatory 
Mitigation Policy; Policy Regarding Voluntary 
Prelisting Conservation Actions, Director’s 
Order No. 2018 
The Joint USFWS and National Marine 
Fisheries Service Habitat Conservation Planning 
Handbook, issued December 21, 2016, should 
be reviewed and revised. 

 
 
 
• The Cross-Cutting Issues Group 

ID:  DOI-2017-0003-0253 
RE:  Recommendations about the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”) and the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act (“MBTA”). 

o DISPOSITION from Migratory Bird Program: 
 

 
 

 
 
 

o DISPOSITION from Ecological Service:   

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



From: Mendelson, Lisa
To: Fink, Wendy
Cc: Charisa Morris; Maureen Foster
Subject: Re: Sec Orders
Date: Wednesday, January 17, 2018 1:08:26 PM
Attachments: 2017 04 11 Info Memo SO3349 Mitigation NPS.docx

2017 04 26 Info Memo SO3349 Energy 5cv NPS (GRD Edits 04.26.17) (4).docx
2017 04 11 Info Memo SO3349 Climate Change NPS revised.docx

Attaching several docs from April 2017 for SO 3349, American Energy Independence....

____________________
Lisa Mendelson
(A) Chief of Staff, National Park Service
202-208-3818  main office  +  202-513-7181 direct  +  202-297-1338  cell 

On Wed, Jan 17, 2018 at 12:51 PM, Mendelson, Lisa <lisa_mendelson-ielmini@nps.gov>
wrote:

Let me take this Order by Order ...

3356:
Our staff provided a draft 120 day response to 3356 today.  I'm told that the response was due on Saturday (January 13),
but they wanted to wait to submit until after the SO 3356 status meeting that Todd held on Friday afternoon to make sure
they were on the right path.   The Department is aware that we have a draft 120-day response that we will vett through
leadership prior to submitting and were fine with that.  In addition, they were very pleased with the information that NPS
has provided to date.  I'm told that via feedback Todd seemed impressed with the scope of our responses, but did note that
he had not received any of them to date.    NPS was asked to share the responses we submitted in November directly with
Natalie Davis (who works for Todd and is compiling the table).

As soon as we review what we've received we will send it forward through your shop for your magic and forwarding.

3349:
Looks like the work on it occurred before I arrived.  Let me get some info and share it .... 

3355:
As of this morning our folks are awaiting language from DOI to be included in a memo to
eventually go to the field with additional direction for NEPA.  

____________________
Lisa Mendelson
(A) Chief of Staff, National Park Service
202-208-3818  main office  +  202-513-7181 direct  +  202-297-1338  cell 

On Wed, Jan 17, 2018 at 11:39 AM, Fink, Wendy <wendy_r_fink@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Hi there.  Natalie Davis from the Secretary's Office is working on compiling Assistant
Secretary/bureau responses to the Secretarial Orders that have been issued.  I found
information we submitted on Sec Order 3347 and she said she has the information she
needs on Sec Order 3356.  



There are two Orders that I am uncertain whether any information was submitted upstairs:
3349, American Energy Independence and 3355, Streamlining NEPA.  I think Maureen
did send something up on 3355 but I have not been able to locate it.  

Do either of you know whether anything was sent up - or sent up to us for review?

Wendy

-- 

Wendy R. Fink

Counselor to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C St NW | MS 3145 | Washington D.C. 20240
P|202.208.4615



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 11, 2017  
 
From: Herbert C. Frost, Acting Deputy Director, Operations, National Park Service 
 
Telephone: 202-208-3818 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(a)(i) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies National Park Service (NPS) actions related to the Presidential 
Memorandum entitled "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment" (November 3, 2015) and Secretarial Order 3330, 
“Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior” (October 31, 
2013). 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled "Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth" revoked the November 3, 2015, Presidential Memorandum on mitigation and 
directed the heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from the 
Presidential Memorandum.   
 
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence”, which 
revoked the previous Secretarial Order on mitigation (3330), and established a “Mitigation 
Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau and office head to identify all 
actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3330. 
 
III. Discussion 
NPS identified two actions related to Secretarial Order 3330 and one action related to the 
Presidential Memorandum.   
 
Secretarial Order 3330 
• A Landscape-Scale Approach to Managing Cultural Resources and Mitigating Adverse 

Effects on Historic Properties: This document provides guidance to Department of the 
Interior personnel concerning the management of cultural resources as part of a broader 
approach to managing public lands and waters at a landscape-scale and mitigation of adverse 
effects on Historic Properties in National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) Section 106 
review.  The approach outlined is consistent with the regulations implementing the NHPA, as 
well as with relevant Presidential Memoranda, and Executive and Secretarial Orders. 
Additionally, the document identifies advantages of taking a landscape-scale approach, the 
challenges and considerations for implementation, and proposes some necessary first steps.  
It was prepared in collaboration with colleagues from other DOI bureaus and was 



commented on by States, Tribes, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and NGOs 
prior to being finalized.  
 

• Landscape-Scale Guidance for Identifying Shared Visual Resources and Mitigating Adverse 
Impacts through a Collective and Collaborative Process (in DRAFT):  The NPS and BLM 
are co-leading an interagency group to advance a coordinated effort to encourage thoughtful 
management of shared scenic resources, which encompass both natural and cultural settings.  
As part of its effort, the team developed the visual resources guidance called for under the 
Report to the Secretary to Implement Secretarial Order 3330.  The guidance underwent SOL 
review but has not has not been finalized.  The guidance does not place requirements on 
agencies; instead, it encourages them to work cooperatively with states, industry, private 
property owners and stakeholders to identify upfront important scenic views and visual 
resources and to forge a collective management strategy for their stewardship into the future. 
The guidance is wholly voluntary and does not burden energy development, but rather seeks 
to resolve potential conflicts early in decision making processes. 

Presidential Memorandum 
• Wetlands Mitigation Banking Concept Development: NPS is exploring the concept of 

partnering with private-sector, mitigation-banking investors who would complete wetland 
restorations within certain parks to offset development impacts to wetlands external to parks. 
Partnering with investors will provide for restoration of wetlands to the highest standards 
possible within several eligible parks and would encourage private investment in park units 
through engagement in public mitigation markets.  This concept was in development in 
advance of the November, 2015, Presidential Memorandum and prior to establishment of the 
DOI Natural Resources Investment Center.  Pilot projects are in development at Gateway 
National Recreation Area and Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore; and proof of concept has 
been established through the Everglades National Park “Hole in the Donut” and the Great 
Smoky National Park Tennessee Stream Mitigation Program.  

 



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 26, 2017  
 
From: Herbert C. Frost, Acting Deputy Director, Operations, National Park Service 
 
Telephone: 202-208-3818 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(c)(v) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum serves as the report from the National Park Service (NPS) on any existing 
actions issued by NPS that potentially burden the development or utilization of domestically 
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear 
resources. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled "Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth" directed agency heads to review “all existing regulations, orders, guidance 
documents, policies, and any other similar actions…that potentially burden the development or 
use of domestically produced energy resources….”   
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
directed all bureaus to prepare a report “that identifies all existing Department Actions issued by 
their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that term is defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.) 
the development or utilization of domestically produced energy resources, with particular 
attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources.” 
 
III. Discussion 
The NPS reviewed its regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, 
implementing actions, and other similar actions and did not identify any actions that potentially 
burden (as that term is defined in the March 28, 2017 Executive Order) the development or 
utilization of domestically produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural 
gas, coal, and nuclear  resources.  
 
The NPS regulations entitled “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights” are the 
subject of a separate report called for under section 5(c)(iii) of Secretarial Order 3349. 



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 11, 2017  
 
From: Herbert C. Frost, Acting Deputy Director, Operations, National Park Service 
 
Telephone: 202-208-3818 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(i) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies National Park Service (NPS) actions related to the Presidential 
Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that 
relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled "Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth" revoked Executive Order 13653, Preparing the United States for the Impacts 
of Climate Change (November 6, 2103), and other related policies and directed the heads of all 
agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a climate change policy review that requires each bureau and office to identify all 
actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to Executive Order 13653 
and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
NPS identified eleven documents that may be relevant.  The first three items were developed 
prior to Executive Order 13653 and the Climate Action Plan, but remain in place and fall under 
the “spirit” of the request information that may be relevant to Secretarial Order 3349.  All of 
these documents are non-regulatory, and inwardly focused on national park units and the NPS 
workforce to improve agency investments in infrastructure, sustainability, and resource 
management activities to better protect park values and assets. 
 
• Climate Change Response Strategy, 2010:  The NPS Climate Change Response Strategy 

provides a coordinated approach across the NPS to understand, communicate, and respond to 
the effects of climate change, guiding a sci-entific approach and urging cooperation, 
collaboration, and partnership across all directorates and divisions within the National Park 
System, partner organizations, other government agencies, and neighboring communities. It 
articulates overarching goals and objectives to protect natural and cultural resources under 
our care through four integrated components: science, adaptation, mitigation, and 
communication. 
 

• Green Parks Plan, 2012 (updated 2016):  The Green Parks Plan is a roadmap for achieving 
sustainable management of NPS operations by reducing greenhouse gas emissions, water, 



and energy use, promoting energy efficiency, reducing waste, and adopting sustainable 
practices for facilities management.   
 

• Policy Memorandum 12-02: Applying National Park Service Management Policies in the 
Context of Climate Change, 2012:  Addresses emergent questions regarding the influence of 
climate change on the guiding principles of park natural resource management, and 
specifically focuses on how climate change relates to (1) “impairment,” and (2) NPS 
Management Policies directive to maintain “natural” conditions and processes within parks. 

 
• Using Scenarios to Explore Climate Change: A Handbook for Practitioners, 2013:  This 

handbook describes an approach to climate change scenario planning, providing examples 
from park applications.  An accompanying Addendum I (2014) provides an alternative 
approach to the scenario planning steps presented in 2013 Handbook, reflecting continued 
work to evolve scenario planning methodology.    

 
• Policy Memorandum 14-02: Climate Change and Stewardship of Cultural Resources, 2014:   

Provides guidance and direction regarding the stewardship of cultural resources in relation to 
climate change, highlighting the knowledge embodied within the nation’s cultural resources, 
and addressing the nature of climate change adaptation, communication, and decisions for 
cultural resources. 

 
• Policy Memorandum 15-01: Addressing Climate Change and Natural Hazards for Facilities, 

2015:  Provides guidance on the design of facilities to incorporate impacts of climate change 
adaptation and natural hazards when making decisions regarding facility development in 
national parks.  The policy memo, in conjunction with an accompanying handbook 
(Addressing Climate Change and Natural Hazards Handbook), guides planning and design 
of facilities to respond to existing and projected climate change and other hazards. 

 
• Coastal Adaptation Strategies Handbook, 2016:  Summarizes the current state of NPS 

climate adaptation and key approaches currently in practice or considered for climate change 
adaptation in coastal areas in order to guide adaptation in more than one quarter of NPS units 
that are coastal parks. 

 
• Climate Change Interpretation and Education Strategy, 2016:  The strategy advances four 

broad goals and supporting actions as a systematic approach for communicating about the 
science and impacts of climate change across the National Park System.  The Climate 
Change Communication Toolkit (3CT) has been developed as an online companion to the 
strategy, hosting resources that facilitate the inclusion of climate change topics in 
programming. 

 
• National Park Service Workforce Climate Change Literacy Needs Assessment and Training 

Strategy, 2016:  The NPS Climate Change Response Program worked closely with leads in 
Learning and Development, subject matter experts, and the DOI Climate Change Training 
Subgroup to develop a training needs assessment and strategy document for the NPS.  

 



• Cultural Resources Climate Change Strategy, 2017:  This strategy expands on NPS 
Director's Policy Memorandum 14-2 regarding stewardship of cultural resources in an era of 
climate change. It sets out a broad vision for managing cultural resources in relation to 
climate change for NPS and also is relevant for partners in historic preservation. 

 
• Climate Change Planning Guidance, Planning for a Changing Climate (in DRAFT and not 

released for internal review):  This guide is intended to help NPS planners and managers 
address the challenges of managing the diverse resources, facilities and infrastructure, and 
visitor use opportunities of the National Park System and related areas in the face of dynamic 
environmental change associated with a changing climate. It specifically aims to help NPS 
staff better incorporate climate considerations into existing planning processes, including the 
broad range of plans that make up park planning portfolios.   



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Mott, Seth
Cc: Kurt Johnson
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Thursday, April 6, 2017 11:00:04 AM

Hi Seth,

Thanks for the review.  

In regards to the Google Doc we worked on last week, the list you shared with CAN members
was that same list.  It was a rush turnaround, but it did give us a good starting point.  As Kurt
and I reviewed it, we recommended deleting a few of those previously submitted items as not
relevant.  I identified those with notes in the file I sent this morning and will flag them for this
afternoon.

Thank you,

Jason

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 11:47 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Thanks

does this proposed list include all the items you loaded on that google last Wednesday for
that other data call?

In the attached,  I've highlighted the items I think we don't need to include (yellow)   and the
ones I think we need to add to our submission (green).  We can talk about it at 2.  I likely
will still be over in MIB,  just call me at 202-208-7165

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 11:07 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth,

Attached please find for review submissions from the Service related to climate change
actions in SO 3349.  It includes a proposed e-mail to send to Charisa and a summary of the
relevant policy documents.  I've also included for your information a list of other
references that we received which Kurt and I believe are not relevant to the request and
should not be forwarded.

After our meeting this afternoon, I'll prepare a clean copy for you to send to Charisa.

Thanks to Kurt for his quick review and feedback.  

Please let us know if we can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:



Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on
Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of
previous Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March
29, Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s
Order.  SO 3349 orders that  “each bureau and office shall review all existing
regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing
actions, and any other similar actions (Department Actions) related to or arising from
the Presidential Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to
submit to the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and
Wildlife Service documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the
list and your suggestions for additional documents that should be included.
Recommended additions should include a short one or two sentence summary and a
copy or citation of the document. Please note that Science Applications is coordinating
only the climate change related elements in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may
receive related requests from other programs who have the lead for documents related to
mitigation, oil and gas development, or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this
time, we have been asked only to provide a list of items and we will await further
instruction after the Department has reviewed our submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason
Goldberg (Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson
(Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov ,703-358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866



Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



From: Mott, Seth
To: Goldberg, Jason; Kurt Johnson
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Thursday, April 6, 2017 10:47:23 AM
Attachments: FWS Climate Change Policy Review SEM.docx

Thanks

does this proposed list include all the items you loaded on that google last Wednesday for that
other data call?

In the attached,  I've highlighted the items I think we don't need to include (yellow)   and the
ones I think we need to add to our submission (green).  We can talk about it at 2.  I likely will
still be over in MIB,  just call me at 202-208-7165

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 11:07 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth,

Attached please find for review submissions from the Service related to climate change
actions in SO 3349.  It includes a proposed e-mail to send to Charisa and a summary of the
relevant policy documents.  I've also included for your information a list of other references
that we received which Kurt and I believe are not relevant to the request and should not be
forwarded.

After our meeting this afternoon, I'll prepare a clean copy for you to send to Charisa.

Thanks to Kurt for his quick review and feedback.  

Please let us know if we can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous
Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March 29,
Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s
Order.  SO 3349 orders that  “each bureau and office shall review all existing regulations,
orders, guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any
other similar actions (Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential
Actions…”.

 



To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to submit
to the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife
Service documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the list and
your suggestions for additional documents that should be included. Recommended
additions should include a short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of
the document. Please note that Science Applications is coordinating only the climate
change related elements in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related
requests from other programs who have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil
and gas development, or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been
asked only to provide a list of items and we will await further instruction after the
Department has reviewed our submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg
(Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov
,703-358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



DRAFT: April 5, 2017 

Charisa, 

As requested, attached please find climate change responses from Service programs related to 
Secretarial Order 3349.  I have worked with members of the Climate Adaptation Network to 
review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, 
implementing actions, and any other similar actions (Department Actions) related to or arising 
from the Presidential Actions. 

We have only included documents that relate to SO 3349 rather than every Service document 
that references climate change.  For example, we have not included all Comprehensive 
Conservation Plans or vulnerability assessments where climate change effects were considered.  
However, we have provided some documents that highlight examples of how the Service 
addresses climate change in wildlife conservation. 

Please let me know if I can be of additional assistance. 

  

Commented [JG1]: Draft of e-mail to send to Charisa. 



DRAFT: April 5, 2017 

Climate Change Documents Pertaining to Secretarial Order 3349  
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(b) (5) DPP
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(b) (5) DPP
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(b) (5) DPP
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(b) (5) DPP



From: Mott, Seth
To: Brower, Marilyn
Cc: Goldberg, Jason; Brian Bloodsworth
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Wednesday, April 5, 2017 7:18:20 AM

got it, thanks!

On Wed, Apr 5, 2017 at 7:23 AM, Brower, Marilyn <marilyn_brower@fws.gov> wrote:
Good Morning Seth,

Thanks for your email.

BMO does not "own" any documents that should be added to this list. Some of our
mitigation work cites documents included on the draft list you provided,  however that work
is driven by statutory or regulatory requirements. Other mitigation data is rolled-up into
Departmental reporting. . 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Marilyn

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous
Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March 29,
Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s
Order.  SO 3349 orders that  “each bureau and office shall review all existing regulations,
orders, guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any
other similar actions (Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential
Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to submit
to the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife
Service documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the list and
your suggestions for additional documents that should be included. Recommended
additions should include a short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of
the document. Please note that Science Applications is coordinating only the climate
change related elements in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related
requests from other programs who have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil
and gas development, or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been
asked only to provide a list of items and we will await further instruction after the
Department has reviewed our submission.



 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg
(Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov
,703-358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Chief, Division of Engineering
marilyn brower@fws.gov  | (703) 358-1924
Attn: Marilyn Brower | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike – MS: BMO | Falls Church, Virginia  22041-3803

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Lemarie, Dave
To: Goldberg, Jason
Cc: Mott, Seth; Kurt Johnson
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Tuesday, April 4, 2017 1:04:03 PM

Thanks Jason,

I thought that would be the case ... better safe than sorry!

Dave

On Tue, Apr 4, 2017 at 1:53 PM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Dave,

Thanks for the list!  My recommendation in response to your question is that we keep the list as narrow as possible, directly
highlighting the agency-wide policies that more directly relate to the EO and SO.  The two FWS Policy Manual Chapters,
FWS Strategic Plan on Climate Change, and NFWPCAS all fit that bill.  I would suggest that the Director's Office add a
few of the other documents, such as the Climate-Smart Conservation guide, as examples of how we apply that work.

We included the Climate-Smart handbook and related guides for the moment, but they may come out later.  It's helpful to
know that NCTC has based its curriculum on those documents, however.  I don't think we need to get into the course
content files, which seems to be more in the field of everything FWS has related to climate change and not which
documents are important to policy-level guidance.

Thanks again for the quick review!

Regards,

Jason

On Tue, Apr 4, 2017 at 1:47 PM, Lemarie, Dave <dave_lemarie@fws.gov> wrote:
Hello Seth,

I have reviewed the initial draft of FWS documents pertaining to the subject Secretarial
Order.  Our training curriculum is based on the three guidebooks that are listed (Items 7, 8
& 9).  Do you think that the course content files (Notebooks and Powerpoint
presentations) are something that need to be listed in this response?

A document that you may want to consider under "implementing actions" is the USFWS
response to the Departmental Guidance on Enhancing Employee Climate Change Literacy
and Capabilities, signed by you on July 27, 2016 (copy attached).  This document
summarizes the Service's climate training needs assessment activities and training
strategies.  The response included three attachments: 1) a guide to the NCTC's climate
change curriculum (a "Blueprint"); 2) a summary of the courses in the curriculum,
including brief course descriptions and lists of objectives; and 3) a draft plan for the
integration of climate change throughout our Communications, Outreach, Visitor Services
and Academies Curriculum (also attached).

I also want to point out, that while actually a DOI document, the NCTC contributed to A
Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities Among Federal Natural
Resource Agencies. Under the leadership of Jonathan Steele from the Office of Policy
Analysis, FWS, NOAA, USDA-NRCS, USDA-Forest Service, USEPA and USACE



contributed to this report which describes common climate training and education goals
and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to
work with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate
training (copy attached).  

Please let me know if there is anything else that you need.

Dave

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on
Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of
previous Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March
29, Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s
Order.  SO 3349 orders that  “each bureau and office shall review all existing
regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing
actions, and any other similar actions (Department Actions) related to or arising from
the Presidential Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to
submit to the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and
Wildlife Service documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the
list and your suggestions for additional documents that should be included.
Recommended additions should include a short one or two sentence summary and a
copy or citation of the document. Please note that Science Applications is coordinating
only the climate change related elements in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may
receive related requests from other programs who have the lead for documents related to
mitigation, oil and gas development, or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this
time, we have been asked only to provide a list of items and we will await further
instruction after the Department has reviewed our submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason
Goldberg (Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson
(Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov ,703-358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov



U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
David P. Lemarie
Curriculum Manager for Structured Decision Making and Climate Change
Branch of Applied Landscape Conservation and Policy
National Conservation Training Center
698 Conservation Way
Shepherdstown, WV  25443

Phone: 304.876.7490
Fax: 304.876.7225
Email: dave_lemarie@fws.gov

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
David P. Lemarie
Curriculum Manager for Structured Decision Making and Climate Change
Branch of Applied Landscape Conservation and Policy
National Conservation Training Center
698 Conservation Way
Shepherdstown, WV  25443

Phone: 304.876.7490
Fax: 304.876.7225
Email: dave_lemarie@fws.gov



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Mott, Seth
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Tuesday, April 4, 2017 1:02:17 PM

Got it. I've received a few responses already and will start compiling everything together
tomorrow.

On Tue, Apr 4, 2017 at 1:58 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
I think we should include the "Final Framework" document, since it clearly is a response to
the Obama administration  executive actions that the current SO targets for review.  It wasn't
a FWS document, but as with the task last week, it won't hurt to to point out a higher level
document for completeness.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lemarie, Dave <dave_lemarie@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, Apr 4, 2017 at 1:47 PM
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
To: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Cc: Jason Goldberg <Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov>

Hello Seth,

I have reviewed the initial draft of FWS documents pertaining to the subject Secretarial
Order.  Our training curriculum is based on the three guidebooks that are listed (Items 7, 8 &
9).  Do you think that the course content files (Notebooks and Powerpoint presentations) are
something that need to be listed in this response?

A document that you may want to consider under "implementing actions" is the USFWS
response to the Departmental Guidance on Enhancing Employee Climate Change Literacy
and Capabilities, signed by you on July 27, 2016 (copy attached).  This document
summarizes the Service's climate training needs assessment activities and training
strategies.  The response included three attachments: 1) a guide to the NCTC's climate
change curriculum (a "Blueprint"); 2) a summary of the courses in the curriculum, including
brief course descriptions and lists of objectives; and 3) a draft plan for the integration of
climate change throughout our Communications, Outreach, Visitor Services and Academies
Curriculum (also attached).

I also want to point out, that while actually a DOI document, the NCTC contributed to A
Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities Among Federal Natural
Resource Agencies. Under the leadership of Jonathan Steele from the Office of Policy
Analysis, FWS, NOAA, USDA-NRCS, USDA-Forest Service, USEPA and USACE
contributed to this report which describes common climate training and education goals and
objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work
with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate training (copy
attached).  

Please let me know if there is anything else that you need.



Dave

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous
Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March 29,
Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s
Order.  SO 3349 orders that  “each bureau and office shall review all existing regulations,
orders, guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any
other similar actions (Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential
Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to submit
to the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife
Service documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the list and
your suggestions for additional documents that should be included. Recommended
additions should include a short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of
the document. Please note that Science Applications is coordinating only the climate
change related elements in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related
requests from other programs who have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil
and gas development, or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been
asked only to provide a list of items and we will await further instruction after the
Department has reviewed our submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg
(Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov
,703-358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



-- 
David P. Lemarie
Curriculum Manager for Structured Decision Making and Climate Change
Branch of Applied Landscape Conservation and Policy
National Conservation Training Center
698 Conservation Way
Shepherdstown, WV  25443

Phone: 304.876.7490
Fax: 304.876.7225
Email: dave_lemarie@fws.gov

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



From: Mott, Seth
To: Goldberg, Jason
Cc: Kurt Johnson
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Tuesday, April 4, 2017 10:41:50 AM

works for me

On Tue, Apr 4, 2017 at 11:36 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth,

Quick follow-up to my last note per our discussion this morning.  Except for Mike Johnson
and Marilyn Brower, I've talked with all CAN members or their staff you e-mailed last
Friday, and have been told we'll get something by the deadline.  I'd like to suggest we meet
Thursday afternoon, say 2 pm, to discuss the list so you can have it for Charisa by COB that
day.  Work for you?

Please let me know how I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous
Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March 29,
Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s
Order.  SO 3349 orders that  “each bureau and office shall review all existing regulations,
orders, guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any
other similar actions (Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential
Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to submit
to the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife
Service documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the list and
your suggestions for additional documents that should be included. Recommended
additions should include a short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of
the document. Please note that Science Applications is coordinating only the climate
change related elements in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related
requests from other programs who have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil
and gas development, or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been
asked only to provide a list of items and we will await further instruction after the



Department has reviewed our submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg
(Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov
,703-358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Hudson, Michael
Cc: Stephen Zylstra; Kurt Johnson; Mott, Seth
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Tuesday, April 4, 2017 10:32:34 AM

Hi Mike,

My recommendation is that we keep the list as narrow as possible, directly highlighting the
agency-wide policies that more directly relate to the EO and SO.  The two FWS Policy
Manual Chapters, FWS Strategic Plan on Climate Change, and NFWPCAS all fit that bill.  I
would suggest that the Director's Office add a few of the other documents, such as the
Climate-Smart Conservation guide, as examples of how we apply that work.

I don't think we need to submit every CCP and vulnerability assessment, but rather we should
submit (if it exists) the policy document that instructs those CCPs and vulnerability
assessment to consider climate change or the development or utilization of domestically
produced energy sources.

Seth or Kurt - any additional thoughts?

Thank you,

Jason

On Tue, Apr 4, 2017 at 11:20 AM, Hudson, Michael <michael_hudson@fws.gov> wrote:
Jason,

I haven't gotten a request to provide information (other than what you forwarded).  I am thinking your list is a
good start, but I am curious about the scope of this request.  The developing list appears that we are trying to
capture all climate change related documents.  If that is the case, there are a number of CCPs and vulnerability
assessments out there we may want to include.  However, could a possible approach in responding to the SO be to
provide only those documents, policies, etc., that "potentially burden the development or utilization of domestic
produced energy sources".  In other words, any documents, policies, etc., that came about as a direct result of the
EOs and reports that are listed in the SO.  Many of the documents on your list and those I mentioned above came
before the EOs being revoked and the reports being rescinded.  Just a few of my thoughts.

mike

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 12:38 PM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI, you may be getting the following request and I wanted to give you a heads-up.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM
Subject: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
To: Dave Lemarie <Dave_Lemarie@fws.gov>, Dolores Savignano
<dolores_savignano@fws.gov>, John Schmerfeld <john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, Mike
Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, Nancy Green <nancy_green@fws.gov>, Tom
Busiahn <tom_busiahn@fws.gov>, Marilyn Brower <Marilyn_Brower@fws.gov>,
Denise Sheehan <denise_sheehan@fws.gov>
Cc: Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg



<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Scott
Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous
Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March 29,
Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s
Order.  SO 3349 orders that  “each bureau and office shall review all existing regulations,
orders, guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any
other similar actions (Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential
Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to submit
to the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife
Service documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the list and
your suggestions for additional documents that should be included. Recommended
additions should include a short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of
the document. Please note that Science Applications is coordinating only the climate
change related elements in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related
requests from other programs who have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil
and gas development, or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been
asked only to provide a list of items and we will await further instruction after the
Department has reviewed our submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg
(Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov
,703-358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Michael Hudson
Fish Biologist/Region 1 Climate Change Coordinator
USFWS-Columbia River Fish and Wildlife Conservation Office
1211 SE Cardinal Ct - Ste 100
Vancouver, WA 98683-9658
360-604-2575

><((('>

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



From: Brower, Marilyn
To: Murphy, Chip; Daryl Avery
Cc: Brian Bloodsworth
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Monday, April 3, 2017 1:47:28 PM

Agreed this primarily is a safety concern. I don't recall the language used for DOI Strategy 3,
but DOI will need to "own" the document from which the Strategy is drawn.  

Thanks Chip,

Marilyn

On Mon, Apr 3, 2017 at 1:30 PM, Murphy, Chip <chip_murphy@fws.gov> wrote:
Marilyn,

Under DOI Strategy 3, we had committed to drafting and finalizing a Temperature
Stress safety chapter to aid in preventing injury/illness to employees from
exposure temperature. It's not been finalized. 

Since this is a safety chapter, I'm not really sure it falls under this review
requirement. Please let me know if you have questions.

Chip

Chip Murphy
HQ, Safety Manager/Service Industrial Hygienist
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
MS: BMO - Division of Safety and Health
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA. 22041-3803
(703) 358-2254
(703) 254-8484 Cell

On Mon, Apr 3, 2017 at 10:56 AM, Brower, Marilyn <marilyn_brower@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI.  Attached is a list Science Apps drafted to identify any climate change documents we
need to submit for Departmental review. DEN probably has the closest to any climate-
related documents, but I wanted to touch base with you to be on the safe side.  DEN is
checking-in with DOI-OEPC regarding any interpretation they may have to offer.  I'll
follow up with you if warranted. 

Note we need to respond Wednesday, April 5, so please advise ASAP if you have
anything to add. 

Thanks everyone,

Marilyn



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM
Subject: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
To: Dave Lemarie <Dave_Lemarie@fws.gov>, Dolores Savignano
<dolores_savignano@fws.gov>, John Schmerfeld <john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, Mike
Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, Nancy Green <nancy_green@fws.gov>, Tom
Busiahn <tom_busiahn@fws.gov>, Marilyn Brower <Marilyn_Brower@fws.gov>,
Denise Sheehan <denise_sheehan@fws.gov>
Cc: Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Scott
Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous
Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March 29,
Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s
Order.  SO 3349 orders that  “each bureau and office shall review all existing regulations,
orders, guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any
other similar actions (Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential
Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to submit
to the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife
Service documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the list and
your suggestions for additional documents that should be included. Recommended
additions should include a short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of
the document. Please note that Science Applications is coordinating only the climate
change related elements in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related
requests from other programs who have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil
and gas development, or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been
asked only to provide a list of items and we will await further instruction after the
Department has reviewed our submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg
(Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov
,703-358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director



Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Chief, Division of Engineering
marilyn brower@fws.gov  | (703) 358-1924
Attn: Marilyn Brower | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike – MS: BMO | Falls Church, Virginia  22041-3803

-- 
Chief, Division of Engineering
marilyn brower@fws.gov  | (703) 358-1924
Attn: Marilyn Brower | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike – MS: BMO | Falls Church, Virginia  22041-3803



From: Sciortino, Michael
To: Brower, Marilyn
Cc: Kristin Young; Daryl Avery; James Caudill; Brian Bloodsworth; Chip Murphy
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Monday, April 3, 2017 1:38:33 PM

Marilyn:

DFM has nothing to add to the list.

Regards,

Mike

Michael D. Sciortino
Chief, Division of Financial Management
Business Management and Operations
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
michael_sciortino@fws.gov
Office: 703.358.2054
Cell: 571.319.9623

From the FWS network, visit the DFM Intranet site here.

BMO Values: Our Employees, Our Customers, Our Mission

On Mon, Apr 3, 2017 at 10:56 AM, Brower, Marilyn <marilyn_brower@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI.  Attached is a list Science Apps drafted to identify any climate change documents we
need to submit for Departmental review. DEN probably has the closest to any climate-
related documents, but I wanted to touch base with you to be on the safe side.  DEN is
checking-in with DOI-OEPC regarding any interpretation they may have to offer.  I'll follow
up with you if warranted. 

Note we need to respond Wednesday, April 5, so please advise ASAP if you have
anything to add. 

Thanks everyone,

Marilyn

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>



Date: Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM
Subject: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
To: Dave Lemarie <Dave_Lemarie@fws.gov>, Dolores Savignano
<dolores_savignano@fws.gov>, John Schmerfeld <john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, Mike
Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, Nancy Green <nancy_green@fws.gov>, Tom
Busiahn <tom_busiahn@fws.gov>, Marilyn Brower <Marilyn_Brower@fws.gov>, Denise
Sheehan <denise_sheehan@fws.gov>
Cc: Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,
Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Scott Covington
<scott_covington@fws.gov>

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous
Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March 29, Secretary
Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s Order.  SO 3349
orders that  “each bureau and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance
documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar
actions (Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to submit to
the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife Service
documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the list and your
suggestions for additional documents that should be included. Recommended additions
should include a short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of the document.
Please note that Science Applications is coordinating only the climate change related
elements in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related requests from other
programs who have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil and gas development,
or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been asked only to provide a
list of items and we will await further instruction after the Department has reviewed our
submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg
(Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov ,703-
358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 



MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Chief, Division of Engineering
marilyn brower@fws.gov  | (703) 358-1924
Attn: Marilyn Brower | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike – MS: BMO | Falls Church, Virginia  22041-3803



From: Denise Sheehan
To: Sasnett, Alison
Cc: Alisa Rawlins
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Monday, April 3, 2017 8:15:21 AM

Okay.  Good.
Thx!
Denise

Sent from my iPad

On Apr 3, 2017, at 4:02 AM, Sasnett, Alison <alison_sasnett@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Denise,

After viewing the request and attachments, it appears Jason, Kurt and Seth have
already put together a fairly comprehensive list of the requested climate change
documents from within the Service. One of the attachments did not come through
and the other appears to have been heavily marked up. I'll touch base with Jason
or Kurt today about better versions of the attachment, but I doubt there will be any
further action required from our office.  

--Alison Sasnett

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 4:14 PM, Denise Sheehan <denise_sheehan@fws.gov>
wrote:

Alison,
Please see if you know of anything we need to do to respond to this.
Thx,
Denise

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Mott, Seth" <seth_mott@fws.gov>
Date: March 31, 2017 at 3:28:50 PM EDT
To: Dave Lemarie <Dave_Lemarie@fws.gov>, Dolores Savignano
<dolores_savignano@fws.gov>,  John Schmerfeld
<john_schmerfeld@fws.gov>, Mike Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Nancy Green
<nancy_green@fws.gov>, Tom Busiahn
<tom_busiahn@fws.gov>,  Marilyn Brower
<Marilyn_Brower@fws.gov>, Denise Sheehan
<denise_sheehan@fws.gov>
Cc: Kurt Johnson <Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov>, Jason Goldberg
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov>,  Stephen Guertin
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Scott Covington



<scott_covington@fws.gov>
Subject: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential
Executive Order on Promoting Energy Independence and
Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous Executive
actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March
29, Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin
implementing the President’s Order.  SO 3349 orders that  “each
bureau and office shall review all existing regulations, orders,
guidance documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing
actions, and any other similar actions (Department Actions) related
to or arising from the Presidential Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications
has been assigned responsibility by the Director for developing a
list of climate change documents to submit to the Department for
review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife
Service documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your
review of the list and your suggestions for additional documents
that should be included. Recommended additions should include a
short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of the
document. Please note that Science Applications is coordinating
only the climate change related elements in response to the
Secretarial Order.  You may receive related requests from other
programs who have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil
and gas development, or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At
this time, we have been asked only to provide a list of items and we
will await further instruction after the Department has reviewed our
submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please
reply to Jason Goldberg (Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-
1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov ,703-358- 1917) of
my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091



5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Alison Sasnett, BSc., DVM
Special Projects Officer
Branch of Executive Resources and Initiatives
Division of Human Resources
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike
MS: BPHC
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
ph: (703) 358-2647
fax: (703) 358-2224
alison sasnett@fws.gov

"Our task must be to free ourselves by widening our circle of compassion to embrace
all living creatures and the whole of nature and its beauty."  –Albert Einstein



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Mott, Seth
Cc: Kurt Johnson; Ben Thatcher
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 8:50:21 AM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change.docx

Hi Seth,

Please find attached a reformatted briefing paper in response to SO 3349.  I worked with Ben
Thatcher in ES to make our drafts compatible.  He noted that he did not receive guidance to
include a summary for each item as we have, but he'll check into it on his side.  On a related
note, just as we did yesterday, ES deleted a few citations that they submitted to the Google
Docs file last week because this request has a narrower scope.

After you send the memo to Charisa and the other program leads, I'd like to share the file with
other staff who contributed to the review.  I'd also like to send a copy to Jonathan Steele as an
FYI, although it's my understanding that he isn't coordinating this review.

For reference, I have saved all of the relevant documents pertaining to this request: R:\CC
Policy\Secretarial Order 3349

Please let me know if I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:28 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous
Executive actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March 29, Secretary
Zinke signed Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s Order.  SO 3349
orders that  “each bureau and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance
documents, policies, instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar
actions (Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to submit to
the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife Service
documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the list and your
suggestions for additional documents that should be included. Recommended additions
should include a short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of the document.
Please note that Science Applications is coordinating only the climate change related



elements in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related requests from other
programs who have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil and gas development,
or other aspects of the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been asked only to provide a
list of items and we will await further instruction after the Department has reviewed our
submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg
(Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov ,703-
358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 7, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (FWS) 
 
Telephone: 703-358-1969 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and 
guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change 
policy. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence 
and Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the 
United States for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the 
heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau 
and office head to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing 
relating to Executive Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 
2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
FWS identified ten actions relating to the Presidential Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy 

and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental 
policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 56 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate 
Adaptation Network in FWS, a team of senior-level FWs staff which guides the bureau to 
enhance preparedness, adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change 
and its interaction with non-climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural -
-resources, and facilities. 

 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP



 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities Among Federal Natural 
Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, 
NOAA, USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate 
training and education goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior 
leaders, and opportunities to work with external partners and stakeholders on developing and 
delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This 
handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014 by a team of 
experts assembled by the National Wildlife Federation. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their 
work. The guide offers an approach to adaptation planning and implementation that breaks 
the process into discrete and manageable steps. The Guide is the basis for a FWS-sponsored 
training course offered upon request for Federal agencies, States, and Tribes at various 
locations around the country.   
 

9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication 
completed in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to 

(b) (5) DPP



help employees integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies 
into planning activities. 
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural 
Resource Conservation: While uncertainty is not new to natural resource management, 
limitations in our ability to confidently predict the direction, rate, and nature of the effects of 
climate and other drivers of change on natural and human systems has reinforced the need for 
tools to cope with the associated uncertainties.  This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with 
FWS support and input, presents a broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and 
approaches, focused on applications in natural resource management and conservation. It 
recently has been combined with the Climate-Smart Conservation training course.  

 
 

PREPARED BY: Jason Goldberg DATE: April 7, 2017 



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Haubold, Elsa
Cc: Seth Mott; Kurt Johnson; Jillian Cohen
Subject: Re: Secretarial Order Rescinds DOI Climate Change and Mitigation Manuals
Date: Friday, January 5, 2018 6:59:25 AM
Attachments: 523 DM 1 - Climate Change Policy.pdf

600 DM 6 - Mitigation at the Landscape Scale.pdf
Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft 4-10-17.docx

Hi Elsa,

This was news to me, thanks for sharing.  

I couldn't find any related news or notifications about it.  In case anyone needs a refresher, I've
attached the two rescinded Chapters relevant to FWS and the memo we submitted to DOI last
year outlining climate-change related policies in response to SS 3349, which initiated the
review leading to SO 3360.  Several of the policies had derived their authority in part from
523 DM 1.  I'm assuming the implications for our work will become clearer in the coming
days.

Regards,

Jason

On Thu, Jan 4, 2018 at 11:07 PM, Haubold, Elsa <elsa_haubold@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI, in case you hadn't somehow heard from elsewhere. -Elsa
Elsa M. Haubold, Ph.D., PMP
Landscape Conservation Cooperative Network Coordinator

MS: SA
5275 Leesburg, Pike 
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803

http://lccnetwork.org
703/358-1953

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Muller, Kit <kmuller@blm.gov>
Date: Thu, Jan 4, 2018 at 1:31 PM
Subject: Secretarial Order Rescinds DOI Climate Change and Mitigation Manuals
To: Avra Morgan <aomorgan@usbr.gov>, Cat Hawkins Hoffman
<cat_hawkins_hoffman@nps.gov>, Doug Beard <dbeard@usgs.gov>, Elsa Haubold
<elsa_haubold@fws.gov>, jcushing@usgs.gov, jillian_cohen@fws.gov, "Prentice, Karen L"
<kprentic@blm.gov>, Megan Cook <megan_cook@fws.gov>, "Steinkamp, Melanie"
<msteinkamp@usgs.gov>

Colleagues:

Just in case you missed this over the holidays, attached is a copy of SO 3360.



-- Kit

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213
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Department of the Interior 
Departmental Manual 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Effective Date:  12/20/12 
Series:  Environmental Quality Programs  
Part 523:  Climate Change Adaptation 
Chapter 1:  Climate Change Policy 
 
Originating Office:  Office of Policy Analysis 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
523 DM 1 
 
1.1 Purpose.  This chapter establishes Departmental policy and provides guidance to bureaus 
and offices for addressing climate change impacts upon the Department’s mission, programs, 
operations, and personnel.   
 
1.2 Scope.   
 
 A. The policy in this chapter applies to all bureaus and offices responsible for the 
management of water, lands, natural and cultural resources, and infrastructure under the 
jurisdiction of the Department. 
 
 B. This chapter does not apply to the Office of the Inspector General. 
   
1.3 Authorities.  This chapter is consistent with the following: 
   
 A. Executive Order 13514, Federal Leadership in Environmental, Energy, and 
Economic Performance, issued October 5, 2009.  
 
 B. Council on Environmental Quality’s Federal Agency Climate Change Adaptation 
Planning: Implementing Instructions, issued March 4, 2011. 
 
1.4 Policy.  It is the policy of the Department to effectively and efficiently adapt to the 
challenges posed by climate change to its mission, programs, operations, and personnel.  The 
Department will use the best available science to increase understanding of climate change 
impacts, inform decisionmaking, and coordinate an appropriate response to impacts on land, 
water, wildlife, cultural and tribal resources, and other assets.  The Department will integrate 
climate change adaptation strategies into its policies, planning, programs, and operations, 
including, but not limited to, park, refuge, and public land management; habitat restoration; 
conservation of species and ecosystems; services and support for tribes and Alaska Natives; 
protection and restoration of cultural, archeological and tribal resources; water management; 
scientific research and data collection; land acquisition; management of employees and 
volunteers; visitor services; construction; use authorizations; and facilities maintenance. 
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 A. Consistent with existing laws and regulations, it is the Department’s policy to: 
 
  (1) Ensure that climate adaptation plans are grounded in the best available 
science and understanding of climate change risks, impacts, and vulnerabilities, incorporating 
traditional knowledge where available. 
 
  (2) Use the network of Landscape Conservation Cooperatives, Climate 
Science Centers, and other partnerships to increase understanding of climate change impacts; 
build upon and monitor existing response efforts; coordinate adaptation strategies across multiple 
sectors, geographical scales, and levels of government; and inform decision makers. 
  
  (3) Ensure consistent and in-depth government-to-government engagement 
with tribes, Alaska Natives, and Native Hawaiians to address climate change impacts on health, 
infrastructure, livelihoods, traditional practices, natural and cultural resources, and to apply 
adaptation strategies. 
 
  (4) Consider climate change when developing or revising management plans, 
setting priorities for scientific research and assessments, and making major investment decisions. 
 
  (5) Identify and avoid investments that are likely to be undermined by climate 
impacts, such as investing in infrastructure likely to be adversely affected by repeated floods or 
inundation, or planting/introducing species vulnerable to changes in temperature or precipitation 
patterns.   
 
  (6)  Address the impacts of climate change on the U.S. territories and Freely 
Associated States. 
 
  (7) Use well-defined and established approaches, as appropriate, for managing 
through uncertainty, including: (1) vulnerability assessments, (2) scenario planning, (3) adaptive 
management, and (4) other risk management or structured decision making approaches.  The 
Department’s Adaptive Management Implementation Policy is provided in 522 DM 1. 
 
  (8) Avoid “maladaptive” actions, that is, actions intended to avoid or reduce 
vulnerability to climate change that negatively impact or increase the vulnerability of other 
systems, sectors, or social groups. 
 
  (9) Promote landscape-scale, ecosystem-based management approaches to 
enhance the resilience and sustainability of linked human and natural systems. 
 
  (10)  Advance approaches to managing linked human and natural systems that 
help mitigate the impacts of climate change, including: 
 
   (a) Protect diversity of habitat, communities and species; 
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   (b) Protect and restore core, unfragmented habitat areas and the key 
habitat linkages among them; 
 
   (c) Anticipate and prepare for shifting wildlife movement patterns; 
 
   (d) Maintain key ecosystem services; 
 
   (e) Monitor, prevent, and slow the spread of invasive species (defined 
in Executive Order 13112 as alien species whose introduction does or is likely to cause economic 
or environmental harm or harm to human health); and 
 
   (f) Focus development activities in ecologically disturbed areas when 
possible, and avoid ecologically sensitive landscapes, culturally sensitive areas, and crucial 
wildlife corridors. 
 
  (11)   Routinely track, record, and report on the progress and results of climate 
change adaptation activities to help further public understanding, encourage the engagement of 
partners, promote the conduct of similar activities, and better inform decision making on a 
broader scale. 
 
  B. The Department will promote existing processes and, when necessary, institute 
new processes to: 
 
  (1) Conduct assessments of vulnerability to anticipated or current climate 
impacts; 
 
  (2) Develop and implement comprehensive climate change adaptation 
strategies based on vulnerability assessments and other factors; 
 
  (3) Include measurable goals and performance metrics in all management 
plans that address climate change adaptation, regularly assess and report on whether adaptive 
actions are achieving desired outcomes and, where appropriate, include measures in employee 
performance appraisal plans; 
 
  (4) Facilitate and support data integration and dissemination to enable broad 
use of scientific information for management decisions; and 
 
  (5) Coordinate with interagency teams such as the Interagency Climate 
Change Adaptation Task Force, the United States Global Change Research Program, the 
National Invasive Species Council, and the National Ocean Council; and undertake actions 
consistent with relevant national strategies and plans that address, for example, fish, wildlife, 
plants, marine resources, and/or freshwater resources.   
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1.5 Responsibilities. 
 
 A. Deputy Secretary.   Serves as Co-Chair of the Energy and Climate Change Task 
Force and oversees the Department’s compliance with this policy.  
 
 B. Assistant Secretaries.   Ensure that their bureaus and offices comply with the 
policy in this chapter. 
 
 C. Heads of Bureaus and Offices. 
 
  (1) Ensure that their organizations comply with this policy. 
 
  (2) Develop and periodically update appropriate bureau or office policy and 
guidance to address climate change adaptation as it relates to bureau and office specific missions 
and authorities consistent with this policy. 
 
  (3) Incorporate climate change adaptation into existing planning processes 
and develop and implement climate change adaptation plans as appropriate; formally report on 
the progress made against those plans on a regular basis. 
 
  (4) Establish and support an internal climate adaptation network within the 
bureau and appoint employees with appropriate technical expertise to serve on work groups of 
the Departmental Energy and Climate Change Task Force or any successor Department-wide 
task force that addresses climate change impacts.   
 
   (a) Representatives to such work groups are required for the Bureau  
of Indian Affairs, Bureau of Land Management, Bureau of Ocean Energy Management, Bureau 
of Reclamation, Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement, National Park Service, 
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,  
U.S. Geological Survey, Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance, and Office of Policy 
Analysis.   
 
   (b) Bureaus and offices not identified in 4(a) above are encouraged, 
but not required, to appoint a representative to serve on such work groups. 
   

(5) Provide support for Departmental reviews of climate change adaptation 
activities and associated policies when requested. 
 
  (6) Ensure that persons conducting climate change adaptation activities have 
the appropriate experience and training in climate change adaptation and planning processes, and 
where appropriate, include measures in employee performance appraisal plans. 
 
  (7) Review and update existing decision making processes and management 
plans to allow the integration of the principles and values identified in this policy. 
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(8) Ensure full engagement with Landscape Conservation Cooperatives and 

Climate Science Centers by providing executive-level representation on the Steering Committee 
for each Landscape Conservation Cooperative and the Stakeholder Advisory Committee for each 
Climate Science Center, as appropriate. 
  
  (9) Appoint employees with appropriate technical expertise to participate in 
climate change adaptation groups involving other Federal, state, and local agencies, tribes, and 
other entities, as appropriate. 
  
  (10) Address the vulnerability of mission critical and mission dependent 
infrastructure and facilities.  This includes seeking expert assistance, as appropriate, and 
partnering with the General Services Administration (GSA) with respect to sites and facilities 
leased from or through GSA. 
 
1.6 Legal Effect.  This policy is intended to improve the internal management of the 
Department of the Interior.  It does not create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, 
enforceable at law or in equity by any person against the United States, its agencies, its officers 
or employees, or any other person.  It does not alter or affect any existing duty or authority of 
individual bureaus. 



  

  
 

  
   

     
  

   
 

  
    

    

 

  
      

    

   

  
   

  

   

  



   
  

          

      
   

       

       

      

        
  

        

     
    

        

     

    

   
      

         

      

       

       

        

       
  

  



      

       
    

      

    

  
    

  
    

  
    

   
      

   
      

 

     
    

  
    

   
   

   

      
  

     
   

   

   
   

  
   

  



   

  
      

    
  

        
  

   

    
 

  
 

    
    

    
 

   
  

    
  

  
    

 
  

  
  

   

   
 

  
   

  
    

 
   

    
    

 
 

   

  



     

  
  

     
 

    
  

 
    

  

   
   

   
   

    
   

  
  

    
    

     
 

  

    

    

      

    
   

       
  

  
   

  

  



   
    

     

    

  
   

    
    

    

 
    

   
     

     
  

   

   

     
   

    
      

     
  

   
 

    
   

     

     

       

    
  

  



   
  

   

   

    
  

   

 
   

   

   
  

  

   
  

  

    

   
   

  

   
  

  
  

   
    

    
  

   
   

  
 

   

  



   

   

   

    
 

     
  

     
 

    
      

  
     

  
    

   
   

   
    

    
    

  
     

    
 

     

 
    

 
    

   
    

   
    

  

 
   

  



  

    
    

    
    

    

 
 

  
  

  

 
  

      
  

    

  
  

    
   

  
       

   

     

      
    

   
     

   

 
  

  



 
  

    

     
  

 
   

     
   

   
  

 
  

  

    
  

 
    

   
    

   
  

  

  



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (FWS) 202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial Order 

3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance 
that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the heads of all agencies to 
identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that requires, among other things, each bureau and office 
to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to Executive Order 
13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy and staff 

responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental policy on climate 
change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 056 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate Adaptation 
Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance preparedness, 
adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-
climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  
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4.  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, NOAA, 
USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate training and education 
goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work 
with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work.  

 
9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication completed 

in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to help employees 
integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies into planning activities. 
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation: This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with FWS support and input, presents a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural 
resource management and conservation.  

 
 

IV. Next Steps 
The Fish and Wildlife Service has identified some examples of how it has stepped down climate change 
policy into guidance or criteria into project approvals or rankings in various FWS programs. 
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1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NAWCA 
Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat. Grant decisions are based on scoring that 
includes categories such as waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and 
long-term conservation.  One criterion used in Standard NAWCA Grant proposal ranking is “Long-
term Conservation and Climate Change” which may include up to 3 points for climate change 
considerations out of a total possible score of 100.  For Small Grants under NAWCA, “Climate 
Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 possible point out of a total of 15. In FY16, $66 
million was available for NAWCA grants.  
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/ProposalInstructions.pdf 

 
2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NMBCA 

Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and throughout their life 
cycles.  Project proposals must identify whether the project reduces the effects of a predicted or 
current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or habitat and are scored up to 3 points 
(out of 60 total points) in proposal ranking. In FY16, $3.91 million was available for NMBCA 
grants. https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/nmbcaApplicationInstructions.pdf 

 
3. Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal grant 
funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats. The 
application states that additional points toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for 
projects that significantly incorporate climate change considerations in project design. In 2016, 
grants to States under this program totaled $5.6 million.  
https://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG-NOFA2015.pdf 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an internal 

FWS program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering federally listed species 
on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides project funding for on-the-ground 
conservation efforts.  Climate change is about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration 
of CRI Projects.  In 2016, $6.8 million was available for funding projects under this program. 

     https://www.fws.gov/refuges/whm/cri 
 

5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration, 
with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program annually provides grants 
of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. territories to protect, restore and 
enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. The grants are funded through the Sport 
Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment 
and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal 
watershed management, conservation of threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other 
factors” includes a request for how the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how 
it will be affected by climate change impacts. In January 2017, $17 million in grants to States were 
awarded under this program. 
https://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants/pdfs/FY2018NCWG_NoticeAndInstructions.pdf 

 
 



6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): Projects 
conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and aquatic 
communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve the quality of life 
for the American people.  The application process requests information from project applicants to 
identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no scoring or ranking criteria is based 
on this information, and it is used for internal reporting purposes only. In 2016, $1.8 million was 
available for funding projects under this program. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological Services): 

CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for federally listed species 
and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered Species Act.  The projects reflect the 
collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of review and scoring, each proposal is assessed 
for project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change and may be assigned 
additional points for such work. In 2017, grant awards included $9.48 million for Habitat 
Conservation Planning Assistance, 19.64 million for Habitat Conservation Plan land acquisition, and 
$11.16 million for Recovery land acquisition. 
 https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/pdf/FY17_CESCF-NOFO_FINAL.pdf 
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October 2017 
 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Multiple Member interest 
ISSUE:   Oil and Gas Development in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
 
I.  ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• The Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) of 1980 created the 19 
million acre Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (Arctic Refuge).  

• Section 1002 of ANILCA required DOI to conduct a resource assessment, completed in 
1987, of the 1.5 million acre Arctic Refuge coastal plain area (1002 Area) located 
adjacent to the Beaufort Sea.  

• In the 1987 assessment, the Secretary recommended that Congress consider leasing the 
1002 Area for oil and gas. In 2009, the USGS determined the area had a mean estimate of 
10.35 billion barrels of technically recoverable oil with 80 to 90 percent of that volume 
being economically recoverable.  

• The Arctic Refuge’s initial Comprehensive Conservation Plan (CCP), completed in 1988, 
recognized the coastal plain as a critical calving area for the Porcupine caribou herd, 
which are an important subsistence resource for Alaska Native people.   

• A revised CCP with a final EIS was completed on April 3, 2015. It recommended 
designating 12 million acres of the Arctic Refuge as Wilderness, including the 1002 
Area. Additionally, four rivers were recommended for inclusion into the National Wild 
and Scenic Rivers System. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• The Alaska delegation supports leasing the coastal plain for oil and gas development. 
• The State of Alaska, North Slope Borough, Arctic Slope Regional Corporation, and other 

development interests oppose the proposed Wilderness and Wild and Scenic River 
designations in the Arctic Refuge. 

• The Native Gwich’in people, as well as environmental and conservation groups, support 
permanent wilderness designation. 

• The majority of public comments on the 2015 CCP supported wilderness designation. 
 

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• In the 115th Congress, Sen. Markey (D-MA) introduced S. 820, and Rep. Huffman (D-

CA-2) introduced H.R. 1889, nearly identical bills which would designate 1.6 million 
acres of the Arctic Refuge as wilderness. 

• Sen. Murkowski (R-AK) introduced S. 49, and Rep. Young (R-AK) introduced H.R.49, 
which would both allow oil and gas leasing in the coastal plain of the Arctic Refuge. 

• The Senate and House FY18 Budget Resolutions contain instructions for obtaining $1 
and $5 billion in revenue to the Senate Energy and Natural Resources and House Natural 
Resources Committees respectively.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The Department included a legislative proposal in the FY 2018 President’s Budget to 
open the coastal plain to oil and gas leasing. The first lease sales are projected to be in 
2022 or 2023. A second lease sale would occur four years later. 

• A FY18 Congressional Budget Resolution could pave the way for opening the 1002 Area.  
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BUREAU:    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Thompson, Portman, Stabenow, Bergman, Franken, Duckworth, McCollum, Joyce, 

Kaptur 
ISSUE:         Asian Carp 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Bighead, Black, and Silver carps (Asian carp) are listed as injurious wildlife under the 
Lacey Act (18 USC 42) and may not be imported or transported between the continental 
U.S., the District of Columbia, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or any other territory of the U.S.  

• FWS works with state and federal agency partners to implement the national 
Management and Control Plan for Bighead, Black, Grass, and Silver Carps in the United 
States (Plan), which addresses Asian carp issues across the nation. The Plan was written 
by the Asian Carp Working Group of the Aquatic Nuisance Species Task Force 
(ANSTF). It was approved by the ANSTF in 2007. 

• FWS and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) co-chair the 27-member 
Asian Carp Regional Coordinating Committee (ACRCC), which develops an annual 
Action Plan with activities funded through agency base appropriations and Great Lakes 
Restoration Initiative funding. 

• FWS leads federal implementation of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act 
(WRRDA) Sec. 1039, which calls for increased inter-agency collaboration to prevent the 
spread of Asian carp in the Upper Mississippi (UMRB) and Ohio River (ORB) Basins. 
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• Asian carp are a high-priority for the Great Lakes Task Force, other Members from the 

Great Lakes, UMRB and ORB, State leadership, conservation groups, and the media. 
•  

 

 
 

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Sens. Stabenow and Portman held a Great Lakes Task Force meeting to discuss actions 

within the Midwest on Asian carp. FWS presented. Fourteen Members attended. 
• FWS testified in March 2017 before the Senate Environment and Public Works 

Committee hearing, “Examining Innovative Solutions to Control Invasive Species and 
Promote Wildlife Conservation”. 

• FWS delivered the ANSTF’s 2015 Report to Congress. 
• July, 2017: In response to a silver carp being found above the last electrical barrier before 

Lake Michigan, FWS led a Congressional briefing on the 2017 Asian Carp Monitoring 
and Response Plan and the Upper Illinois Waterway Contingency Response Plan. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

•   
• The FY 2018 request for FWS’s Asian carp effort is $7,885,000. 
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October 2017 
 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Bergman, Westerman, Gosar, Cochran, Leahy 
ISSUE:  Cormorant Depredation of Fish in Southeast, Northeast, and Midwestern States 
 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Double-crested cormorants are fish-eating birds that are protected under the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).  The MBTA prohibits the take (killing, capture, selling, 
trading, transport, etc.) of protected migratory bird species without prior authorization.   

• Cormorants congregate in the southern states in the fall and winter, where they impact 
aquaculture facilities. In the spring and summer, cormorants congregate in northern states 
where they are perceived to be a competitor to fishermen for wild free-swimming fish.   

• In May 2016, the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia vacated two FWS 
Depredation Orders that previously allowed for the lethal take of cormorants, citing 
inadequate NEPA documentation. 
 

II.  POSITION OF INTERESTED PARTIES 
• Senate Appropriations Committee Chairman Thad Cochran and other Members 

representing affected southern states (AL, AR, LA, MS, NC) have urged the FWS to 
allow for the take of cormorants before they return to southern aquaculture facilities.  

• Members from Northeast and Midwest states (MI, MN, NH, NY, VT) have urged the 
FWS to address cormorant impacts on wild free-swimming fish that are perceived to 
effect commercial and recreational fisheries in their states.   

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 
• In the 115th Congress, Rep. Crawford and Sen. Cotton introduced companion bills, H.R. 

368 and S. 219, cosponsored by Members from AR, AL, MS, and NC, to address 
cormorant impacts on aquaculture by reinstating the FWS Depredation Order that the 
U.S. District Court vacated. 

• The FY 2017 appropriations conference report directed the FWS to expedite NEPA 
documents that would allow the agency to issue cormorant depredation permits per the 
direction of the U.S. District Court.   

• On July 22, 2017 Rep. Bergman used his time during a House Natural Resources 
Committee to ask Sec. Zinke to address the cormorant and wild fish issue in his district.  

 
IV. NEXT STEPS / OUTLOOK 

•  
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BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Murkowski, Bishop, Cantwell, Grijalva 
ISSUE: FWS’ Deferred Maintenance Backlog 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• Over 51 million people visited FWS hatcheries and refuges last year, including hunters, 
anglers, birders, and other outdoor recreationists.  

• FWS real property assets include: 6,500 buildings; 8,600 water management structures; 
nearly 14,000 roads, bridges, and dams; and 10,500 “other” structures. 

• Inadequate investments in asset maintenance have led to failing infrastructure and a 
deferred maintenance backlog at the FWS. 

• While the FWS has reduced its backlog since 2010, a current FWS deferred maintenance 
(DM) backlog of approximately $1.4 billion remains. 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• There is congressional interest in addressing the DM backlog at the FWS, and across the 

Department of the Interior. 
• Chairman Rob Bishop (R-UT) and other Members have taken the position that funding 

the Department’s DM backlog should be prioritized, specifically over new land 
acquisition funding. 

• Chairwoman Murkowski (R-AK) has emphasized public-private partnerships to address 
DM funding.  

• Ranking Members Cantwell (D-WA) and Grijalva (D-AZ) are supportive of DM funding.  

III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• The House Natural Resources Committee included addressing the DM backlog in the 

Committee’s oversight plan for the 115th Congress. 
• Chairwoman Murkowski’s Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee hosted staff 

briefings in March on the DM backlog where FWS and other Bureaus presented. 
• Chairwoman Murkowski held a hearing in March on the topic of “opportunities to 

improve and expand infrastructure important to federal lands, recreation, water, and 
resources” where she highlighted addressing the Department’s DM backlog.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The President’s FY18 budget request emphasizes DM funding, requesting $41.0 million 
in Refuge DM and $10.2 million in Hatchery DM.  

• The House-passed FY18 omnibus appropriations bill increased Refuge DM by $1.3 
million to $42.3 million and added $3.0 million to Hatchery DM for a total of $13.2 
million. 

• Outside of the annual appropriations process, Congress and the Administration are 
considering a separate infrastructure package that would likely include provisions to 
address the FWS’s and the Department’s DM.  
 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Bishop, Grijalva, Huffman, Calvert 
ISSUE: Delisting/Downlisting 3-Year Plan 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In order to recognize success in recovering species under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA), keep the lists of endangered and threatened wildlife and plant species accurate 
and up-to-date, and focus conservation resources on those species most in need, the FWS 
reviews the status of listed species every five years, and responds to petitions received 
from the public to determine whether listed species should be reclassified from 
endangered to threatened (downlisted) or removed from the list (delisted).  

• The FWS has developed a national workplan reflecting our schedule for actions 
addressing 5-year status review recommendations and substantive petitions to downlist 
and delist species over the next three years. 

• The workplan was developed to provide greater clarity and predictability regarding the 
timing of eventual downlisting and delisting determinations to state wildlife agencies, 
non-profit organizations, and other stakeholders and partners. 

• A species' inclusion in this workplan does not mean that a final decision has been made 
to downlist or delist. 
 

II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• There is congressional interest in focusing ESA recovery funding on activities that are 

inherently federal, such as 5-year reviews and status changes.  
 

III.  RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 
• The House FY 2018 Interior Appropriations bill contains $85,570,000 for ESA recovery 

activities, including $3,000,000 for delisting and downlisting activities. 
• The House FY 2018 Interior Appropriations Committee Report directed the Service to 

complete all five-year reviews within the period required by law, and, for any 
determination on the basis of such review whether a species should be delisted, 
downlisted, or uplisted, promulgate an associated regulation prior to initiating the next 
status review for such species.  
 

III. NEXT STEPS 
• To keep the public informed of our progress in recovering species, the FWS plans to 

periodically update this work plan to reflect our consideration of new information over 
time, new status reviews initiated as a result of petitions, and new recommendations 
resulting from our 5-year reviews. 



BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Feinstein, McCarthy, Calvert, McClintock, Denham, LaMalfa, Costa, Huffman 
ISSUE: Delta Smelt, 08 Biological Opinion, California WaterFix Consultation, FISH Act  
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• The threatened Delta smelt is a small fish endemic to the San Francisco Bay-Delta that 
completes its entire one-year lifecycle in and near where fresh and salt water mix in the 
estuary. The Bay-Delta has been altered by land use changes, water development, and 
invasive species, reducing the amount of high quality habitat available for Delta smelt. 

• Record-low abundance of Delta smelt reflects decades of habitat change, competition and 
predation from invasive species, and the recent multi-year drought. 

• In 2008, FWS issued a jeopardy Biological Opinion (BiOp) on the operation of the 
Central Valley Project and State Water Project. FWS included a Reasonable and Prudent 
Alternative (RPA), affecting the amount of water that can be used from the system, to 
avoid jeopardy and adverse modification, which remains in place today.  

• The WaterFix project represents the State of California’s plan to upgrade outdated 
infrastructure in the Delta to secure water supplies and improve the Delta’s ecosystem. 
FWS finalized the WaterFix BiOp in June 2017. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• Water export restrictions to protect Delta smelt are opposed by agricultural and municipal 

water users, but supported by environmental groups  and fishing interests. 
• WaterFix is supported by a number of agricultural and municipal interests and the State 

of California, but opposed by many environmental groups (who have filed litigation 
challenging the WaterFix BiOp) and local landowners.  The Westlands Water District 
Board recently voted against participating in WaterFix stating that the project is not 
financially viable.   

 
III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  

• FWS is working with partners to implement the requirements contained in the 2016 
WIIN (Water Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation) Act, which contained a 
requirement to develop and expand  captive breeding capability.  

• In October 2017, Congressmen Calvert, LaMalfa, and others introduced the Federally 
Integrated Species Health (FISH) Act to consolidate management and regulation of the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) with the FWS.  This would essentially transfer authority 
over ESA-listed marine mammals and anadromous fish, such as salmon, from the 
National Marine Fisheries Service to FWS. 
 

IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  
• In August 2016, a multi-year process, led by Bureau of Reclamation with federal and 

state partners, began to develop a new BiOp to find balance between the needs of 
agriculture, municipalities and conservation. 

• FWS approved Reclamation’s proposal to modify implementation of RPA Action 4 from 
the 2008 BiOp in October 2017, which is intended to maintain the low salinity zone in 
specific locations in the estuary during the fall in wet and above normal water years.   



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Bishop, McClintock, Pearce, Grijalva, Tsongas, Beyer, Huffman 
ISSUE:   ESA Reform and Legislation 
 

I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 
• In this Congress, the EPW Committee and HNR Committee have expressed an interest in 

moving legislation that would amend the ESA, and have held related oversight hearings. 
• Hearings and oversight in the 114th Congress centered on the role of litigation and 

settlements, use of data, transparency in decision-making, policies for designating critical 
habitat, and barriers to recovery. 

• FWS is participating in a multi-year process led by the Western Governors’ Association 
(WGA) to examine species conservation and the ESA and to identify actions to improve 
the statute or its implementation. 

 
II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• Last June, the WGA passed a resolution urging Congress to reauthorize the ESA, 
including several principles to reform the law.  

• This March, the National Governor’s Association adopted a policy similar to the WGA. 
• The Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies has participated in discussions on ESA 

reform, including an April EPW staff briefing with other state officials.  
• Chairman Bishop (R-UT-1) has expressed strong interest in reforming the ESA. 
• Ranking Member Grijalva (D-AZ-3) is opposed to reforming the ESA. 

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• H.R. 3916 (Calvert: R-CA) – Would transfer management of ESA-listed anadromous fish 
(salmon, sturgeon, etc.) from NOAA Fisheries to FWS. HNR Subcommittee legislative 
hearing is scheduled for Oct. 12. DOI statement for the record supports the bill. 

• FWS Principal Deputy Director Greg Sheehan testified in July before HNR generally in 
support of 5 bills to amend the ESA. All 5 bills passed out of HNR on Oct. 4. 

o H.R. 424 – Gray Wolf State Management Act (Peterson: D-MN) – Reinstates 
delisting of Western Great Lakes and WY wolves. 

o H.R. 717 – Listing Reform Act (Olson: R-TX) – Requires economic analysis at 
listing for threatened species, gives flexibility to prioritize petitions, removes 90-
day and 12-month deadlines. 

o H.R. 1274 – State, Tribal, and Local Species Transparency and Recovery Act 
(Newhouse: R-WA) – Requires data transparency, requires all data be provided to 
states prior to listing, defines best available data to include state & local. 

o H.R. 2603 – Saving America's Endangered Species (SAVES) Act (Gohmert: R-
TX) -- Nonnative species in U.S. not considered listed under ESA. 

o H.R. 3131 – Endangered Species Litigation Reasonableness Act (Huizenga: R-
MI) – Would tie ESA fee awards to EAJA cap of $125/hr 
 

IV. NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  
• The WGA issued recommendations for ESA reform over the summer. 
• We anticipate continued oversight and legislative activity from HNR and EPW regarding 

ESA implementation and modernization. 



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Bishop, Lamborn, Labrador, Tipton, Cheney, Barrasso, Risch, Daines, Calvert, 

Stewart, Simpson, Amodei, Lee 
ISSUE: Greater sage-grouse  
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• In 2010, FWS made the greater sage-grouse a candidate for listing under the Endangered 
Species Act. In response, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and Forest Service 
(USFS) worked with the states to develop a land use strategy to conserve and restore 
sagebrush habitat across the species’ range. 

• In 2015, citing the federal land use strategy and associated rangeland fire strategy, along 
with state and private lands conservation efforts, FWS determined that the greater sage-
grouse was not warranted for listing under the ESA. 

• The 2015 “not warranted” finding included a commitment to revisit the status of the 
species in 5 years, a commitment made to strengthen the defensibility of that finding.  

• FWS and a coalition of public and private partners, particularly the states, have built a 
durable, collaborative effort to conserve sagebrush-dependent species, avoid future listing 
of those species, and secure a healthy sagebrush ecosystem for people and wildlife.  

• BLM and USFS amended or revised nearly 100 resource and land management plans to 
improve protections for sage-grouse and sagebrush habitat.  

• All states have sage-grouse plans; some interface seamlessly with the federal plans. 
States have management responsibility for the species and are leading the larger effort to 
proactively conserve the larger sagebrush ecosystem.  

• In August 2017, Secretary Zinke received a report from the Department’s Sage-Grouse 
Review Team regarding possible plan and policy modifications to complement state 
efforts to improve greater sage-grouse conservation and economic development on public 
lands, as required by Secretarial Order 3353. 

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  

• Some conservation groups were critical of the FWS’ not-warranted determination; others 
were highly supportive. 

• Some industry and trade groups have filed litigation opposing the federal plans. 
 

III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• In the 115th Congress, legislation seeks to provide state management over federal land 

management plans and delay future action to list the sage-grouse. Sponsors include Sens. 
Risch (R-ID), Lee (R-UT), and Daines (R-MT) and Reps. Simpson (R-ID), Amodei (R-
NV), Gosar (R-AZ), Stewart (R-UT), Tipton (R-CO), and Cheney (R-WY). 

• The FY17 Omnibus appropriations bill bars FWS from expending any funds for status 
reviews, listing determinations, or rulemakings regarding the greater sage-grouse.  

 
IV.      NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 

• FWS will continue to provide technical assistance to public and private partners as they 
implement sage-grouse conservation measures. FWS will also continue to support 
collaborative efforts to conserve the larger sagebrush ecosystem. 

 



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Tester, Daines, Simpson, McCollum, Barrasso, Risch, Labrador, Cheney, 

Grijalva, Newhouse 
ISSUE: Grizzly Bears 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In 1975, FWS listed the grizzly bear as threatened in the lower 48 states.  
• FWS organizes grizzly bears into six recovery zones/ecosystems to allow for targeted 

recovery efforts.  Recovery zones include parts of WA, ID, MT, and WY.  
• In March 2007, FWS finalized a rule to establish the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem 

grizzly bear distinct population segment (DPS) and to delist this DPS due to recovery. 
Courts overturned this rule in 2009, reinstating ESA protections for Yellowstone bears. 

• In June 2017, FWS published a new final rule to delist the Yellowstone DPS. The rule 
does not change the threatened status of the remaining grizzly bears in the lower 48 
states. FWS has received several complaints from environmental groups and tribal 
interests challenging the rule. 

• In early 2017, the National Park Service and FWS published a draft Environmental 
Impact Statement on alternatives to restore grizzly bear in the North Cascades Recovery 
Unit. Alternatives range from no action to the establishment of a population of grizzly 
bears in the North Cascades Ecosystem.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

•  

  

   
 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Senators Daines (R-MT), Barrasso (R-WY), Enzi (R-WY), Rep. Cheney (R-WY), and 
House Natural Resources Chairman Bishop (R-UT) issued statements supporting the final 
delisting of the Yellowstone grizzly bear. 

• Rep. Grijalva (D-AZ-3) opposed delisting, citing tribal rights and hunting concerns. 
•  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 

• The comment period on the North Cascades draft EIS closed in April 2017.  
  

• In August 2017, in regards to delisting wolves in the Western Great Lakes, a court ruled 
that FWS failed to reasonably analyze or consider: (1) the impacts of partial delisting; 
and, (2) historical range loss on the already listed species.
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Secretary Briefing Papers; October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Frelinghuysen 
ISSUE: Highlands Conservation Act  
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• The Highlands Conservation Act (HCA) was enacted in 2004 to provide assistance to 
States to preserve and protect high quality conservation land in the 3.4 million acre 
Highlands region of New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Connecticut. 

• The program was first funded in 2007. The program also received funding in 2008, 2009, 
2010, 2012, 2015, 2016, and 2017. 

• In FY 2016, Congress increased the appropriation “up to $10 million,” and included 
administrative funding to the FWS, which had not been provided in several years. FWS 
works with the U.S. Forest Service and the four states to identify projects that meet the 
intent of the law to conserve important habitat in the Highlands region.   

• To date, more than $26 million in Federal funds has been allocated to the four states for 
land acquisition. These funds have resulted in the permanent protection of over 6,200 
acres and leveraged non-Federal funds at a nearly 3:1 ratio. 

• Funding for the program comes from the Land and Water Conservation Fund.  
• There is no funding for Highlands in the FY 2018 President’s Budget. 

 
II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Highlands Coalition is comprised of more than 200 national, regional, state and local 
organizations that work collaboratively with state agencies, the U.S. Forest Service and 
FWS to implement critical conservation in the Highlands region. This broad coalition has 
yielded sustained congressional support. 

•  
 

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Chairman Frelinghuysen introduced H.R. 1281(S. 1627, Sen. Gillibrand [D-NY]) to 
reauthorize the law through 2021.  No Congressional action has been taken to date. 
 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
•  

  
• August 2017: FWS announced funding distribution of $2,420,000 to each of the four 

states. Announcements of funding to states were sent to Congressional offices.  
• The 2018 President’s Budget did not include funding for Highlands. 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



October 2017 
 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Murkowski, Young  
ISSUE:   Izembek National Wildlife Refuge and King Cove Road 

 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• This issue centers on construction of a road through wilderness areas of the Izembek 
Refuge to provide access to an all-weather airport for the community of King Cove, AK. 

• Congress previously appropriated funds to upgrade the local medical clinic, improve the 
King Cove airstrip, and enhance a marine transportation link between the communities of 
King Cove and Cold Bay.  

• The Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009 directed the Secretary to develop an 
EIS to evaluate a three-party land exchange between the federal government, the State of 
Alaska, and the King Cove Corporation for the purpose of constructing a road between 
King Cove and Cold Bay, which has an existing all-weather airport.  

• As part of the proposed land exchange, about 56,000 acres owned by the State and King 
Cove Corporation would be transferred to the Izembek and Alaska Peninsula Refuges. 

• The proposed King Cove road would cross designated wilderness in the Izembek Refuge, 
potentially creating adverse impacts to high value habitat. 

• In December 2013, as required by the 2009 law, former Interior Secretary Jewell issued a 
final decision that found the land exchange was not in the public interest. 

  
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Alaska Congressional Delegation strongly supports the road and land exchange. 
• The communities of King Cove and Cold Bay support the land exchange and road. 
• Wilderness and environmental groups strongly oppose a road due to the impacts to fish 

and wildlife habitat. 
• Some Alaska Natives and subsistence users in the Yukon Delta also oppose the road. 

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Senator Murkowski included policy language in the FY16 and FY17 Interior-
Environment appropriations bills that would require a land transfer at Izembek. The 
language was not ultimately included in the final FY16 or FY17 appropriations bills.  

• At the time of drafting, the FY18 Senate appropriations bill was not yet released.  
• This year, bills were introduced by Sen. Murkowski (S. 101) and Rep. Young (H.R. 218) 

to provide a land exchange for the construction of a road between the two communities. 
H.R. 218 passed the House on July 20, 2017.  

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• Next steps depend on whether the land exchange is with the State of Alaska or Native 
Corporation. For example, if land is exchanged with the Native Corporation, the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) Section 22(g) and its implementing regulation, 
50 CFR 25.21, stipulates that Alaska Native Village Corporation lands within the 
boundaries of a National Wildlife Refuge established prior to ANCSA are subject to 
National Wildlife Refuge System compatibility requirements. If land is exchanged with 
the State of Alaska, then a National Environmental Policy Act EIS is likely required, 
unless new statute dictates otherwise.    



Secretary Briefing Paper; October 2017 
 

BUREAU:    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:  Gohmert, Westerman, Johnson, Denham, and Tsongas 
ISSUE:         D.C. Circuit Decision on FWS Interpretation of Lacey Act Interstate  

          Transport Prohibition 
 

I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 
• Under the Lacey Act (18 U.S.C. §42), the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to 

regulate the importation and transport between the continental U.S., the District of 
Columbia, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or any other territory of the U.S., of species determined 
to be injurious to human beings, the interests of agriculture, horticulture or forestry, or to 
wildlife or wildlife resources of the U.S. FWS has long interpreted the language related to 
shipment of injurious species to prohibit transportation of injurious species between 
states within the continental U.S. 

• The U.S. Association of Reptile Keepers (USARK) filed a lawsuit in December 2013 
challenging FWS authority. The District Court for the District of Columbia found that 18 
U.S.C. § 42(a)(1) does not prohibit interstate transport of injurious wildlife between 
states within the continental U.S. and enjoined FWS from implementing that provision 
with respect to two species at issue in the litigation. FWS appealed this decision. 

• On April 7, 2017, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit affirmed 
the District Court’s judgment and held that FWS lacks authority pursuant to the Lacey 
Act to prohibit shipments of injurious species between states within the continental U.S. 
 

 II.       POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
•  

 
  

 
 

  
 

III.      RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• Rep. Gohmert (R-TX-1) introduced HR 1807 - Public Water Supply Invasive Species 

Compliance Act of 2017 (companion bill in the Senate, S. 789 sponsored by Sen. Cruz 
(R-TX)), exempting certain water transfers between public water supplies located on, 
along, or across the boundaries of Texas, Arkansas, and Louisiana from the Lacey Act. 
Reps. Westerman (R-AR-4) and Mike Johnson (R-LA-4), who are on the House Natural 
Resources Committee, are co-sponsors. The bill was passed out of committee. 

• October, 2017: Senator Gillibrand (D-NY) had a press conference on the emerald ash 
borer beetle in the Adirondacks, mentioning the injurious species listing process. 
Gillibrand has previously introduced legislation to reform this process. Reintroduction of 
this legislation is likely to occur this session; but, it has not yet happened. 

 
IV.      NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• 
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October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Gardner, Cole, Calvert, Gohmert, Pearce, Tipton 
ISSUE:   Lesser Prairie-Chicken 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• In April 2014, FWS listed the lesser prairie-chicken as threatened under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) and concurrently finalized a special rule under section 4(d) of the 
ESA that established compliance with the State-led Range-wide Conservation Plan as 
also being ESA compliant.  

• In June 2014, the Permian Basin Petroleum Association and four New Mexico counties 
filed a lawsuit challenging the FWS’s final rule to list the lesser prairie-chicken. Separate 
lawsuits were filed by other plaintiffs, including environmental groups.  

• In September 2015, a U.S. District Court ruled on the Permian Basin lawsuit and vacated 
the FWS’s listing rule. The Government decided not to appeal. 

• Prior to the 2015 court ruling, FWS began work on a species status assessment for the 
lesser prairie-chicken, with input from the five range states. The goal of the status 
assessment was to synthesize the best available science to inform recovery planning and 
conservation actions. 

• In September 2016, FWS was petitioned to list the lesser prairie-chicken as endangered. 
FWS found the petition to be substantial.  The status assessment will also serve to inform 
the 12 month finding on that petition.  

 
II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• The Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies (WAFWA), in partnership with 
New Mexico, Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas, created The Lesser Prairie-
Chicken Range-wide Conservation Plan to develop a conservation and mitigation 
strategy for the species.  

• Several Members of Congress disagreed with FWS’s 2014 decision to list the lesser 
prairie-chicken under the ESA.  

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 114th Congress, Rep. Lucas (R-OK) filed an amendment to the House National 
Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) to prohibit listing the bird under the ESA; the 
amendment was withdrawn. Similar language was included in other NDAA amendments, 
appropriations bills, and a standalone bill.  

• There has been no relevant legislation introduced in the 115th Congress. 
 

IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK 
•  

 

  
 

 

(b) (5) DPP
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October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Murkowski, Simpson 
ISSUE: FWS Mitigation Policy Status 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• The FWS has used a mitigation policy since 1981 to guide agency recommendations on 
mitigating the adverse impacts of land and water development projects on fish, wildlife, 
plants, and their habitats. 

• In 2016, FWS finalized revisions to the 1981 policy. Notably, the scope of the revised 
policy expanded to address all resources for which FWS has authority to require or 
recommend mitigation, including those listed under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  

• In December 2016, the FWS finalized the ESA compensatory mitigation policy, a more 
detailed, ESA-specific stepdown of the revised Service-wide mitigation policy. 

• These policies were consistent with the Presidential Memorandum entitled Mitigating 
Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 
Investment (PM) (November 3, 2015) and with Secretarial Order 3330, Improving 
Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior (October 31, 2013). 

• A March 28, 2017, Executive Order (EO) rescinded the 2015 PM and directed all 
agencies to identify affected agency actions (including existing regulations, orders, and 
policies) and, as appropriate, suspend, revise, or rescind them.  

• Sec. Order (SO) 3349 (March 29, 2017) implements the March 2017 EO. It revoked SO 
3330 and required the Deputy Secretary to inform the Bureaus whether to proceed with 
reconsideration, modification, or rescission of actions related to the PM or SO 3330.  

 
II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

•  
 

 
• At a March 2016 Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee hearing, the State of 

Alaska expressed concerns with the PM and requested its revision to incorporate the 
Alaska Native Settlement Claims Act and Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation. 

• Response from State agencies varied; FWS received comments from States both 
supporting and expressing concerns with the policies.  

• In some cases, industry had concerns that the policies were an attempt to create new 
authority for FWS.  

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• Rep. Newhouse (R-WA) introduced two resolutions to disapprove the two FWS 
mitigation policies through the Congressional Review Act (CRA), but no further action 
has been taken on them.  
 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
•   
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October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: McCollum, Udall, Feinstein, Stewart, Bishop  
ISSUE:  Southwest Border Law Enforcement and Conservation Issues 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• There are eight National Wildlife Refuges along the U.S.-Mexico border, three in Texas, 
two in California and three in Arizona. FWS has 18 Federal Wildlife Officers (FWO) that 
cover these refuges. 

• Santa Ana National Wildlife Refuge sits along the U.S.-Mexico border in Texas, and has 
been identified as a location for early preparations for border wall construction. The 
Refuge has been visited this year by Senator Cornyn’s (R-TX) staff and Representative 
O’Rourke (D-TX-16). Senator Cruz (R-TX) has expressed an interest in visiting the 
refuge as well. 

• The FWOs at border refuges provide safety and security for visitors and protect fish, 
wildlife, cultural, and archaeological resources. Additionally, working closely with DHS, 
they address border issues that spill onto refuges, including drug and human trafficking 
and fatalities of undocumented immigrants.  

• These refuges also face increased habitat degradation from significant amounts of human 
trash and waste left on site, escaped camp fires, sewage spills, and trail and road erosion.  
Additional trash is generated on Arizona border refuges by humanitarian organizations 
who, contrary to refuge regulations, leave stock piles of food, water, and clothing for 
illegal border crossers.  

• Many native animals, like pronghorn antelope and ocelots, migrate across the Southwest 
border; physical barriers could also affect movement of wildlife and could affect surface 
water movement, causing local flooding.   

• Sec. 102. of the REAL ID Act (P.L. 109-13), signed into law in 2005, gives the 
Department of Homeland Security authority to waive most environmental laws, including 
NEPA and the ESA, to ensure expeditious construction of barriers and roads. 
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• Some Congressional Members have expressed concern about the cost of expanding and 

maintain a wall along the border, and the impact it may have on species and habitat in the 
area, as well as the impact on public lands, including National Wildlife Refuges. 

• Other Members have explained how effective border security protects the environment 
by deterring illegal activity and border crossings.  

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• On October 4, the House Homeland Security Committee passed the Border Security for 
America Act (H.R. 3548), which includes a $10 billion authorization for construction of a 
U.S.-Mexico border wall. 

• On July 27, the House passed the Make America Secure Appropriations Act of 2018 
(H.R. 3219), which includes $1.6 billion in funding for construction of the border wall. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• Congress will continue to debate funding for the border wall. 
• The President’s FY18 budget request includes $1.6 billion for border wall construction. 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU:   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER:   Senator Murkowski (R-AK), Representative Don Young (R-AK-AL) 
ISSUE:   Alaska Native-Crafted Walrus Ivory 
 
I.  ISSUE BACKGROUND  

• In 2016, FWS finalized regulations to prohibit most commercial domestic trade in African 
elephant ivory. Also, several states (including California, New Jersey, Hawaii, and 
Nevada) have taken steps to ban the intrastate purchase and sale of ivory (some including 
walrus and other types of ivory). Some state ivory bans have provisions that exempt items 
expressly authorized by federal law, license, or permit. At least 8 more states are 
considering such measures. 

• Alaska Native artists are expressing concern to the Alaska Congressional delegation about 
loss of sales, because consumers are nervous about buying ivory and confusion over federal 
and state laws governing the sale of ivory. 

• The U.S. does not prohibit the sale, purchase, import, export, or transport of genuine, 
Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory pieces, and these may be brought into the lower 48 
states by individual consumers or shipped to retail stores. 

• In May of 2017, DOI announced the release of a brochure, coordinated by DOI’s Indian 
Arts and Crafts Board (Board) and FWS to inform consumers and Alaska Native artists 
about walrus conservation, relevant laws, and how law enforcement recognizes walrus 
ivory and distinguishes it from elephant ivory.   

• This brochure is being distributed online, through DOI venues, and has been offered to 
cruise lines and other tourism outlets. Related advertisement has also been published. 

• FWS ensures its law enforcement officers are fully knowledgeable about identifying 
elephant vs. walrus ivory during inspections of imports and exports.  

• FWS also works closely with the Board to investigate and pursue cases of counterfeit 
Native arts and crafts that violate the Indian Arts and Crafts Act, including several in AK. 

• On October 4, 2017, the Service announced a “not warranted” finding for listing of walrus 
under the ESA. 
 

II. POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES  
• The Alaska delegation has expressed concern about the impact of the elephant ivory ban and 

state ivory bans on the sales of genuine Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory. 
• Members are pleased with the efforts of FWS and the Board to inform consumers and artists 

about the importance of Native American arts and crafts, and the legality of the sale of 
Alaska Native-crafted walrus ivory, as well as our efforts to enforce the Indian Arts and 
Crafts Act. 
   

III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY  
• This issue was raised by Senator Murkowski during the June 21, 2017 Senate Interior 

Appropriations hearing for FY 2018. 
• FWS and the Board have met on this issue with staff of the three AK delegation offices. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

• The Department will continue to work to increase awareness and provide best information 
about relevant Federal laws.  

• During the FY 2018 Senate Interior appropriations hearing, the Secretary committed to a 
Secretarial Order and to convene a working group on the matter. 



October 6, 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Young, Grijalva, Beyer, Flake, Portman, McCollum, Udall 
ISSUE:  Combating Wildlife Trafficking 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• FWS (via DOI) is a co-chair, along with the State Department and Department of Justice, of 
the interagency Task Force on Wildlife Trafficking. 

• In 2016, Congress passed the bipartisan, bicameral END Wildlife Trafficking Act, which 
codified the Task Force, National Strategy, and Implementation Plan, and included 
additional requirements of federal agencies.  

• In 2016, FWS finalized regulations to prohibit most commercial domestic trade in African 
elephant ivory. Exemptions for antiques and items containing small amounts of ivory 
were included to allow for the continued trade in items that do not impact conservation 
of African elephants. 

• In February 2017, the President signed an Executive Order on Transnational Organized 
Crime, which states the U.S. shall address threats to national security from transnational 
criminal organizations involved in a variety of activities, including wildlife trafficking. 

• FWS has stationed law enforcement special agents at U.S. embassies as international 
attachés to address wildlife trafficking in key nations. 

 
II.      POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 

• Combating wildlife trafficking has strong bipartisan support in Congress.  
• Several Members of Congress are also supportive of FWS’ broader international 

conservation and wildlife law enforcement work. 
• Some Members have sought to limit FWS authority to restrict elephant ivory trade. 

 
III.    RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• In the 115th Congress, there have been several bills introduced that address wildlife 
trafficking and international conservation, including: 

o H.R. 227, sponsored by Rep. Young (R-AK-AL) reauthorizes the Multinational 
Species Conservation Funds (Funds). 

o H.R. 1247, sponsored by Rep. Donovan (R-NY-11), and S. 480, sponsored by 
Sen. Portman (R-OH), reauthorize the Tiger Stamp. 

o S. 826, sponsored by Sen. Barrasso (R-WY), reauthorizes the Funds and creates 
a prize competition to address wildlife trafficking. 

o H.R. 226, sponsored by Rep. Young (R-AK-AL), would allow for the 
commercial trade of African elephant ivory. 

 
IV.    NEXT STEPS/OUTLOOK 

• The Task Force continues to implement the END Wildlife Trafficking Act. FWS and State 
have taken the lead in developing a list of countries of concern due to wildlife trafficking. 
This list will be included in a report due to Congress in early October. 

• We expect less focus on wildlife trafficking issues in this Congress given the passage of the 
END Wildlife Trafficking Act in the 114th Congress. However, there are still Members who 
are focused on this issue who will pursue events, briefings, and additional legislation.  

• In FY 2018, the Service requests $8.9 million specifically dedicated for combating wildlife 
trafficking.  



October 2017 

BUREAU: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Barrasso, Flake, Heinrich, Gardner, Stabenow, Franken, Wyden, Merkley, Udall, 

McCollum, Stewart, Pearce, Gosar, Bishop, Tipton, Bergman, Cheney, Rouzer 
ISSUE: Wolves 
 
I.         ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• FWS believes the wolf is recovered under the ESA, and has attempted to delist it 
nationwide, except for the Mexican wolf and the red wolf subspecies. 

• In 2014, final rules delisting Gray wolves in Wyoming and in the Western Great Lakes 
(WGL) were vacated by separate District Court judges; ESA protections were reinstated 
for these populations. FWS appealed both of these rulings. 

• In March 2017, a court ruled in favor of FWS delisting WY wolves and, in April, the 
FWS reinstated its previous Wyoming delisting rule. 

• In August 2017, a court ruled against FWS delisting of WGL wolves; Wolves remain 
federally endangered in WI and MI and threatened in MN. 

• Wolves are under state management in eastern WA and OR, but wolves in the western 
portions of those states remain endangered, limiting management options. 

• In January 2015, FWS separately listed the Mexican wolf as endangered and revised 
regulations for the nonessential experimental population under ESA section 10(j). 

• In 2016, New Mexico sued FWS to enjoin release of Mexican wolves without state 
permits. An injunction was issued, but vacated upon appeal in April 2017.  FWS is 
reviewing comments on the draft revised recovery plan for the Mexican wolf subspecies. 

• Red wolves are listed as endangered and exist in the wild as a non-essential, 
experimental population (NEP) in eastern NC. In September 2016, after a review of the 
red wolf recovery program, FWS announced plans to propose changes to the NEP 
management, expand the captive population, and revise the recovery plan.  
 

II.        POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
•   
   

 
III.       RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• 115th Congress Legislation: S. 368, Requires revised recovery plan for Mexican wolves 
(Sen. Flake); S. 164 and H.R. 424, Reinstates FWS final rules delisting wolves in 
Wyoming and WGL (Sen. Barrasso and Reps. Cheney, Labrador, Simpson, Bergman). 
Similar language is included in sportsmen’s legislation and the House appropriations bill. 

• In July 2017, FWS Principal Deputy Director Sheehan testified in support of H.R. 424. 
• In the 114th Congress, the House Natural Resources Committee held an oversight hearing 

on Federal management of gray, Mexican, and red wolves. 
• Rep. Newhouse sought to delist wolves in OR, WA, UT, and NV in the 114th Congress. 

 
IV.       NEXT STEPS/ OUTLOOK  

•  
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Secretary Briefing Paper; October 2017 

BUREAU:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
MEMBER: Daines, Tester, Merkley, Kilmer, Simpson 
ISSUE: Dreissenid Mussel Discovery in Montana near Columbia River Headwaters 
 
I. ISSUE BACKGROUND 

• Zebra mussels and quagga mussels (Dreissenids) have since spread throughout the Great 
Lakes region, south along the Mississippi River and to areas west of the Mississippi.  In 
January 2007, the first population of Dreissenid mussels west of the 100th Meridian was 
discovered in Lake Mead. Both species are easily spread between water bodies by 
watercraft, and cause damage to water-based infrastructure that is estimated to be in the 
hundreds of millions of dollars.  

• In October 2016, Dreissenids (microscopic larvae called veligers) were detected for the 
first time in the upper Missouri River Basin in Montana, near the headwaters of the 
Columbia River.  
 

II.  POSITION of INTERESTED PARTIES 
• The Montana Governor has declared an environmental disaster.  The Idaho legislature 

and governor responded by enacting emergency state supplemental funding. 
• The Montana Legislature called for development of the Upper Columbia Conservation 

Commission to address threats of Dreissenid mussels. DOI bureaus have been asked to 
participate.  

 
III. RECENT CONGRESSIONAL ACTIVITY 

• The QZAP was developed by the Western Regional Panel and approved by the ANSTF 
in 2010, and is the Department of Interior (DOI) roadmap for this issue.  The FWS works 
with other DOI Bureaus, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, States, and partners to 
support boat inspection and decontamination, early warning systems, and training.  

• Congress has appropriated approximately $2 million per year since FY 2010 to support 
this effort. 

IV. NEXT STEPS 
• The FWS Region 6 dive team specializes in Dreissenid mussel detection. They deployed 

to both Canyon Ferry and Tiber Reservoirs in Montana as well as the Columbia River 
Basin Team rapid response test exercise in Washington. 

• In FY16 and FY 17, FWS allocated about $930,000 each year to partners through grants 
for projects to control the spread of invasive mussels in the western U.S. under the 
Quagga-Zebra Mussel Action Plan for Western U.S. Waters (QZAP), with emphasis on 
containment and prevention. FY 2018 Budget Request included $2 million for support. 

• FWS delivers $1 million of the QZAP funding to states and regional groups with Aquatic 
Nuisance Species (ANS) plans which have been signed by the respective governor and 
approved by the ANS Task Force (ANSTF). In FY17, each approved plan was awarded 
$46,715. Montana received an additional $16K from FWS R6 to support veliger 
detection. 

• July 2017: DOI announced the “Safeguarding the West from Invasive Species” package 
to address the Columbia River Basin and other uninfested Western waters, to help better 
integrate government efforts to stop the spread of invasive mussels. 



From: Shultz, Gina
To: Jerome Ford
Cc: Morris, Charisa; Bud Cribley; Cynthia Martinez; Sanchez Shaun; Gary Frazer; Kashyap Patel; Seth Mott; Noah

Matson
Subject: Re: SO 3349 Assignment from FWP
Date: Monday, May 21, 2018 3:59:51 PM
Attachments: 3349 -American Energy Independence.pdf

American Energy Independence.  SO attached

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 4:51 PM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Gina,

Forgive my forgetfulness, but what is the name/title of the SO?

Thanks.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

On May 21, 2018, at 3:59 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:

+ Jerome, Seth and Noah all of whom I believe worked on this last year.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:44 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov>
wrote:

Background on this assignment will be most helpful.  

I thought that we completed this exercise last year when it was due.  I noticed that NPS's
responses are all form last year and do not see any updated information.

I prefer to find the information previously submitted to save resources and ensure consistency.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service



MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:18 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Good afternoon-

We were tasked (on the sly, with a google doc link but no email) with a SO 3349 update last
week with an original due date of 5/16.  It unfortunately slipped through the cracks.

I have connected said google doc link below, but have no additional guidance to share at this time
outside of the link itself.  I've put in the request for context and we will send any information we get
as soon as it comes in, but I wanted to get this into your hands asap. If any questions are apparent,
please let me know and we can send up the chain.  

Is it possible to get this populated by midweek?  If not, please let me know a more
reasonable timeline.

Thanks,
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

(b) (5) CIP



  

 

  
 

   

 

  
     

    
   

 
 

  

 

  

 

 

    
 

   

         
 

  



   
  

 

  

  
 

 
 

  

 
   

  

 
 

 

 

 

    

 
 

   
  

          

  
   

 
  

 



  

        

 
 

  

      

 

 
  

  

      

  
 

        

 
  

  
   

   

  

 
  

 

 
  

      

  

 



      

   
 

        
  

      

       

   

    

 

     

  

   

 

      

   
   

 

       

 

 

  

     

  

  

 
    

  



   

   
  

   
     

  

    



From: Jerome Ford
To: Shultz, Gina
Cc: Morris, Charisa; Bud Cribley; Cynthia Martinez; Sanchez Shaun; Gary Frazer; Kashyap Patel; Seth Mott; Noah

Matson
Subject: Re: SO 3349 Assignment from FWP
Date: Monday, May 21, 2018 3:51:36 PM

Gina,

Forgive my forgetfulness, but what is the name/title of the SO?

Thanks.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

On May 21, 2018, at 3:59 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:

+ Jerome, Seth and Noah all of whom I believe worked on this last year.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:44 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
Background on this assignment will be most helpful.  

I thought that we completed this exercise last year when it was due.  I noticed that NPS's responses
are all form last year and do not see any updated information.

I prefer to find the information previously submitted to save resources and ensure consistency.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:18 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Good afternoon-

We were tasked (on the sly, with a google doc link but no email) with a SO 3349 update last
week with an original due date of 5/16.  It unfortunately slipped through the cracks.

I have connected said google doc link below, but have no additional guidance to share at this time



outside of the link itself.  I've put in the request for context and we will send any information we get as
soon as it comes in, but I wanted to get this into your hands asap. If any questions are apparent, please
let me know and we can send up the chain.  

Is it possible to get this populated by midweek?  If not, please let me know a more reasonable
timeline.

Thanks,
Charisa

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

(b) (5) CIP



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Shaun Sanchez
Cc: Shultz, Gina; Bud Cribley; Cynthia Martinez; Gary Frazer; Kashyap Patel; Jerome Ford; Seth Mott; Noah Matson
Subject: Re: SO 3349 Assignment from FWP
Date: Monday, May 21, 2018 3:36:02 PM

Thank you!

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 4:32 PM, Shaun Sanchez <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov> wrote:
Thanks Charisa.  We replied to this request last week with our original response from last
year.  We will take the lead on responding tomorrow.

Shaun

Sent from my iPhone

On May 21, 2018, at 4:26 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

On phone with Maureen - she says last year's information is fine- please just cut
and paste.

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:59 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov>
wrote:

+ Jerome, Seth and Noah all of whom I believe worked on this last year.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:44 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov>
wrote:

Background on this assignment will be most helpful.  

I thought that we completed this exercise last year when it was due.  I noticed that NPS's
responses are all form last year and do not see any updated information.

I prefer to find the information previously submitted to save resources and ensure
consistency.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:18 PM, Morris, Charisa



<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

We were tasked (on the sly, with a google doc link but no email) with a SO 3349 update
last week with an original due date of 5/16.  It unfortunately slipped through the cracks.

I have connected said google doc link below, but have no additional guidance to share at this time
outside of the link itself.  I've put in the request for context and we will send any information we
get as soon as it comes in, but I wanted to get this into your hands asap. If any questions are
apparent, please let me know and we can send up the chain.  

Is it possible to get this populated by midweek?  If not, please let me know a more
reasonable timeline.

Thanks,
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937

(b) (5) CIP



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Shultz, Gina
Cc: Bud Cribley; Cynthia Martinez; Sanchez Shaun; Gary Frazer; Kashyap Patel; Jerome Ford; Seth Mott; Noah

Matson
Subject: Re: SO 3349 Assignment from FWP
Date: Monday, May 21, 2018 3:27:32 PM

On phone with Maureen - she says last year's information is fine- please just cut and paste.

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:59 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
+ Jerome, Seth and Noah all of whom I believe worked on this last year.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:44 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
Background on this assignment will be most helpful.  

I thought that we completed this exercise last year when it was due.  I noticed that NPS's responses are all form
last year and do not see any updated information.

I prefer to find the information previously submitted to save resources and ensure consistency.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:18 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

We were tasked (on the sly, with a google doc link but no email) with a SO 3349 update last week with an
original due date of 5/16.  It unfortunately slipped through the cracks.

I have connected said google doc link below, but have no additional guidance to share at this time outside of the link
itself.  I've put in the request for context and we will send any information we get as soon as it comes in, but I wanted
to get this into your hands asap. If any questions are apparent, please let me know and we can send up the chain.  

Is it possible to get this populated by midweek?  If not, please let me know a more reasonable timeline.

Thanks,
Charisa

-- 

(b) (5) CIP



Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Mott, Seth
Cc: Shultz, Gina; Bud Cribley; Cynthia Martinez; Sanchez Shaun; Gary Frazer; Kashyap Patel; Jerome Ford; Noah

Matson
Subject: Re: SO 3349 Assignment from FWP
Date: Tuesday, May 22, 2018 8:57:59 AM

Thank you!

On Tue, May 22, 2018 at 9:49 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
I have updated the Google doc with the information that SA provided last year

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 4:26 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
On phone with Maureen - she says last year's information is fine- please just cut and paste.

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:59 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
+ Jerome, Seth and Noah all of whom I believe worked on this last year.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:44 PM, Shultz, Gina <gina_shultz@fws.gov> wrote:
Background on this assignment will be most helpful.  

I thought that we completed this exercise last year when it was due.  I noticed that NPS's responses are all
form last year and do not see any updated information.

I prefer to find the information previously submitted to save resources and ensure consistency.  

Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985

On Mon, May 21, 2018 at 3:18 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

Good afternoon-

We were tasked (on the sly, with a google doc link but no email) with a SO 3349 update last week with
an original due date of 5/16.  It unfortunately slipped through the cracks.

I have connected said google doc link below, but have no additional guidance to share at this time outside of the
link itself.  I've put in the request for context and we will send any information we get as soon as it comes in, but
I wanted to get this into your hands asap. If any questions are apparent, please let me know and we can send up
the chain.  

(b) (5) CIP



Is it possible to get this populated by midweek?  If not, please let me know a more reasonable
timeline.

Thanks,
Charisa

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For
urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937

(b) (5) 
CIP



From: Frazer, Gary
To: Jerome Ford
Cc: Stephen Guertin; Noah Matson; Mike J Johnson; Gina Shultz; Craig Aubrey; Jeff Newman
Subject: Re: SO 3349 Edited Draft
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 11:06:25 AM
Attachments: IndepedentEnergyDraft.4.20.17.jef AES edits.docx

The attached edits fill in the blank you left on the MMPA piece and modifies the CCAA piece.
-- GDF

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

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 8:19 AM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Team,

Please review your sections for accuracy.  After further guidance from
Casey regarding "tone", I deleted some text that should not detract
from your original message, but bring us closer to what folks are
looking for.  If I missed the mark or diluted an important fact, then
let me know.

Our deadline is fast approaching (noon) today.  Once we have the
content right, we will clean it up for presentation.

Thanks and it has been a joy working with you.

Jerome
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Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 12, 2017  

 
From: Jerome Ford, Assistant Director, Migratory Birds, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretarial 
Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretarial Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
 
Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 



 2 

 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g. 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
 
III.  Discussion 
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From: Martinez, Cynthia
To: Jerome Ford; Dan Patterson
Cc: Stephen Guertin; Frazer, Gary D; Noah Matson; Mike J Johnson; Shaun Sanchez
Subject: Re: SO 3349 Edited Draft
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 10:13:12 AM
Attachments: IndepedentEnergyDraft.4.20.17. (v1).docx

Jerome,

Attached are our changes to Section III.4..  Changes are in track changes.

Please let us know if you have any questions or need clarifications.

Thanks
Cynthia

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 8:19 AM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Team,

Please review your sections for accuracy.  After further guidance from
Casey regarding "tone", I deleted some text that should not detract
from your original message, but bring us closer to what folks are
looking for.  If I missed the mark or diluted an important fact, then
let me know.

Our deadline is fast approaching (noon) today.  Once we have the
content right, we will clean it up for presentation.

Thanks and it has been a joy working with you.

Jerome
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Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 12, 2017  

 
From: Jerome Ford, Assistant Director, Migratory Birds, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretarial 
Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretarial Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
 
Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
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Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g. 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Jerome Ford
Cc: Gary Frazer; Cynthia Martinez; Noah Matson; Mike J Johnson
Subject: Re: SO 3349 Edited Draft
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 7:29:30 AM

Thanks for the quick turnaround and we will all get you our comments ASAP.  Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 8:19 AM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Team,

Please review your sections for accuracy.  After further guidance from
Casey regarding "tone", I deleted some text that should not detract
from your original message, but bring us closer to what folks are
looking for.  If I missed the mark or diluted an important fact, then
let me know.

Our deadline is fast approaching (noon) today.  Once we have the
content right, we will clean it up for presentation.

Thanks and it has been a joy working with you.

Jerome



From: Jerome Ford
To: Frazer, Gary
Cc: Stephen Guertin; Noah Matson; Mike J Johnson; Gina Shultz; Craig Aubrey; Jeff Newman
Subject: Re: SO 3349 Edited Draft
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 11:12:07 AM

Thanks Gary.  We are trying to get those changes in before it goes to Casey.

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad

On Apr 20, 2017, at 12:06 PM, Frazer, Gary <gary_frazer@fws.gov> wrote:

The attached edits fill in the blank you left on the MMPA piece and modifies the
CCAA piece. -- GDF

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

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 8:19 AM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Team,

Please review your sections for accuracy.  After further guidance from
Casey regarding "tone", I deleted some text that should not detract
from your original message, but bring us closer to what folks are
looking for.  If I missed the mark or diluted an important fact, then
let me know.

Our deadline is fast approaching (noon) today.  Once we have the
content right, we will clean it up for presentation.

Thanks and it has been a joy working with you.

Jerome

<IndepedentEnergyDraft.4.20.17.jef AES edits.docx>



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Martinez, Cynthia
Cc: Stephen Guertin
Subject: Re: SO 3349 policy review of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights
Date: Tuesday, April 18, 2017 12:29:57 PM

Got it - sending it on - thank you, Cynthia!

On Tue, Apr 18, 2017 at 1:28 PM, Martinez, Cynthia <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov> wrote:
As requested, the electronic version of the BP.

Thanks,
Cynthia
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sanchez, Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, Apr 18, 2017 at 1:25 PM
Subject: Fwd: SO 3349 policy review of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Rupert, Jeff <jeff_rupert@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 14, 2017 at 9:21 AM
Subject: SO 3349 policy review of Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights
To: Shaun Sanchez <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, "Martinez, Cynthia T."
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>
Cc: Scott Covington <scott_covington@fws.gov>, Ella Wagener <ella_wagener@fws.gov>,
Shannon Smith <shannon_smith@fws.gov>, Aaron Mize <aaron_mize@fws.gov>

We are scheduled to brief AS-FWP Monday on the SO 3349 policy review of the Non-Federal Oil and Gas rule; please see
attached.

-- 
Jeff Rupert
Chief, Division of Natural Resources
703-358-2660

-- 
Shaun M. Sanchez
Deputy Chief
National Wildlife Refuge System
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
Office Phone:  703-358-2304
Cell:  702-533-9629
E-Mail: shaun_sanchez@fws.gov



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Patel, Kashyap
To: Morris, Charisa
Cc: Stephen Guertin; Donnise Hancock; Roslyn Sellars; Thomas Irwin
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Monday, May 21, 2018 1:44:34 PM
Attachments: 065545 Signed.pdf

I'm not sure if an answer made it back go Gary Lawkowski, but it looks like in DTS the memo
Gary talked about for SO 3349 was signed.

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 3:39 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
+ Donnise

I checked and could not find a final in DCN 65545 - Donnise, do you know if we may have
a final anywhere else?

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 2:08 PM, Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Can you check DTS. 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Lawkowski, Gary" <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: May 11, 2018 at 1:40:51 PM EDT
To: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Cc: Greg Sheehan <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: SO 3349

Is it possible to confirm whether this memo was signed/finalized?

Sincerely,

Gary Lawkowski

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:36 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Martinez, Cynthia <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:05 AM
Subject: Re: SO 3349
To: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Cc: Bud Cribley <bud_cribley@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina
Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris
<charisa_morris@fws.gov>



Steve,

Attached is the response prepared in April 2017 to SO 3349  “Management of
Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016)." that was
submitted into DTS on April 24, 2017, and I believe signed by the Directors
office on April 25, 2017.

Please let me know if you need anything else.

Thanks
Cynthia

Chief
National Wildlife Refuge System
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 5:15 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Can we get an update on this deliverable from SO 3349?  Thanks.  Steve

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith"
<paul_smith@nps.gov>, "Sheehan, Gregory"
<greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with
some past Secretary's Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached)
asked the Directors of the National Park Service and Fish and
Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the following rules and
report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and
Parks on whether the rule is fully consistent with the
President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,”
81 Fed. Reg. 77972 (Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81
Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016).



Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



-- 
Kashyap Patel@fws.gov | acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
| 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-4923 | Txt/Cell: 703-638-4640













From: Hammond, Casey
To: Morris, Charisa
Cc: Lawkowski, Gary; Donnise Hancock; Robert Howarth; Jim Kurth; Guertin, Stephen; Greg Sheehan
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Monday, May 14, 2018 9:50:43 AM

I believe that is the correct version.  

Casey Hammond
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Land and Minerals Management
Department of the Interior

On Mon, May 14, 2018 at 10:34 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Cynthia's attachment, attached.

On Mon, May 14, 2018 at 10:24 AM, Hammond, Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Charisa is right.  I don't have cynthia's attachment, but I could quickly tell you if it was the final or not.  

Casey Hammond
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Land and Minerals Management
Department of the Interior

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 4:04 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
+ Donnise, Rob, Casey, and Jim

An important note about the history of this document.  I am relatively certain that a draft
version of this document was leaked to the media, that Casey Hammond had pulled it
before distribution (but after Jim's signature) to rewrite, and that an actual final revised
version never saw the light of day.  If this recollection is close to accurate, Casey and
Jim may have more details.

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 4:00 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Signed version, attached.

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 1:40 PM, Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Is it possible to confirm whether this memo was signed/finalized?

Sincerely,

Gary Lawkowski

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:36 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
wrote:

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



From: Martinez, Cynthia <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:05 AM
Subject: Re: SO 3349
To: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Cc: Bud Cribley <bud_cribley@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>

Steve,

Attached is the response prepared in April 2017 to SO 3349  “Management of Non-
Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016)." that was submitted into
DTS on April 24, 2017, and I believe signed by the Directors office on April 25,
2017.

Please let me know if you need anything else.

Thanks
Cynthia

Chief
National Wildlife Refuge System
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 5:15 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
wrote:

Can we get an update on this deliverable from SO 3349?  Thanks.  Steve

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith"
<paul_smith@nps.gov>, "Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past
Secretary's Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors
of the National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively,
to review the following rules and report to the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks on whether the rule is fully
consistent with the President’s policy:
 



NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed.
Reg. 77972 (Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed.
Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For
urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Hammond, Casey
Cc: Lawkowski, Gary; Donnise Hancock; Robert Howarth; Jim Kurth; Guertin, Stephen; Greg Sheehan
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Monday, May 14, 2018 9:35:17 AM
Attachments: 065545 Non-Fed Oil Gas Activities ch edits 5.2 (6).docx

NTR OG Final Rule Response EO-SO 4.24.17 (2).docx

Cynthia's attachment, attached.

On Mon, May 14, 2018 at 10:24 AM, Hammond, Casey <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Charisa is right.  I don't have cynthia's attachment, but I could quickly tell you if it was the final or not.  

Casey Hammond
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Land and Minerals Management
Department of the Interior

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 4:04 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
+ Donnise, Rob, Casey, and Jim

An important note about the history of this document.  I am relatively certain that a draft
version of this document was leaked to the media, that Casey Hammond had pulled it
before distribution (but after Jim's signature) to rewrite, and that an actual final revised
version never saw the light of day.  If this recollection is close to accurate, Casey and Jim
may have more details.

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 4:00 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Signed version, attached.

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 1:40 PM, Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
wrote:

Is it possible to confirm whether this memo was signed/finalized?

Sincerely,

Gary Lawkowski

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:36 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Martinez, Cynthia <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:05 AM
Subject: Re: SO 3349
To: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Cc: Bud Cribley <bud_cribley@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz
<Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>



Steve,

Attached is the response prepared in April 2017 to SO 3349  “Management of Non-
Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016)." that was submitted into
DTS on April 24, 2017, and I believe signed by the Directors office on April 25,
2017.

Please let me know if you need anything else.

Thanks
Cynthia

Chief
National Wildlife Refuge System
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 5:15 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
wrote:

Can we get an update on this deliverable from SO 3349?  Thanks.  Steve

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith"
<paul_smith@nps.gov>, "Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past
Secretary's Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of
the National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to
review the following rules and report to the Assistant Secretary for
Fish and Wildlife and Parks on whether the rule is fully consistent
with the President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed.
Reg. 77972 (Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg.
79948 (Nov. 14, 2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?



Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For
urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 



Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



 

 
 
 
In Reply Refer To: 
FWS/ANRS/065545 
 
 
To:      Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From:       Director 
 
Subject: Response to the deliverable Section 5.c. (iv) of Secretary’s Order 3349 – “American 

Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
In 1960, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) first promulgated regulations to govern the 
exercise of non-Federal mineral rights on lands and waters in the National Wildlife Refuge System 
(NWRS). These regulations lacked a specific consistent process for providing operators access and use 
of refuge surface to conduct operations while also minimizing impacts to refuge resources and uses. 
Reports from the Government Accountability Office (2003 and 2007) and the Office of Inspector 
General (2015) identified these deficiencies in the Service management of non-Federal oil and gas 
operations and recommended promulgating regulations to clarify and improve the process. In 2013, the 
Service began a rulemaking effort to resolve these deficiencies that culminated in the finalization of the 
oil and gas rule (Rule) entitled, “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016). 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order (EO) entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” instructed the Secretary of the Interior to review the Service’s Rule to ensure it is 
consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of the EO. 
 
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Secretary’s Order (SO) 3349, “American Energy 
Independence,” which required the Service to conduct a policy review, within 21 days of the SO, of the 
Rule and report on whether the Rule is fully consistent with that policy. 
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**NOTE TO REVIEWERS** 
 

• The purpose of this package is to transmit our response to Secretarial Order 3349 
ensuring consistency of the National Wildlife Refuge System Revision of Regulations (50 
CFR 29D) Governing Non-Federal Oil and Gas Activities with the policy outlined in 
Executive Order of March 28, 2017. 
 

•  
 

 
 
 

 
CONTACT: 

 
Scott Covington (Division of Natural Resources & Conservation Planning) 

(703) 358-2427 or scott_covington@fws.gov 
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Lawkowski, Gary
Cc: Guertin, Stephen; Greg Sheehan
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Friday, May 11, 2018 3:01:21 PM
Attachments: 2631 170426104300 001 (1).pdf

Signed version, attached.

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 1:40 PM, Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Is it possible to confirm whether this memo was signed/finalized?

Sincerely,

Gary Lawkowski

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:36 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Martinez, Cynthia <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>
Date: Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:05 AM
Subject: Re: SO 3349
To: "Guertin, Stephen" <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Cc: Bud Cribley <bud_cribley@fws.gov>, Sanchez Shaun <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>,
Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Charisa
Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>

Steve,

Attached is the response prepared in April 2017 to SO 3349  “Management of Non-Federal Oil
and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016)." that was submitted into DTS on April 24,
2017, and I believe signed by the Directors office on April 25, 2017.

Please let me know if you need anything else.

Thanks
Cynthia

Chief
National Wildlife Refuge System
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 5:15 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:
Can we get an update on this deliverable from SO 3349?  Thanks.  Steve



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith"
<paul_smith@nps.gov>, "Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past
Secretary's Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of the
National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the
following rules and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife
and Parks on whether the rule is fully consistent with the President’s
policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg.
77972 (Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948
(Nov. 14, 2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &



Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937













From: chris powell@nps.gov on behalf of Smith, Paul (Dan)
To: Lawkowski, Gary
Cc: Susan Combs; Sheehan, Gregory
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Friday, May 11, 2018 9:59:14 AM
Attachments: ACFrOgC9VezmEx9bOKF2r8G8p0HHmmG8faQUzEig09 0CzlAnoViAs8ZiJ3eHMAaD 3LVgnjzOBiaW-

OGNRWzIZOYBUV9uP6mq3oECh43UjKV6CIbsgF-NJyToZqjAk=.pdf

Gary,

Attached are the NPS comments that we sent back up on April 26, 2017, on SO 3349.  Please
let us know if you have questions or need 
additional information. 

Chris

On Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM, Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past Secretary's
Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of the National Park
Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the following rules and
report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks on whether the rule
is fully consistent with the President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 77972
(Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov.
14, 2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340



1

Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks

Date: April 26, 2017 

From: Herbert C. Frost, Acting Deputy Director, Operations, National Park Service

Telephone: 202-208-3818

Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(c)(iii) of Secretarial 
Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence” 

I. Introduction
This memorandum serves as the report from the National Park Service (NPS) on the review of 
the consistency of the final rule entitled “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas 
Rights” with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the March 28, 2017 Presidential Executive Order 
entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth.”

II. Background
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled "Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth" directed agency heads to review “all existing regulations, orders, guidance 
documents, policies, and any other similar actions…that potentially burden the development or 
use of domestically produced energy resources….”  
  
 On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
directed the NPS to review the final rule entitled, “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and 
Gas Rights,” and report on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 
1 of the Executive Order.

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 

(b) (5) 
DPP



2

 

 
 
 

 

  
 

 

 
 

  
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 

(b) (5) DPP



3

  
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

(b) (5) DPP



4

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Martinez, Cynthia
Cc: Bud Cribley; Sanchez Shaun; Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz; Charisa Morris
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Friday, May 11, 2018 8:35:46 AM

thanks!

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 9:05 AM, Martinez, Cynthia <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov> wrote:
Steve,

Attached is the response prepared in April 2017 to SO 3349  “Management of Non-Federal Oil
and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016)." that was submitted into DTS on April 24,
2017, and I believe signed by the Directors office on April 25, 2017.

Please let me know if you need anything else.

Thanks
Cynthia

Chief
National Wildlife Refuge System
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

On Fri, May 11, 2018 at 5:15 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:
Can we get an update on this deliverable from SO 3349?  Thanks.  Steve

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith"
<paul_smith@nps.gov>, "Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past Secretary's
Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of the National Park
Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the following rules
and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks on
whether the rule is fully consistent with the President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg.
77972 (Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948



(Nov. 14, 2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Shaun Sanchez
To: Guertin, Stephen
Cc: Bud Cribley; Cynthia Martinez; Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz; Charisa Morris
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Friday, May 11, 2018 6:52:50 AM

Yup, we’re on it.

Shaun

Sent from my iPhone

On May 11, 2018, at 5:15 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Can we get an update on this deliverable from SO 3349?  Thanks.  Steve

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith"
<paul_smith@nps.gov>, "Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past
Secretary's Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of
the National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to
review the following rules and report to the Assistant Secretary for
Fish and Wildlife and Parks on whether the rule is fully consistent
with the President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed.
Reg. 77972 (Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg.
79948 (Nov. 14, 2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov



202-208-7340

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Sheehan, Greg
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, May 10, 2018 4:20:45 PM

Sure thing!

On Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:17 PM, Sheehan, Greg <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov> wrote:
Charisa,

This is along the lines of the email I sent a little earlier.  Can you please track this down as
well.

Thanks

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Lawkowski, Gary <gary_lawkowski@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Thu, May 10, 2018 at 5:13 PM
Subject: SO 3349
To: Susan Combs <susan_combs@ios.doi.gov>, "Paul (Dan) Smith"
<paul_smith@nps.gov>, "Sheehan, Gregory" <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past Secretary's
Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of the National Park
Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the following rules and
report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks on whether the rule
is fully consistent with the President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 77972
(Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov.
14, 2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340



-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240
Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Jerome Ford
Cc: Patterson, Dan
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 11:37:48 AM

Thank you so much!  Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 12:32 PM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Thank you. 

Steve - we are done.  Please take the handoff.

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad

On Apr 20, 2017, at 12:30 PM, Patterson, Dan <dan_patterson@fws.gov> wrote:

Okay.

Made Steve's changes -- removed date b/c I figured it would be date-
stamped once signed; also it was 8 direct actions and "5" additional
actions (we had 4).

Also reflects late edits from ES.

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 12:17 PM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
wrote:

Yep.

Dan has included.

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad

On Apr 20, 2017, at 12:16 PM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:



And I see you also just got late breaking edits from ES.  Thanks. 
Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 12:06 PM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Thanks, the content looks good.

Please rework to say:

To:  Deputy Secretary
Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
From:  Director

And change to "eight" the number we have identified on top of
page 2 (it says "seven" actions).

Thanks and email me the final final final version.  

Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 11:55 AM, Patterson, Dan
<dan_patterson@fws.gov> wrote:

Steve,

Attached is a clean draft of our preliminary response to
SO 3349.

DP

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 11:03 AM, Guertin, Stephen
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

The document is looking good and reflects the
conversation we had with the political team Tuesday.  Pls
send me the final once it ready to go and I will send it up
the line to them ..... they could very well have further edits
but that is their purview.  Thanks!  Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 10:47 AM, Patterson, Dan
<dan_patterson@fws.gov> wrote:

Steve,

Just left a VM for you about wanting to touch base
on SO 3349. Our draft is nearly ready -- waiting on
some language from Refuges and a quick check-in
with Gary. 

Did you have any edits you'd like incorporated? If
so, please send them my way. Also, once we have
a clean, final version of the draft, do you want to



move it to Casey or should we do it?

Thanks,
DP

-- 

DAN PATTERSON
Chief, Branch of Program Support
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: MB
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
w. 703-358-2630 
c.  571-357-0347

-- 

DAN PATTERSON
Chief, Branch of Program Support
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: MB
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
w. 703-358-2630 
c.  571-357-0347

-- 

DAN PATTERSON
Chief, Branch of Program Support
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: MB
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803



w. 703-358-2630 
c.  571-357-0347

<FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx>



From: Jerome Ford
To: Guertin, Stephen
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 10:34:15 AM

Roger that!

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad

On Apr 20, 2017, at 11:31 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

Standing by to stand by!

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 11:30 AM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
wrote:

One more edit needed on the Marine Mammal piece and it will be ready for
your review.

Stand by.

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad

On Apr 20, 2017, at 11:03 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
wrote:

The document is looking good and reflects the conversation we had
with the political team Tuesday.  Pls send me the final once it ready
to go and I will send it up the line to them ..... they could very well
have further edits but that is their purview.  Thanks!  Steve

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 10:47 AM, Patterson, Dan
<dan_patterson@fws.gov> wrote:

Steve,

Just left a VM for you about wanting to touch base on SO



3349. Our draft is nearly ready -- waiting on some language
from Refuges and a quick check-in with Gary. 

Did you have any edits you'd like incorporated? If so,
please send them my way. Also, once we have a clean,
final version of the draft, do you want to move it to Casey or
should we do it?

Thanks,
DP

-- 

DAN PATTERSON
Chief, Branch of Program Support
Migratory Bird Program

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE HEADQUARTERS
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: MB
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
w. 703-358-2630 
c.  571-357-0347



From: Hildebrandt, Betsy
To: Kodis, Martin
Cc: Matthew Huggler
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, April 6, 2017 4:07:57 PM

Thanks Marty.  Figured we'd see these kinds of matters ... mitigation, seemingly arbitrary
buffer-type restrictions, etc.  Very helpful to see specifics.  Should be helpful to Jerome/Noah
effort

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 5:05 PM, Kodis, Martin <martin kodis@fws.gov> wrote:

 

 

 

Marty

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 12:38 PM, Hildebrandt, Betsy <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov> wrote:
Marty we don't need to go into quite this detail ... would be good for us to flag for Jerome
and Noah some areas to pay special attention to.
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Matson, Noah <noah_matson@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 11:41 AM
Subject: Re: SO 3349
To: "Ford, Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Cc: "gary_frazer@fws.gov" <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, David Hoskins <david_hoskins@fws.gov>, "Kurth, Jim"
<jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt
<betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, "Johnson,
Mike J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, John Schmerfeld <John_Schmerfeld@fws.gov>,
David Miko <david_miko@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Shaun
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Sanchez <shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>

All,

As Jerome stated, I am coordinating responding to Section 5c(v) of Secretarial Order
3349, American Energy Independence, issued March 29, 2017.

 

Section 5c(v) states:

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy
Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all
existing Departmental Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially
burden (as that terms is defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.[1]) the
development or utilization of domestically produced energy resources, with
particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources.

 

According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic
Growth,” (issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are
mandated by law, necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth
in section 1 of this order.”

 

To comply with Section 5c(v) of S.O. 3349, we are requesting each program to fill in
the attached Google Sheets spreadsheet with the following information by Monday
4/10/2017 COB:

Please have your program leads fill out the spreadsheet.  

Instructions for filling out the spreadsheet:

Authority: I have identified the following authorities that interact with energy
development in some way:

·      Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act

·      Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act

·      Endangered Species Act

·      Federal Power Act
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·      Marine Mammal Protection Act

·      Migratory Bird Treaty Act

·      National Environmental Policy Act

·      National Wildlife Refuge Administration Act

·      Wilderness Act

 

These statutes generally govern administration of lands and waters within the National
Wildlife Refuge System, mandate requirements over take of covered species (regardless of
land ownership), or include fish and wildlife requirements for hydropower development.
Many of these statutes prohibit covered activities unless the Service expressly authorizes
them.

 

If your program works under additional statutes that guide FWS interaction with energy
development, please list them.

 

Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations,
orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. Consider
Actions that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. An
exception may be a single action with large-scale and precedential effects, for example,
we may consider the multi-state wind energy-related HCPs to be an Agency Action. For
the current request limit your response to those Agency Actions that the energy industry
has communicated it views as burdensome (see below), with an emphasis on Actions that
have received national level communications.

 

Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail,
or otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization,
transmission, or delivery of energy resources.” Industry is in the best position to judge
whether they perceive a particular Agency Action as a burden. For the identified Agency
Action, please summarize (1-2 sentences) industry stated concerns as communicated in
written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise.

 

Mandated by law:  Summarize how the Agency Action is related to law, including
whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation.

 

Public Interest: State what the public interest is as defined in statute, e.g. endangered



species, eagles, etc. Describe whether and why the Action is necessary for the public
interest and how we arrived at that conclusion.

 

Positive examples: Describe an example of how FWS has reduced burden to the energy
industry in the context of the identified Action. The example can be at the project level or
policy level (e.g. changes in regulations, policy, or guidance in response to industry
concerns).

[1] The Executive Order defines “burden” as to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization,
transmission, or delivery of energy resources.

Thanks!

Noah Matson
Policy Advisor, Migratory Birds
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah_matson@fws.gov
(202) 208-4331

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 7:53 AM, Ford, Jerome <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Team,

Noah Matson will be contacting you are your designated staff to regroup on the subject
assignment.  I have a new approach which should allow us a chance to address the SO. 
This approach will require you to self-identify 2-3 actions (discretionary policies,
advisory guidance, etc.) that have been noted as burdensome.  Such feedback may have
come to you via public comments during the publication of proposed or final regulations
or incoming an letter from an interested entity.  

Additionally, I would like to include in the FWS response 2-3 perceived burdensome
actions that are clearly necessary and have enabled excellent conservation for critters
and provide a great benefit to the American public. 

Please be advised and alert your staff that Noah will provide detailed instructions later
this morning with deadlines.  Unfortunately, the deadlines will be rather short since we
will need to provide an update by next Wednesday.

Thank you for your anticipated understanding, patience and cooperation.  Enjoy your
day and make the best of it.

-- 
Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program
FWS Aviation Executive



202-208-1050
jerome_ford@fws.gov

-- 
Betsy Hildebrandt
Assistant Director - External Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov
202-208-5256

-- 
Martin Kodis 
Chief, Division of Congressional and Legislative Affairs 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041

703-358-2241 ph
703-358-2245 fax

-- 
Betsy Hildebrandt
Assistant Director - External Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov
202-208-5256



From: Matson, Noah
To: Schmerfeld, John
Cc: David Hoskins; David Miko
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, April 6, 2017 12:54:36 PM

Lucky you!
I figured. Thanks
Noah

Noah Matson
Policy Advisor, Migratory Birds
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah matson@fws.gov
(202) 208-4331

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 12:55 PM, Schmerfeld, John <john_schmerfeld@fws.gov> wrote:
Hey Noah,
I checked and FAC does not have oil/gas development on any hatchery property.  Nor does
FAC perform any regulatory function that might  "...burden  the development or utilization
of  domestically-produced energy resources...".
js

John Schmerfeld
Deputy AD
Fish and Aquatic Conservation
703/358-2332

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 11:41 AM, Matson, Noah <noah_matson@fws.gov> wrote:
All,

As Jerome stated, I am coordinating responding to Section 5c(v) of Secretarial Order
3349, American Energy Independence, issued March 29, 2017.

 

Section 5c(v) states:

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy
Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all
existing Departmental Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially
burden (as that terms is defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.[1]) the
development or utilization of domestically produced energy resources, with
particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources.

 

According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic
Growth,” (issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are



mandated by law, necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth
in section 1 of this order.”

 

To comply with Section 5c(v) of S.O. 3349, we are requesting each program to fill in
the attached Google Sheets spreadsheet with the following information by Monday
4/10/2017 COB:

Please have your program leads fill out the spreadsheet.  

Instructions for filling out the spreadsheet:

Authority: I have identified the following authorities that interact with energy
development in some way:

·      Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act

·      Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act

·      Endangered Species Act

·      Federal Power Act

·      Marine Mammal Protection Act

·      Migratory Bird Treaty Act

·      National Environmental Policy Act

·      National Wildlife Refuge Administration Act

·      Wilderness Act

 

These statutes generally govern administration of lands and waters within the National
Wildlife Refuge System, mandate requirements over take of covered species (regardless of
land ownership), or include fish and wildlife requirements for hydropower development.
Many of these statutes prohibit covered activities unless the Service expressly authorizes
them.

 

If your program works under additional statutes that guide FWS interaction with energy
development, please list them.
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Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations,
orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. Consider
Actions that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. An
exception may be a single action with large-scale and precedential effects, for example,
we may consider the multi-state wind energy-related HCPs to be an Agency Action. For
the current request limit your response to those Agency Actions that the energy industry
has communicated it views as burdensome (see below), with an emphasis on Actions that
have received national level communications.

 

Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail,
or otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization,
transmission, or delivery of energy resources.” Industry is in the best position to judge
whether they perceive a particular Agency Action as a burden. For the identified Agency
Action, please summarize (1-2 sentences) industry stated concerns as communicated in
written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise.

 

Mandated by law:  Summarize how the Agency Action is related to law, including
whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation.

 

Public Interest: State what the public interest is as defined in statute, e.g. endangered
species, eagles, etc. Describe whether and why the Action is necessary for the public
interest and how we arrived at that conclusion.

 

Positive examples: Describe an example of how FWS has reduced burden to the energy
industry in the context of the identified Action. The example can be at the project level or
policy level (e.g. changes in regulations, policy, or guidance in response to industry
concerns).

[1] The Executive Order defines “burden” as to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization,
transmission, or delivery of energy resources.

Thanks!

Noah Matson
Policy Advisor, Migratory Birds
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah_matson@fws.gov
(202) 208-4331



On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 7:53 AM, Ford, Jerome <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Team,

Noah Matson will be contacting you are your designated staff to regroup on the subject
assignment.  I have a new approach which should allow us a chance to address the SO. 
This approach will require you to self-identify 2-3 actions (discretionary policies,
advisory guidance, etc.) that have been noted as burdensome.  Such feedback may have
come to you via public comments during the publication of proposed or final regulations
or incoming an letter from an interested entity.  

Additionally, I would like to include in the FWS response 2-3 perceived burdensome
actions that are clearly necessary and have enabled excellent conservation for critters
and provide a great benefit to the American public. 

Please be advised and alert your staff that Noah will provide detailed instructions later
this morning with deadlines.  Unfortunately, the deadlines will be rather short since we
will need to provide an update by next Wednesday.

Thank you for your anticipated understanding, patience and cooperation.  Enjoy your
day and make the best of it.

-- 
Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program
FWS Aviation Executive
202-208-1050
jerome_ford@fws.gov



From: Kodis, Martin
To: Hildebrandt, Betsy
Cc: Matthew Huggler
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, April 6, 2017 12:23:07 PM

We're looking.  I should have something (or confirmation of nothing there) today.

Marty

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 12:38 PM, Hildebrandt, Betsy <betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov> wrote:
Marty we don't need to go into quite this detail ... would be good for us to flag for Jerome
and Noah some areas to pay special attention to.
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Matson, Noah <noah_matson@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 11:41 AM
Subject: Re: SO 3349
To: "Ford, Jerome" <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Cc: "gary_frazer@fws.gov" <gary_frazer@fws.gov>, Cynthia Martinez
<cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, David Hoskins <david_hoskins@fws.gov>, "Kurth, Jim"
<jim_kurth@fws.gov>, Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Betsy Hildebrandt
<betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov>, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, "Johnson, Mike
J" <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, John Schmerfeld <John_Schmerfeld@fws.gov>, David
Miko <david_miko@fws.gov>, Gina Shultz <Gina_Shultz@fws.gov>, Shaun Sanchez
<shaun_sanchez@fws.gov>

All,

As Jerome stated, I am coordinating responding to Section 5c(v) of Secretarial Order 3349,
American Energy Independence, issued March 29, 2017.

 

Section 5c(v) states:

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy
Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing
Departmental Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden
(as that terms is defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.[1]) the development or
utilization of domestically produced energy resources, with particular attention
to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources.

 

According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic
Growth,” (issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are
mandated by law, necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in
section 1 of this order.”

 



To comply with Section 5c(v) of S.O. 3349, we are requesting each program to fill in
the attached Google Sheets spreadsheet with the following information by Monday
4/10/2017 COB:

Please have your program leads fill out the spreadsheet.  

Instructions for filling out the spreadsheet:

Authority: I have identified the following authorities that interact with energy development
in some way:

·      Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act

·      Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act

·      Endangered Species Act

·      Federal Power Act

·      Marine Mammal Protection Act

·      Migratory Bird Treaty Act

·      National Environmental Policy Act

·      National Wildlife Refuge Administration Act

·      Wilderness Act

 

These statutes generally govern administration of lands and waters within the National
Wildlife Refuge System, mandate requirements over take of covered species (regardless of
land ownership), or include fish and wildlife requirements for hydropower development.
Many of these statutes prohibit covered activities unless the Service expressly authorizes
them.

 

If your program works under additional statutes that guide FWS interaction with energy
development, please list them.

 

Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations,
orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. Consider
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Actions that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. An
exception may be a single action with large-scale and precedential effects, for example, we
may consider the multi-state wind energy-related HCPs to be an Agency Action. For the
current request limit your response to those Agency Actions that the energy industry has
communicated it views as burdensome (see below), with an emphasis on Actions that have
received national level communications.

 

Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization,
transmission, or delivery of energy resources.” Industry is in the best position to judge
whether they perceive a particular Agency Action as a burden. For the identified Agency
Action, please summarize (1-2 sentences) industry stated concerns as communicated in
written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise.

 

Mandated by law:  Summarize how the Agency Action is related to law, including whether
the Action is specifically called for in legislation.

 

Public Interest: State what the public interest is as defined in statute, e.g. endangered
species, eagles, etc. Describe whether and why the Action is necessary for the public interest
and how we arrived at that conclusion.

 

Positive examples: Describe an example of how FWS has reduced burden to the energy
industry in the context of the identified Action. The example can be at the project level or
policy level (e.g. changes in regulations, policy, or guidance in response to industry
concerns).

[1] The Executive Order defines “burden” as to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization,
transmission, or delivery of energy resources.

Thanks!

Noah Matson
Policy Advisor, Migratory Birds
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah_matson@fws.gov
(202) 208-4331

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 7:53 AM, Ford, Jerome <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Team,

Noah Matson will be contacting you are your designated staff to regroup on the subject



assignment.  I have a new approach which should allow us a chance to address the SO. 
This approach will require you to self-identify 2-3 actions (discretionary policies, advisory
guidance, etc.) that have been noted as burdensome.  Such feedback may have come to
you via public comments during the publication of proposed or final regulations or
incoming an letter from an interested entity.  

Additionally, I would like to include in the FWS response 2-3 perceived burdensome
actions that are clearly necessary and have enabled excellent conservation for critters and
provide a great benefit to the American public. 

Please be advised and alert your staff that Noah will provide detailed instructions later this
morning with deadlines.  Unfortunately, the deadlines will be rather short since we will
need to provide an update by next Wednesday.

Thank you for your anticipated understanding, patience and cooperation.  Enjoy your day
and make the best of it.

-- 
Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program
FWS Aviation Executive
202-208-1050
jerome_ford@fws.gov

-- 
Betsy Hildebrandt
Assistant Director - External Affairs
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov
202-208-5256

-- 
Martin Kodis 
Chief, Division of Congressional and Legislative Affairs 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041

703-358-2241 ph
703-358-2245 fax



From: Matson, Noah
To: Ford, Jerome
Cc: gary frazer@fws.gov; Cynthia Martinez; David Hoskins; Kurth, Jim; Stephen Guertin; Betsy Hildebrandt; Charisa

Morris; Johnson, Mike J; John Schmerfeld; David Miko; Gina Shultz; Shaun Sanchez
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, April 6, 2017 10:41:35 AM

All,

As Jerome stated, I am coordinating responding to Section 5c(v) of Secretarial Order 3349,
American Energy Independence, issued March 29, 2017.

 

Section 5c(v) states:

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy
Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing
Departmental Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as
that terms is defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.[1]) the development or
utilization of domestically produced energy resources, with particular attention to
the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources.

 

According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,”
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by
law, necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of
this order.”

 

To comply with Section 5c(v) of S.O. 3349, we are requesting each program to fill in the
attached Google Sheets spreadsheet with the following information by Monday 4/10/2017
COB:

Please have your program leads fill out the spreadsheet.  

Instructions for filling out the spreadsheet:

Authority: I have identified the following authorities that interact with energy development in
some way:

·      Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act

·      Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act

(b) (5) CIP



·      Endangered Species Act

·      Federal Power Act

·      Marine Mammal Protection Act

·      Migratory Bird Treaty Act

·      National Environmental Policy Act

·      National Wildlife Refuge Administration Act

·      Wilderness Act

 

These statutes generally govern administration of lands and waters within the National
Wildlife Refuge System, mandate requirements over take of covered species (regardless of
land ownership), or include fish and wildlife requirements for hydropower development.
Many of these statutes prohibit covered activities unless the Service expressly authorizes
them.

 

If your program works under additional statutes that guide FWS interaction with energy
development, please list them.

 

Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders,
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. Consider Actions that are
“policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. An exception may be a
single action with large-scale and precedential effects, for example, we may consider the
multi-state wind energy-related HCPs to be an Agency Action. For the current request limit
your response to those Agency Actions that the energy industry has communicated it views as
burdensome (see below), with an emphasis on Actions that have received national level
communications.

 

Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization,
transmission, or delivery of energy resources.” Industry is in the best position to judge whether
they perceive a particular Agency Action as a burden. For the identified Agency Action,
please summarize (1-2 sentences) industry stated concerns as communicated in written
comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise.

 

Mandated by law:  Summarize how the Agency Action is related to law, including whether
the Action is specifically called for in legislation.



 

Public Interest: State what the public interest is as defined in statute, e.g. endangered species,
eagles, etc. Describe whether and why the Action is necessary for the public interest and how
we arrived at that conclusion.

 

Positive examples: Describe an example of how FWS has reduced burden to the energy
industry in the context of the identified Action. The example can be at the project level or
policy level (e.g. changes in regulations, policy, or guidance in response to industry concerns).

[1] The Executive Order defines “burden” as to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization,
transmission, or delivery of energy resources.

Thanks!

Noah Matson
Policy Advisor, Migratory Birds
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah matson@fws.gov
(202) 208-4331

On Thu, Apr 6, 2017 at 7:53 AM, Ford, Jerome <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
Team,

Noah Matson will be contacting you are your designated staff to regroup on the subject
assignment.  I have a new approach which should allow us a chance to address the SO.  This
approach will require you to self-identify 2-3 actions (discretionary policies, advisory
guidance, etc.) that have been noted as burdensome.  Such feedback may have come to you
via public comments during the publication of proposed or final regulations or incoming an
letter from an interested entity.  

Additionally, I would like to include in the FWS response 2-3 perceived burdensome actions
that are clearly necessary and have enabled excellent conservation for critters and provide a
great benefit to the American public. 

Please be advised and alert your staff that Noah will provide detailed instructions later this
morning with deadlines.  Unfortunately, the deadlines will be rather short since we will need
to provide an update by next Wednesday.

Thank you for your anticipated understanding, patience and cooperation.  Enjoy your day
and make the best of it.

-- 
Jerome Ford



Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program
FWS Aviation Executive
202-208-1050
jerome_ford@fws.gov



From: Jerome Ford
To: David Hoskins
Cc: noah matson@fws.gov; John Schmerfeld; David Miko
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, April 6, 2017 8:38:07 AM

Will do and thank you David.

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

On Apr 6, 2017, at 9:19 AM, David Hoskins <david_hoskins@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Jerome -

I am out next week.  Please send request to John and Dave with cc to me.

Thanks

David

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 6, 2017, at 7:53 AM, Ford, Jerome <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:

Team,

Noah Matson will be contacting you are your designated staff to
regroup on the subject assignment.  I have a new approach which
should allow us a chance to address the SO.  This approach will
require you to self-identify 2-3 actions (discretionary policies,
advisory guidance, etc.) that have been noted as burdensome.  Such
feedback may have come to you via public comments during the
publication of proposed or final regulations or incoming an letter
from an interested entity.  

Additionally, I would like to include in the FWS response 2-3
perceived burdensome actions that are clearly necessary and have
enabled excellent conservation for critters and provide a great benefit
to the American public. 

Please be advised and alert your staff that Noah will provide detailed
instructions later this morning with deadlines.  Unfortunately, the
deadlines will be rather short since we will need to provide an update
by next Wednesday.

Thank you for your anticipated understanding, patience and
cooperation.  Enjoy your day and make the best of it.



-- 
Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Bird Program
FWS Aviation Executive
202-208-1050
jerome_ford@fws.gov



From: Mott, Seth
To: Jason Goldberg
Subject: Re: SO 3349
Date: Tuesday, May 22, 2018 8:07:32 AM

thanks

On Tue, May 22, 2018 at 9:04 AM, Jason Goldberg <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth,

Our response to SO 3349 is attached.  I've also saved this file with other references in Z:\CC
Policy\EO 13783 and SO 3349.

Please let me know if I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969 
seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



From: Noah Matson
To: Morris, Charisa
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, May 23, 2018 2:45:32 PM

Actually, this doc was only the refuge response to the Oil and gas rule. There was another
memo I coordinated that Jerome sent to Steve who was them going to get it to Casey /ASFWP.
That memo responded to other portions of the SO and that’s the one not in DTS as far as I can
tell. I’m wondering if it was just handed to Casey or emailed to him. 

Sent from my iPhone

On May 23, 2018, at 3:02 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:58 AM
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome
Actions
To: "Rushing, Anya" <anya_rushing@fws.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Signed version attached, FYC.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:56 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

You're right! Final was in DTS (attached) - I just compared it to the signed
version and they appear identical.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:50 AM, Rushing, Anya <anya_rushing@fws.gov>
wrote:

No, unless it was updated to DTS. 

Anya Rushing
Biological Analyst and Briefing Book Lead
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1849 C. Street NW, Room 3351
Washington, DC
202-273-3288

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:48 AM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

This is the latest I have (6 days old).  Anya, do you have a more recent
version?



---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 1:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially
Burdensome Actions
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Anya Rushing
<anya_rushing@fws.gov>

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J
Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson
<noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan Patterson
<dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially
Burdensome Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to
thank you and your staff for providing information and your
comprehensive review this morning.  I am hopeful that our
product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC



20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

<2631_170426104300_001.pdf>



From: Noah Matson
To: Morris, Charisa
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, May 23, 2018 2:32:05 PM

Ps. What was the DCN?

Sent from my iPhone

On May 23, 2018, at 3:02 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:58 AM
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome
Actions
To: "Rushing, Anya" <anya_rushing@fws.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Signed version attached, FYC.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:56 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
wrote:

You're right! Final was in DTS (attached) - I just compared it to the signed
version and they appear identical.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:50 AM, Rushing, Anya <anya_rushing@fws.gov>
wrote:

No, unless it was updated to DTS. 

Anya Rushing
Biological Analyst and Briefing Book Lead
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1849 C. Street NW, Room 3351
Washington, DC
202-273-3288

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:48 AM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

This is the latest I have (6 days old).  Anya, do you have a more recent
version?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 1:16 PM



Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially
Burdensome Actions
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Anya Rushing
<anya_rushing@fws.gov>

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J
Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson
<noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan Patterson
<dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially
Burdensome Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to
thank you and your staff for providing information and your
comprehensive review this morning.  I am hopeful that our
product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

<2631_170426104300_001.pdf>



From: Matson, Noah
To: Charisa Morris (charisa morris@fws.gov)
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, May 23, 2018 12:03:37 PM

Charisa - I filled in line 8 for the FWS based on the draft memo that was attached to this email
thread - if the content of that memo didn't change in the final then the only thing missing for
our response is the date that memo was officially transmitted. Looks like the rest of the
Google Sheet is filled out for FWS

Noah

Noah Matson
Acting Chief, Division of Natural Resources and Conservation Planning
National Wildlife Refuge System 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah_matson@fws.gov
(703) 358-2270

On Wed, May 23, 2018 at 12:55 PM, Matson, Noah <noah_matson@fws.gov> wrote:
Steve - I'm helping respond to the latest request for information about our implementation of
SO3349 and filling out a spreadsheet from ASFWP. Unfortunately, no one seems to have
the final, dated version of the attached memo that Jerome says you forwarded to Casey
Hammond/ASFWP last April - do you have an email/file, etc? It is not in DTS as far as I can
tell.

Thanks!

Noah Matson
Acting Chief, Division of Natural Resources and Conservation Planning
National Wildlife Refuge System 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah matson@fws.gov
(703) 358-2270

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 12:46 PM
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>, Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan Patterson
<dan_patterson@fws.gov>

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and your staff for
providing information and your comprehensive review this morning.  I am hopeful that our
product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.



Sincerely,

Jerome



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Rushing, Anya
Cc: Casey Hammond
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 8:59:23 AM
Attachments: 2631 170426104300 001.pdf

Signed version attached, FYC.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:56 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
You're right! Final was in DTS (attached) - I just compared it to the signed version and they
appear identical.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:50 AM, Rushing, Anya <anya_rushing@fws.gov> wrote:
No, unless it was updated to DTS. 

Anya Rushing
Biological Analyst and Briefing Book Lead
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1849 C. Street NW, Room 3351
Washington, DC
202-273-3288

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:48 AM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
This is the latest I have (6 days old).  Anya, do you have a more recent version?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 1:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Anya Rushing
<anya_rushing@fws.gov>

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson



<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>,
Dan Patterson <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially
Burdensome Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and
your staff for providing information and your comprehensive review this
morning.  I am hopeful that our product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent
matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937













From: Rushing, Anya
To: Jerome Ford
Cc: Charisa Morris
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 1:48:59 PM

Thanks, Jerome. 

Anya Rushing
Biological Analyst and Briefing Book Lead
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1849 C. Street NW, Room 3351
Washington, DC
202-273-3288

On Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 2:16 PM, Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary Frazer
<gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J Johnson
<Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan
Patterson <dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome
Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and
your staff for providing information and your comprehensive review this
morning.  I am hopeful that our product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Noah Matson
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Wednesday, May 23, 2018 3:09:27 PM

I've no recollection - ask Casey?

On Wed, May 23, 2018 at 3:45 PM, Noah Matson <noah_matson@fws.gov> wrote:
Actually, this doc was only the refuge response to the Oil and gas rule. There was another
memo I coordinated that Jerome sent to Steve who was them going to get it to Casey
/ASFWP. That memo responded to other portions of the SO and that’s the one not in DTS as
far as I can tell. I’m wondering if it was just handed to Casey or emailed to him. 

Sent from my iPhone

On May 23, 2018, at 3:02 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:58 AM
Subject: Re: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome
Actions
To: "Rushing, Anya" <anya_rushing@fws.gov>
Cc: Casey Hammond <casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov>

Signed version attached, FYC.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:56 AM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

You're right! Final was in DTS (attached) - I just compared it to the signed
version and they appear identical.

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 8:50 AM, Rushing, Anya
<anya_rushing@fws.gov> wrote:

No, unless it was updated to DTS. 

Anya Rushing
Biological Analyst and Briefing Book Lead
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1849 C. Street NW, Room 3351
Washington, DC
202-273-3288

On Wed, Apr 26, 2017 at 9:48 AM, Morris, Charisa



<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
This is the latest I have (6 days old).  Anya, do you have a more recent
version?

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 20, 2017 at 1:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially
Burdensome Actions
To: Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov>, Anya Rushing
<anya_rushing@fws.gov>

FYI

Jerome E. Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jerome Ford <jerome_ford@fws.gov>
Date: April 20, 2017 at 12:46:14 PM EDT
To: Cynthia Martinez <cynthia_martinez@fws.gov>, Gary
Frazer <gary_frazer@fws.gov>
Cc: Stephen Guertin <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>, Mike J
Johnson <Mike_J_Johnson@fws.gov>,  Noah Matson
<noah_matson@fws.gov>, Dan Patterson
<dan_patterson@fws.gov>
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 -
Potentially Burdensome Actions

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to
thank you and your staff for providing information and your
comprehensive review this morning.  I am hopeful that our
product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-
3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

<2631_170426104300_001.pdf>

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Rigas, Laura
To: Morris, Charisa
Cc: Downey Magallanes; Barbara Wainman; Greg Sheehan; Foster, Maureen; Heather Swift; Chambers, Micah;

Newell, Russell
Subject: Re: Talking Points for FWS 10/31 7pm interview re: Alaska 1002 Area
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 5:05:32 PM
Attachments: Alaskan 1002 One Pager.docx

Thanks, Charisa --
Great job. We suggest that Greg used the attached backgrounder as general talkers, especially
for the nuances. Any issues with it?
 I would even support sending a copy of the attached doc to the reporter, but defer to Heather
on that. 
Also, in the talkers you outline (which are basically a boiled down version of the attached), I
think it's important to highlight that if

 
Good luck and let us know how the interview goes. 
My best, 
L

Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell 
@Interior 

On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 5:43 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

Please see the talking points below, submitted for your review.

  

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



 

Section 1002 History: In section 1002 of ANILCA (Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act), 
Congress and President Carter deferred a decision regarding future management of the 1.5-million-acre 
coastal plain – now referred to as the 1002 area – in recognition of the area’s natural resource potential.  
Due to its unique purpose and potential, the 1002 area has never been added to the rest of the refuge’s 
designated wilderness.   

•  
 

Administration Position: Given the 1002 area’s unique status, the President’s FY18 budget called for 
Congress to approve development in the 1002 area. We want two lease sales in the next 10 years. This 
will accommodate all of the necessary environmental assessments to make sure the development is 
done in the most environmentally responsible manner. 

 
. Our budget estimates that this would bring in roughly $1.8B to the Treasury.  

Last spring, Secretary Zinke visited the North Slope with Chairman Murkowski and a bipartisan Senate 
delegation. While there, he signed a secretarial order in Anchorage that requires the USGS to update its 
resource assessments for the 1002 area.  The plan includes consideration of new geological and 
geophysical data, as well as potential for reprocessing existing geological and geophysical data. The 
secretarial order does not reduce, eliminate, or modify any environmental or regulatory requirements 
for energy development.  This evaluation is consistent with the intent of ANILCA and will improve the 
Department’s understanding of the 1002 area. 

Environmental Impact: If Congress authorizes development in the 1002 area, DOI will have to follow all 
the appropriate environmental laws and procedures before any production can occur.  

  

The NPRA (National Petroleum Reserve Alaska) is also located on Alaska’s North Slope on the coastal 
plains. The terrain is very similar to the 1002 area. Within the NPRA, lease sales have been occurring 
since 1999 and production and development are still occurring. Drilling technology has only gotten safer 
and less intrusive.   

We also currently have active oil drilling and production in the Kenai Wildlife Refuge in Alaska. We have 
strict rules in place there that protect the environment and associated communities. The Kenai wildlife 
refuge is the most popular refuge in Alaska, game stocks are healthy and well managed, systems are put 
in place that mitigate impact to the refuge and surrounding communities. 

Bottom Line:  
 However, no development can occur 

without Congressional action. The Administration supports Congress’ action to authorize development 
as illustrated by our budget request. We fundamentally believe this will bolster our nation’s energy 
independence and national security, provide economic opportunity for Alaskans and provide much-
needed revenue to both the State of Alaska and Federal government.  

 

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



From: Rigas, Laura
To: Morris, Charisa; Chambers, Micah
Cc: Downey Magallanes; Barbara Wainman; Greg Sheehan; Foster, Maureen
Subject: Re: Talking Points for FWS 10/31 7pm interview re: Alaska 1002 Area
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 4:48:17 PM

Thanks! Please HOLD as Micah is also working on them as well. We will send final asap. 
My best, 
L

Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell 
@Interior 

On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 5:43 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Good afternoon-

Please see the talking points below, submitted for your review.

  

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

(b) (5) DPP



From: Downey Magallanes
To: Morris, Charisa
Cc: Laura Rigas; Barbara Wainman; Greg Sheehan; Foster, Maureen; micah chambers@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Re: Talking Points for FWS 10/31 7pm interview re: Alaska 1002 Area
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 4:45:29 PM

Including Micah- not sure if he has been read in yet

On Oct 31, 2017, at 5:44 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Good afternoon-

Please see the talking points below, submitted for your review.

  

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |
 For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

(b) (5) DPP



From: Charisa Morris
To: Laura Rigas
Subject: Re: Talking Points for FWS 10/31 7pm interview re: Alaska 1002 Area
Date: Wednesday, November 1, 2017 6:47:50 AM

My pleasure 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 31, 2017, at 6:41 PM, Laura Rigas <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Thx!

Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell 
@Interior 

On Oct 31, 2017, at 6:41 PM, Charisa Morris <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Thanks, Laura! It looks like we are aligned and in good shape. I will
make sure Greg has the attached for the 7 PM interview.

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 31, 2017, at 6:05 PM, Rigas, Laura
<laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Thanks, Charisa --
Great job. We suggest that Greg used the attached
backgrounder as general talkers, especially for the
nuances. Any issues with it?
 I would even support sending a copy of the attached doc
to the reporter, but defer to Heather on that. 
Also, in the talkers you outline (which are basically a
boiled down version of the attached), I think it's
important to highlight that if

 
Good luck and let us know how the interview goes. 
My best, 
L

Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell 

(b) (5) DPP



@Interior 

On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 5:43 PM, Morris, Charisa
<charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

Good afternoon-

Please see the talking points below, submitted for your
review.

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office
of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C
Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843
|  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

<Alaskan 1002 One Pager.docx>

(b) (5) DPP



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Skipwith, Aurelia
Cc: Jim Kurth
Subject: Re: Thank you
Date: Monday, May 1, 2017 6:56:28 AM
Attachments: FWS Transition Overview April 2017.pptx

Here is the PowerPoint deck.  Thanks.  Steve

On Sat, Apr 29, 2017 at 5:34 PM, Skipwith, Aurelia <aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Jim and Steve,
  Thank you for that high level briefing of the Fish and Wildlife Service. I look forward to
working with you and the team.

If you could provide an electronic copy of the power point, the briefing book, and the FWS
budget justification, I would appreciate it.

Have a wonderful weekend!

Regards,  
Aurelia Skipwith
Deputy Assistant Secretary
  for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 

U.S. Department of Interior
1849 C Street, NW,  Room 3148
Washington, DC 20240
(202) 208-5837
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Our Mission

“Working with others to conserve, 
protect and enhance fish, wildlife, 
plants and their habitats for the 
continuing benefit of the American 
people”



DOI Operations Priorities

Priorities for new Administration:

• Comprehensive Plan for Reforming the Federal Government and 
Reducing the Federal Civilian Workforce

• Hiring Controls memo for DOI
• Managing Grants Cooperative Agreements and other Significant 

Actions before decisions
• Secretarial Orders on American Energy Independence, 

Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation, etc



By the Numbers

Our work spans the globe, including:
• 565 National Wildlife Refuges 
• 20 Million Acres of Wilderness
• 72 National Fish Hatcheries
• 80 ES Field Offices
• 7 National Monuments
• 8 Law Enforcement Agents at 

U.S. Embassies worldwide
• Projects funded in more than

75 countries



National Wildlife Refuge System
• Nearly 48 Million annual visitors
• Major rural economic driver 
• Significant hunting and fishing opportunities
• Ongoing work to support SO 3347 to promote additional 

hunter and angler access
565 National Wildlife Refuges provide key habitat for: 
• 220+ mammal species
• 700+ bird species
• 1000+ fish species
• 380+ Threatened 
or Endangered species



Migratory Bird Program

Sustaining healthy migratory bird populations through:
• Working with partners across North America to maintain healthy  

migratory game bird populations;

• Protecting and conserving non-game migratory bird populations 
across their range in North and South America;

• Administering grant programs supporting partnership-driven bird    
habitat conservation projects;

• Working with landowners to avoid/     
reduce development impacts to birds;

• Supporting a nationwide network of 
bird conservation Joint Ventures.



Endangered Species Program
We work to protect and recover 1,966 listed species (U.S. and 
foreign).  Ongoing work to support SO 3349 on regulations and 
larger Executive Orders:
• 1,059 Endangered animals and plants in the United States

• 313 Threatened animals and plants in the United States

• 594 endangered and threatened foreign species We work by:
• Providing consultation to other 

Federal Agencies;
• Providing, grants, tools and technical 

assistance to landowners;
• Implementing listing and recovery 

actions;
• Issuing permits and providing 

predictability for stakeholders;



Fish & Aquatic Conservation
We’re focused on science-based conservation & restoration of 
native fish & aquatic species.  Significant support for angling and 
boating constituencies. Ongoing work to support SO 3347 to 
promote additional angler access.
• 200+ field stations, including 72 National Fish      Hatcheries, 7 

Fish Technology Centers
• 2 million+ annual visitors
• We’ve worked with over 700 partners to remove 

1,638+ dams and other barriers -
-Reopened 24,000 river miles 
-Reconnected 170,000 acres
of wetlands to natural stream flows



International Affairs Program
• Wildlife Without Borders Species, Regional and 

Global Grant Programs have funded conservation 
projects in over 75 countries.

• We ensure sustainable wildlife trade, issuing

20,000+ permits annually.
• We work with range countries across the globe, providing 

tools, training and funding to help them protect 

and sustain native species, including

elephants, rhinos and tigers.



Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration

• Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Programs provide vital 
funding for conservation at the state and local level, including 
habitat restoration, research and recreation.  Significant 
support for hunting, angling and boating including Three R’s.
- Over $1 Billion annually in dedicated funding from 

excise taxes on hunting and fishing equipment
• WSFR Grant Programs also fund infrastructure 

for recreational boating and fishing.

• We administer State and Tribal 
Wildlife Grants to support their 
priority conservation efforts.



Office of Law Enforcement

• OLE works domestically and internationally to enforce wildlife 
laws and protect vulnerable species.  Strong partnership and 
cooperation with State Fish and Game Agencies.
- 208 special agents conduct investigations of poaching 
and illegal trade; and
-140 wildlife inspectors stationed at U.S. ports examine 
cargo shipments to ensure compliance with U.S. laws.

• National Wildlife Forensics Lab - analysis
of evidence in wildlife crimes

• Training and technical investigative support for 
foreign game wardens and wildlife officers



From: Goldberg, Jason
To: Mott, Seth
Cc: Kurt Johnson
Subject: Re: Transition planning update 3/30/17
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 10:26:56 AM

Hi,

1 pm looks free for everyone, I put it on the calendar.  That'll also give me a chance to get
working on it.  Talk to you soon.

Thanks,

Jason

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 11:24 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
you all tell me when

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 11:22 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Seth,

I would like to talk briefly.  I'm free anytime that works for you.

Kurt, are you teleworking?  I have a teleconference line we can use if so: 
Passcode: 

Thanks,

Jason

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 11:19 AM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
So we had the meeting with Steve Guertin, and as we expected our next task is to lead
the Service efforts for responding to  Sec. 5(b)(i) of the new Secretarial Order. We need
to turn the list over to The Director's office by April 10, and I told everyone that we
would reach out  CAN/NCT members as necessary (thought I think for this exercise,
Program/HQ members will be the ones that can help).  As yes, the list you put on the
Google doc yesterday is a good start. Do we need to have a call today for you to get
started?

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 7:36 AM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:
That was our thought.  If the Director's Office believes a more detailed analysis is
needed, I can certainly do one, but might want to recruit a little assistance from CAN
members if so.  Thanks to yesterday's unexpected exercise, I think we're off to a good
start in responding.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 3:16 PM, Seth Mott <seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:
Ok, so the deliverable is a list of all Service (bureau) actions.....related to the EO...

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 30, 2017, at 3:11 PM, Goldberg, Jason <jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

(b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) CIP



Hi Seth,

The Secretarial Order is unclear.  Kurt and I were responding to the
request in Sec. 5(b)(i) which requests a list of all Department Actions
related to EO 13653, etc. related to Climate Change Policy.  Sec.4(b)
says each bureau shall review, as set forth in Sec. 5, all
existing...actions and, to the extent deemed necessary and permitted by
law, initiate an appropriate process to suspend, revise, or rescind those
actions. 

It was not clear based on the language in the SO that FWS should be
recommending whether to modify the policies it sends to the Deputy
Secretary related to climate change.  If that is the case, then SA should
be responsible for compiling the proposed list, reviewing the policies,
and working with the CAN to develop a response about whether/how
the actions gathered through Sec. 5(b)(i) should be modified.

Thank you,

Jason

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:37 PM, Mott, Seth <seth_mott@fws.gov>
wrote:

I'm not sure what you mean by "review of Departmental Actions"  
what I was thinking of was what if the list of :deliverables" the FWS
should be working on to respond to the new SO.  The deliverable related
to oil, gas and coal seem pretty clear, but..what specifically in regard to
"..."reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies on mitigation or climate change. "

There is a meeting over here tomorrow to begin to scope this out and I expect tasks
will get clearer.   teleworking is still ok for tomorrow.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 2:28 PM, Goldberg, Jason
<jason_goldberg@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Seth,

Kurt and I recommend that Science Applications (me, with review
by you and Kurt) draft a list of Department Actions that address the
Climate Change Policy Review of SO 3349. Based on our quick
analysis, we believe the list should be relatively short and include
documents such as the Service manual chapter establishing the
CAN.  SA would ask the CAN to review the list and provide
feedback which we would transmit to the Director's Office.  We do
not have a role in the Secretarial Order's other elements.

I would also like to suggest that we consider using this opportunity
to discuss the importance of climate change adaptation and related



efforts to the Service mission.  I'm not sure what form that might
take, such as a supplemental briefing paper, and would like to
discuss this further with you.  I know there are several NCT
members who would be interested in contributing to this effort,
even under short notice, if possible and practical.

Please let me know how I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 11:49 AM, Mott, Seth
<seth_mott@fws.gov> wrote:

Would you two please review the email below and the new SO
itself.  I'd like your input on what role and tasks our office should
undertake in helping prepare the Service's response. Please don't
share this email further, we'll wait until after the first meeting of
the response team to see if there is a need for wider staff
involvement.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 10:57 AM
Subject: Transition planning update 3/30/17
To: FWS Directorate & Deputies <fwsdirectanddep@fws.gov>

The Secretary has signed four Secretarial Orders to date.  We have
taken action on the first one; have turned in our assignments for the
second one and are now supporting the Department’s efforts; and have
several key assignments coming off the fourth one.

1. We have already taken steps to implement SO 3346 to revoke
Director's Order No 219 on the use of nontoxic ammunition and fishing
tackle.

2. We have just turned in our detailed response and recommendations
on SO 3347 on Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation
(access and outdoor recreation).  We had thirty days to complete this
very detailed and ambitious deliverable which will now be reviewed by the
DOI political leadership team, formulated into a Secretarial Action Plan,
and shared with the Wildlife Hunting Heritage Conservation Council and
Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership Council for their feedback and
recommendations for a final Secretarial Action Plan.  We will continue to
support these policy level conversations as they move forward.

3. SO 3348 overturns the 2016 moratorium on all new coal leases on
federal land and ends the programmatic environmental impacts
statement that was set to be completed no sooner than 2019.



4. The Secretary has just signed out SO 3349 on American energy
independence and this also launches several specific assignments for us
on very short timeframes – we have two to three weeks for each
assignment.  (Much as we did with SO 3347 we will convene a cross-
program team to identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities,
and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product).  SO
3349 tiers off of the just-released and broader Executive Order on
energy.  

·       SO 3349 "energy independence" order revokes the previous
Administration's mitigation directive, ordering each bureau and
office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies on
mitigation or climate change. 

·       SO 3349 directs the Bureau of Land Management to
"expeditiously" rescind its hydraulic fracturing regulations and
gave BLM 21 days to review the methane flaring rule to
determine whether it's "fully consistent" with the EO. 

·       SO 3349 gives the directors of the National Park Service and
Fish and Wildlife Service 21 days from yesterday to reconsider
their oil and gas rules. 

·       SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify
regulations that potentially burden the "development or utilization
of domestically produced energy resources, with particular
attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources." The
deputy Interior secretary then has six days to produce a plan to
comply with the EO energy order. 

 

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 
Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213

-- 



Seth Mott,  Deputy Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



From: Campbell, Tina
To: Denise Sheehan
Subject: Re: Transition planning update 3/30/17
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 9:36:43 AM

.

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676
Fax:  703-358-1997

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:33 AM, Denise Sheehan <denise sheehan@fws.gov> wrote:

 

Thanks for asking!

Denise

Sent from my iPad

On Mar 31, 2017, at 10:20 AM, Campbell, Tina <tina_campbell@fws.gov> wrote:

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676
Fax:  703-358-1997

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:15 AM, Denise Sheehan
<denise_sheehan@fws.gov> wrote:

Sent from my iPad

On Mar 31, 2017, at 9:36 AM, Campbell, Tina <tina_campbell@fws.gov>
wrote:

Denise,

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



Thank you - this is really good info to have.

Tina

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management
Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676
Fax:  703-358-1997

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:00 AM, Denise Sheehan
<denise_sheehan@fws.gov> wrote:

Tina,
FYI.
Denise

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Guertin, Stephen"
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 10:57:17 AM EDT
To: "FWS Directorate & Deputies"
<fwsdirectanddep@fws.gov>
Subject: Transition planning update 3/30/17

The Secretary has signed four Secretarial Orders to
date.  We have taken action on the first one; have turned
in our assignments for the second one and are now
supporting the Department’s efforts; and have several
key assignments coming off the fourth one.

1. We have already taken steps to implement SO
3346 to revoke Director's Order No 219 on the use of
nontoxic ammunition and fishing tackle.

2. We have just turned in our detailed response and
recommendations on SO 3347 on Conservation
Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation (access and
outdoor recreation).  We had thirty days to complete this
very detailed and ambitious deliverable which will now be
reviewed by the DOI political leadership team,
formulated into a Secretarial Action Plan, and shared
with the Wildlife Hunting Heritage Conservation Council
and Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership Council for
their feedback and recommendations for a final



Secretarial Action Plan.  We will continue to support
these policy level conversations as they move forward.

3. SO 3348 overturns the 2016 moratorium on all new
coal leases on federal land and ends the programmatic
environmental impacts statement that was set to be
completed no sooner than 2019.

4. The Secretary has just signed out SO 3349 on
American energy independence and this also launches
several specific assignments for us on very short
timeframes – we have two to three weeks for each
assignment.  (Much as we did with SO 3347 we will
convene a cross-program team to identify the
deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up
periodic check ins as we work toward a final product). 
SO 3349 tiers off of the just-released and broader
Executive Order on energy.  

·       SO 3349 "energy independence" order
revokes the previous Administration's mitigation
directive, ordering each bureau and office to
"reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation or climate change. 

·       SO 3349 directs the Bureau of Land
Management to "expeditiously" rescind its
hydraulic fracturing regulations and gave BLM
21 days to review the methane flaring rule to
determine whether it's "fully consistent" with the
EO. 

·       SO 3349 gives the directors of the National
Park Service and Fish and Wildlife Service 21
days from yesterday to reconsider their oil and
gas rules. 

·       SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21
days to identify regulations that potentially
burden the "development or utilization of
domestically produced energy resources, with
particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and
nuclear resources." The deputy Interior
secretary then has six days to produce a plan to
comply with the EO energy order. 

 



From: Wendi Weber
To: Guertin, Stephen
Subject: Re: Transition planning update 3/30/17
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 7:51:48 PM

Thank for keeping us apprised. Can you please share the 3347 action plan with us. I haven't
seen it. Thank you 

Wendi Weber 
Regional Director, Northeast Region 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Hadley, MA 01035
Wendi_Weber@fws.gov 
work (413)253-8300
cell (413)531-5163

On Mar 30, 2017, at 10:57 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

The Secretary has signed four Secretarial Orders to date.  We have taken action on the first
one; have turned in our assignments for the second one and are now supporting the
Department’s efforts; and have several key assignments coming off the fourth one.

1. We have already taken steps to implement SO 3346 to revoke Director's Order No 219
on the use of nontoxic ammunition and fishing tackle.

2. We have just turned in our detailed response and recommendations on SO 3347 on
Conservation Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation (access and outdoor recreation).  We
had thirty days to complete this very detailed and ambitious deliverable which will now be
reviewed by the DOI political leadership team, formulated into a Secretarial Action Plan,
and shared with the Wildlife Hunting Heritage Conservation Council and Sport Fishing and
Boating Partnership Council for their feedback and recommendations for a final Secretarial
Action Plan.  We will continue to support these policy level conversations as they move
forward.

3. SO 3348 overturns the 2016 moratorium on all new coal leases on federal land and ends
the programmatic environmental impacts statement that was set to be completed no sooner
than 2019.

4. The Secretary has just signed out SO 3349 on American energy independence and this
also launches several specific assignments for us on very short timeframes – we have two
to three weeks for each assignment.  (Much as we did with SO 3347 we will convene a
cross-program team to identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up
periodic check ins as we work toward a final product).  SO 3349 tiers off of the just-released
and broader Executive Order on energy.  

·       SO 3349 "energy independence" order revokes the previous Administration's
mitigation directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or
rescind" related policies on mitigation or climate change. 

·       SO 3349 directs the Bureau of Land Management to "expeditiously" rescind its
hydraulic fracturing regulations and gave BLM 21 days to review the methane
flaring rule to determine whether it's "fully consistent" with the EO. 



·       SO 3349 gives the directors of the National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife
Service 21 days from yesterday to reconsider their oil and gas rules. 

·       SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that
potentially burden the "development or utilization of domestically produced energy
resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources."
The deputy Interior secretary then has six days to produce a plan to comply with
the EO energy order. 

 

<so_3349_-american_energy_independence.pdf>



From: Melius, Tom
To: Guertin, Stephen
Subject: Re: Transition planning update 3/30/17
Date: Thursday, March 30, 2017 10:02:38 AM

Steve, thanks for the info...looking forward to assisting anyway I can...see you Monday AM.

On Thu, Mar 30, 2017 at 9:57 AM, Guertin, Stephen <stephen_guertin@fws.gov> wrote:

The Secretary has signed four Secretarial Orders to date.  We have taken action on the first one; have
turned in our assignments for the second one and are now supporting the Department’s efforts; and
have several key assignments coming off the fourth one.

1. We have already taken steps to implement SO 3346 to revoke Director's Order No 219 on the use of
nontoxic ammunition and fishing tackle.

2. We have just turned in our detailed response and recommendations on SO 3347 on Conservation
Stewardship and Outdoor Recreation (access and outdoor recreation).  We had thirty days to complete
this very detailed and ambitious deliverable which will now be reviewed by the DOI political leadership
team, formulated into a Secretarial Action Plan, and shared with the Wildlife Hunting Heritage
Conservation Council and Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership Council for their feedback and
recommendations for a final Secretarial Action Plan.  We will continue to support these policy level
conversations as they move forward.

3. SO 3348 overturns the 2016 moratorium on all new coal leases on federal land and ends the
programmatic environmental impacts statement that was set to be completed no sooner than 2019.

4. The Secretary has just signed out SO 3349 on American energy independence and this also
launches several specific assignments for us on very short timeframes – we have two to three weeks
for each assignment.  (Much as we did with SO 3347 we will convene a cross-program team to identify
the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final
product).  SO 3349 tiers off of the just-released and broader Executive Order on energy.  

·       SO 3349 "energy independence" order revokes the previous Administration's mitigation
directive, ordering each bureau and office to "reconsider, modify, or rescind" related policies on
mitigation or climate change. 

·       SO 3349 directs the Bureau of Land Management to "expeditiously" rescind its hydraulic
fracturing regulations and gave BLM 21 days to review the methane flaring rule to determine
whether it's "fully consistent" with the EO. 

·       SO 3349 gives the directors of the National Park Service and Fish and Wildlife Service 21
days from yesterday to reconsider their oil and gas rules. 

·       SO 3349 gave all bureaus and offices 21 days to identify regulations that potentially burden
the "development or utilization of domestically produced energy resources, with particular
attention to oil, natural gas, coal and nuclear resources." The deputy Interior secretary then
has six days to produce a plan to comply with the EO energy order. 

 



From: Denise Sheehan
To: Campbell, Tina
Subject: Re: Transition planning update 3/30/17
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 3:21:43 PM

Definitely!  

Sent from my iPad

On Mar 31, 2017, at 10:36 AM, Campbell, Tina <tina_campbell@fws.gov> wrote:

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676
Fax:  703-358-1997

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:33 AM, Denise Sheehan <denise_sheehan@fws.gov>
wrote:

 

Thanks for asking!

Denise

Sent from my iPad

On Mar 31, 2017, at 10:20 AM, Campbell, Tina <tina_campbell@fws.gov>
wrote:

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and Management
Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676
Fax:  703-358-1997

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 10:15 AM, Denise Sheehan
<denise_sheehan@fws.gov> wrote:

Sent from my iPad

On Mar 31, 2017, at 9:36 AM, Campbell, Tina
<tina_campbell@fws.gov> wrote:

Denise,

Thank you - this is really good info to have.

Tina

Tina A. Campbell
Chief, Division of Policy, Performance, and
Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS:  BPHC
Falls Church, VA  22041-3803
Telephone:  703-358-2676
Fax:  703-358-1997

On Fri, Mar 31, 2017 at 3:00 AM, Denise Sheehan
<denise_sheehan@fws.gov> wrote:

Tina,
FYI.
Denise

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Guertin, Stephen"
<stephen_guertin@fws.gov>
Date: March 30, 2017 at 10:57:17
AM EDT
To: "FWS Directorate & Deputies"
<fwsdirectanddep@fws.gov>
Subject: Transition planning update
3/30/17

The Secretary has signed four Secretarial
Orders to date.  We have taken action on
the first one; have turned in our
assignments for the second one and are
now supporting the Department’s efforts;



and have several key assignments coming
off the fourth one.

1. We have already taken steps to
implement SO 3346 to revoke Director's
Order No 219 on the use of nontoxic
ammunition and fishing tackle.

2. We have just turned in our detailed
response and recommendations on SO
3347 on Conservation Stewardship and
Outdoor Recreation (access and outdoor
recreation).  We had thirty days to
complete this very detailed and ambitious
deliverable which will now be reviewed by
the DOI political leadership team,
formulated into a Secretarial Action Plan,
and shared with the Wildlife Hunting
Heritage Conservation Council and Sport
Fishing and Boating Partnership Council
for their feedback and recommendations
for a final Secretarial Action Plan.  We will
continue to support these policy level
conversations as they move forward.

3. SO 3348 overturns the 2016 moratorium
on all new coal leases on federal land and
ends the programmatic environmental
impacts statement that was set to be
completed no sooner than 2019.

4. The Secretary has just signed out SO
3349 on American energy independence
and this also launches several specific
assignments for us on very short
timeframes – we have two to three weeks
for each assignment.  (Much as we did
with SO 3347 we will convene a cross-
program team to identify the deliverables,
assign lead responsibilities, and set up
periodic check ins as we work toward a
final product).  SO 3349 tiers off of the just-
released and broader Executive Order on
energy.  

·       SO 3349 "energy
independence" order revokes the
previous Administration's
mitigation directive, ordering each
bureau and office to "reconsider,
modify, or rescind" related policies
on mitigation or climate change. 

·       SO 3349 directs the Bureau of
Land Management to
"expeditiously" rescind its



hydraulic fracturing regulations
and gave BLM 21 days to review
the methane flaring rule to
determine whether it's "fully
consistent" with the EO. 

·       SO 3349 gives the directors of
the National Park Service and Fish
and Wildlife Service 21 days from
yesterday to reconsider their oil
and gas rules. 

·       SO 3349 gave all bureaus and
offices 21 days to identify
regulations that potentially burden
the "development or utilization of
domestically produced energy
resources, with particular attention
to oil, natural gas, coal and
nuclear resources." The deputy
Interior secretary then has six
days to produce a plan to comply
with the EO energy order. 

 



From: Gale, Michael
To: Sheehan, Greg
Cc: Charisa Morris; Steve Guertin; Zachariah Gambill
Subject: Re: URGENT -- FOR WH -- Interior Accomplishments Under President Trump 2017
Date: Friday, November 3, 2017 3:01:03 PM
Attachments: 1103 DOI Accomplishments FWS DO Comments.docx

+ Zack Gambill

Attached is a track changed version of this document with the additions and edits we discussed
as a small group in Greg's office earlier this afternoon.

I went through the FishBites of the past three months and picked up on an environmental
review theme that I added a bullet about under "Regulatory Reform."

I also picked up on some infrastructure examples in the FishBites, but I couldn't think of a
good way to capture it as a national-level accomplishment for the Administration. Here are
two examples from the FishBites of infrastructure projects as a reference:

Infrastructure project at Lower Green River NWR Complex
Topic:   Staff at the Lower Green River NWR Complex have been working with
Federal Highways, the Bureau of Land Management, Colorado Parks and Wildlife,
Colorado State Land Board, Moffatt Country, Seven County Infrastructure Coalition,
Utah Department of Natural Resources and several private partners to replace a bridge
that is essential to the local community.  The “Swinging Bridge” that crosses the Green
River on Browns Park NWR was damaged three years ago by a tractor, resulting in an
hour and a half detour for the community. Through the collaborative efforts of the
multiagency team funding has been acquired and plans developed for the bridge
replacement project that will begin the spring of 2018.
Supportive Stakeholders:  Community surrounding Browns Park NWR
Impacted Location:  Northwest, Colorado

 
FWS, Pennsylvania Facilitate Infrastructure Project While Conserving Listed Mussels

Topic: A major milestone has been reached in a long-term partnership between FWS
and the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation to replace the Old Hunter Station
Bridge in Forest County, Pennsylvania. The old bridge was recently demolished as part
of a $23.7 million infrastructure improvement project. Prior to demolition,
approximately 155,000 mussels, of which 105,000 are federally listed under the
Endangered Species Act, were translocated from the Allegheny River to other
waterways in Pennsylvania and six other states. The receiving states ensured each of the
translocation sites already hosted federally listed species, so there will not be any
additional regulatory burden.
Supportive Stakeholders: PennDot, Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, West Virginia, Kentucky,
New York, Pennsylvania, plus the Seneca Nation.
Impacted Location: Tionesta Township, Forest County, Pennsylvania

I checked with our Emergency Management Coordinator, and we don't really have high-level
accomplishments from the past year related to our response to fire and hurricanes that would



make sense for this kind of exercise.

Per Charisa's request, since this request came to Greg and Zack, we would defer to you two to
respond as you see fit, but please let me know if I can help in any way.

cheers,

Michael

On Fri, Nov 3, 2017 at 2:42 PM, Sheehan, Greg <greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov> wrote:
For action.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Larrabee, Jason <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Fri, Nov 3, 2017 at 11:47 AM
Subject: Fwd: URGENT -- FOR WH -- Interior Accomplishments Under President Trump
2017
To: Aurelia Skipwith <aurelia_skipwith@ios.doi.gov>, Greg Sheehan
<greg_j_sheehan@fws.gov>, Marshall Critchfield <marshall_critchfield@ios.doi.gov>,
Zachariah Gambill <zack_gambill@fws.gov>, Brian Pavlik <brian_pavlik@nps.gov>

All - 
I'd appreciate your eyes on this as soon as possible.  Tight turnaround.  I'm planning on
adding in the Washington Memorial Bridge Project.  Let me know if you have others...

Jason Larrabee
Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, NW -- MIB Room 3154
Washington, DC  20240
office:  202-208-4416

NOTE: Every email I send or receive is subject to release under the Freedom of Information Act.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Rigas, Laura <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Fri, Nov 3, 2017 at 11:40 AM
Subject: URGENT -- FOR WH -- Interior Accomplishments Under President Trump 2017
To: "Travnicek, Andrea" <andrea_travnicek@ios.doi.gov>, Amanda Kaster
<amanda_kaster@ios.doi.gov>, Benjamin Cassidy <benjamin_cassidy@ios.doi.gov>,
Daniel Jorjani <daniel_jorjani@ios.doi.gov>, David Bernhardt < >,
Douglas Domenech <douglas_domenech@ios.doi.gov>, "Magallanes, Downey"
<downey_magallanes@ios.doi.gov>, James Cason <james_cason@ios.doi.gov>, "Larrabee,
Jason" <jason_larrabee@ios.doi.gov>, John Tahsuda <john.tahsuda@bia.gov>, Katharine
Macgregor <kate_macgregor@ios.doi.gov>, Lori Mashburn <lori_mashburn@ios.doi.gov>,
"Chambers, Micah" <micah_chambers@ios.doi.gov>, Scott Hommel
<scott_hommel@ios.doi.gov>, "Williams, Timothy" <timothy_williams@ios.doi.gov>,
"Wynn, Todd" <todd_wynn@ios.doi.gov>, Todd Willens <todd_willens@ios.doi.gov>,

(b) (6) David Bernhardt



"Cameron, Scott" <scott_cameron@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Heather Swift <heather_swift@ios.doi.gov>, "Newell, Russell"
<russell_newell@ios.doi.gov>, "Nachmany, Eli" <eli_nachmany@ios.doi.gov>, Alex
Hinson <alex_hinson@ios.doi.gov>

Hi All -- 

All Departments across the administration have been asked to submit our "2017
Accomplishments" to the WH by Monday am. 

Attached, we've put together a draft document on all of our DOI accomplishments under the
Trump Administration, pulling from our accomplishments card, our "six months" document,
and recent developments. As you can see, they are organized by "themes" rather than by
department. Feel free to add a category if it's directly related to one of the Secretary's top 10
priorities or otherwise a known administration priority.  

We ask all Acting Assistant Secretaries and "hallways" to respond with their edits to the doc
(IN TRACK CHANGES) to Eli_nachmany@ios.doi.gov COB today, but we will be
willing to accept edits by 5pm on Saturday (tomorrow). 

We are also happy to accept "future" accomplishments (in November and December) as
long as we are sure they are going to be announced or completed before Dec 31, 2017. 
Please note their date or time frame of anticipated completion/announcement. 

Let us know if you have any questions and thank you for your help. Eli and Alex will be
stopping by the A/S offices today to assist in getting this completed on time.  

#MAGA!

My best, 
L

--
Laura Keehner Rigas
Communications Director
U.S. Department of the Interior
(202) 897-7022 cell 
@Interior 

-- 
Greg Sheehan
Principal Deputy Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1849 C Street NW, Room 3358
Washington, DC  20240



Office  202-208-4545
Cell 202-676-7675

-- 

Michael Gale
Deputy Chief of Staff (Acting), Director's Office
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

202.208.4923 (office)
571.982.2158 (cell)
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U.S. Department of the Interior: Accomplishments under the Trump Administration 
 
Regulatory Reform 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3349, putting the Department on the path to suspend, revise, or 
rescind dozens of regulatory and policy actions from the previous administration. 

o Rescinded the Hydraulic Fracturing Rule 
o Launched a review of the Venting and Flaring Rule 
o Re-examined compensatory mitigation policies that have reduced predictability, 

created conflicts, and unnecessarily increased permitting/authorization timelines. 
o Reviewed, repealed, or rewrote the following rules: the Bureau of Safety and 

Environmental Enforcement (BSEE) Well Control and BOP Rules, the Office of 
Natural Resource Revenue (ONRR) Valuation Rule, and the Office of Surface 
Mining Reclamation & Enforcement (OSMRE) Stream Protection Rule. 

• Took actions to reduce the length of the permitting process under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

o Identified a number of rules and regulations to revise and rescind, including the 
Master Leasing Plans, the NEPA Compliance for Oil and Gas Lease 
Reinstatement Petitions, and the Sage-Grouse Resource Management Plans. 

o Issued a memo from the Deputy Secretary setting a permitting deadline of one 
year and limiting Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) to 150 pages (or 300 
pages for unusually complex projects). 

• Reduced the semi-annual regulatory agenda more than 50-percent. 
o Initiated 21 deregulatory actions, with 11 of them complete. These efforts will 

save $3.8 billion over time, based on a $261 million annual number. 
• At the project level, reduced the regulatory burden of environmental review processes for 

proposed infrastructure, energy, and development projects through standardizing 
consultation and coordination practices such as through the FAST-41 permitting 
dashboard and the use of programmatic consultations under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA). 

• Instilled a renewed focus on recovery of threatened or endangered species under the ESA, 
including removing the Yellowstone population of the grizzly bear from federal 
protection. 

• Reviewed the government’s interpretation of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act to narrow 
governmental abuses of prosecutorial discretion to target and penalize industry. 

 
Conservation and Sportsmen 

• Declared October as National Hunting and Fishing Month and August as National 
Shooting Sports Month. 

• Ended the ban on lead ammo and tackle, making hunting and fishing affordable again for 
everyday Americans. 

• Continued to advocate against the sale or transfer of any public lands. 
• Signed a Secretarial Order on sage-grouse conservation, strengthening collaboration 

between the federal government and the states. 

Formatted: Strikethrough

Commented [MG1]: This accomplishment should not be 
reported at this time as it is still under legal review  

Formatted: Strikethrough
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• Issued guidance on wildland fire management, pivoting sharply from the previous 
administration’s reactive approach to an aggressive and proactive strategy focused on 
clearing the dead and dying timber from forests, so they do not accumulate and fuel 
catastrophic fires. 

• Opened up public access to the Sabinoso Wilderness through the acceptance of a 
donation of 3,595 acres of land. 

• Signed Secretarial Order 3356 to expand public access to public land and to promote 
hunting and fishing. 

o Directed Interior bureaus to produce plans on expanding access for hunting and 
fishing. 

o Improved wildlife management through collaboration with state, tribal, and other 
partners. 

o Directed the expansion of educational outreach programs for underrepresented 
communities such as veterans, minorities, and youth. 

• Held a Sportsmen Access Summit with over 60 conservation and industry organizations 
to kick-start broad efforts for enhancing hunting, fishing, and outdoor recreation 
opportunities. Also held a Departmental event with veterans to discuss expanding access 
for veterans on public lands. 

• Proposed opening or expanding access for hunting and fishing at 10 national wildlife 
refuges. 

• Sent recommendations on modifications to recently designated National Monuments to 
the White House, in compliance with Executive Order 13792. 

• Streamlined the permitting for importation of trophies of big game from African range 
countries. 

 
American Energy Dominance 

• Released the “Energy Burdens Report,” detailing actions the Department has taken to 
reduce burdens on American energy production. 

• Ended the previous administration’s coal moratorium, which banned coal leasing on 
federal lands. 

o Since lifting the moratorium, the Bureau of Land Management has received three 
new applications for an additional 2,230 acres and 15.3 million tons of coal all 
together. 

o The Bureau also issued a lease for over 6,175 acres of land in the West, 
containing approximately 56.6 million tons of recoverable coal. 

• Helped put America on track to be a net exporter of natural gas for the first time in 60 
years. 

• Oversaw a 20% jump in mining in the first quarter of 2017. 
• Signed Secretarial Order 3350 to develop a new Five-Year Program to responsibly 

develop the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) and generate revenue, after the previous 
administration put 94% of the OCS off-limits from leasing. 
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• Established, through Secretarial Order 3351, a specific position to achieve energy 
dominance: Counselor to the Secretary for Energy Policy. 

• Re-established the Royalty Policy Committee to ensure the public continues to receive 
the full value of energy produced on federal lands. 

• Supported the first-ever export of U.S. coal to the Ukraine. 
• Worked with the White House and State Department to pull the United States out of the 

Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI). 
• Oversaw U.S. crude oil exports hitting an all-time high. 
• Prioritized Alaskan energy development. 

o Signed Secretarial Order 3352 to jump-start Alaskan energy production in the 
National Petroleum Reserve Alaska (NPRA). 

o Supported Senate efforts to open up the 1002 area of the North Slope for energy 
development. 

o Opened Alaska’s Cook Inlet up for business again, with the first leases awarded in 
over a decade on June 21, 2017. 

• Opened 76 million acres in the Gulf of Mexico for oil and gas exploration and 
development on July 13, 2017. 

• Leased 913,542 offshore acres in the Central Gulf oil and gas generating $275 million on 
March 22, 2017. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Wyoming netting more than $129 million, 
which was the second-highest grossing lease sale in the Bureau’s history. 

• Leased Bureau of Land Management coal in Utah netting $22 million and supporting 
1,000 local jobs on March 15, 2017. 

 
Tribal and Indian Affairs 

• Supported the first-ever Presidential Emergency Declaration for a tribe, when President 
Trump authorized sending Bureau of Indian Affairs law enforcement officers to the 
Seminole Tribe of Florida in the wake of Hurricane Irma. 

• Recommended revising the management plan for Bears Ears National Monument to 
support tribal co-management. 

• Drew the important distinction between banned African elephant ivory and Alaska Native 
walrus ivory, which Alaska Natives sell as handicraft. 

• Restored the right of Alaska Natives to sell handicrafts that incorporate migratory bird 
parts. 

• Supported President Trump’s nomination of Tara Sweeney for Assistant Secretary of 
Indian Affairs – Sweeney is the first-ever female Alaska Native nominated for any Senate 
confirmed position. 

 
Infrastructure 

• Initiated a new approach to railroad rights of way in which the Department protects 
property rights and promotes economic growth/infrastructure development. 
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• Cleared the way for permitting, construction and operation of the KXL and Dakota 
Access pipeline projects. 

• Resolved conflicts impeding the construction of a Virginia utility power line project 
(Surry-Skiffes Creek -Wheaton 500 kV utility line) comprising a $200 million 
infrastructure investment. 

• Secretary Zinke visited dozens of parks to prioritize park infrastructure and reduce the 
maintenance backlog. 

• Initiated a public comment period for raising fees at popular National Parks to address 
infrastructural deterioration. 

• During “Made in America” Week, highlighted the American outdoor recreation industry, 
showcasing “Made in America” products like boats and RVs. The day was marked by the 
Secretary convening an advisory panel on public-private partnerships for federal land. 

 



From: Morris, Charisa
To: Kodis, Martin
Cc: Gavin Shire; Barbara Wainman; Greg Sheehan
Subject: Re: URGENT TURNAROUND! Talking points for 7pm interview
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 4:43:24 PM

Done!

On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 5:41 PM, Kodis, Martin <martin_kodis@fws.gov> wrote:
For accuracy, I would change the last bullet to read something like this:

Marty

On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 5:34 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:
Thank you, Gavin!

On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 5:28 PM, Gavin Shire <gavin shire@fws.gov> wrote:

G

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 31, 2017, at 5:14 PM, Morris, Charisa <charisa_morris@fws.gov> wrote:

You officially have 10 minutes to comment and return before these must be
sent to Laura Rigas!

Thanks!
Charisa

  

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP

(b) (5) DPP



-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director
| U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC
20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Charisa Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters,
please dial cell: 301-875-8937

-- 
Martin Kodis 
Chief, Division of Congressional and Legislative Affairs 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041

703-358-2241 ph
703-358-2245 fax

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Maureen Foster; Virginia Johnson; Casey Hammond
Cc: Charisa Morris
Subject: Response to Secretary"s Order 3349, Section 5.c.(iv)
Date: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 2:15:52 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Oil Gas Response FINAL revised 4-19-17.docx

As discussed, attached is the draft updated NWR system oil and gas regulations memo with
the changes from yesterday's meeting.

Please let us know if you need anything else.

Thanks,

Steve

(Due to the significant re write on the second memo on burdensome regulations, we are
targeting later today for that updated memo, if not first thing tomorrow morning).
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Date:  April 19, 2017  
 
To: 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary, Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: James Kurth, Acting Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)  
 
Subject: Response to the deliverable Section 5.c. (iv) of Secretary’s Order 3349 – “American 

Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
In 1960, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) first promulgated regulations to govern the exercise 
of non-Federal mineral rights on lands and waters in the National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS). 
These regulations lacked a specific consistent process for providing operators access and use of refuge 
surface to conduct operations while also minimizing impacts to refuge resources and uses. Reports from 
the Government Accountability Office (2003 and 2007) and the Office of Inspector General (2015) 
identified these deficiencies in the FWS’s management of non-Federal oil and gas operations and 
recommended promulgating regulations to clarify and improve the process. In 2013, the FWS began a 
rulemaking effort to resolve these deficiencies that culminated in the finalization of the oil and gas rule 
(Rule) entitled, “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016). 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order (EO) entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” instructed the Secretary of Interior to review the FWS’s Rule to ensure it is 
consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of the EO. 
 
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Secretary’s Order (SO) 3349, “American Energy 
Independence,” which required the FWS to conduct a policy review, within 21 days of the SO, of the 
Rule and report on whether the Rule is fully consistent with that policy. 
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Foster, Maureen; Virginia Johnson
Cc: Casey Hammond; Jim Kurth; Stephen Guertin
Subject: Response to the deliverable Section 5.c. (iv) of Secretary’s Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”
Date: Tuesday, May 2, 2017 3:32:54 PM
Attachments: 065545 Non-Fed Oil Gas Activities ch edits 5.2 (1).docx

Please see the latest version for review, attached and also uploaded to DTS, DCN 065545.

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



 

 
 
 
In Reply Refer To: 
FWS/ANRS/065545 
 
 
To:      Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From:       Director 
 
Subject: Response to the deliverable Section 5.c. (iv) of Secretary’s Order 3349 – “American 

Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
In 1960, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) first promulgated regulations to govern the 
exercise of non-Federal mineral rights on lands and waters in the National Wildlife Refuge System 
(NWRS). These regulations lacked a specific consistent process for providing operators access and use 
of refuge surface to conduct operations while also minimizing impacts to refuge resources and uses. 
Reports from the Government Accountability Office (2003 and 2007) and the Office of Inspector 
General (2015) identified these deficiencies in the Service management of non-Federal oil and gas 
operations and recommended promulgating regulations to clarify and improve the process. In 2013, the 
Service began a rulemaking effort to resolve these deficiencies that culminated in the finalization of the 
oil and gas rule (Rule) entitled, “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016). 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order (EO) entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” instructed the Secretary of the Interior to review the Service’s Rule to ensure it is 
consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of the EO. 
 
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Secretary’s Order (SO) 3349, “American Energy 
Independence,” which required the Service to conduct a policy review, within 21 days of the SO, of the 
Rule and report on whether the Rule is fully consistent with that policy. 
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Stephen Guertin; Casey Hammond; Tom Melius; Matthew Huggler; Cynthia Martinez; Gina Shultz@fws.gov;

Matson, Noah; Mike Johnson; Gary Frazer; Shaun Sanchez; Charisa Morris; Jerome Ford; Seth Mott; Betsy
Hildebrandt

Subject: S.O. 3349 4/14/17 memo
Date: Monday, April 17, 2017 8:15:34 AM
Attachments: 2607 170417094053 001.pdf

Good morning-

Please see the attached April 14, 2017 memo from James Cason that provides additional
guidance re: the third reporting requirement of the S.O. 3349 assignment. Please let me know
if you have any questions or need any additional information.

Many thanks,
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937







From: Morris, Charisa
To: Foster, Maureen; Virginia Johnson; Casey Hammond
Cc: Stephen Guertin; Jim Kurth
Subject: S.O. 3349 Response
Date: Tuesday, April 18, 2017 12:34:16 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Oil Gas Response FINAL 4-14-17.docx

Information Memorandum SO3349-Sec5cv-Energy-Actions-4-17-17.docx

Good afternoon-

Please see the two attached memos, sent to inform our discussion at 2:15pm today re: S.O.
3349 deliverables.  The memo on burdens to the public is the same version sent by Noah
earlier today.

Thanks!
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 17, 2017  
 
From: Cynthia Martinez, Assistant Director for Refuges, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 

202-208-4889 
 
Subject: Response to the deliverable Section 5.c. (iv) of Secretary Order 3349 – “American 

Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
In 1960, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) first promulgated regulations to govern the exercise 
of non-Federal mineral rights on lands and waters in the National Wildlife Refuge System (NWRS). 
These regulations lacked a specific process for providing operators access and use of refuge to conduct 
operations while also minimizing impacts to refuge resources and uses. Reports from the Government 
Accountability Office and the Office of Inspector General identified these deficiencies in the FWS’s 
management of non-Federal oil and gas operations and recommended promulgating regulations to 
clarify and improve the process. In 2013, the FWS began a rulemaking effort to resolve these 
deficiencies that culminated in the finalization of the oil and gas rule (Rule) entitled, “Management of 
Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14, 2016). 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order (EO) entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” instructed the Secretary of Interior to review the FWS’s Rule to ensure it is 
consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of the EO. 
 
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order (SO) 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
required the FWS to conduct a policy review, within 21 days of the SO, of the Rule and report on 
whether the Rule is fully consistent with that policy. 
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Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 12, 2017  

 
From: Jerome Ford, Assistant Director, Migratory Birds, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretarial 
Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretarial Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
 
Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 



 2 

 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g. 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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SAGE GROUSE
Zinke to order review of conservation plans
Jennifer Yachnin and Kellie Lunney, E&E News reporters
Published: June 7, 2017 at 7:00 PM

Sage grouse. Photo credit: Jeannie Stafford/Fish and Wildlife Service

Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke today announced a review of federal greater sage grouse conservation plans Jeannie
Stafford/Fish and Wildlife Service

Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke today announced a review of federal greater sage grouse
conservation plans to determine in part if they are hindering energy production on public lands.

Zinke, who has been a vocal critic of he Obama-era sage grouse plans, will sign a secretarial
order tomorrow to establish a review panel to look at both federal- and state-level efforts to
protect the birds and possibly recommend significant changes to how they are managed.

"While we in the federal government have a responsibility under the Endangered Species Act to
take action, we also want to be a good neighbor, a good partner and recognize that a lot of the
state agencies and the work that has been done hus far are really the forefront of he efforts,"
Zinke said.

He added, "We just want to make sure first and foremost we work hand in hand with the states ...
because no party that I know wants he sage grouse to be listed and no party that I know doesn't
want a healthy population of the sage grouse out West."

But he review will also be conducted with an eye to the earlier Secretarial Order 3349, which
aims to increase energy production on public lands.

Officials from three Interior agencies will be asked to identify plan provisions that may need to be
adjusted or rescinded based on potential energy extraction and other development on public
lands, the agency said in a statement.

"There have been some complaints by some of the governors that their ability to use federal
lands — whether it's from oil and gas, recreation, timber, across the board — that some of he
heavy-handedness on habitats don't allow for some of those uses, and they've come up with
what they believe [are] innovative plans and workarounds," Zinke said.

The Interior and Agriculture departments finalized their greater sage grouse plans in 2015 —
covering grouse habitat across 70 million acres in 10 Western states — including amendments
and revisions to 98 Bureau of Land Management and Forest Service land-use plans.

The yearslong effort was an attempt by former Interior Secretary Sally Jewell and others to avoid

From: Garrity, Katherine
To: Andrew Brown; Anissa Craghead; Cathy Enoch; Krista Holloway; Marcia Cash; Michel Bagbonon; Sara Prigan; Susan Wilkinson; Tina Campbell; Howze, Kim; Kashyap Patel; Baucum, Madonna;

Denise Sheehan
Subject: Sage Grouse
Date: Thursday, June 8, 2017 5:54:38 AM

Katherine Garrity
Deputy Division Chief
Audit Liaison Officer and Internal Control
Coordinator
Division of Policy. Performance and
Management Programs
US Fish and Wildlife Service MS BPHC
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041
703.358.2551



a decision by the Fish and Wildlife Service to list the bird under he Endangered Species Act, a
move seen as likely to stifle economic development in the affected states.

But Zinke, who has previously said that he prefers "state-driven solutions" for sage grouse, said
he new review will consider "innovative ideas" such as whether cap ive breeding of the birds

would be productive, as well as if the agencies could use alternate metrics for the animals, such
as set ing population targets by state and using unmanned aerial vehicles to conduct bird
counts.

"This is a collaborative effort, the secretarial order does not change or alter existing work that
has been done," Zinke said. He later added: "We're not going to ask the states to redo their
plans but certainly give them the option to include more variables if we deem hat appropriate."

The review team will include officials from BLM, FWS and the U.S. Geological Survey and will
focus on what Interior called the "principal threats" to the bird's habitat, both invasive grasses
and wildland fire.

Zinke said the team would be given 60 days to complete its review and then provide him wi h a
summary and recommendations for any action he department should take.

Reopening any aspect of the sage grouse plan is expected to be a yearslong process —
depending on public comment periods, reviews and legal challenges — potentially stretching
beyond Trump's first term in office.



From: San Stiver
To: Ben Nadolski; "Bonham"; Broscheid - DNR, Bob; "Carol Schuler"; Carolyn Sime; Celia Gould; Chris Iverson; Curt

Melcher; Dan Peterson; "Danielle Flynn"; dfinch@fs.fed.us; Eric Gardner; Gordon Toevs; Greg Sheehan; "Jeff
VerSteeg"; Jim Unsworth; Joyce M. Francis; jsinclair@fs.fed.us; Ken Berg; Martha Williams; "Noreen Walsh"; Rob
Harper; Robin Hawks; "Ron Anglin"; "Scott Talbott"; ""Skip" Hyberg PhD"; stafford.lehr@wildlife.ca.gov; Stein,
Glen -FS; Terry Steinwand; Theresa Rabot; Tom Kirschemann; Tomosy, Monica S -FS; "Tony Leif"; "Tony
Wasley"; Travis Ripley; "Virgil Moore"

Cc: JasonRobinson@utah.gov; "Aaron Robinson"; Avery Cook; "Catherine Wightman"; "Chris Colt"; "Clinton
McCarthy"; "Dave Budeau"; "David Naugle"; Dawn Davis; "Jeremy Maestas"; "Joel Nicholson"; Karst, Jessus ENV;
Katherine Miller; "Kathy Griffin"; "Kenneth Mayer"; Kevin Doherty; Lee Foster; Lief Wiechman; Mary Grim; Matt
Kales; Mike Schroeder; Moser,Ann; "Pat Deibert"; "Peter Baki"; Rema Sadak; "Robin Sell"; "Rod Hamilton"; "Scott
Gardner"; "Shawn Espinosa"; Steve Hanser; Thad Heater; "Tim Griffiths"; "Tom Christiansen"; "Tom Remington";
"Travis Runia Sr."; Troy I. Wellicome PhD; Zach Bodhane

Subject: Sagebrush Executive Oversight Committee Agenda
Date: Wednesday, July 5, 2017 2:01:07 PM
Attachments: EOC Agenda 20170306d.docx

so 3349 -american energy independence.pdf
so 3353 greater sage-grouse conservation cooperation with western states.pdf

Folks,
 
Attached please find the agenda for the Sagebrush Executive Oversight Committee Agenda.  We
have structured the agenda to primarily address Secretary Zinke’s Order 3353 in an interactive
workshop.   We hope to identify issues, and task, resolve the those issues and develop timelines to
complete the response by the deadline. 
 
Safe travels,
 
San  Stiver
Sagebru Sh  initiative  Coordinator

We Stern  a SSo Ciation  of  f iSh  and  Wildife  a gen Cie S

450 W. g ood Win  St .
Suite  102-C
Pre SCott , a Z 86303
(928)899-3732 Cell

(928)443-5158 o ffi Ce
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Sagebrush Executive Oversight Committee 
 

Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies 
U.S. Bureau of Land Management 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
U.S. Forest Service 

U.S. Geological Survey 
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 

USDA Farm Service Agency 
 

Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies Summer Conference 
Vail Marriot Hotel 

Vail, Colorado 
 

Draft Agenda 
 

July 8, 2017 
8:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. 

 
• Call to Order, Introduction, Review of agenda, and Roll Call – Virgil Moore, Director, 

Idaho Department of Fish and Game 
 

o Review agenda. 
 
The primary objectives of this EOC meeting is determine the roles of the various 
members in addressing SO 3353 and how WAFWA can support the completion of the 
review by the deadline.   
 
o Agency roll call.  

 
• Approval of March 2017 minutes. * 

 
 

• Report on SageWest – Tony Wasley 
 

• Sage-grouse Population Analysis Workshop – Tom Remington 
 

• Hierarchical Population Monitoring – Steve Hanser 
 

• Sage-grouse White Papers – Tom Remington 
 

o Captive Rearing 
o Predator Control 
o Population goals 
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• SO 3353 WORKSHOP – 9:30 
o Reports from Federal Teams 

 USGS – Steve Hanser 
 USFS –  
 USFWS – Greg Sheehan 
 BLM – Karen Kelleher  

o Report from SGTF 
o Additional State Reports 
o Identification of issues or tasks  
o Resolution of issues 
o Timelines for completion 

 
• Next Meeting --  

AFWA Annual Meeting 
Snowbird, Utah 
September 12, 2017 

*Support material provided to the Committee 



 

ORDER NO.   3 3 4 9 

THE SECRETARY OF TH E INTERIOR 
WASHINGTON 

 

Subject:   American Energy Independence 
 

Sec. 1 Purpose. This Order implements the review of agency actions directed by an 
Executive Order signed by the President on March 28, 2017 and entitled "Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth" (March 28, 2017 E.O.). It also directs a 
reexamination of the mitigation policies and practices across the Department of the Interior 
(Department) in order to better balance conservation strategies and policies with the 
equally legitimate need of creating jobs for hard-working American families. 

 
Sec. 2 Authorities. This Order is issued under the authority of Section 2 of 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1262), as amended, and other applicable 
statutory authorities. 

 
Sec. 3 Background. Among other provisions, the March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the 
Department to review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and 
any other similar actions that potentially burden the development or utilization of 
domestically produced energy resources. A plan to carry out the review must be submitted 
to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget (0MB) and to certain other White 
House officials within 45 days of the date of the March 28, 2017 E.O. The objective of the 
review is to identify agency actions that unnecessarily burden the development or 
utilization of the Nation's energy resources and support action to appropriately and 
lawfully suspend, revise, or rescind such agency actions as soon as practicable. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also directs the Department to promptly review certain specific 
actions recently taken by the Department, in particular Secretary's Order 3338, 
"Discretionary Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Modernize the Federal 
Coal Program," and four rules related to onshore oil and gas development. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds certain Presidential Actions, reports, and final 
guidance related to climate change, including: 

 
a. E.O. 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the 

Impacts of Climate Change); 
 

b. Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon 
Pollution Standards); and 

 
c. Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and 

National Security). 
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The March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the Department to identify agency actions "related to or 
arising from" the rescinded Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance, and to initiate a 
lawful and appropriate process to suspend, revise, or rescind such actions. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds the Presidential Memorandum issued on November 
3, 2015, entitled "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment."  That Memorandum directed the Secretary of 
the Interior, among other Cabinet officials, to undertake a number of actions to implement 
a landscape-scale mitigation policy, including specific directions to the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) and the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) to develop mitigation 
policies that incorporated compensatory mitigation into planning and permitting processes. 

 
Secretary's Order 3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of 
the Interior," dated October 13, 2013, is directly related to the rescinded Presidential 
Memorandum on mitigation.  Secretary's Order 3330 dovetails with the subsequently 
issued Presidential Memorandum by directing the development and implementation of a 
landscape-scale mitigation policy for the Department. As directed by the Order, the 
Secretary received a report in April 2014 entitled, "A Strategy for Improving Mitigation 
Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior."  The Strategy set forth a number 
of "deliverables" by nearly every office and bureau within the Department to advance the 
stated goal of "landscape-scalemitigation." Given the close nexus between the rescinded 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretary's Order 3330, a thorough reexamination is 
needed of the policies set out in that Order. 

 
Sec. 4 Policy. To begin implementing the March 28, 2017 E.O., I hereby order the 
following: 

 
a. Revocation of Secretary's Order 3330. I hereby revoke Secretary's Order 

3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior," 
dated October 31, 2013. As set forth below, all actions taken pursuant to Secretary's Order 
3330 must be reviewed for possible reconsideration, modification, or rescission as 
appropriate. 

 
b. Review of Department Actions. As set forth in Sec. 5 below, each bureau 

and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, 
instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar actions (Department 
Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions set forth above and, to the 
extent deemed necessary and permitted by law, initiate an appropriate process to suspend, 
revise, or rescind any such actions, consistent with the policies set forth in the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 
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Sec. 5 Implementation. The following actions shall be taken pursuant to this Order: 

 
a. Mitigation Policy Review. 

 
(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to (1) 
the Presidential Memorandum dated November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural 
Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) 
Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions they have adopted or 
are in the process of developing relating to (1) the Presidential Memorandum dated 
November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through.their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action for review. 

 
b. Climate Change Policy Review. 

(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted, or are in the process of developing, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., 
in particular:  Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change); Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power 
Sector Carbon Pollution Standards); Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 
(Climate Change and National Security); Report of the Executive Office of the President of 
June 2013 (The President's Climate Action Plan); Report of the Executive Office of the 
President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy to Reduce Methane Emissions); 
and the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for 
Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the 
Effects of Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 
51866 (August 5, 2016). 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions identified in the review 
required by subsection (i) above. 
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(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action, for review. 

 
c. Review of Other Department Actions Impacting Energy Development. 

 
(i) As previously announced by the Department, BLM shall proceed 

expeditiously with proposing to rescind the final rule entitled, "Oil and Gas; Hydraulic 
Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands," 80 Fed. Reg. 16128 (Mar. 26, 2015). 

 
(ii) Within 21 days, the Director, BLM shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation," 
81 Fed. Reg. 83008 (January 17, 2017), and report to the Assistant Secretary - 
Land and Minerals Management on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set 
forth'in Section 1 of the March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iii) Within 21 days, the Director, National Park Service shall review the 

final rule entitled, "General Provisions and Non-FederalOil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 
77972 (Nov. 4, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iv) Within 21 days, the Director, FWS shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Management ofNon-Federal Oil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(v) Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the 

Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing 
Department Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that term is 
defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically 
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear 
resources. 

 
(vi) Within 35 days, the Deputy Secretary shall provide to me a plan to 

complete the review of Department Actions contemplated by Section 2 of the March 28, 
2017 E.O. The plan must meet all objectives and time lines set forth in the March 28, 2017 
E.O. 

 
Sec. 5 Effect of the Order. This Order is intended to improve the internal management 
of the Department. This Order and any resulting reports or recommendations are not 
intended to, and do not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable 
at law or equity by a party against the United States, its departments, agencies, 
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instrumentalities or entities, its officers or employees, or any other person. To the extent 
there is any inconsistency between the provisions of this Order and any Federal laws or 
regulations, the laws or regulations will control. 

 
Sec. 6 Expiration Date. This Order is effective immediately. It will remain in effect 
until it is amended, superseded, or revoked. 

 
 

 

 

Date: MAR 2 9  2017 







          
           

              
  

          
              

              
 

            
             

 

             
                
               

          
             

              
     

          
              

                  
           

   

               
          

              
          

             
           

             
   

                
                

            
       

                
              





From: Mott, Seth
To: Dave Lemarie; Dolores Savignano; John Schmerfeld; Mike Johnson; Nancy Green; Tom Busiahn; Marilyn Brower;

Denise Sheehan
Cc: Kurt Johnson; Jason Goldberg; Stephen Guertin; Scott Covington
Subject: Secretarial Order 3349 Response requested by April 5
Date: Friday, March 31, 2017 2:28:58 PM
Attachments: FWS Climate Change Policy Review.docx

Climate Adaptation Network colleagues-

 

On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting
Energy Independence and Economic Growth which rescinds a number of previous Executive
actions, reports, and guidance related to climate change.  On March 29, Secretary Zinke signed
Secretarial Order 3349 to begin implementing the President’s Order.  SO 3349 orders that
 “each bureau and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents,
policies, instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar actions
(Department Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions…”.

 

To help comply with the Secretarial Order, Science Applications has been assigned
responsibility by the Director for developing a list of climate change documents to submit to
the Department for review.  We have developed an initial draft of Fish and Wildlife Service
documents, listed in the attachment.  I am requesting your review of the list and your
suggestions for additional documents that should be included. Recommended additions should
include a short one or two sentence summary and a copy or citation of the document. Please
note that Science Applications is coordinating only the climate change related elements in
response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related requests from other programs who
have the lead for documents related to mitigation, oil and gas development, or other aspects of
the Executive Order.  At this time, we have been asked only to provide a list of items and we
will await further instruction after the Department has reviewed our submission.

 

Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg
(Jason_Goldberg@fws.gov, 703-358-1866) or Kurt Johnson (Kurt_Johnson@fws.gov ,703-
358- 1917) of my staff  by COB Wednesday, April 5.

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



Dear Climate Adaptation Network members, 
 
On March 28, 2017, President Trump signed a Presidential Executive Order on Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth.  On March 29, Secretary Zinke signed Secretarial 
Order 3349 to begin implementing the Executive Order.  SO 3349 orders a review of agency 
actions directed by the President’s Executive Order and directs a reexamination of the mitigation 
and climate change policies and guidance across the Department of the Interior (Department or 
DOI). 
 
SO 3349 states that each bureau and office shall provide to DOI all Department Actions they 
have adopted, or are in the process of developing related to climate change policy, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., in 
particular:  
• Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the Impacts of 

Climate Change);  
• Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon Pollution Standards);  
• Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and National Security);  
• Report of the Executive Office of the President of June 2013 (The President's Climate Action 

Plan);  
• Report of the Executive Office of the President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy 

to Reduce Methane Emissions); and  
• the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for Federal 

Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Effects of 
Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 51866 
(August 5, 2016). 

 
The Office of Science Applications has been assigned responsibility by the Director for 
developing a list of climate change documents to submit to the Department.  We have developed 
an initialearly  draft of climate change related documents that weit recommends be shared with 
the Department.  I am requesting your review of the attached for any revisions or other updates 
that should be added.   
 
We only need to include high level documents, with a short one or two sentence summary. 
Please note that the Office of Science Applications is only coordinating the climate change 
related element in response to the Secretarial Order.  You may receive related requests from 
other programs.  We have also not been asked at this time by the Director’s Office to review 
these documents for possible revisions.  
 
Thank you for your time and assistance with this request.  Please reply to Jason Goldberg of my 
staff (Jason Goldberg@fws.gov, 703 358 1866) by COB Wednesday, April 5. 
 
 
  



Climate Change Documents for Secretarial Order 3349  
1. 056 FW 1 (Service Policy Manual): A. Establishes overall U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

(Service) policy and staff responsibilities on climate change adaptation, and B. Steps down 
the Departmental policy on climate change adaptation (523 DM 1) 

 
2. 56 FW 2 (Service Policy Manual): Establishes the Climate Adaptation Network in the 

Service, a team of senior-level Service staff which guides the Service to enhance 
preparedness, adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its 
interaction with non-climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --
resources, and facilities. 

 
3. Fiscal Year 2009 Climate Change Action Priorities: This document provides thirteen 

priority actions to be undertaken in FY 2009ties that represent changes necessary  to improve 
the Service’s ability to strategically fulfill its mission in the face of accelerating deliver 
conservation effectively on the ground related to climate change and other conservation 
issues.  

 
4. FWS Climate Change Strategic Plan: Completed and approved in 2010, the Service’s 

Climate Change Strategic Plan presents goals and objectives necessary to help the Service 
address climate change in order to help sustain diverse, distributed, and abundant populations 
of fish and wildlife through conservation of healthy habitats in a network of interconnected, 
ecologically functioning landscapes. 

 
5. Appendix: 5-Year Action Plan for Responding to Accelerating Climate Change. This 

document detailed the actions that the Service intended to pursue during fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 to implement the goals and objectives of the FWS Climate Change Strategic 
Plan. 

 
6. National Fish, Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy: The National Fish, 

Wildlife, and Plants Climate Adaptation Strategy (Strategy) represents the collaborative work 
of Federal, State, and Tribal agencies and their stakeholders to help sustain the nation’s living 
natural resources for the benefit of the American people. Developed at the direction of 
Congress and published in 2013 following public review, the Strategy provides a framework 
for coordinated actions among jurisdictions and authorities from the local to the national 
level to sustain native fish, wildlife, and plants and their habitats in a changing climate. 

 
7. Scanning the Horizon: A Guide to Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment. (2011).  

This handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared by a team of experts 
assembled by the National Wildlife Federation (including a Serviceproduced in part with 
Service input expert). It,  focuses on the key components of vulnerability--sensitivity and 
exposure--and reviews best practices for conducting climate change vulnerability 
assessments focusing on species, habitats, or ecosystems.  Vulnerability assessments are a 
key step in adaptation planning by enabling managers to identify those species and systems 
most likely to be in need of conservation actions as a result of climate change, develop 
adaptation strategies tailored for managing species and habitats in greatest need, foster 
collaboration at statewide and regional scales by providing a shared understanding of impacts 



and management options, and allow scarce resources for wildlife conservation to be allocated 
efficiently in the face of climate change. 

 
8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice. (2014). This 

handbook, which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared by a team of experts 
assembled by the National Wildlife Federation (including a Service expert). It offers 
guidance for designing and carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  
Developed by an expert workgroup, consisting of leaders in climate adaptation from federal 
and state agencies (including the Service) and non-governmental organizations, Tthe guide is 
designed to help conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change 
considerations into their work. The guide offers an approach to adaptation planning and 
implementation that breaks the process into discrete and manageable steps. 

 
9. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural 

Resource Conservation. (2014). While uncertainty is not new to natural resource 
management, limitations in our ability to confidently predict the direction, rate, and nature of 
the effects of climate and other drivers of change on natural and human systems has 
reinforced the need for tools to cope with the associated uncertainties.  This guide present a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in 
natural resource management and conservation. 



From: Shultz, Gina
To: Foster, Maureen; Virginia Johnson
Cc: Casey Hammond; Gary Frazer; Kurth, Jim; Tom Melius; Stephen Guertin
Subject: Secretarial Order 3349: Assignment 1 - Mitigatation
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 1:39:15 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Assignment One Mitigation.docx

The revised informational memo with links to the relevant documents is attached.
Gina Shultz
Deputy Assistant Director, Ecological Services
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
MS: ES
5275 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-1985



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 

Date:  April 10, 2017  

From: Gina Shultz, Acting Assistant Director for Ecological Services, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (FWS) 

Telephone: 202-208-4646 

Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(a)(1) of Secretarial 
Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  

I.  Introduction 

This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to (1) the Presidential Memorandum entitled 
"Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private 
Investment" (November 3, 2015) and (2) Secretarial Order 3330, “Improving Mitigation Policies 
and Practices of the Department of the Interior” (October 31, 2013). 

II. Background 

The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled "Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth" revoked the November 3, 2015, Presidential Memorandum on mitigation and 
directed the heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from the 
Presidential Memorandum.   

On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence”, which 
revoked the previous Secretarial Order on mitigation (3330), and established a “Mitigation 
Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau and office head to identify all 
actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3330. 

III. Discussion 
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PREPARED BY: Ben Thatcher DATE: April 10, 2017 
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From: Patel, Kashyap
To: Gary Frazer; Gina Shultz
Cc: Lois A Wellman; Morris, Charisa
Subject: Secretary"s Monthly Briefing
Date: Wednesday, September 26, 2018 10:17:05 AM
Attachments: SOI Agenda - ES.docx

Hi Gary & Gina,

Could you make any updates that you feel are necessary to the attached language for the
Secretary's Monthly Meeting with the Assistant Secretary?

Jim was fine with it as written, but Maureen is asking for updates.

Anything you could update (or confirm is accurate as written) by 4pm today would be
tremendously appreciated.

Thanks,
Kashyap

-- 
Kashyap Patel@fws.gov | acting Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
| 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-4923 | Txt/Cell: 703-638-4640



VII. MITIGATION 
On November 6, 2017, FWS published a Federal Register notice requesting additional public 
input on its November 21, 2016, final revised Mitigation Policy and December 27, 2016, 
Endangered Species Act Compensatory Mitigation Policy. 
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From: Morris, Charisa
To: Foster, Maureen
Subject: signed copy of FWS response to SO 3349
Date: Wednesday, May 24, 2017 9:55:49 AM

Good morning, Maureen!

We just realized we don't have a signed copy of our response to SO 3349; did we have a
timeline for getting a signature on that?  I think there's confusion in this hallway as to whether
it is final or not.

Thanks!
Charisa

-- 
Charisa_Morris@fws.gov | Chief of Staff, Office of the Director | U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service | 1849 C Street NW, Room 3348 | Washington, DC 20240 | (202) 208-3843 |  For urgent matters, please
dial cell: 301-875-8937



From: Seth Mott (via Google Drive)
To: charisa morris@fws.gov
Subject: SO 3349 - Invitation to collaborate
Date: Monday, June 26, 2017 1:30:08 PM

seth_mott@fws.gov has invited you to contribute to the following shared
folder:

SO 3349

Open

Google Drive: Have all your files within reach from any device. 

Google Inc. 1600 Amphitheatre Parkway, Mountain View, CA 94043, USA



From: Maureen Foster (via Google Drive)
To: charisa morris@fws.gov
Cc: kashyap patel@fws.gov; jennifer wyse@nps.gov
Subject: SO 3349 ASFWP - Invitation to collaborate
Date: Tuesday, May 8, 2018 5:12:36 PM

maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov has invited you to contribute to the following
shared folder:

SO 3349 ASFWP

Here is the chart for SO 3349. Please put all backup documents in this
folder. 

Due: 05/16/2018.

Thanks.

Open

Google Drive: Have all your files within reach from any device. 

Google LLC, 1600 Amphitheatre Parkway, Mountain View, CA 94043, USA



From: Matson, Noah
To: Cynthia Martinez; Gina Shultz; Jerome Ford; Jim Kurth; Mike Johnson; Shaun Sanchez; Tasha Robbins;

casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; Charisa Morris (charisa morris@fws.gov); Gary Frazer;
maureen foster@ios.doi.gov;  Stephen Guertin; Tom Melius;
virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov

Subject: SO 3349 briefing
Date: Tuesday, April 18, 2017 8:50:06 AM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349-Sec5cv-Energy-Actions-4-17-17.docx

All, 

please see attached memo regarding Section 5cv in preparation for today's briefing
thanks

Noah Matson
Policy Advisor, Migratory Birds
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
noah_matson@fws.gov
(202) 208-4331

(b) (6)
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Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 12, 2017  

 
From: Jerome Ford, Assistant Director, Migratory Birds, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretarial 
Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretarial Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
 
Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 



 2 

 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g. 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
 
III.  Discussion 
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PREPARED BY: Noah Matson 
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From: Mott, Seth
To: Jim Kurth; Casey Hammond; Charisa Morris; Gina Shultz; Sanchez Shaun; Ford, Jerome; Betsy Hildebrandt;

Jason Goldberg; Kurt Johnson; Tom Melius; Maureen Foster; Virginia Johnson
Subject: SO 3349 climate change deliverables
Date: Monday, April 10, 2017 2:52:32 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft 4-10-17.docx

per our meeting this morning, here is our final draft

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
703-358-1969      seth_mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (FWS) 202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial Order 

3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance 
that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the heads of all agencies to 
identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that requires, among other things, each bureau and office 
to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to Executive Order 
13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy and staff 

responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental policy on climate 
change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 056 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate Adaptation 
Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance preparedness, 
adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-
climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --resources, and facilities. 
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7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, NOAA, 
USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate training and education 
goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work 
with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work.  

 
9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication completed 

in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to help employees 
integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies into planning activities. 
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation: This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with FWS support and input, presents a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural 
resource management and conservation.  

 
 

IV. Next Steps 
The Fish and Wildlife Service has identified some examples of how it has stepped down climate change 
policy into guidance or criteria into project approvals or rankings in various FWS programs. 

(b) (5) DPP



1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NAWCA 
Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat. Grant decisions are based on scoring that 
includes categories such as waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and 
long-term conservation.  One criterion used in Standard NAWCA Grant proposal ranking is “Long-
term Conservation and Climate Change” which may include up to 3 points for climate change 
considerations out of a total possible score of 100.  For Small Grants under NAWCA, “Climate 
Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 possible point out of a total of 15. In FY16, $66 
million was available for NAWCA grants.  
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/ProposalInstructions.pdf 

 
2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NMBCA 

Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and throughout their life 
cycles.  Project proposals must identify whether the project reduces the effects of a predicted or 
current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or habitat and are scored up to 3 points 
(out of 60 total points) in proposal ranking. In FY16, $3.91 million was available for NMBCA 
grants. https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/nmbcaApplicationInstructions.pdf 

 
3. Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal grant 
funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats. The 
application states that additional points toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for 
projects that significantly incorporate climate change considerations in project design. In 2016, 
grants to States under this program totaled $5.6 million.  
https://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG-NOFA2015.pdf 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an internal 

FWS program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering federally listed species 
on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides project funding for on-the-ground 
conservation efforts.  Climate change is about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration 
of CRI Projects.  In 2016, $6.8 million was available for funding projects under this program. 

     https://www.fws.gov/refuges/whm/cri 
 

5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration, 
with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program annually provides grants 
of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. territories to protect, restore and 
enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. The grants are funded through the Sport 
Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment 
and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal 
watershed management, conservation of threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other 
factors” includes a request for how the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how 
it will be affected by climate change impacts. In January 2017, $17 million in grants to States were 
awarded under this program. 
https://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants/pdfs/FY2018NCWG_NoticeAndInstructions.pdf 

 
 



6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): Projects 
conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and aquatic 
communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve the quality of life 
for the American people.  The application process requests information from project applicants to 
identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no scoring or ranking criteria is based 
on this information, and it is used for internal reporting purposes only. In 2016, $1.8 million was 
available for funding projects under this program. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological Services): 

CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for federally listed species 
and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered Species Act.  The projects reflect the 
collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of review and scoring, each proposal is assessed 
for project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change and may be assigned 
additional points for such work. In 2017, grant awards included $9.48 million for Habitat 
Conservation Planning Assistance, 19.64 million for Habitat Conservation Plan land acquisition, and 
$11.16 million for Recovery land acquisition. 
 https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/pdf/FY17_CESCF-NOFO_FINAL.pdf 

 
 
 



From: Johnson, Kurt
To: Goldberg, Jason
Cc: Seth Mott
Subject: SO 3349 Deliverables -- Additional Info Coming In
Date: Friday, April 7, 2017 3:49:27 PM

Jason,

I'm in the office this afternoon and have been tracking the e-mail traffic relative to the request
from Steve Guertin to include grant criteria/scoring systems in our list of deliverables for SO
3349.  I also chatted briefly with Seth just a few minutes ago.  Seth suggested that you and I
get together first thing Monday morning to organize and summarize the various submissions
that are coming in this afternoon.  I'm not sure what time you start work on Monday, but I can
be in the office by 8:00 am or slightly earlier to get started.  I know we both have interviews
with Ms. Tsujita on Monday morning.

I'll check email over the weekend and plan to be here by 8:00 am Monday.

Have a good weekend.

Kurt



From: Jerome Ford
To: Stephen Guertin; gary frazer@fws.gov; Cynthia Martinez; Noah Matson
Cc: Mike J Johnson
Subject: SO 3349 Edited Draft
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 7:20:06 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.txt

IndepedentEnergyDraft.4.20.17.jef.docx

Team,

Please review your sections for accuracy.  After further guidance from
Casey regarding "tone", I deleted some text that should not detract
from your original message, but bring us closer to what folks are
looking for.  If I missed the mark or diluted an important fact, then
let me know.

Our deadline is fast approaching (noon) today.  Once we have the
content right, we will clean it up for presentation.

Thanks and it has been a joy working with you.

Jerome



Migratory Birds Program
Assistant Director
Jerome E. Ford
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Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 12, 2017  

 
From: Jerome Ford, Assistant Director, Migratory Birds, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretarial 
Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretarial Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
 
Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
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Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g. 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
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From: Lawkowski, Gary
To: Susan Combs; Paul (Dan) Smith; Sheehan, Gregory
Subject: SO 3349
Date: Thursday, May 10, 2018 4:13:34 PM
Attachments: so 3349 -american energy independence.pdf

I hate to ask, but I'm working on tracking down where we stand with some past Secretary's
Orders.  SO 3349 (from last March) (attached) asked the Directors of the National Park
Service and Fish and Wildlife Service, respectively, to review the following rules and
report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks on whether the rule is
fully consistent with the President’s policy:
 

NPS: “General Provisions and Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 77972
(Nov. 4, 2016); and

FWS: “Management of Non-Federal Oil and Gas Rights,” 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 (Nov. 14,
2016).

Do you know where that assessment stands?

Thank you very much for your time and help!

Sincerely,
 
Gary Lawkowski
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
Gary_Lawkowski@ios.doi.gov
202-208-7340



 

ORDER NO.   3 3 4 9 

THE SECRETARY OF TH E INTERIOR 
WASHINGTON 

 

Subject:   American Energy Independence 
 

Sec. 1 Purpose. This Order implements the review of agency actions directed by an 
Executive Order signed by the President on March 28, 2017 and entitled "Promoting 
Energy Independence and Economic Growth" (March 28, 2017 E.O.). It also directs a 
reexamination of the mitigation policies and practices across the Department of the Interior 
(Department) in order to better balance conservation strategies and policies with the 
equally legitimate need of creating jobs for hard-working American families. 

 
Sec. 2 Authorities. This Order is issued under the authority of Section 2 of 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1262), as amended, and other applicable 
statutory authorities. 

 
Sec. 3 Background. Among other provisions, the March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the 
Department to review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, and 
any other similar actions that potentially burden the development or utilization of 
domestically produced energy resources. A plan to carry out the review must be submitted 
to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget (0MB) and to certain other White 
House officials within 45 days of the date of the March 28, 2017 E.O. The objective of the 
review is to identify agency actions that unnecessarily burden the development or 
utilization of the Nation's energy resources and support action to appropriately and 
lawfully suspend, revise, or rescind such agency actions as soon as practicable. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also directs the Department to promptly review certain specific 
actions recently taken by the Department, in particular Secretary's Order 3338, 
"Discretionary Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Modernize the Federal 
Coal Program," and four rules related to onshore oil and gas development. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds certain Presidential Actions, reports, and final 
guidance related to climate change, including: 

 
a. E.O. 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States for the 

Impacts of Climate Change); 
 

b. Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power Sector Carbon 
Pollution Standards); and 

 
c. Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 (Climate Change and 

National Security). 
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The March 28, 2017 E.O. directs the Department to identify agency actions "related to or 
arising from" the rescinded Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance, and to initiate a 
lawful and appropriate process to suspend, revise, or rescind such actions. 

 
The March 28, 2017 E.O. also rescinds the Presidential Memorandum issued on November 
3, 2015, entitled "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment."  That Memorandum directed the Secretary of 
the Interior, among other Cabinet officials, to undertake a number of actions to implement 
a landscape-scale mitigation policy, including specific directions to the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) and the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) to develop mitigation 
policies that incorporated compensatory mitigation into planning and permitting processes. 

 
Secretary's Order 3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of 
the Interior," dated October 13, 2013, is directly related to the rescinded Presidential 
Memorandum on mitigation.  Secretary's Order 3330 dovetails with the subsequently 
issued Presidential Memorandum by directing the development and implementation of a 
landscape-scale mitigation policy for the Department. As directed by the Order, the 
Secretary received a report in April 2014 entitled, "A Strategy for Improving Mitigation 
Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior."  The Strategy set forth a number 
of "deliverables" by nearly every office and bureau within the Department to advance the 
stated goal of "landscape-scalemitigation." Given the close nexus between the rescinded 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretary's Order 3330, a thorough reexamination is 
needed of the policies set out in that Order. 

 
Sec. 4 Policy. To begin implementing the March 28, 2017 E.O., I hereby order the 
following: 

 
a. Revocation of Secretary's Order 3330. I hereby revoke Secretary's Order 

3330, "Improving Mitigation Policies and Practices of the Department of the Interior," 
dated October 31, 2013. As set forth below, all actions taken pursuant to Secretary's Order 
3330 must be reviewed for possible reconsideration, modification, or rescission as 
appropriate. 

 
b. Review of Department Actions. As set forth in Sec. 5 below, each bureau 

and office shall review all existing regulations, orders, guidance documents, policies, 
instructions, notices, implementing actions, and any other similar actions (Department 
Actions) related to or arising from the Presidential Actions set forth above and, to the 
extent deemed necessary and permitted by law, initiate an appropriate process to suspend, 
revise, or rescind any such actions, consistent with the policies set forth in the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 
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Sec. 5 Implementation. The following actions shall be taken pursuant to this Order: 

 
a. Mitigation Policy Review. 

 
(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to (1) 
the Presidential Memorandum dated November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural 
Resources from Development and Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) 
Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions they have adopted or 
are in the process of developing relating to (1) the Presidential Memorandum dated 
November 3, 2015, "Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development and 
Encouraging Related Private Investment" and (2) Secretary's Order 3330. 

 
(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 

required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through.their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action for review. 

 
b. Climate Change Policy Review. 

(i) Within 14 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, all 
Department Actions they have adopted, or are in the process of developing, relating to the 
Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 E.O., 
in particular:  Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change); Presidential Memorandum of June 25, 2013 (Power 
Sector Carbon Pollution Standards); Presidential Memorandum of September 21, 2016 
(Climate Change and National Security); Report of the Executive Office of the President of 
June 2013 (The President's Climate Action Plan); Report of the Executive Office of the 
President of March 2014 (Climate Action Plan Strategy to Reduce Methane Emissions); 
and the Council on Environmental Quality's final guidance entitled "Final Guidance for 
Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the 
Effects of Climate Change in National Environmental Policy Act Reviews," 81 Fed. Reg. 
51866 (August 5, 2016). 

 
(ii) Within 30 days of the date of this Order, the Deputy Secretary shall 

inform the Assistant Secretaries whether to proceed with reconsideration, modification, or 
rescission as appropriate and necessary of any Department Actions identified in the review 
required by subsection (i) above. 
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(iii) Within 90 days of the date of this Order, each bureau and office 
required to reconsider, modify, or rescind any such Department Action, shall submit to the 
Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a draft revised or substitute 
Department Action, for review. 

 
c. Review of Other Department Actions Impacting Energy Development. 

 
(i) As previously announced by the Department, BLM shall proceed 

expeditiously with proposing to rescind the final rule entitled, "Oil and Gas; Hydraulic 
Fracturing on Federal and Indian Lands," 80 Fed. Reg. 16128 (Mar. 26, 2015). 

 
(ii) Within 21 days, the Director, BLM shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Waste Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, and Resource Conservation," 
81 Fed. Reg. 83008 (January 17, 2017), and report to the Assistant Secretary - 
Land and Minerals Management on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set 
forth'in Section 1 of the March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iii) Within 21 days, the Director, National Park Service shall review the 

final rule entitled, "General Provisions and Non-FederalOil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 
77972 (Nov. 4, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(iv) Within 21 days, the Director, FWS shall review the final rule 

entitled, "Management ofNon-Federal Oil and Gas Rights," 81 Fed. Reg. 79948 
(Nov. 14, 2016), and report to the Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
on whether the rule is fully consistent with the policy set forth in Section 1 of the 
March 28, 2017 E.O. 

 
(v) Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the 

Deputy Secretary, through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing 
Department Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that term is 
defined in the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically 
produced energy resources, with particular attention to oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear 
resources. 

 
(vi) Within 35 days, the Deputy Secretary shall provide to me a plan to 

complete the review of Department Actions contemplated by Section 2 of the March 28, 
2017 E.O. The plan must meet all objectives and time lines set forth in the March 28, 2017 
E.O. 

 
Sec. 5 Effect of the Order. This Order is intended to improve the internal management 
of the Department. This Order and any resulting reports or recommendations are not 
intended to, and do not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable 
at law or equity by a party against the United States, its departments, agencies, 
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instrumentalities or entities, its officers or employees, or any other person. To the extent 
there is any inconsistency between the provisions of this Order and any Federal laws or 
regulations, the laws or regulations will control. 

 
Sec. 6 Expiration Date. This Order is effective immediately. It will remain in effect 
until it is amended, superseded, or revoked. 

 
 

 

 

Date: MAR 2 9  2017 



From: Mott, Seth
To: Seth Mott
Subject: SO 3349
Date: Monday, June 26, 2017 12:49:00 PM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change Appendix.docx

Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft.docx

-- 
Seth Mott,  Acting Assistant Director
Science Applications
202-208-7165 / 703-358-1969 
seth mott@fws.gov
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
MS: SA  3N091
5275 LEESBURG PIKE 
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22041-3803



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service (FWS)  202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Additional responses to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies additional FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, 
reports, and guidance that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to 
climate change.  We previously shared a memo on April 7 with ten items relating to the 
Presidential Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.  This memo follows up with additional 
examples of how the FWS incorporates climate change into its decision-making. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence 
and Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the 
United States for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the 
heads of all agencies to identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau 
and office head to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing 
relating to Executive Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 
2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified additional examples of how it 
incorporates climate change into its decision-making through grant support: 
 
1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): 

NAWCA Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat, while supporting local 
economies and American traditions such as hunting, fishing, birdwatching, family farming, 
and cattle ranching. Grant decisions are based on scoring that includes categories such as 
waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and long-term 
conservation.  Climate change is a consideration in United States NAWCA Grants as well as 
those provided under Canada and Mexico. 
 

2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): 
NMBCA Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and 
conserves birds throughout their life cycles.  The grant application asks whether the project 
reduces the effects of a predicted or current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable 
species or habitat. 



 
3. State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal 
grant funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats, 
including species that are not hunted or fished. The application states that additional points 
toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for projects that significantly 
incorporate climate change considerations in project design, including projects whose goals 
and objectives align with published climate change adaptation plans or that incorporate 
recommendations of organizations specializing in climate science for conservation purposes. 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an 

internal FWS grant program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering 
federally listed species on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides 
opportunities for focused, large scale on the ground conservation efforts.  Climate change is 
about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration of CRI Projects. 

 
5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish 

Restoration, with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program 
annually provides grants of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. 
territories to protect, restore and enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. 
The grants are funded through the Sport Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is 
supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include 
questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal watershed management, conservation of 
threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other factors” includes a request for how 
the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how it will be affected by 
climate change impacts. 

 
6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): 

Projects conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and 
aquatic communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve 
the quality of life for the American people.  The application process requests information 
from project applicants to identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no 
scoring or ranking criteria is based on this information, and it is used for internal reporting 
purposes only. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological 

Services): CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for 
federally listed species and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered 
Species Act.  The projects reflect the collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of 
the review and scoring, FWS Regional Directors are asked to consider project readiness and 
conservation in the context of climate change and may assign some points for such work, but 
do not have to do so.  

 
PREPARED BY: Jason Goldberg DATE: April 10, 2017 



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (FWS) 202-208-7165 
 
 
Subject: DRAFT Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance 
that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the heads of all agencies to 
identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that required, among other things, each bureau and office 
head to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to Executive 
Order 13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive 
Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy and staff 

responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental policy on climate 
change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 56 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate Adaptation 
Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance preparedness, 
adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-
climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  

 
 

 

(b) (5) DPP



4.  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, NOAA, 
USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate training and education 
goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work 
with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work.  

 
9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication completed 

in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to help employees 
integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies into planning activities. 
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation: This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with FWS support and input, presents a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural 
resource management and conservation. It recently has been combined with the Climate-Smart 
Conservation training course.  

 
 

PREPARED BY: Jason Goldberg DATE: April 7, 2017 
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From: Jason Goldberg
To: Seth Mott
Subject: SO 3349
Date: Tuesday, May 22, 2018 8:04:39 AM
Attachments: Information Memorandum SO3349 Climate Change final draft 4-10-17.docx

Hi Seth,

Our response to SO 3349 is attached.  I've also saved this file with other references in Z:\CC
Policy\EO 13783 and SO 3349.

Please let me know if I can be of additional assistance.

Regards,

Jason

-- 
Jason Goldberg
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Science Applications
Ph: 703-358-1866
Cell: 240-687-8213



Information Memorandum for the Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish, Wildlife, and Parks 
 
Date:  April 10, 2017  
 
From: Seth Mott, Acting Assistant Director for Science Applications, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service (FWS) 202-208-7165 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5(b)(1) of Secretarial Order 

3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions relating to the Presidential Actions, reports, and guidance 
that are rescinded by the March 28, 2017 Executive Order that relate to climate change. 
 
II. Background 
The March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order entitled “Promoting Energy Independence and 
Economic Growth” revoked Executive Order 13653 of November 6, 2013 (Preparing the United States 
for the Impacts of Climate Change) and other related policies and directed the heads of all agencies to 
identify agency actions relating to or arising from those policies. 
   
On March 29, 2017, the Secretary signed Order 3349, “American Energy Independence,” which 
established a “Climate Change Policy Review” that requires, among other things, each bureau and office 
to identify all actions they have adopted or are in the process of developing relating to Executive Order 
13653 and other climate change policies identified in the March 28, 2017, Presidential Executive Order. 
 
III. Discussion 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has identified ten items relating to the Presidential 
Memorandum and Secretarial Order 3349.   
 
1. 056 FW 1 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted July 22, 2013): Establishes overall FWS policy and staff 

responsibilities on climate change adaptation and steps down the Departmental policy on climate 
change adaptation (523 DM 1) 
 

2. 056 FW 2 (FWS Policy Manual, adopted June 20, 2014): Establishes the Climate Adaptation 
Network in FWS, a team of senior-level staff which guides the bureau to enhance preparedness, 
adaptation, and resilience in the face of the impacts of climate change and its interaction with non-
climate influences on fish, wildlife, plants, ecosystems, cultural --resources, and facilities. 

 
3.  
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4.  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
7. A Framework for Building Climate Literacy and Capabilities among Federal Natural 

Resource Agencies: Under the leadership of DOI’s Office of Policy Analysis, the FWS, NOAA, 
USDA-National Resources Conservation Service, USDA-Forest Service, EPA, and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers contributed to this report.  It describes common climate training and education 
goals and objectives, efforts to provide climate training for senior leaders, and opportunities to work 
with external partners and stakeholders on developing and delivering climate training.   
 

8. Climate-Smart Conservation: Putting Adaptation Principles into Practice: This handbook, 
which underwent scientific peer review, was prepared in 2014. It offers guidance for designing and 
carrying out conservation in the face of a changing climate.  The guide is designed to help 
conservationists and resource managers incorporate climate change considerations into their work.  

 
9. Planning for Climate Change on the National Wildlife Refuge System: A publication completed 

in March 2014 to provide a practical primer for FWS employees. It is designed to help employees 
integrate climate change adaptation, mitigation and engagement strategies into planning activities. 
 

10. Considering Multiple Futures: Scenario Planning To Address Uncertainty in Natural Resource 
Conservation: This guide, which was prepared in 2014 with FWS support and input, presents a 
broad synthesis of scenario planning concepts and approaches, focused on applications in natural 
resource management and conservation.  

 
 

IV. Next Steps 
The Fish and Wildlife Service has identified some examples of how it has stepped down climate change 
policy into guidance or criteria into project approvals or rankings in various FWS programs. 

(b) (5) DPP



1. North American Wetlands Conservation Act (NAWCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NAWCA 
Grants increase bird populations and wetland habitat. Grant decisions are based on scoring that 
includes categories such as waterfowl and wetlands status and trends, including climate change and 
long-term conservation.  One criterion used in Standard NAWCA Grant proposal ranking is “Long-
term Conservation and Climate Change” which may include up to 3 points for climate change 
considerations out of a total possible score of 100.  For Small Grants under NAWCA, “Climate 
Change and Long Term Conservation” is allocated 1 possible point out of a total of 15. In FY16, $66 
million was available for NAWCA grants.  
https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/ProposalInstructions.pdf 

 
2. Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation Act (NMBCA) Grants (Migratory Birds): NMBCA 

Grants addresses migratory bird population needs on a continental scale and throughout their life 
cycles.  Project proposals must identify whether the project reduces the effects of a predicted or 
current climate change impact on a highly vulnerable species or habitat and are scored up to 3 points 
(out of 60 total points) in proposal ranking. In FY16, $3.91 million was available for NMBCA 
grants. https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/grants/nmbcaApplicationInstructions.pdf 

 
3. Competitive State Wildlife Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration): This program 

provides States, the District of Columbia, Commonwealths, and territories (States) Federal grant 
funds to develop and implement programs for the benefit of wildlife and their habitats. The 
application states that additional points toward consideration of the proposal may be awarded for 
projects that significantly incorporate climate change considerations in project design. In 2016, 
grants to States under this program totaled $5.6 million.  
https://wsfrprograms.fws.gov/Subpages/GrantPrograms/SWG/SWG-NOFA2015.pdf 

 
4. Cooperative Recovery Initiative (CRI) (National Wildlife Refuge System): CRI is an internal 

FWS program with a strategic, cross-programmatic approach to recovering federally listed species 
on National Wildlife Refuges and surrounding lands that provides project funding for on-the-ground 
conservation efforts.  Climate change is about 12% of the score for round 2 ranking of consideration 
of CRI Projects.  In 2016, $6.8 million was available for funding projects under this program. 

     https://www.fws.gov/refuges/whm/cri 
 

5. National Coastal Wetlands Conservation Grant Program (Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration, 
with assistance from the Coastal and Marine Program): This program annually provides grants 
of up to $1 million to coastal and Great Lakes states, as well as U.S. territories to protect, restore and 
enhance coastal wetland ecosystems and associated uplands. The grants are funded through the Sport 
Fish Restoration and Boating Trust Fund, which is supported by excise taxes on fishing equipment 
and motorboat fuel.  Ranking criteria include questions regarding wetlands conservation, coastal 
watershed management, conservation of threatened and endangered species.  Criteria for “other 
factors” includes a request for how the proposed project addresses climate change concerns and how 
it will be affected by climate change impacts. In January 2017, $17 million in grants to States were 
awarded under this program. 
https://www.fws.gov/coastal/CoastalGrants/pdfs/FY2018NCWG_NoticeAndInstructions.pdf 

 
 



6. National Fish Habitat Action Plan (Action Plan) (Fish and Aquatic Conservation): Projects 
conducted under the Action Plan protect, restore and enhance the nation's fish and aquatic 
communities through partnerships that foster fish habitat conservation and improve the quality of life 
for the American people.  The application process requests information from project applicants to 
identify when proposed projects address climate.  However, no scoring or ranking criteria is based 
on this information, and it is used for internal reporting purposes only. In 2016, $1.8 million was 
available for funding projects under this program. 

 
7. Cooperative Endangered Species Conservation Fund (CESCF) Grants (Ecological Services): 

CESCF grants provide funding to support voluntary conservation projects for federally listed species 
and species that are candidates for listing under the Endangered Species Act.  The projects reflect the 
collective priorities of the States and FWS.  As part of review and scoring, each proposal is assessed 
for project readiness and conservation in the context of climate change and may be assigned 
additional points for such work. In 2017, grant awards included $9.48 million for Habitat 
Conservation Planning Assistance, 19.64 million for Habitat Conservation Plan land acquisition, and 
$11.16 million for Recovery land acquisition. 
 https://www.fws.gov/endangered/grants/pdf/FY17_CESCF-NOFO_FINAL.pdf 
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Dear Senior Ocean Policy Team and Regional Contacts,

We will have our regular monthly meeting tomorrow, January 10 at 3-4:30pm EST. The agenda and materials are
attached. As a highlight, Joan Barminski, BOEM Pacific Region Director, will be giving a report out on the recent
West Coast Regional Planning body meeting.

Also, please note that we have a couple of discussion items for this meeting:

1) Input on the draft Ocean, Great Lakes, and Coastal economics 1-pager
2) Final decision on the Capitol Hill Ocean Week sponsorship 

As always, please send me any ideas for agenda topics for future meetings. I look forward to talking with you all
tomorrow. 

Conference Line: 
Passcode

Best,
Liza

-- 

Liza M. Johnson
Ocean, Great Lakes, and Coasts Program Coordinator
U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C St. NW, MS-3530-MIB

Washington, DC 20240
phone: 202-208-1378
Liza_M_Johnson@ios.doi.gov
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2017 DOI Accomplishments 

 

Secretary Zinke’s Top Ten Priorities – 

•     Create a conservation stewardship legacy second only to Teddy Roosevelt 

•     Sustainably develop our energy & natural resources 

•     Restore trust and be a good neighbor 

•     Ensuring sovereignty means something. 

•     Increase revenues to support DOI and national interests 

•     Protect our people and the border. 

•     Strike a regulatory balance. 

•     Modernize our infrastructure. 

•     Reorganize DOI for the next 100 years. 

•     Achieve our goals and lead our team forward. 

 

 

1.      Create a conservation stewardship legacy, second only to Teddy Roosevelt 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Signs Order to Review Obama-Era Sage-Grouse Plans, Improves 
Conservation and Strengthens Communication Between States and Federal Government 
(BLM) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Signs Order to Expand Access for Sportsmen on Public and Private 
Lands-Prioritize Hunter Engagement, Improve Federal-State Conservation Efforts (USFWS) 

  

o   Yellowstone Grizzly Bear’s Strong Recovery Leads to Delisting (USFWS) 



  

o   Department of the Interior Hosts the First Sportsman’s Access Summit (USFWS, BLM & 
NPS) 

  

o   Interior Overturns Ban on Affordable Lead Ammo and Fishing Tackle  (USFWS) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Announces $1.1 Billion in Funding to State Wildlife Agencies (USFWS) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Establishes “Made in America” Recreation Advisory Committee to 
Leverage Public Private Partnerships and Investment on Public Lands (NPS, USFWS & 
BLM) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Announces 10 Wildlife Refuges Will Open or Expand Public Access for 
Hunting and Fishing (USFWS) 

  

o   Interior Strengthens Commitment to Hunting and Fishing by Declaring October as 
National Hunting and Fishing Month (USFWS) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Hosts First-Ever Veterans Roundtable to Expand Access to Public Lands 
for Service Members  (BLM, NPS & USFWS) 

  

o   16,000 Acres in the Sabinoso Wilderness Opened Up to the Public for the First Time Ever. 
(BLM) 

  

o   Secretary Announces the Creation of the International Wildlife Conservation 
Council (USFWS) 

  



2.      Sustainably develop our energy & natural resources 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Calls for Enhanced Exploration of Energy Opportunities with the 
Development of the Outer Continental Shelf  (BSEE & BOEM) 

  

o   Interior Held Second Largest Offshore Wind Sale Near Kitty Hawk, North 
Carolina (BOEM) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Signs Order to Jumpstart Alaskan Energy Production NPR-A, 1002 and 
Offshore (BLM, BOEM, & USGS) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Signs Comprehensive Energy Order to End the Obama Ban on Coal 
Mining on Federal Lands and Review Costly Mitigation Policies (DOI) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Announces Largest Oil and Gas Lease Sale Ever in United States (BOEM 
& BSEE) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Issues Lease for 56 Million Tons of Coal in Central Utah (BLM) 

  

o   Secretarial Order Establishes Executive Committee for Expedited Permitting (BLM, 
BOEM, BSEE & NPS) 

  

o   New Interior Department Survey Shows Huge Increase in Recoverable Energy 
Resources in Alaska (BOEM, USGS & BLM) 

  

 

3.      Restore trust & be a good neighbor 



  

o   President Trump and Secretary Zinke Announce Proclamations to Adjust Boundaries of 
National Monuments  (BLM) 

  

o   Zinke Applauded for Helping to Release Funds Long Overdue for Swain County, North 
Carolina (DOI) 

  

o   Zinke Submits Recommendations to President on National Monuments: Restores 
Multiple-Use and Maintains all Public Lands (DOI) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Travels to Florida to Assess Hurricane Damage to National Parks and Fast 
Track Recovery Efforts (NPS) 

  

o   Interior Authorizes Full Decision Making Power to Bikini Islands Over Annual 
Budget (OIA) 

  

o   Secretary Opens the Charles M. Russell National Wildlife Refuge for Emergency Grazing 
After Wildfire (USFWS) 

  

o   Ahead of Two Category Five Hurricanes, Zinke Expedited Release of Funding for the U.S. 
Virgin Islands (OIA & NPS) 

o   National Park Service Completes the Reopening of the Virgin Islands National Park After 
Hurricane Irma Devastates the Island (NPS) 

  

 

4.      Ensure Tribal sovereignty means something 

  



o   Tara Mac Lean Sweeney Becomes First-Ever Female Alaska Native Nominated to Serve 
as Assistant Secretary for Indian Affairs (BIA) 

  

o   Water Rights Settlement Signed with Pechanga Band of Luiseño Mission Indians (BIA) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Established a Royalty Policy Committee to Improve Energy Leases on 
Federal Land and Waters, Giving Tribes a seat at the Table (ONRR) 

  

o   Alaskan Natives Have Rights Restored to Sell Handicrafts (BIA) 

  

 

5.      Increase revenues to support DOI and national interests 

  

o   Energy Disbursements Grow by $1 Billion Over Previous Year  (ONNR) 

  

o   BLM Issues Timber Payments of Nearly $20 Million to Rural Oregon Counties (BLM) 

  

o   Utah Coal Lease Approved for $22 Million  (BLM) 

  

o   Gulf of Mexico Lease Generates $275 Million (BSEE) 

  

o   Onshore Oil and Gas Lease Sales Net $317 Million in Revenue (BLM & BSEE) 

  

 



6.      Protect our people and the border 

  

o   Secretary Takes Aggressive Action to Prevent Wildland Fires (BLM, OWF, NPS, USFWS 
& BIA) 

  

o   Seminole Tribe Receives Presidential Emergency Declaration (BIA) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke and Perdue Host Inter-Agency Wildfire Listening Session with Federal, 
State and Local Stakeholders (DOI) 

  

o   Bureau of Indian Affairs Coordinates with Indian Health Service to Provide Naloxone 
Training to BIA Officers to Reverse Effects of Opioid Overdose (BIA) 

  

o   Quick Response by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Staff Assists the Power-Starved 
Communities of Hatteras and Ocracoke Islands (USFWS) 

  

o   Trump and Zinke’s Budget Plan Approved, Authorizes Full Funding of Palau Compact 
Agreement, Strengthening U.S. Strategic Defense in the Pacific (OIA) 

  

 

7.      Strike a regulatory balance 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Signs Order to Review Costly and Burdensome Red Tape in Order to 
Advance American Energy (DOI) 

  

o   Department of Interior Outlines Costly and Burdensome Regulations to Repeal or Rewrite 
to Achieve American Energy Dominance  (DOI) 



  

o   Interior Streamlines Permitting Process Under the National Environmental Policy 
Act (DOI) 

 

o   Environmental Impact Statements Limited to 150 Pages  (DOI) 

 

o   Interior Reduces the Semi-Annual Regulatory Agenda by More than 50%  (DOI) 

  

 

8.      Modernize our infrastructure 

  

o   Interior Approves Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line Project that Creates Jobs 
and Improves Energy Infrastructure (BLM) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Announces the Arlington Memorial Bridge Project is Under Budget and 
Ahead of Schedule (NPS) 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Announces Nearly $32 Million in Boating Infrastructure, Recreation and 
Tourism Grants (DOI, USFWS, NPS & BoR) 

  

o   Secretary Announces more than $50 Million for National Parks Infrastructure (NPS) 

  

  

9.      Reorganize DOI for the next 100 years 

  



o   The Secretary is Crafting a Plan to Reorganize the Department of the Interior (DOI) 

  

 

10.  Achieving our goals, leading our team forward 

  

o   Secretary Zinke Outlines Plan to Combat Workplace Harassment (DOI) 

  

o   In an Effort to Boost Employee Morale and be More Competitive in Attracting New 
Employees, the Department of the Interior Announces First Ever, “Doggy Days” (DOI) 

  

o   Interior Moves Up into the Top Ten of “Best Places to Work” (DOI) 

 



   

      

 

        
   

               
              
             

             
            

                
          

          

             
            

         
              

            

                
              

               
            

           
    

            
             

            
           

          
         

               
               

             

            
            



             
 

               
                 

            
             

           
             
              

              
                

       

           
             

              
            

               
          

   

             
               

 

 

           
   

         
     

          
    

          
   

              
            

          
        
             

              
           



 

             
                
               

             

          
         

               
               

     

                 
              

                 
            

                
                

                
 

     



Ocean, Great Lakes and Coastal Economic Benefits

Coastal Recreation and Offshore Energy Jobs FY16

The U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) adds value and jobs to the United States 
economy, and DOI’s Ocean, Great Lakes, and Coastal areas play a major role in 
these economic gains In Fiscal Year 2016.
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39th U.S. Coral Reef Task Force Meeting 

February 20-22th, 2018 
DRAFT AGENDA (01-02-2018) 

Location: U.S. Department of the Interior 

MON 
Feb 19  

 
Travel Day/Holiday 
 
AIC meetings? 
Time/Location: TBD 

TUES 
Feb 20 

 
8am-12pm 
WWG Meeting (up to 50 
people) 
Location: North 
Penthouse 
 
1pm-5pm 
Federal Staff Meeting 
Location: North 
Penthouse 
 
1pm-4pm 
Watershed Coordinators 
Meeting (5-10 people) 
Location: Room 2529 
 
6pm 
Evening Event? 
Location: TBD 
 
 

WED 
Feb 21 

 
8am-10 or 12 
Sustainable Financing 
Workshop (up to 50 
people)  
Location: North 
Penthouse 
 
10am-12pm 
CCWG Meeting 
Location: Rachel Carson 
Room 
 
10am-12pm 
Caribbean Coral Reef 
Partnership Meeting 
Location: John Muir Room 
 
1pm-5pm 
Steering Committee 
Meeting 
Location: Rachel Carson 
Room 
 

THURS 
Feb 22 

 
8am-12pm 
Business meeting 
Main Interior Auditorium 
 
12pm–1:30pm 
Executive Session 
Location: Rachel Carson 
Room 
 
1:30pm-5pm 
Business meeting cont. 
Main Interior Auditorium 
 
6pm 
Evening Event? 
Location: TBD 
 

FRI 
Feb 23 

 
Travel Day and National 
Governors Association 
Meeting begins 
 
AIC to Silver Spring for 
meetings with NOAA 
 
Watershed Coordinator 
Site/Organization Visits 
around DC 
 
 
 
 



6pm 
Evening Event? 
Location: TBD 
 

Other Items to include: AIC meetings, Enforcement WG? 



Federal Agency Staff Agenda 
U.S. Coral Reef Task Force Meeting 

Tuesday, February 20, 2018 
Main Interior Building, North Penthouse 

1849 C Street NW, Washington, DC 
 
 
1:00-1:15 Welcome  
 
1:15-1:45 Review of agendas 

● Week-at-a-glance  
● Steering Committee Meeting 
● Business Meeting  
● Executive Session 
● Preparations for discussions at the Executive Session 

o Introductions – Get to know you 
o International Year of the Reef 
o All Islands Committee request 

 
1:45-2:45 Working Group Updates and Next Steps  

● Watershed Partnership Initiative – Rob Ferguson  
● Enforcement Working Group – Steve Tucker 
● Climate Change Working Group –Jordan West 
● Injury Response and Mitigation Working Group – on hiatus 
● Coral Reef Conservation Act Reauthorization Working Group – Jennifer Koss 
● Education and Outreach Working Group – vacant 

 
2:45-3:00 BREAK 
 
3:00-3:15 Review of FY18 Work Plan and Implementing Resolution 34.1 
 
3:15-4:00 Federal Transition Planning 

● Discussion: What do we as a Task Force need and/or what do individual agencies 
need as we enter the transition to a new Administration with new USCRTF 
leadership?  

● Discussion: Are there any potential or expected changes to agency participation 
in the USCRTF in the new Administration? 

● Discussion/Roundtable: Open discussion highlighting current status of transition 
and agency direction on coral, ocean, or general environmental activities.  Are 
there any Federal agency updates related to transition or new direction that are 
relevant to the work of the USCRTF? How can the USCRTF address and/or 
support new agency direction?  

 
4:00-4:10 Website 

● Discussion on updating and hosting the website 
 
4:10-4:15 CRCA Reauthorization 

● Discussion on anticipated bill from Congresswoman Bordallo 
 
4:15-4:35 NOAA Coral Reef Conservation Program Strategic Plan 

● Jennifer Koss 
 
4:35-4:55 Highlight issues of note for consideration by the full Steering Committee 



● Coral ESA Listing Update – Jennifer Koss 
● Caribbean Coral Reef Partnership – Terri Johnson  
● Others? 

 
4:55-5:00 Closing 



 39th U.S. Coral Reef Task Force Meeting  
Washington, DC 

Main Interior Building, Rachel Carson Room (next to cafeteria) 
Wednesday, February 21, 2018 

 
Steering Committee Agenda 

 
1:00 – 1:10 Welcome and Opening 
 
1:10 – 1:25  All Islands Committee Report Out 
 
1:25 – 1:35  Federal Staff Meeting Report Out  
 
1:35 – 1:45 Review of Business Meeting agenda 
 
1:45 – 2:00 Discussion: Executive Session Preparation 

● Introductions - Get to know you 
● International Year of the Reef 
● All Islands Committee request 

■ Ruth Gates? 
 
2:00 – 3:00 Working Group Updates and Next Steps 

● Watershed Partnership Initiative  
o Report on Watershed workshop 
o Reports from Watershed Coordinators 

● Climate Change Working Group 
● Coral Reef Conservation Act Working Group 
● Watershed Partnership Initiative  
● Enforcement Working Group 
● Injury Response and Mitigation Working Group – on hiatus  
● Education and Outreach Working Group – vacant  

 
 
3:00 – 3:15 BREAK 
 
3:15 – 3:30 Bleaching Report and Forecast (Mark Eakin, NOAA Coral Reef Watch) 
 
3:30 – 3:45  USCRTF website  
 
3:45-4:00 CRCA Reauthorization 

● Discussion on anticipated bill from Congresswoman Bordallo 
 

4:00-4:15 Ruth Gates? Separate presentation from above? 
4:40 – 4:45  ESA Update (Jennifer Koss) 

 
4:45 – 4:55 Highlight issues of note within your jurisdiction or agency for consideration by the full  
  Steering Committee 
 
4:55 – 5:00 Other / Closing  
 



39th U.S. Coral Reef Task Force (USCRTF) Business Meeting 
February 22, 2018 – Washington, D.C. 

U.S. Department of the Interior – Main Auditorium 
 

8:30 – 9:00 Registration 

9:00 – 9:15 Welcome and Remarks 
● U.S. Department of the Interior 
● U.S. Department of Commerce  

 
9:15 – 9:45 Governors and Appointed Officials Remarks 

● Governor Ralph Deleon Guerrero Torres (CNMI)  
● Governor David Y. Ige (Hawaiʻi )  

 
9:45 – 10:00 USCRTF Member Introductions 

10:00 – 10:35 U.S. All Islands Coral Reef Committee Chair’s Report 
● Jean-Pierre Oriol, U.S. Virgin Islands 
● Presentation: Coral Bleaching Recovery Plan 

o Bruce Anderson, Hawaiʻi -Department of Aquatic Resources 
 
10:35 – 10:50 USCRTF Steering Committee Update 

● Liza Johnson, DOI  
● Jennifer Koss, NOAA 

 
10:50 – 11:50 Panel: Natural Disaster Coral Impacts  

● This panel will examine the impacts of natural disasters on coral reefs, with a focus on the 
recent hurricanes in the Caribbean and South Atlantic and American Samoa’s experience 
with recovery from the 2009 earthquake and tsunami. Panelists will summarize the observed 
damages to corals in Puerto Rico, USVI,  and Florida and assessment/triage efforts to date. 
Funding mechanisms for performing assessments and initial recovery efforts will be 
discussed, potentially to include a speaker on the Stafford Act and a discussion on long-term 
needs.  

● Potential Speakers:   
○ Jurisdiction speaker #1 : (Va'amua Henry Sesepasara) 
○ Jurisdiction speaker #2: (USVI, FL, Puerto Rico) 
○ Speaker 3 – not confirmed 
○ Speaker 4 – not confirmed 

 
11:50 – 12:00 Depart for Executive Session (Principals and POCs only) 
 
12:00 – 1:30 Executive Session  
 
1:30 – 2:00 Public Comment 



39th U.S. Coral Reef Task Force (USCRTF) Business Meeting 
February 22, 2018 – Washington, D.C. 

U.S. Department of the Interior – Main Auditorium 
 
2:00 – 2:15 International Coral Reef Initiative and International Year of the Reef Updates 

● U.S. Department of State 
  
2:15 – 3:00 Presentation: USCRTF Watershed Partnership Initiative Coordinators 

● Terri Johnson, Watershed Working Group Chair 
● Guanica: Roberto Viqueria 
● West Maui: Tova Callender 
● Faga’alu: Sabrina Woofter 

 
3:00 – 3:15 Break 

3:15 – 4:15 Panel: Disaster Risk Reduction and Resilience 
 

● To continue the discussion from the morning panel, speakers will focus on the role corals 
play in hazard mitigation, and long-term coral recovery efforts. The panel will discuss how 
future resilience can be built into coral reef restoration projects and how resilience also 
applies to coastal communities. The important role that coral reefs played in providing 
natural hazard risk reduction will be emphasized, along with the ability of reefs to prevent 
further damages in future natural disaster events.  

● Potential Speakers: 
○ Mike Beck, TNC (presentation of recent calculation of the protection coral reefs 

provided during the recent hurricanes)  
○ Narrissa Spies, UH (Presentation on the need for scaling up reef restoration of 

resilient corals to an ecosystem level – Narrissa Spies (Narrissa is a Native Hawaiian 
student about to complete her Ph.D. in Bob Richmond’s lab.  Her dissertation research has focused 
on determining how certain species and genotypes of corals are able to resist a variety of stressors, 
including both changes in water quality and elevated temperatures.  Narrissa's work is especially 
suited to examine using local stress resistant corals from “ugly" sites, which already have undergone 
selection, as seed material for restoration efforts.) 

○ Speaker 3 – not confirmed 
 
 
4:15 – 4:25 Update on 40th USCRTF, American Samoa 
 
4:25 – 4:45 Member Discussion, Decision Items, and Summary of Action Items 
 
4:45 – 5:00 Closing Remarks 
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US JURISDICTIONS CALL TO ACTION FOR CORALS 
 
BACKGROUND AND CONTEXT:  
Coastal coral reefs are the life-blood of the tropical US States, territories and commonwealths. These 
diverse ecosystems attract tourists and support sustainable economies. Coral reefs also provide 
services such as coastal protection and food sustainability, while supporting cultural and recreational 
activities that are fundamental to quality of life. According to the best available science, corals are at 
risk of local extinction by 2050 (References appended). The certainty of this prediction has a 20- year 
confidence interval, meaning that local extinctions could occur as early as 2030, which would cause 
detrimental damage to the economies, cultures and ecological services provided by these reefs.  
 
Recent efforts to combat coral reef decline have focused on increasing resilience by reducing local 
stressors. These activities are designed to improve water and bottom quality by restoring natural 
drainage systems, increasing on site retention of rainwater, incorporating filtration to remove 
sediment and debris as well as strategies for reducing chemical pollutants. Additionally, it is 
recognized that more effective management of fisheries, particularly of herbivores, is critical to 
reducing overgrowth of reefs and substrata by fast growing fleshy algae.  
 
Unfortunately, these measures alone haven proven insufficient in light of the risk of extinction of 
populations of corals as early as 2030. Research in the areas of genetic selection, manipulation and 
hybridization to develop more resistant corals that could improve survivorship is underway, but this 
research is years away from field application; even then, there are many regulatory hurdles such as 
permitting to overcome before such options could be implemented.  
 
However, in each US State, Territory and Commonwealth with coral reefs, there are corals that are 
already locally stress-adapted, successfully living in stressful environments, such as harbors, near 
river mouths or in areas with poor water circulation. These “adapted corals” have demonstrated 
selection for attributes that have allowed them to endure harsh conditions such as higher 
temperatures, increased turbidity, elevated levels of toxin exposure and decreased salinity.  
Unfortunately, outside of these high-stress zones, corals that have not adapted to these conditions 
face increasing stress from local impacts and ocean warming. If the timescale for extinction was 
much slower, natural selection and recruitment would allow the process to occur naturally, but that is 
not the case: the rate of coral reef degradation is outpacing the ability of corals to adapt to their 
changing environment. Resistant and resilient corals could provide stocks of significant restoration 
potential for local coral reefs. Because these corals exist locally, or can be selectively raised from 
crosses of corals that are locally sourced, they do not represent an introduction if they are cultivated 
and seeded more broadly across local reefs - and this can be done now with existing scientific 
understanding and available technology.  
 
IMMEDIATE ACTION:  
The All Islands Coral Reef Committee (AIC) desires to take immediate action and requests the 
support of the US Coral Reef Task Force (CRTF) to establish a new working group or expand a 
current Working Group to include this initiative. The purpose of this working group will be to 
support locally led teams in each jurisdiction that can select, cultivate and transplant adapted corals 
or those raised for specific attributes.  Additionally, the working group will work to develop a 
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pathway to expedite permitting via federal authorities as time may be a significant limitation for 
success.   
 
The AIC offers to co-chair this effort with another CRTF Member. The AIC requests the follow 
support:  

1. To establish a new working group, or extend the scope of an existing working group, to 
include this initiative to investigate and support efforts to locally cultivate and collect 
“adapted corals” and transplant these corals to test this approach to restore degraded local 
reefs, according to the priorities and needs of each U.S. State, Territory, and Commonwealth 
with coral reefs.    

2. To identify representatives for the working group from the US CRTF membership to 
specifically include the following, while encouraging all member agencies to participate:  

a. US Army Corps of Engineers (ACE) representative who has familiarity with 
regulatory considerations in the Atlantic, Caribbean and the Pacific.  

b. US Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) representative familiar with planning and 
implementation of coral propagation and transplantation.  

c. National Ocean and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) representative (s) 
i. Familiar with planning and implementation of coral propagation and 

transplantation.  
ii. Familiar with agency permitting requirements needed to implement such an 

effort.  
iii. National Marine Sanctuary (NMS) representative familiar with planning and 

implementation of coral propagation and transplantation 
d. US Department of Defense (DOD) representative involved in coral reef mitigation 

considerations.  
e. National Parks Service (NPS) representative familiar with planning and 

implementation of coral propagation and transplantation.   
f. US Coast Guard (USCG) representative responsible for servicing aids to navigation 

in the jurisdictions.  
g. In addition to the co-chair, a representative from each jurisdiction who is familiar 

with local coral management, coral transplantation and related permitting. 
h. Coordination of academic involvement including 

i. local marine science university partners and  
ii. Selected technical coral experts across a national scale that can support such 

efforts. These technical experts will be identified by the working group, once 
needs have been identified, or by each individual jurisdiction led team. 

 
WORKING GROUP OBJECTIVES:  

1. To provide guidelines to develop local implementation plans to undertake “adapted coral” 
selection, collection, cultivation and seeding within each jurisdiction. 

2. To develop criteria for determining, within each jurisdiction, which coral colonies are 
“adapted corals” based on their attributes, including increased resilience to local high stress 
conditions (reduced salinity, increase air exposure, thermal stress, exposure to toxicants, 
sedimentation, etc.). This effort should incorporate species, reproductive characteristics and 
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morphologies that are important to the objective of sustaining ecosystem services provided 
by coral reefs.  

3. To develop guidance on sampling methodologies of appropriate focus and scale once 
“adapted corals” have been identified for cultivation.  Such methodologies can include 
fragmentation, collection of gametes and larvae, selective breeding in the laboratory and 
field, and tissue culture. 

4. To build a template and guidelines for establishing jurisdictional coral nurseries with local 
“adapted corals” and a seeding strategy with the objective of maintaining coral function and 
services locally. This needs to include a monitoring program for evaluating effectiveness.  

5. To establish criteria for selecting propagation sites to receive transplanted “adapted corals,” 
in collaboration with existing efforts within the US and internationally. 

6. To define a plan for how US CRTF member agencies can support jurisdictional teams in 
implementing this initiative. This should include how federal members can increase the 
capacity of the jurisdictions in this effort: fiscal, technical, logistical, etc. Consideration 
should be given to establishing a national coordinator with site coordinators in each 
jurisdiction.  

7. To complete and present the plan to address the list of objectives above by the CRTF 
Meeting in the fall of 2019.  

 
The AIC is committed to providing leadership for this effort. The success of this initiative depends  
on coordination between groups of scientists and managers to develop coral cultivation and 
restoration strategies appropriate for each jurisdiction, with the overarching goal of broadly 
distributing local ”adapted corals” strategically across reefs to preserve and restore the functions and 
services of these valuable coastal ecosystems.  
 
 
REFERENCES  
Bryant, et al, 1998. Reefs at risk: a map-based indicator of threats to the world's coral reefs. World Resources 
Institute.  
 
Burke, et al., 2011. Reefs at Risk Revisited, World Resources Institute.  
(http://www.wri.org/sites/default/files/reefs at risk key findings.pdf)  
 
Heron, S. F., Maynard, J. A., van Hooidonk, R. & Eakin, C. M. Warming trends and bleaching stress of the World’s 
coral reefs 1985–2012. Sci. Rep. 6, 38402  
(2016).  
 
Hoegh-Guldberg, O. 2012. Coral Reefs, Climate Change, and Mass Extinction pp. 261 – 283 in Saving a Million 
Species, Springer.  
 
Hughes, et al., 2017. Global warming and recurrent mass bleaching of corals. Nature (543) 373 – 377.  
 
Hughes, et al., 2017. Coral reefs in the Anthropocene Nature (546) 82 – 90.  
 
International Society for Reef Studies, 2015. Consensus Statement on Coral Bleaching and Climate Change: 
http://coralreefs.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/03/ISRS-Consensus-Statement-on-Coral-Bleaching-Climate-Change-
FINAL-14Oct2015-HR.pdf  
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DOI Joint Senior Ocean Policy Team 
and 

Regional Contacts Meeting 
Wednesday, January 10, 2018 

3:00 – 4:30p.m. EDT, MIB 1548 
 

Call in Number:  
Participant Passcode:  

 
Agenda 

 
 

• DOI and Administration Priorities and Messages  
o Reorganization update 
o DOI 2017 Accomplishments List (Attachment 2) 
o SO 3360: Rescinding Authorities Inconsistent with SO 3349, “American Energy 

Independence” (Attachment 3) 
 

• National Ocean Policy Updates 
o ORM-IPC Meeting – Co-chairs only meeting in January  
o SOST Meeting – January 22 
o Joint IPC meeting – March 1 

 
• Status update on West Coast Regional Planning Body – Joan Barminski, BOEM 

 
• DOI Ocean, Great Lakes, and Coastal Economics  

o Discussion: A first draft of a 1-pager has been developed. Open for discussion on additional 
key messages, graphics, how/where we can use the graphs and data in products or talking 
points, and potential future products. (Attachment 4) 

 
• 2018 Capitol Hill Ocean Week 

o CHOW 2018 will focus on the following topics: 
 Our changing ocean 
 Restoration and resiliency 
 Public-private partnerships.  

o The National Marine Sanctuary Foundation is reformatting the week to include two days of 
programming using a concurrent session format, with some general plenary sessions and 
break-out sessions for deeper discussions. The third day would change to a Hill focused day, 
where the NMSF encourages public attendees to come to Capitol Hill and schedule meetings 
with Members.  

o Discussion: Based on the above information and the attached benefits chart (also found at: 
https://www.flipsnack.com/marinesanctuary/capitol-hill-ocean-week-2018-sponsorship-
packet.html), at what level do we want to sponsor CHOW this year? (Attachment 5) 

 
• Winter 2018 U.S. Coral Reef Task Force Meeting 

o Dates: February 20-23 
o Draft agendas (Attachments 6-9) 
o Request from All Islands Committee (Attachment 10) 
o Coral Reef Conservation Act Reauthorization bill expected from Representative  

 

(b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) C P



• Communications 
o NEWSWAVE 

 Winter issue nearly complete, includes Hurricane season 2017 response stories 
o Facebook: Surpassed 2000 likes! Great Lakes post went “viral” 

 
• International Year of the Reef 

o https://www.icriforum.org/about-icri/iyor 
 

• Our Blue Portfolio 
o Call for volunteers to help revise document. 

 
• Major Bureau and Regional Report Outs on Ocean, Coastal and Great Lakes Activities – All  

o Major Highlights from Regional Offices, Planning Bodies, and Regional Ocean Partnerships 
o Major Highlights from Headquarters Bureau representatives 

 
• Others 

 
 
Next meeting: February 7, 3-4:30pm EDT in MIB 1548.  



From: Jerome Ford
To: Cynthia Martinez; Gary Frazer
Cc: Stephen Guertin; Mike J Johnson; Noah Matson; Dan Patterson
Subject: Submitted Report Regarding SO 3349 - Potentially Burdensome Actions
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 11:46:26 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

FWS Draft Response SO 3349.docx

Team,

Attached is the report Steve will forward to Casey.  I want to thank you and your staff for
providing information and your comprehensive review this morning.  I am hopeful that our
product will move forward without delay.

Again thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Jerome



file:///C/Users/CRose/Desktop/EO-SO%20FOIAs/Records/3349/Extracted%20Appended/ATT00001_36 htm[3/6/2019 7:06:18 AM]

Jerome Ford
Assistant Director
Migratory Birds Program 
Aviation Executive 
Tel. 202-208-1050

Sent from my iPad
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Memorandum 
 
To: Deputy Secretary 
 
Through: Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks 
 
From: Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
Subject: Preliminary response to the deliverable outlined in section 5c(v) of Secretary’s 

Order 3349 – “American Energy Independence”  
 
I.  Introduction 
This memorandum identifies FWS Actions pursuant to Secretary’s Order 3349 Section 5(v). 
Section 5c(v) states: 
 

Within 21 days, each bureau and office head shall provide to the Deputy Secretary, 
through their Assistant Secretary, a report that identifies all existing Departmental 
Actions issued by their bureau or office that potentially burden (as that terms is defined in 
the March 28, 2017 E.O.) the development or utilization of domestically produced energy 
resources, with particular attention to the oil, natural gas, coal, and nuclear resources. 

 
According to the Executive Order “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth,” 
(issued March 28, 2017) such review “shall not include agency actions that are mandated by law, 
necessary for the public interest, and consistent with the policy set forth in section 1 of this 
order.” 
 
II.  Background 
In order to respond to the request, the FWS describes the Agency Action, industry perceived 
burden, how the action relates to law, and what the public interest is related to the Action, as 
follows: 
 
Agency Action: The Executive Order defines Agency Actions as existing regulations, orders, 
guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions. FWS considered Actions 
that are “policy” in nature and affect more than a single project level decision. 
 
Burden: The Executive Order defines burden as “to unnecessarily obstruct, delay, curtail, or 
otherwise impose significant costs on the siting, permitting, production, utilization, transmission, 
or delivery of energy resources.” For the identified Agency Action, we summarize industry 
stated concerns as communicated in written comments, meetings, letters, emails, or otherwise. 
 



 2 

Mandated by law:  For each identified Action, we summarize how the Action is related to law, 
including whether the Action is specifically called for in legislation. 
 
Public Interest: For each Action, FWS identifies the “public interest” as defined in statute, e.g., 
endangered species, eagles, etc. We also describe whether and why the Action is necessary for 
the public interest and how we arrived at that conclusion. 
 
III.  Discussion 
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From: Google Calendar on behalf of Maureen Foster
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Tentatively Accepted: Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am -

11:30am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Maureen Foster has replied "Maybe" to this invitation.
Brief AS-FWP on first package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on first two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Mitigation policies review
2. Climate policies review
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/12

When Mon Apr 10, 2017 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Tentatively Accepted: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has replied "Maybe" to this invitation.
SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Tentatively Accepted: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has replied "Maybe" to this invitation.
SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Tentatively Accepted: SO 3349 @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has replied "Maybe" to this invitation.
SO 3349 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: roslyn sellars@fws.gov
Subject: Tentatively Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has replied "Maybe" to this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: thomas irwin@fws.gov
Subject: Tentatively Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has replied "Maybe" to this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: Google Calendar on behalf of Matthew Huggler
To: stephen guertin@fws.gov
Subject: Tentatively Accepted: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

Matthew Huggler has replied "Maybe" to this invitation.
SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or call in number to be provided (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?
q=Room+3357+or+call+in+number+to+be+provided&hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account stephen_guertin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for invitation replies on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; tom me ius@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; steve guertin; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

Gina_Shultz@fws gov; gary_frazer@fws gov; jim_kurth@fws gov; cynthia_martinez@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO ... @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (jerome_ford@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar jerome_ford@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov;

charisa_morris@fws gov; steve guertin; noah_matson@fws gov; shaun_sanchez@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO ... @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (jim_kurth@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar jim_kurth@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jim_kurth@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jim_kurth@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: gary frazer@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  jim kurth@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  virginia johnson@ios doi gov

noah matson@fws gov  steve guertin  Gina Shultz@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitat on  [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS FWP on second package of SO  @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1 30pm (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call >  
Calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: noah matson@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; tom melius@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws gov;

virginia johnson@ios doi gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS FWP on second package of SO  @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1:30pm (casey hammond@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov  steve guertin  noah matson@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  virginia johnson@ios doi gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  Gina Shu tz@fws gov

charisa morris@fws gov  jim kurth@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  gary frazer@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS FWP on second package of SO  @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1 30pm (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite cs

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charisa morris@fws gov; steve guertin; jerome ford@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov;

tom melius@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS FWP on second package of SO  @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1:30pm (virginia johnson@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws gov - organizer 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: shaun sanchez@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; steve guertin;

charisa_morris@fws gov; virginia_johnson@ios doi gov; Gina_Shultz@fws gov; cynthia_martinez@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO ... @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (gina_shultz@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video ca  
Calendar gina_shultz@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jim kurth@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  tom melius@fws gov  char sa morris@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov

virginia johnson@ios doi gov  steve guertin  Gina Shultz@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS FWP on second package of SO  @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1 30pm (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar shaun_sanchez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: steve guertin; casey hammond@ios doi gov; jim kurth@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov;

noah matson@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS FWP on second package of SO  @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1:30pm (maureen foster@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• steve guertin 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: tom melius@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; steve guertin; noah matson@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov;

Gina Shultz@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO ... @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (noah_matson@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar noah_matson@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws.gov;
tom melius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov;
casey hammond@ios.doi.gov

Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO ... @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm
- 1:30pm (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)

Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; steve

guertin; jerome ford@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO ... @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (tom_melius@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar tom_melius@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account tom_melius@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar tom_melius@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; steve guertin; gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov;

noah_matson@fws gov; virginia_johnson@ios doi gov; jim_kurth@fws gov; tom_melius@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO ... @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (steve guertin)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar ste e guertin 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account  because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar steve guertin.
To stop receiving these emails, please log in to https .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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: stephen guert n@fws gov
To: tom melius@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; charisa morris@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; steve guertin; Gina Shultz@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov;

gary frazer@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; noah matson@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS FWP on second package of SO  @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1:30pm (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: [TO BE RESCHEDULED} Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar cynthia_martinez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; steve guertin;

shaun_sanchez@fws gov; noah_matson@fws gov; mike_j_johnson@fws gov; maureen_foster@ios doi gov; cynthia_martinez@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (jerome_ford@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: charisa morris@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov;

jim kurth@fws.gov; steve guertin; mike j johnson@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (tom_melius@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar tom_melius@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account tom_melius@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar tom_melius@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws.gov;
tom melius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov;
casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov

Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm -

2:45pm (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=+Room+3038&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: jim kurth@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov;

virginia_johnson@ios doi gov; casey_hammond@ios doi gov; maureen_foster@ios doi gov; tom_melius@fws gov; steve guertin
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (steve guertin)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar steve guertin 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account  because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar steve guertin.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: maureen foster@ios doi gov; noah matson@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov;

cynthia martinez@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; jerome ford@fws gov; steve guertin
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (maureen foster@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

    (b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: mike j johnson@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; steve guertin; gary frazer@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov;

jim kurth@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; noah matson@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (casey hammond@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: mike j johnson@fws gov  jim kurth@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  Gina Shu tz@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  steve guert n  casey hammond@ios doi gov  jerome ford@fws gov

charisa morr s@fws gov  virg nia johnson@ios doi gov  noah matson@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2 15pm  2 45pm (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guert n@fws gov
To: jerome ford@fws gov; virg nia johnson@ios doi gov; charisa morris@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; Gina Shu tz@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov;

casey hammond@ios doi gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; steve guert n
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: casey hammond@ios doi gov  jim kurth@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  cynth a martinez@fws gov  steve guertin  shaun sanchez@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov

virgin a johnson@ios doi gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  m ke j johnson@fws gov  char sa morris@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  Br ef AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2 15pm  2 45pm (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite cs

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws gov - organizer 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: jim kurth@fws.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; steve guertin; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov;

Gina_Shultz@fws gov; shaun_sanchez@fws gov; cynthia_martinez@fws gov; virginia_johnson@ios doi gov; jerome_ford@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (jim_kurth@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar jim_kurth@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jim_kurth@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jim_kurth@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: shaun sanchez@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; virg nia johnson@ios doi gov; G na Shultz@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov;

charisa morris@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; steve guertin
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitat on: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (mike j johnson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y1ZGM0MGQxZDIwNWI1YmExZjUxNWVlMjNmNjJiMDVlMzVhMjEzYWY0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y1ZGM0MGQxZDIwNWI1YmExZjUxNWVlMjNmNjJiMDVlMzVhMjEzYWY0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y1ZGM0MGQxZDIwNWI1YmExZjUxNWVlMjNmNjJiMDVlMzVhMjEzYWY0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y1ZGM0MGQxZDIwNWI1YmExZjUxNWVlMjNmNjJiMDVlMzVhMjEzYWY0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y1ZGM0MGQxZDIwNWI1YmExZjUxNWVlMjNmNjJiMDVlMzVhMjEzYWY0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account mike_j_johnson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar mike_j_johnson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: shaun sanchez@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; tom me ius@fws.gov;

mike_j_johnson@fws gov; jerome_ford@fws gov; steve guertin; virginia_johnson@ios doi gov; jim_kurth@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (gina_shultz@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charisa morris@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; jim kurth@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; steve guertin; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; tom melius@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov;

shaun sanchez@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (virginia johnson@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws gov - organizer 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: shaun sanchez@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; charisa morris@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; steve

guertin; jerome ford@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (tasha l robbins@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdGFzaGFfbF9yb2JiaW5zQGlvcy5kb2kuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2YTg0YWE0NzMwNGQ1ZmRkMTQzZGJiOWI1N2IxMmIxODQ4ZTE4MjAw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws gov 
• steve guertin 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Your attendance is optional.
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdGFzaGFfbF9yb2JiaW5zQGlvcy5kb2kuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2YTg0YWE0NzMwNGQ1ZmRkMTQzZGJiOWI1N2IxMmIxODQ4ZTE4MjAw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdGFzaGFfbF9yb2JiaW5zQGlvcy5kb2kuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2YTg0YWE0NzMwNGQ1ZmRkMTQzZGJiOWI1N2IxMmIxODQ4ZTE4MjAw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdGFzaGFfbF9yb2JiaW5zQGlvcy5kb2kuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2YTg0YWE0NzMwNGQ1ZmRkMTQzZGJiOWI1N2IxMmIxODQ4ZTE4MjAw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdGFzaGFfbF9yb2JiaW5zQGlvcy5kb2kuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2YTg0YWE0NzMwNGQ1ZmRkMTQzZGJiOWI1N2IxMmIxODQ4ZTE4MjAw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; steve guertin; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov;

noah matson@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (noah_matson@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar noah_matson@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; tom me ius@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov;

steve guertin; jerome_ford@fws gov; shaun_sanchez@fws gov; noah_matson@fws gov; mike_j_johnson@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (jerome_ford@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video ca  
Calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: tom melius@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov;

jim_kurth@fws gov; virginia_johnson@ios doi gov; mike_j_johnson@fws gov; gary_frazer@fws gov; steve guertin
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (jim_kurth@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar jim_kurth@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jim_kurth@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jim_kurth@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; steve guertin; jim kurth@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov;

mike_j_johnson@fws gov; gary_frazer@fws gov; noah_matson@fws gov; charisa_morris@fws gov; casey_hammond@ios doi gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (gina_shultz@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: tom melius@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; steve guertin; shaun sanchez@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov;

casey hammond@ios doi gov; jim kurth@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (maureen foster@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• tom_melius@fws gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: casey hammond@ios doi gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; steve guertin; jerome ford@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov;

tom melius@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (casey hammond@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxMWU3ZTk4OTkyMTkyMTBmYjYzM2Q5MjJiZDU0NDdhYTNhZmNjZjIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guert n@fws gov
To: virginia johnson@ios doi gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; gary frazer@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; steve

guertin; cynthia martinez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; tom mel us@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: mike j johnson@fws gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; jim kurth@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; steve guertin; jerome ford@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; noah matson@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov;

cynthia martinez@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (virginia johnson@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: steve guertin  charisa morris@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  cynthia mart nez@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  jim kurth@fws gov

casey hammond@ios doi gov  gary frazer@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  virg nia johnson@ios doi gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2 15pm  2 45pm (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: steve guertin; gary frazer@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov;

maureen_foster@ios doi gov; casey_hammond@ios doi gov; cynthia_martinez@fws gov; charisa_morris@fws gov; mike_j_johnson@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (steve guertin)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar steve guertin 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• steve guertin 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account  because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar steve guertin.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: steve guertin  casey hammond@ios doi gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  jim kurth@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  tom melius@fws gov

charisa morris@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  virg nia johnson@ios doi gov  gary frazer@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitat on  Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2 15pm  2 45pm (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar charisa_morris@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• steve guertin 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: steve guert n  charisa morris@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  cynth a martinez@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  jim kurth@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov

casey hammond@ios doi gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  virginia johnson@ios doi gov  jerome ford@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  Br ef AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2 15pm  2 45pm (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite cs

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws gov - organizer 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; steve guertin; mike j johnson@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (tom_melius@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar tom_melius@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account tom_melius@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar tom_melius@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charisa morris@fws gov; steve guertin; shaun sanchez@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; maureen foster@ios doi gov; noah matson@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov;

virginia johnson@ios doi gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2:15pm  2:45pm (tasha l robbins@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdGFzaGFfbF9yb2JiaW5zQGlvcy5kb2kuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2YTg0YWE0NzMwNGQ1ZmRkMTQzZGJiOWI1N2IxMmIxODQ4ZTE4MjAw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Your attendance is optional.
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdGFzaGFfbF9yb2JiaW5zQGlvcy5kb2kuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2YTg0YWE0NzMwNGQ1ZmRkMTQzZGJiOWI1N2IxMmIxODQ4ZTE4MjAw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdGFzaGFfbF9yb2JiaW5zQGlvcy5kb2kuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2YTg0YWE0NzMwNGQ1ZmRkMTQzZGJiOWI1N2IxMmIxODQ4ZTE4MjAw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdGFzaGFfbF9yb2JiaW5zQGlvcy5kb2kuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2YTg0YWE0NzMwNGQ1ZmRkMTQzZGJiOWI1N2IxMmIxODQ4ZTE4MjAw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdGFzaGFfbF9yb2JiaW5zQGlvcy5kb2kuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2YTg0YWE0NzMwNGQ1ZmRkMTQzZGJiOWI1N2IxMmIxODQ4ZTE4MjAw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws.gov;
tom melius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov;
casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov

Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm -

2:45pm (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov;

steve guertin; tom melius@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios.doi.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm - 2:45pm (noah_matson@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar noah_matson@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov  jim kurth@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  steve guertin  gary frazer@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov

maureen foster@ os doi gov  virgin a johnson@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitat on  Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1 30pm (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guert n@fws gov
To: maureen foster@ios doi gov; noah matson@fws gov; virg nia johnson@ios doi gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; steve guertin;

gary frazer@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1:30pm (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar cynthia_martinez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyYzg2MDFmNTJhN2EyZjA1ZWRjMjExMzRmZTU5N2E0OTJkZTg5NzMx&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: steve guert n  virginia johnson@ios doi gov  charisa morris@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  j m kurth@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  tom melius@fws gov

cynthia martinez@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  Br ef AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1 30pm (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite cs

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws gov - organizer 
• steve guertin 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYmY4MDljYTRjYTNlMWI0NmM4NDlkOGM1YTY0ZDk2MmZmMGUzOWIw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; steve guertin; noah matson@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov;

jerome ford@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (noah_matson@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar noah_matson@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzYWI4YjZiZDgzOGFlN2FjNzZiM2FhNzQ0OTQ5YjRjYmM2MmJkN2Iz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: maureen foster@ios doi gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; jerome ford@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov; steve guertin;

Gina Shultz@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1:30pm (virginia johnson@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws gov - organizer 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdmlyZ2luaWFfam9obnNvbkBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZDJkMTMwOWVhMDY4YWU4NGNmMGEyNWQ4ZGVlYzNlYTgwODU3NGYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: shaun sanchez@fws gov  virginia johnson@ os doi gov  gary frazer@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  tom mel us@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  jim kurth@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov

Gina Shultz@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  steve guertin
Subject: Updated Invitation  Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1 30pm (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar shaun_sanchez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYjQ5YjM0MjM2NzViYjdmZWFmZDBiNzI4YmYwNzcwMzgwZTdhNGFi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: jerome ford@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov;

jim_kurth@fws gov; steve guertin; virginia_johnson@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (steve guertin)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar ste e guertin 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbi5kLmd1ZXJ0aW5AbQ&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YzNWJkMzZjYTQ5NGM1MDdlYjUxMTJjODNkMmE1ZTZhMTg0YThlZmJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account  because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar steve guertin.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: jerome ford@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; steve guertin; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov;

maureen_foster@ios doi gov; Gina_Shultz@fws gov; jim_kurth@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (jerome_ford@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar jerome_ford@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkNGI1ZmUyMjljMmJiMTk2NjUwZTAwYzY0MjQ3YzY5OTZhZDFhN2E1&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws.gov;
tom melius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov

Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm -
1:30pm (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)

Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: jerome ford@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov;

virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; steve guertin
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (tom_melius@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar tom_melius@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y0OTY5MTQ5NGY4NTlkMjRhYzIzY2U4ODFkZjE5ZjcwMTM3NTk5NTU4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account tom_melius@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar tom_melius@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; steve guertin;

tom_melius@fws gov; gary_frazer@fws gov; jim_kurth@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (gina_shultz@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar gina_shultz@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5OTg4ZmExY2MxZDFlNjUxMTlmODBkYWE5NjJlOGIzMDM0OTUzZjI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: charisa morris@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; steve guertin; noah matson@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

jim_kurth@fws gov; jerome_ford@fws gov; Gina_Shu tz@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm - 1:30pm (jim_kurth@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar jim_kurth@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgamltX2t1cnRoQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwMjRiZjMzZGEwMWM5YWUwYWE4YjlkZDc2MTc2ZWM3MDNjMjZhNWJh&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jim_kurth@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jim_kurth@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jerome ford@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; steve guertin; gary frazer@fws gov; virginia johnson@ios doi gov; noah matson@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; jim kurth@fws gov;

maureen foster@ios doi gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17  2017 1pm  1:30pm (maureen foster@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q AS FWP conference room&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws gov 
• steve guertin 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgbWF1cmVlbl9mb3N0ZXJAaW9zLmRvaS5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y5NjI3NmI1OTg0ZWRmODJiOGVlZWFiMzAyMTc3YTI2NTI4ODcwMzYy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; jim kurth@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; virginia johnson@ios.doi.gov; steve guertin; charisa morris@fws.gov;
tom melius@fws.gov; maureen foster@ios.doi.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov

Subject: Updated Invitation: Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm -
1:30pm (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)

Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Changed: Mon Apr 17, 2017 1pm – 1:30pm Eastern Time 
Where AS FWP conference room (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=AS+FWP+conference+room&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• steve guertin 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jim kurth@fws gov  maureen foster@ios doi gov  noah matson@fws gov  cynthia mart nez@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  charisa morris@fws gov  steve guertin  mike j johnson@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov

jerome ford@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  virginia johnson@ios doi gov  gary frazer@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov
Cc: tasha l robbins@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitat on  Brief AS FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables @ Tue Apr 18  2017 2 15pm  2 45pm (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Brief AS-FWP on second package of SO 3349 deliverables
Briefing on second two SO 3349 deliverables from the FWS:
1. Review NWR oil and gas regulations re EO
2. Review FWS energy actions for burdens
Report on these two reviews due from AS FWP to DOI on Wednesday 4/19

When Tue Apr 18, 2017 2:15pm – 2:45pm Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3038 (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3038&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar charisa_morris@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jim_kurth@fws.gov 
• maureen_foster@ios.doi.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• steve guertin 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• virginia_johnson@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• tasha_l_robbins@ios.doi.gov - optional 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid aG41a2lzYmtwNHBhY2k5ZDlhcmQ1cWZrb2cgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4YjMyNzJjYzQ3MDhjYmRkNGIzYjQ0Y2Y1NzNhNzg1MDY0ZTM0MGJl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: seth mott@fws gov; betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov;

shaun sanchez@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov
Subject: Updated Inv tation: SO 3349  Dial:  Code:  @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (mike j johnson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3OWZjNDE1MmFhOTMzOWUwMDcxYzc3MzVhNjI3ZTA0YjU4YTk3OTYz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call: Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code 23&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar mike_j_johnson@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3OWZjNDE1MmFhOTMzOWUwMDcxYzc3MzVhNjI3ZTA0YjU4YTk3OTYz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3OWZjNDE1MmFhOTMzOWUwMDcxYzc3MzVhNjI3ZTA0YjU4YTk3OTYz&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3OWZjNDE1MmFhOTMzOWUwMDcxYzc3MzVhNjI3ZTA0YjU4YTk3OTYz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3OWZjNDE1MmFhOTMzOWUwMDcxYzc3MzVhNjI3ZTA0YjU4YTk3OTYz&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account mike_j_johnson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar mike_j_johnson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
  (   (b) (5) (   

  (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov;

matthew huggler@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349  Dial:  Code: @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (betsy hildebrandt@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZGM2NTg5ZmEzM2M2NjQyZTFlYjk2ZWYzN2ZlMmI1MjJiMzAwZmMw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial  Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call: ode (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call en> ) 
Video ca  
Calendar betsy_hildebrandt@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZGM2NTg5ZmEzM2M2NjQyZTFlYjk2ZWYzN2ZlMmI1MjJiMzAwZmMw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZGM2NTg5ZmEzM2M2NjQyZTFlYjk2ZWYzN2ZlMmI1MjJiMzAwZmMw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZGM2NTg5ZmEzM2M2NjQyZTFlYjk2ZWYzN2ZlMmI1MjJiMzAwZmMw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxZGM2NTg5ZmEzM2M2NjQyZTFlYjk2ZWYzN2ZlMmI1MjJiMzAwZmMw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: mike j johnson@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  cynthia mart nez@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  gary frazer@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov

charles blair@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  G na Shultz@fws gov
Subject: Updated Inv tation  SO 3349  Dial  Code  @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxN2NmMjUwNjg3NGVkZTQ4MzBmYmY1Yzc2MmE4MjMwNjI1Y2E1MzI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial: Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call: Code map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call 23&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxN2NmMjUwNjg3NGVkZTQ4MzBmYmY1Yzc2MmE4MjMwNjI1Y2E1MzI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxN2NmMjUwNjg3NGVkZTQ4MzBmYmY1Yzc2MmE4MjMwNjI1Y2E1MzI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxN2NmMjUwNjg3NGVkZTQ4MzBmYmY1Yzc2MmE4MjMwNjI1Y2E1MzI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YxN2NmMjUwNjg3NGVkZTQ4MzBmYmY1Yzc2MmE4MjMwNjI1Y2E1MzI3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: shaun sanchez@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov;

jerome ford@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349  Dial:  Code: @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (casey hammond@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjMmRjOTUyMmMzMDJmNDg5OGI0MTUxM2Y1ZGI5YzBkZGYxM2YyYzA4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial:  Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call Code map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: &hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjMmRjOTUyMmMzMDJmNDg5OGI0MTUxM2Y1ZGI5YzBkZGYxM2YyYzA4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjMmRjOTUyMmMzMDJmNDg5OGI0MTUxM2Y1ZGI5YzBkZGYxM2YyYzA4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjMmRjOTUyMmMzMDJmNDg5OGI0MTUxM2Y1ZGI5YzBkZGYxM2YyYzA4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjMmRjOTUyMmMzMDJmNDg5OGI0MTUxM2Y1ZGI5YzBkZGYxM2YyYzA4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) ( ) 
 

(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) (5) (b) (5) 
(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jerome ford@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov;

matthew huggler@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349  Dial: Code:  @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (matthew huggler@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYzViZTZhMmRjZDk1YTMwZGYyNWVlYmJkNmNmYzVhOWUyZWYxM2Jm&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call Code: (map <https://maps google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: 23&hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar matthe _huggler@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYzViZTZhMmRjZDk1YTMwZGYyNWVlYmJkNmNmYzVhOWUyZWYxM2Jm&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYzViZTZhMmRjZDk1YTMwZGYyNWVlYmJkNmNmYzVhOWUyZWYxM2Jm&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYzViZTZhMmRjZDk1YTMwZGYyNWVlYmJkNmNmYzVhOWUyZWYxM2Jm&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYzViZTZhMmRjZDk1YTMwZGYyNWVlYmJkNmNmYzVhOWUyZWYxM2Jm&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account matthew_huggler@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar matthew_huggler@fws gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  charles blair@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov

gary frazer@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  cynthia mart nez@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  SO 3349  Dial   Code   @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (gina shu tz@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWU1YmMxYmM0ZGYyYTZhZDU1OWM3YjljYzE3MmI0ZTZkYmEyZDVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial: Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call Code: (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: 23&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar gina_shultz@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWU1YmMxYmM0ZGYyYTZhZDU1OWM3YjljYzE3MmI0ZTZkYmEyZDVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWU1YmMxYmM0ZGYyYTZhZDU1OWM3YjljYzE3MmI0ZTZkYmEyZDVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWU1YmMxYmM0ZGYyYTZhZDU1OWM3YjljYzE3MmI0ZTZkYmEyZDVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZWU1YmMxYmM0ZGYyYTZhZDU1OWM3YjljYzE3MmI0ZTZkYmEyZDVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charles blair@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov;

betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349  Dial:  Code:  @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: inv te ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3NTE4NzM3YTk4NDU0NDVjODUzZjJkNzFkZWQ NzFlNGRhNWQ4YTkw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial  Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call: Code (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: 23&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3NTE4NzM3YTk4NDU0NDVjODUzZjJkNzFkZWQ5NzFlNGRhNWQ4YTkw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3NTE4NzM3YTk4NDU0NDVjODUzZjJkNzFkZWQ5NzFlNGRhNWQ4YTkw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3NTE4NzM3YTk4NDU0NDVjODUzZjJkNzFkZWQ5NzFlNGRhNWQ4YTkw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3NTE4NzM3YTk4NDU0NDVjODUzZjJkNzFkZWQ NzFlNGRhNWQ4YTkw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; charles blair@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov;
mike j johnson@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov;
noah matson@fws.gov

Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 - Dial:  Code:  @ Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am - 11am
(stephen_guertin@fws.gov)

Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial:  Code: 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Call:+

Code:+ 23&hl=en> ) 
Video call

  
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) C P

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) CIP

(b) (5) C P

(b) (5) C P
(b) (5) CIP



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; m ke j johnson@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov;

seth mott@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349  Dial: Code: @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (charles blair@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZhMGM1MTA0NzA5MWY3OTM2Y2NkZDBmY2QyM2M0OTIxYTlmMDAyYjdk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial: Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call: Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: 23&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar charles_blair@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZhMGM1MTA0NzA5MWY3OTM2Y2NkZDBmY2QyM2M0OTIxYTlmMDAyYjdk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZhMGM1MTA0NzA5MWY3OTM2Y2NkZDBmY2QyM2M0OTIxYTlmMDAyYjdk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZhMGM1MTA0NzA5MWY3OTM2Y2NkZDBmY2QyM2M0OTIxYTlmMDAyYjdk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZhMGM1MTA0NzA5MWY3OTM2Y2NkZDBmY2QyM2M0OTIxYTlmMDAyYjdk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charles_blair@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar charles_blair@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charles blair@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  Gina Shu tz@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov

betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  jerome ford@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  SO 3349  Dial   Code   @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyZmQwNGQxMzcyNmNhNjkxNjYwNTBjYWJjMWQ5NDQyNjk2MGI1YWJi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial: Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call Code: (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: 23&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar shaun_sanchez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyZmQwNGQxMzcyNmNhNjkxNjYwNTBjYWJjMWQ5NDQyNjk2MGI1YWJi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyZmQwNGQxMzcyNmNhNjkxNjYwNTBjYWJjMWQ5NDQyNjk2MGI1YWJi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyZmQwNGQxMzcyNmNhNjkxNjYwNTBjYWJjMWQ5NDQyNjk2MGI1YWJi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyZmQwNGQxMzcyNmNhNjkxNjYwNTBjYWJjMWQ5NDQyNjk2MGI1YWJi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia mart nez@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov

seth mott@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  charles blair@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  SO 3349  Dial   Code   @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (seth mott@fws gov)
Attachments: nvite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYTBlMjUyNzQ1N2Y2Mzc4NGVlYTgzMzM1NmM1OTM4MTYwOTJmY2Uw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: 23&hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar seth_mott@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYTBlMjUyNzQ1N2Y2Mzc4NGVlYTgzMzM1NmM1OTM4MTYwOTJmY2Uw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYTBlMjUyNzQ1N2Y2Mzc4NGVlYTgzMzM1NmM1OTM4MTYwOTJmY2Uw&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYTBlMjUyNzQ1N2Y2Mzc4NGVlYTgzMzM1NmM1OTM4MTYwOTJmY2Uw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYTBlMjUyNzQ1N2Y2Mzc4NGVlYTgzMzM1NmM1OTM4MTYwOTJmY2Uw&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account seth_mott@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar seth_mott@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jerome ford@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  gary frazer@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov

charles blair@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  SO 3349  D al   Code  @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (noah matson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjODcxODcyZGE0NTZhMjBjY2UyZDk3ZDJmNThmMDQ0OWUxZjAyNWM0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial:  Code: 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call:  Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: 23&hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar noah_matson@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjODcxODcyZGE0NTZhMjBjY2UyZDk3ZDJmNThmMDQ0OWUxZjAyNWM0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjODcxODcyZGE0NTZhMjBjY2UyZDk3ZDJmNThmMDQ0OWUxZjAyNWM0&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjODcxODcyZGE0NTZhMjBjY2UyZDk3ZDJmNThmMDQ0OWUxZjAyNWM0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjODcxODcyZGE0NTZhMjBjY2UyZDk3ZDJmNThmMDQ0OWUxZjAyNWM0&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charisa morris@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; charles blair@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov;

Gina Shultz@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349  Dial:  Code: @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (jerome ford@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3YjEwMmU3OTVkNzU3ZTA1N2U4MWZiMmFjNDliZWE1YWQ3MWZkNTM3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial  Code: 
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call: Code (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: 23&hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3YjEwMmU3OTVkNzU3ZTA1N2U4MWZiMmFjNDliZWE1YWQ3MWZkNTM3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3YjEwMmU3OTVkNzU3ZTA1N2U4MWZiMmFjNDliZWE1YWQ3MWZkNTM3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3YjEwMmU3OTVkNzU3ZTA1N2U4MWZiMmFjNDliZWE1YWQ3MWZkNTM3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3YjEwMmU3OTVkNzU3ZTA1N2U4MWZiMmFjNDliZWE1YWQ3MWZkNTM3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov;

casey hammond@ios doi gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349  Dial: Code:  @ Fri Mar 31  2017 10am  11am (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZTViMmYzZGFmMjFmZTAyYmRhMDIzODcxMDFhOWU5NTkxZGJhYmRi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

Changed: SO 3349 - Dial  Code
Identify the deliverables, assign lead responsibilities, and set up periodic check ins as we work toward a final product.
When Fri Mar 31, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Call:  Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Call: Code: 23&hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar cynthia_martinez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZTViMmYzZGFmMjFmZTAyYmRhMDIzODcxMDFhOWU5NTkxZGJhYmRi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZTViMmYzZGFmMjFmZTAyYmRhMDIzODcxMDFhOWU5NTkxZGJhYmRi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZTViMmYzZGFmMjFmZTAyYmRhMDIzODcxMDFhOWU5NTkxZGJhYmRi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid OHRnNTcyMWZsYWI2dmg4b29kdGp1bnFudG8gY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y2ZTViMmYzZGFmMjFmZTAyYmRhMDIzODcxMDFhOWU5NTkxZGJhYmRi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) 

(b) (5) (b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: mike j johnson@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (tom_melius@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyODljZmQ1OWJlYWIwZjkzYjBlNzM1ZjAxODk5YTEwMzU0ZWU0YmQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code: (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar tom_melius@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyODljZmQ1OWJlYWIwZjkzYjBlNzM1ZjAxODk5YTEwMzU0ZWU0YmQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyODljZmQ1OWJlYWIwZjkzYjBlNzM1ZjAxODk5YTEwMzU0ZWU0YmQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyODljZmQ1OWJlYWIwZjkzYjBlNzM1ZjAxODk5YTEwMzU0ZWU0YmQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgdG9tX21lbGl1c0Bmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyODljZmQ1OWJlYWIwZjkzYjBlNzM1ZjAxODk5YTEwMzU0ZWU0YmQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account tom_melius@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar tom_melius@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charisa morris@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov

noah matson@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov
Subject: Updated Inv tation  SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (gina shultz@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12  2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: matthew huggler@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov;

jerome ford@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (casey hammond@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12  2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial: Code: (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal    
Calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) 

 



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: jerome ford@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; tom melius@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov;

Gina Shultz@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (seth_mott@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial: Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar seth_mott@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account seth_mott@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar seth_mott@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: shaun sanchez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov;

seth mott@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Inv tation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (jerome ford@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial: Code (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  mike j johnson@fws gov

casey hammond@ios doi gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (noah matson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar noah_matson@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov;
mike j johnson@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov;
tom melius@fws.gov

Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account roslyn_sellars@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jerome ford@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; tom me ius@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov;

betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (mike j johnson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial: Code (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar mike_j_johnson@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account mike_j_johnson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar mike_j_johnson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov;
mike j johnson@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov;
tom melius@fws.gov

Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: seth mott@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; jerome ford@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov;

shaun sanchez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: mike j johnson@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  tom melius@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov

shaun sanchez@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite cs

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial: Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar shaun_sanchez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: noah matson@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov;

betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; gary frazer@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (betsy hildebrandt@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial  Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account betsy_hildebrandt@fws gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) 

 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: cynthia martinez@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov;

charisa morris@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; mike j johnson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial Code: (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar gary_frazer@fws gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: jerome ford@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; betsy h ldebrandt@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov;

casey hammond@ios doi gov; seth mott@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; tom melius@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ5N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial  Code (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• seth_mott@fws gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• tom_melius@fws gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ5N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: noah matson@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov;

charles blair@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (charisa morris@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ5N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar charisa_morris@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmlzYV9tb3JyaXNAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4MjEyYWFkODMxZTIwMWQ4MTE5ZDJhODU1NTU4ZDZhODVjMWQ5N2I5&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charisa_morris@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar charisa_morris@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: gary frazer@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; charles blair@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov;
casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov;
noah matson@fws.gov

Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (stephen_guertin@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action=VIEW&eid=Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q=Room+3357+or+Dial:+

Code:+ hl=en> ) 
Video call

 
Calendar stephen_guertin@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
 
 
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account thomas_irwin@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar
stephen_guertin@fws.gov.
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
<https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)

(b) (5) CIP (b) (5) 
CIP

(b) (5) 
CIP(b) (5) C P



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: charles blair@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  noah matson@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov

mike j johnson@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (noah matson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar noah_matson@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbm9haF9tYXRzb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4ZWRhNjBkMDkyNWFiYmFiMTZhNTgzZGJkZGIzMzg5ODA0MDA1M2Nj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account noah_matson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar noah_matson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: mike j johnson@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  charles blair@fws gov

noah matson@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov
Subject: Updated Inv tation  SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (gina shultz@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2luYV9zaHVsdHpAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZmZDg2MzM5NTE3OTRiYTkwOGQxNTY5ZmM0ODgzNjcxZGRlYWNjZjk4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gina_shultz@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gina_shultz@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: mike j johnson@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov;

charles blair@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (mike j johnson@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial: Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar mike_j_johnson@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWlrZV9qX2pvaG5zb25AZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZkZTk5MWQ2MjRkZTY1ZTk5YTViOGFlNGI4Mzk1ODk1MTQzODRiNWQ3&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account mike_j_johnson@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar mike_j_johnson@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; charles blair@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov;

mike j johnson@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; char sa morris@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (gary frazer@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial Code: (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar gary_frazer@fws gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgZ2FyeV9mcmF6ZXJAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y4Nzk4Y2Y0MDdjOGExM2E4MjhiYmE4NGFlOGEzOWQwNDVmYTA0YTFl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account gary_frazer@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar gary_frazer@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: mike j johnson@fws.gov; cynthia martinez@fws.gov; seth mott@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov;

casey_hammond@ios doi gov; Gina_Shultz@fws gov; charles_blair@fws gov; charisa_morris@fws gov; gary_frazer@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 9am - 10am (charles_blair@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiMzNlNjQ0OWFkODcxOTU3M2Q0ZTlmODFlN2FlZDU2ZmJkNjgzY2I1&ctz America/Chicago&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 9am – 10am Central Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial: Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar charles_blair@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiMzNlNjQ0OWFkODcxOTU3M2Q0ZTlmODFlN2FlZDU2ZmJkNjgzY2I1&ctz America/Chicago&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiMzNlNjQ0OWFkODcxOTU3M2Q0ZTlmODFlN2FlZDU2ZmJkNjgzY2I1&ctz America/Chicago&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiMzNlNjQ0OWFkODcxOTU3M2Q0ZTlmODFlN2FlZDU2ZmJkNjgzY2I1&ctz America/Chicago&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2hhcmxlc19ibGFpckBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiMzNlNjQ0OWFkODcxOTU3M2Q0ZTlmODFlN2FlZDU2ZmJkNjgzY2I1&ctz America/Chicago&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account charles_blair@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar charles_blair@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: casey hammond@ios doi gov; charisa morris@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov;

Gina Shultz@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov
Subject: Updated Inv tation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (jerome ford@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial: Code: (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar jerome_ford@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgamVyb21lX2ZvcmRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YyOTc0YWNkZmJhNDYxYjJiZWU1OTY5MDQ0MWZmYmNiNTUwNjQzMGQ2&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account jerome_ford@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar jerome_ford@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; gary frazer@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov;

mike j johnson@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (matthew huggler@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial: Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar matthe _huggler@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account matthew_huggler@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar matthew_huggler@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: seth mott@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; charisa morris@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov;

noah matson@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (casey hammond@ios doi gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial:  Code:  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal    
Calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY2FzZXlfaGFtbW9uZEBpb3MuZG9pLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3Y3MmU3OGIxYTBhODlkZDJhMDA5ZTUxOWQ3YWIzNWQxOTVlOGU4ZmI4&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) 

 



From: stephen guertin@fws.gov
To: seth mott@fws.gov; gary frazer@fws.gov; charisa morris@fws.gov; shaun sanchez@fws.gov; mike j johnson@fws.gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws.gov; casey hammond@ios.doi.gov; charles blair@fws.gov; noah matson@fws.gov;

cynthia martinez@fws.gov; Gina Shultz@fws.gov; matthew huggler@fws.gov; jerome ford@fws.gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am - 11am (seth_mott@fws.gov)
Attachments: invite.ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial  Code: (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal  
Calendar seth_mott@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2V0aF9tb3R0QGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZjY2QzNzBjZDc3NWU4YzBhYjNhYjJkOTQyZmFkMWRmZTQ2YjEwYmZl&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account seth_mott@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar seth_mott@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: Gina Shultz@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; charles blair@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov;

gary frazer@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (cynthia martinez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial  Code (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgY3ludGhpYV9tYXJ0aW5lekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwYWVmMWFiYmI4MjBjN2U2NDRhODllMjIyMDM0OTI2MTlhYzIxZTdi&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account cynthia_martinez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar cynthia_martinez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) CIP, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) (5) 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: seth mott@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; charles blair@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; jerome ford@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; mike j johnson@fws gov;

cynthia martinez@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (betsy hildebrandt@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial: Code (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call   
Calendar betsy_hildebrandt@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgYmV0c3lfaGlsZGVicmFuZHRAZndzLmdvdg&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3YwOTQ4ZDk2MWQwODBhNTQyMDZlNWY3MmM0ZjJmMGRhMWJiZjQ0ZGVj&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account betsy_hildebrandt@fws gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 

(b) (5) C P, (b) (6)
(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 

 
(b) 

 



From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: noah matson@fws gov  Gina Shultz@fws gov  gary frazer@fws gov  betsy hildebrandt@fws gov  seth mott@fws gov  jerome ford@fws gov  charisa morris@fws gov  casey hammond@ios doi gov  shaun sanchez@fws gov

mike j johnson@fws gov  charles blair@fws gov  matthew huggler@fws gov  cynthia martinez@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation  SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 5  2017 10am  11am (shaun sanchez@fws gov)
Attachments: invite cs

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Periodic check in as we work toward a final product.
When Wed Apr 5, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Changed: Room 3357 or Dial: Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video call  
Calendar shaun_sanchez@f s.go  
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
• charles_blair@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgc2hhdW5fc2FuY2hlekBmd3MuZ292&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZlYmYzNjQwZTllMDRlYTdiOGMxNmQ5NmJlM2ZjNWUzMjQ1NDEwNjgy&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account shaun_sanchez@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar shaun_sanchez@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 
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From: stephen guertin@fws gov
To: tom melius@fws gov; gary frazer@fws gov; matthew huggler@fws gov; casey hammond@ios doi gov; Gina Shultz@fws gov; betsy hildebrandt@fws gov; seth mott@fws gov; noah matson@fws gov; charisa morris@fws gov;

jerome ford@fws gov; shaun sanchez@fws gov; cynthia martinez@fws gov; mike j johnson@fws gov
Subject: Updated Invitation: SO 3349 team check in @ Wed Apr 12  2017 10am  11am (matthew huggler@fws gov)
Attachments: invite ics

This event has been changed.
more details » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 

SO 3349 team check in
Changed: Periodic check in.
Mitigation policies review and climate policies review should have been cleared by ASFWP and finalized by this point 4/12/17.
Update on progress on NWR oil and gas review re EO and energy actions that are burdensome.

When Changed: Wed Apr 12, 2017 10am – 11am Eastern Time 
Where Room 3357 or Dial  Code  (map <https://maps.google.com/maps?q Room 3357 or Dial: Code: hl en> ) 
Video cal   
Calendar matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
Who • stephen_guertin@fws.gov - organizer 
• tom_melius@fws.gov 
• gary_frazer@fws.gov 
• matthew_huggler@fws.gov 
• casey_hammond@ios.doi.gov 
• Gina_Shultz@fws gov 
• betsy_hildebrandt@fws.gov 
• seth_mott@fws gov 
• noah_matson@fws.gov 
• charisa_morris@fws.gov 
• jerome_ford@fws.gov 
• shaun_sanchez@fws.gov 
• cynthia_martinez@fws.gov 
• mike_j_johnson@fws.gov 
 
Going?   Yes <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 1&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- Maybe <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 3&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en> 
- No <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action RESPOND&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&rst 2&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>    
more options » <https://www.google.com/calendar/event?
action VIEW&eid Y2ZmYjQ2cmJiaXBtcmI2OGRxYW9kMG5tNWMgbWF0dGhld19odWdnbGVyQGZ3cy5nb3Y&tok MjMjc3RlcGhlbl9ndWVydGluQGZ3cy5nb3ZiYWI4M2NhNDBiNTZiMGIxZmM0NTBhYWZiNGRmNGI3Y2I4NmM5NjVk&ctz America/New_York&hl en>  
Invitation from Google Calendar <https://www.google.com/calendar/> 
You are receiving this email at the account matthew_huggler@fws.gov because you are subscribed for updated invitations on calendar matthew_huggler@fws.gov.
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 <https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding> . 
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(b) (5) (b) (5) (b) 
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From: Susan Wilkinson
To: Susan Combs; Jorjani, Daniel; Caminiti, Mariagrazia; Greg Sheehan
Cc: Downey Magallanes; Gary Lawkowski; Juliette Lillie; Justin Abernathy
Subject: URGENT: Federal Register Notices for Surnaming TODAY
Date: Friday, July 20, 2018 1:07:54 PM
Attachments: FWS Mitigation Policy Withdraw (7-20-18).docx

ESA-CMP Withdraw (7-20-18).docx

Good afternoon.

Please see the attached two Federal Register notices for your review and surname. Per
the Deputy Secretary's office, the deadline is COB today, with a goal of having these
documents ready for signature by Monday.

Please respond to this email to indicate your surname or to provide any comments.

Thank you.

Susan Wilkinson
Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Headquarters
5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803
703-358-2506
NOTE:  Beginning April 23, 2018, until further notice, I am on detail to the DOI Office of the
Executive Secretariat.  You may reach me at my fws.gov email address, but my current phone number is:
202-208-5257.



Privileged & Confidential 
Attorney Work Product 

7-20-18 Draft – For Deliberation and Discussion Only 
 

1 

 

Billing Code 4333–15 

 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

 

[Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0126]; [FXHC11220900000–156–FF09E33000] 

 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Mitigation Policy 

 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.  

 

ACTION: Statement of Policy; withdrawal. 

 

SUMMARY:   
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DATES:   This Policy is effective on [INSERT DATE OF PUBLICATION IN THE 

FEDERAL REGISTER].  

 

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials received, as well as supporting documentation 

used in the preparation of this amended final Policy, including an environmental 

assessment, are available on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov at Docket Number 

FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0126.    

 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:  Craig Aubrey, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service, Division of Environmental Review, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, 

VA 22041–3803, telephone 703–358–2442. 

 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:   
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Dated:   Month #, 2018______________ 

 

  Gregory J. Sheehan_________________ 

 

Principal Deputy Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
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Billing Code 4333–15 

 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

 

Fish and Wildlife Service 

 

[Docket No. FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165]; [FXES11140900000-

178nmdash;FF09E33000] 

 

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Endangered Species Act 

Compensatory Mitigation Policy 

 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.  

 

ACTION: Statement of Policy; withdrawal. 

 

SUMMARY:   
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DATES:   This Policy is effective on [INSERT DATE OF PUBLICATION IN THE 

FEDERAL REGISTER].  

 

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials received, as well as supporting documentation 

used in the preparation of this amended final Policy, including an environmental 

assessment, are available on the Internet at http://www.regulations.gov at Docket Number 

FWS–HQ–ES–2015–0165.    

 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:  Craig Aubrey, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service, Division of Environmental Review, 5275 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, 

VA 22041–3803, telephone 703–358–2442. 

 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:   
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Dated:   Month #, 2018______________ 

 

  Gregory J. Sheehan_________________ 

 

Principal Deputy Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

 

 

 



From: Guertin, Stephen
To: Jim Kurth
Cc: Betsy Hildebrandt; Charisa Morris
Subject: Yesterday"s meeting with ASFWP
Date: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 9:17:22 AM
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