












Category I and II contracts are for operations with annual gross revenues of $500,000 and the assignment of federally-owned facilities.  
Category III contracts are for operations generating less than $500,000 with no assigned facilities.  Commercial Use Authorizations 
are permits that authorize suitable commercial services to park area visitors in limited circumstances.  Below is a comparison of the 
requirements of each of these types of instruments.   

 

Category I Contracts  Category II Contracts  Category III Contracts  Commercial Use     
               Authorizations  

Prospectus    Prospectus    Prospectus    No Prospectus 

Contract (24 pages)   Contract (24 pages)   Contract (13 pages)    Authorization 

Maintenance Plan   Maintenance Plan   No Maintenance Plan   No Maintenance Plan 

Operating Plan   Operating Plan   Operating Plan   Operating Conditions 

Risk Management Plan  Risk Management Plan  Risk Management Plan  No Risk Management 
               Plan 

Financial Report1   Financial Report    Financial Report    Annual report   
               including financial  
               information 

Franchise Fee Due Monthly  Franchise Fee Due Monthly  Franchise Fee Due Quarterly  Reasonable fee  
               including cost   
               recovery 
          

                                                           
1 If a concessioner grosses less than $500,000 per year, they can submit the short form Annual Financial Report (AFR). The short form AFR is comprised of four schedules, while 
the long form AFR can have up to 17 schedules.  In addition, the AFR does not need to be audited or reviewed by a CPA like the long form AFR does. 
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per day, per attendee. these days should be added to the calculation. Using this calculation~ the 
cost per day, per employee for these 6 conferences is below the GSA Western Conference 
benchmark of$600. In our email exchanges with Commit1ee staff. the Department sought and 
received exemptions from providing additional infonnation for these 6 conferences. 

n1e emails cited above also noted that the conferences numbered 1 and 5 ahovr included staff 
labor costs {i.e .. stafT salaries) and lherei()rc should also be exempted from follow-up reporting to 
the Committee. Committee stafl asked for additional explanation of the Department· s reasoning 
which we provide here. Because staff salary costs would be incurred regardless of whether the 
conference occurred or not. including these costs as part of the conference cosls would be 
misleading. Including staff labor costs is also inconsistent with the manner in which the GSA 
conference cost was calculated and the manner in which the other Dep.'trtment of the Interior 
conferences were reponed to the Committee. The Department included these costs through an 
oversight in our Jirst report to the Committee and they should be removed to make the costs for 
these conferences compan:~ble to the co~1s we reported for other conferences. a..<; well as the GSA 
2010 Western Regions Conference. The resulting average cost per day. per attendee. when 
salary costs are excluded, is less than $600. Therefore. lhc Department has not included 
documentation for these two conferences with this letter. 

Enclosed is documentation for the conk"fcnce listed a hove as number 3. This e\·cnt. \\ hich took 
place in 2000. was a 2-day conference to share infonm1tjon on lake trout restocking practict~s and 
launch a refurbished science vessel designed to restock 4 million lake trout annuaJJy and 10 

support the Great Lakes trout related industries (e.g .. tourism. fishing. etc.). We have provided 
all documentation and communications related to the event on the enclosed CD. 

If you have any questions regarding !his response. please comac1 Ms. Pamela l laze. Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Budget. Finance. Perf(>rmancc and Acquisition. at (202) 208-4775 or at 
Pam l Jazc(tV,ios.doi.go\. 

Fndosure 

cc. I he llonomble Elijah E. Cummings 
Kanking Member. Committee on fh'ersight 

and Govemrncnt Reform 

Sincerely. 

~9-





























































































































































































United States Department of the Interior 

ln Kcph Rdi:r To 
J\\\c t\1 \ 052030 

lh: Uonorable \ taria Cantwell 
United States Senate 
Wash ington. DC 20510 

D~:ar Sl'nator Cantwell: 

FfSH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

JUL 1 7 2012 

!'hank you for your letter dated June 11 . 2012, also co-signed by several of your colleagues 
regarding your request to consider the transfer of the polar bear (Ursus maritimus) from 
App..:ndix II to Appendix I under the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species 
of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES). The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) appreciate your 
comments on this matter. 

On .\ pril 11 . 2012. the Service published a Federal Register notice (77 FR 21798) and 
announced to the public that the United States was evaluating the polar bear, among other 
spcl·ics. to determine if a proposal should be submitted for consideration at the 16th Meeting of 
the Conference of the Parties (CoP !6) to CITES. The Federal Register notice also announced 
that the United Stales was undecided on polar bears, pending additional information and 
consultations. The public comment period ror that notice ended on June 1 L 2012. 

The s~rvicc has initiated consultations with the other polar bear range countries (Canada, 
Denmark, Greenland, Norway, and Russian Federation), native peoples in Alaska, and ihe 
Association ofFish and Wildlife Agencies CITES representatives, who are coordinating with the 
State of Alaska on this issue. Responses to these consultations are expected over the next several 
weeks. At this time, the Service will begin lo evaluate all public comments to inform its 
decision, especially comments that provided substantive biological information or lrade data. By 
early October, the United States will make a final decision on whether to take forward a proposal 
to transfer the polar bear from CITES Appendix II to Appendix I at CoP J 6. Please find enclosed 
the CoP 16 Fact Sheet that includes a time! inc for preparations and questions and answers 
regarding the possible change in CITES status of the polar bear. 

Sincerely. 

DIRECTOR 

Enclosur~s 



United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Washington, D.C. 20240 
http://www. blm.gov 

The Honorable Maria Cantwell 
Chau woman, Committee on Indian Affairs 
United States Senate 
Washington~ DC 20510 

Dear Madam Chairwoman: 

Thank you for your March 21. 2013, letter to then-Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar 
regar lin; the 2013 Annual Funding Agreement (AFA) benveen the Council of Athabascan 
1 ri bal Governments and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) for emergency firefighter 
training near Fort Yukon, Alaska. The BLM was asked to respond to your letter. 

The regulatory requirement (25 CFR § l 000.178) states that "[t]he effective date is not earlier 
th.n1 90 days after the AF A is submitted to the Congressional committees under [25 CFR] § 
J 000.177(b)". Unfortunately, the BLM does not have the authority to waive the stated waiting 
pcnod Ine BLM submitted the signed AFA to the committees on February 8, 2013. thus, the 
90-dny waiting period expired on May 9, 2013. 

The BLM appreciates the committee•s support in continuing this mutually beneficial relationship 
\.\ith the Council of Athabaskan Tribal Governments as we prepare for the 2013 fire season. 

Sincerely, 

N~!!l7~ 
Principal Deputy Director 



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

The Honorable Maria Cantwell 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Cantwell: 

MAR 2 0 2013 

'Thank you for your letter of January 28,2013, to President Barack Obama expressing your 
support for designating the San Juan Islands as a national monument. I am pleased to respond 
on behalf of President Obama and agree that these extraordinary public lands deserve 
permanent protection. 

I appreciate your sustained commitment to protecting the significant resources of the San Juan 
Islands. These outstanding scientific and historic resources, as well as the unique recreational 
opportunities, have inspired ongoing local support for conservation of these lands. 

Thank you for your commitment to protecting the San Juan Islands public lands. A similar 
response will be sent to the cosigners of your letter. 

Sincerely, 

~s~ 
Ken Salazar 



The .Honorable Maria Cantwell 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Cantwell: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

SEP 2 6 2012 

Thank you for your letter dated August 23, 2012, to President Barack Obama regarding pennanent 
protection of Bureau of Land Management lands in the San Juan Islands. The White House asked 
me to respond to your letter. I appreciate your interest, and share your enthusiasm for protecting 
this special place. 

During my visits to Anacortes, I heard broad community support for permanently protecting the 
lands in the San Juan Islands that are managed by the BLM. The San Juan County Council has also 
expressed its approval for designating a BLM national monument in the San Juan Archipelago. 

President Obama's America's Great Outdoors Initiative relies on grassroots efforts such as those in 
San Juan and Whatcom Counties to protect places with special significance to local communities. 
This strong local partnership continues to focus on preserving the unique natural resources and 
outstanding recreational opportunities found in the San Juan Islands. 

I look forward to continuing to work with you, your partners, and other stakeholders to ensure that 
this special area is protected and available for the enjoyment of all for generations to come. 
A similar letter is being sent to Senator Patty Murray. 

Sincerely, 

~s~ 
Ken Salazar 



United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Washington. D.C. 20240 

In R.:ph Hd~r To 

F\\ SiAL\!052030 

The llonorable lk'rnard Sanders 
United States Senate 
Washington. DC 20510 

Dear Sennror Sanders: 

JUL '720\1. 

!'hank you for your letter dated June 11,2012. also co-signed by several of your colleagues 
regarding your request to consider the transfer of the polar bear (Ursus maritimus) from 
Appendix II to Appendix 1 under the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species 
of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES). The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) appreciate your 
\:omments on this matter. 

On April 11. 2012. the Service published a Federal Register notice (77 FR 21798) and 
announced to the public that the United States was evaluating the polar bear, among other 
species. to determine if a proposal should be submitted for consideration at the 16th Meeting of 
the Conference of the Panics (CoPI6) to CITES. 'T'he Federal Register notice also announced 
that the United States was undecided on polar bears. pending additional information and 
consultations. The public comment period for that notice ended on June I 1, 2012. 

·rh~.: Service hru; initiated consultations with the other polar bear range countries (Canada, 
Denmark, Greenland, Norway. and Russian Federation), native peoples in Alaska. and the 
:\ssociaLion of Fish and Wildlife Agencies CITES representatives, who are coordinating \Vith the 
State of Alaska on this issue. Responses to these consultations are expected over the next several 
weeks. At this time, the Service will begin to evaluate all public comments to inform its 
decision, especially comments that provided substantive biological information or trade data. By 
early October. the United States will make a final decision on whether to take forward a proposal 
to transl~r th~.-· polar bear from CITES Appendix II to Appendix I at CoP16. Please llnd enclosed 
the CoP 16 Fact Sheet that includes a timeline for preparations and questions and answers 
regarding lhe possible change in CITES !>iatus of the polar bear. 

Sincerely, 

DfRECTOR 

Enclosures 



The Honorable Mary Landrieu 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Landrieu: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

APR 11 2012 

Thank you for your letter dated l~ebruary 8~ 2012, cosigned by Senator Lisa Murkowski, expressing 
strong support for expanding access to the Outer Continental Shelf for the production of oil and 
natural gas. A similar response to your letter is being sent to Senator Murkowski. 

"l11e 2012-2017 Proposed OCS Oil and Gas Leasing Program (Proposed Program) makes more than 
75 percent of undiscovered technically recoverable oil and gas resources estimated in Federal 
offshore areas availabJe for exploration and development. In line with President Barack Obama's 
direction to expand safe and responsible domestic production, the Proposed Program includes six 
offshore areas where there are currently active leases and/or exploration, and where there is known 
or anticipated hydrocarbon potential. 

The Proposed Program is taHored to specific regional considerations, such as resource potential, 
adequacy of infrastructure, oil spill response capabilities, state interests and concerns, and the need 
for a balanced approach to our use of natural resources. Of the 15 potential sales included in the 
Proposed Prognun, 12 are in the GuJf of Mexico, where infra'itructure is best developed and where 
the resource potential is best understood. The Gu1f currently supplies more than a quarter of the 
Nation's oil production. Current and ongoing evaluation of offshore resources, including seismic 
surveys, is extremely sophisticated in the Gulf and contributes significantly to industry's and the 
Bureau of Ocean Energy Management's (BOEM) understanding of the oil and gas potential of this 
area. Moreover, infrastructure supporting the oil and gas industry, including subsea containment and 
oil spill response resources, is the most mature and well developed in the Gulf. The Deepwater 
Horizon blowout and oil spin underscored the critical nature of these resources. With those 
considerations in mind, the Proposed Program schedules regular. areawide lease sales in the Western 
and Central Gulf""-one annual sale each thmughout the 5-ycar leasing program. 

In the Eastern Gulf: the Proposed Program schedules two sales; in 2014 and 2016, to accommodate 
anticipated industry interest in areas not currently under Congressional moratorium. The majority of 
the Eastern Gulf planning area and a small portion of the Central Gulf planning area \'ilithin 100 miles 
of Florida are subject to Congressional moratorium until 2022, pursuant to the Gulf of Mexico 
Energy Security Act. 



One of the highlights of our regionally focused strategy is the careful and scientifically rigorous 
approach we take as we consider the needs and potential of the Arctic. Alaska's energy resources 
hold great promise and economic opportunity for the people of Alaska and the Nation. 

For areas off the coast of Alaska, the Proposed Program schedules single sales in the Beaufort and 
Chukchi Seas--deliberately set late in the 5-year period-as well as a special interest sale in the 
Cook Inlet if industry interest is sufficient to warrant such a sale. The Request for Interest and 
Nominations for the Cook Inlet Sale was published in the Federal Register on March 27. 2012. 

2 

This Proposed Program does not indudc lease sales in the North Atlantic, Mid-Atlantic, and South 
Atlantic planning areas based on, and in alignment with, the principles that underlie the entire 
program. Many Atlantic states expressed concerns about oil and gas development off their coasts. 
While an OCS development strategy announced in 2009 included the Mid and South Atlantic under 
consideratjon for potential inclusion, a number of specific considerations supported the 
Department•s decision not to schedule lease sales in these areas under this Proposed Program. 
Accordingly, BOEM is proceeding with a specific strategy to address these considerations and 
support decision making on whether potential lease sale~ in the Mid and South Atlantic would be 
appropriate in the future. 

The oil and gas resource potential in the Mid and South Atlantic is not well understood and surveys 
of these areas are incomplete and out of date. Prior to scheduling lease sales in these planning 
areas. it is prudent to develop information evaluating the oil and gas resource potential of these 
regions. The BOEM is moving forward expeditiously to facilitate resource evaluation in these 
areas, including conducting a programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) relating to 
seismic surveys in the Mid and South Atlantic. The BOEM published a Notice of Availability of 
the draft programmatic EIS in the Federal Register on March 30,2012. There arc also complex 
issues relating to potentially conflicting uses, including those of the Department of Defense, which 
should be addressed so that any potential future lea~ing activity in these areas is designed 
appropriateJy. Finally, the Mid and South Atlantic regions currently Jack the infrastructure 
necessary to support oil and gas exploration and development, including the infrastructure necessary 
for spill preparedness and response. While evaluation of the resource potential of these areas moves 
forward, so too should analysis and planning regarding the spill response infrastructure and 
resources that would be necessary to prepare for such activity. 

I appreciate your continued interest in the Proposed Program. Your comments on the Proposed 
Program will be fully considered as we move forward with finalizing the 2012-2017 OCS Oil and Gas 
Leasing Program. 

Sincerely. 

Ken Salazar 



United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

The Honorable Mary L. Landrieu 
Chair, Committee on Small Business 

and Entrepreneurship 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Chairwoman Landrieu: 

Washington, DC 20240 
JUN 13 2013 

Thank you for your letter of April 1, 2013, to former Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar, 
requesting information about the effects of sequestration on small business contracting. 
Secretary Jewell has asked me to respond on her behalf. 

The Department of the Interior's (Department) programs provide significant economic 
contributions to the Nation. This is fueled, in part, by annual spending in contracted activities of 
approximately $2 billion. The Department's efforts in small business contracting are reflective 
of one of the most robust small business programs in the entire Federal Government. In the last 
several years. the Department's percentage of dollars contracted to small businesses was among 
the top 2-3 high performing Federal agencies. In 2012, we continued our historically high levels 
of performance, contracting with small business for over 57 percent of our contracting dollars. 
In 20 I 2, we also met or exceeded all of our component goals for contracting with small 
disadvantaged, women-owned, historically underutilized, business zone, and service-disabled 
veteran-owned businesses. 

We share your concern about the impacts of sequestration on these goals for Fiscal Year 20 I 3. 
During the first 6 months of this year, our contracting levels declined by 18 percent based on 
dollar value. This is a comparison of contracting actions and dollars through March 31, 2013, as 
compared to the comparable period in FY 2012. The good news is that we have been able to 
sustain high contracting levels with our small businesses- 55 percent of our contractors are 
small businesses. As of March 31, 2013, we executed $364.9 million in contracts with small 
businesses. Despite the uncertainty of the budget outcomes and the sequestration, we have been 
able to sustain 88 percent of our contracting level with small businesses as compared to 
sustaining 75 percent of our contracting levels with other than small businesses. 

The full impacts of the sequestration will take place in the coming months, as it went into effect 
March I, 2013, with only 7 months to implement. Further, one of the areas that will likely see 
cutbacks is contracts, as we need to prudently manage to ensure we can sustain mission essential 
operations. Since we find our small business partners to be a good value, we are hopeful that we 
can continue small business contracting as a high proportion of the contracts we issue this year. 

With regard to your request that we identify the mechanisms we have in place to mitigate the 
impacts, it is important to understand that the sequester is an across-the-board spending cut. By 
its very nature it is inflexible and by law is to be administered in a way that impacts every 



program, project, and activity. Thus. we have limited tools to take action t avert impacts, but 
we are taking action to reduce impacts. 

The Department monitors the performance of it s contracting entities as compared to the goals on 
a monthly basis. Our program communicates the re. ults lhroughout the Department. which 
provides tran, paren y and makes senior managers aware or the performance of their 
organization. Senior managers have a performance elcmenl in their annual pcrfomwncc plans 
that requires accountability to small business goals and this clement is considered in their annual 
performance evaluations. We maintain a high level of training. outreach. communication. and 
assistance through a network of acquisition experts and small business speciali sts. Our small 
business specialists conduct regular reviews of contracts to optimize small bu iness 
contracting. The goals for our small business program are also included in our strategic plan and 
arc monitored and report d through our regular performance updates. 

In prior years. we conducted extensive outreach and training event · including going to 
communities to assist small businesses. The sequester reductions of 5 percent and additive 
reductions in our FY 2013 enacted fund ing level of one percent require that we minimize travel 
costs. We arc working diligently to use tcleconrerencing and other tools and we arc asking our 
operating entities that have stafT at the local level to participate in outreach efforts in their local 
area. 

1 appreciate your interest in these important activities at the Department of the Interior. If you 
have questions about this response. please contact Ms. Pam Haze, the Deputy Assistant Secretary 
- Budget Finance. Performance and Acquisition at (202) 208-4775 or Pam_Haze@ios.doi.gov. 

s~~~~ 
Rhea Sub 

ssistant Secretary- Policy. Management 
and Budget 



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

The llonorable Charles E. Schumer 
Uni1ed States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Schumer: 

Thank you for your letter of January 4, 2012, regarding the potential discontinuation of 
U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) lake-level gages and streamgages in the Lake Champlain basin 
in New York and Vermont. Jam extremely appreciative of your support for USGS progrdffis, 
including the Cooperative Water Program (CWP) and the National Streamflow Information 
Program (NSIP). which are the primary Federal programs supporting streamgages in the United 
States. l also want to express my appreciation for your efforts to reach out to possible partners, 
including the Great Lakes Fisheries Commission, to develop support for these gages. 

I want to ao;sure you that l am very aware of the importance of streamflow information for flood 
forecasting to the National Weather Service (NWS), emergency managers, and to the public. 
Although damage from the 2011 floods was extensive, streamgage information played a vital 
role in flood warning, in saving lives~ and in reducing property damage. 

ln Fiscal Year 2011. the threatened gages were supported through the CWP with partners 
including the Lake Champlain Basin Program (LCBP), the New York State Department of 
Environmental Conservation, the Susquehanna River Basin Commission (SRBC), and the NWS. 
At this time, it is our understanding some support will again be provided by the LCBP to 
maintain operation of a portion of the lake gages and stream gages that make up the Lake 
Champlain network. These LCBP funds along with the 2012 increases in CWP and NSIP that 
your office was instrumental in securing. wiH be sufficient to cover the costs of the Lake 
Champlain network in both New York and Vermont. We are also optimistic about possible 
support from the SRBC and the NWS for part of the Susquehanna basin network. We are not 
aware of similar support for the Hudson River tide gages. Please know we are working closely 
with our partners in New York and Vermont to identify support for all of these gages and to 
identify a long-term solution to these funding issues. 



We appreciate your concerns regarding flooding in New York and Vermont and your interest in 
the USGS streamgaging network. If you or your staffwou]d like to discuss further aspects ofthe 
USGS streamgaging program in New York~ please contact: Mr. Ward freeman~ Director, USGS 
New York Water Science Center, 425 Jordan Road. Troy, New York. 12180~8349. 
phone: (518) 285-5665, or email: wfreeman@usgs.gov. 

Identical Letter Sent To: 

The llonorable Patrick J. Leahy 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Sincerely. 

~S&~~ 



Uriited States Department of the Interior 
.NATIONAL BUSINESS CENTER 

The Honorable Charles E. Schumer 
United States Senator 
780 Third Avenue, Suite 2301 
New York, NY 10017 . 

Dear Senator Schumer: 

Washington, DC 20240 

OCT 18 2012 

Thank you for your letter on behalf of your constituent, Jeffrey Ong, an employee at the Department of 
Transportation (DOT), dated June 7, 2012. Your letter was originally sent to the U.S. Department of the 
Interior, Mr. Christopher Mansour, Director, Office of Congressional Liaison. Mr. Mansour has asked 
The Department of the Interior, National Business Center (NBC) to reply. 

We have researched the circumstances that gave rise to Mr. Ong's letter to you. I believe our findings do 
address the concerns of your constituent as those concerns relate to matters of payroll administration. 

The U.S. Department of the Interior, National Business Center (NBC), is the payroll service provider for 
the DOT. Our Debt Management Branch handles bills of collections for active employees for the DOT. 
NBC followed its established procedure in this matter without exception, complying as always with all 
pertinent Federal regulations. 

On July 15, 2010, DOT's Human Resource Office processed a Personnel action initiating Mr. Ong' s 
Federal Employee Life Insurance (FEGLI) Additional premium to be deducted from his paycheck dated 
July 27, 2010 (pay period 2010 15). This action was retroactive for the time frame of December 21, 2009 
(pay period 201001 ), through July 3, 20 1 0 (pay period 201014 ). The deduction amount generated from 
this action was $1879.36. 'The NBC's Payroll Operations Branch suspended this deduction, pending 
further research. No deduction was actually taken for the retroactive adjustment from Mr. Ong' s 
paycheck. Upon further review it was determined that the deduction was valid and a bill of collection was 
required. This was issued by the NBC's Debt Management Branch on July 26, 2010, in the amount of 
$1879.36 (Debt ID 02080195208). Mr. Ong's year to date figures were updated on his August 24, 2010 
(pay period 2010 17), paycheck with no effect to his net pay. 

On August24, 2010, the Human Resource Office processed a corrective action removing Mr. Ong's 
FEGLI Additional premium from his record due to the premium being paid through Mr. Ong's pension 
account, as he had stated. This was reflected on his September 7, 2010 (pay period 2010 18), paycheck. 
The Debt Management Branch was not aware of this action. This action was retroactive for the time 
frame ofDeccmber 21 , 2009 (pay period 201001), through August 14, 2010 (pay period 201017). This 
generated an incorrect refund payment in the amount of $2282.56. Mr. Ong was only entitled to a refund 
of $403 .20 for the time period of July 4, 2010 (pay period 20 1 0 15) through August 14, 20 1 0 (pay period 
201017). He received an overpayment of$1879.36 on his September 7, 2010(pay period 201018), 
paycheck. 



r 

Due to being unaware of this reverse action, the Debt Management Branch continued to process the 
original bill of collection. Mr. Ong had filed for a waiver of this bill. Mr. Ong tenninated his government 
service on April 17, 2012, and the bill was transferred to the Office of the Inspector General. Due to the 
waiver being filed, the Debt Management Branch was not authorized to make a collection for the billed 
amount from his lump sum payment that he received upon his tennination. 

Upon receiving infonnation regarding the Personnel action processed on August 24, 2010, the original 
bill of collection (Debt ID 02080 195208) is being canceled. 

Due to the overpayment iv1r. Ong received on September 7, 2010, in the amount of$1879.36, a new bill is 
being processed. 

We trust this infonnation will assist you in responding to your constituent. If we may be of further 
assistance, please contact Gloria Roberts, Chief, Debt Management Branch, Payroll Operations Division, 
at 303-969-6340. 

Sincerely, 

rd 

Enclosures 



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

111e Honorable Patrick J. Leahy 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Leahy: 

Thank you for your letter of January 4, 2012, regarding the potential discontinuation of 
U.S. Geological Survey {USGS) lake-level gages and streamgages in the Lake Champlain basin 
in New York and Vermont. l am extremely appreciative of your support for USGS programs, 
including the Cooperative Water Program (CWP) and the National Streamflow Jnfom1ation 
Program {NSIP), which are the primary Federal programs supporting streamgages in the United 
States. I also want to express my appreciation for your efforts to reach out to possible partners. 
including the Great Lakes Fisheries Commission. to develop support for these gages. 

I remember well our meeting on the shores of Lake Champlain in Burlington. I want to assure 
you that I am very aware of the importance of streamflow information for flood forecasting to 
the National Weather Service (NWS). emergency managers. and to the public. Although damage 
from the 2011 floods was extensive stream gage information played a vital role in flood warning, 
in saving lives, and in reducing property damage. 

In Fiscal Year 201 1, the threatened gages were supported through the CWP with partners 
including the Lake Champlain Basin Program (LCBJ>), the New York State Department of 
Em ironmental Conservation, the Susquehanna River Basin Commission (SRBC), and the NWS. 
At this time. it is our understanding some support will again be provided hy the LCBP to 
maintain operation of a portion of the lake gages and stream gages that make up the Lake 
Champlain network. These LCBP funds along with the 2012 increases in CWP and NSIP that 
your office was instrumental in securing. will he sufficient to cover the costs of the Lake 
Champlain network in both New York and Vermont. We are also optimistic about possible 
support from the SRBC and the NWS for part of the Susquehanna basin network. We are not 
aware of similar support for the Hudson River tide gages. Please know we are working closely 
with our partners in New York and Vermont to identify support for all of these gages and to 
idenlif) a long-term solution to these funding issues. 



We appreciate your concerns regarding flooding in New York and Vermont and your interest in 
the USGS strearngaging network. If you or your staff would 1ike to discuss further aspects of the 
USGS strearngaging program in Vermont, please contact: Mr. Keith Robinson, Director, USGS 
New Hampshire-Vermont \Vater Science Center, 331 Commerce Way, Suite 2, Pembroke, 
New Hampshire, 12180-8349, phone: (603) 226-7807, email: kwrobins@usgs.gov. 

Similar Letter Sent To: 

The Honorable Charles E. Schumer 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Sincerely, 

~s~ 
Ken Salazar 



United States Departtnent of the Interior 

BUREAU OF OCEAN ENERGY MANAGEMENT 
WASHINGTON, DC 20240-0001 

The Honorable Patrick J. Leahy 
Umted States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Leahy: 

APR 1 5 2013 

Thank you for your letter dated January 30,2013, to President Barack Obama, cosigned by your 
colleagues, expressing your concerns on potential seismic air gun operations in the Mid and 
South Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) waters. President Obama has asked me to 
respond. A similar letter is being sent to each cosigner of your letter. 

As you are aware, the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) is in the process of 
preparing a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PElS) under the National 
Environmental Policy Act {NEPA) to evaluate potential effects of multiple geological and 
geophysical (G&G) activities in these areas, including seismic surveys using air guns. BOEM 
was directed to develop this PEIS under the Conference Report for the Department of the 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies Act, 2010. 

The completion of this PElS is part of a region-specific strategy with respect to oil and gas 
exploration and development in the Mid and South Atlantic that focuses on the need to update 
information in order to inform future decisions about whether, and if so where, leasing would be 
appropriate in these areas. Seismic surveys and other G&G activities evaluated in this PETS are 
valuable to understanding the location, extent, and properties of hydrocarbon resources. G&G 
surveys are also used to identify geologic hazards, archaeological resources, and hard bottom 
habitats that would need to be avoided during exploration and development. A variety of G&G 
techniques evaluated in the study, in addition to air guns, are also used to understand the 
potential to site renewable energy strucn1res and locate marine mineral resources, such as sand 
and gravel used for beach and barrier island restoration. BOEM uses lhe best available science 
and follows the guidance of experts and other regulatory agencies, such as the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS). 

I share your concern about the potential enviromnental effects of seismic activity on marine 
mammals and other species. One of the main purposes of the PElS is to evaluate the potential 
environmental effects of multiple G&G activities in the Mid and South Atlantic and define 
mitigation and monitoring measures that would reduce or eliminate potential impacts. BOEM 
has contributed close to $40 million over the last decade on ground-breaking research to better 
understand the potential for acoustic impacts to marine life from geophysical sound sources. 
BOEM has also conducted numerous expert stakeholder workshops to discuss and identify 
further information needs on acoustic impacts. 
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Importantly, the marine mammal take estimates provided by BOEM in the draft PElS, and cited 
in your letter, are unqualified estimates because they do not consider the effect that mitigation 
measures would have in reducing, or in some cases possibly eliminating, the potential for marine 
mammal takes. ln addition to a no action alternative - which would not allow for G&G activity­
-the PElS contains two alternatives that consider various mitigation strategies to reduce 
environmental impacts. BOEM is also pursuing programmatic consultations with NMFS and 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to assess impacts under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation Management Act (MSFCMA). The results of these 
consultations will be considered in any decision made by BOEM. Further, if seismic surveys are 
allowed to go forward under the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMP A), operators must 
obtain an authorization from NMFS before BOEM issues a permit. These collective 
environmental compliance efforts (i.e., NEPA, ESA, MMPA, MSFCMA and a suite of others) 
help ensure any activities that may ultimately be authorized do not rise to the level of 
jeopardizing populations or destroying important habitat. 

Again, I appreciate very much the concerns you have about potential seismic surveys in waters 
off the Mid and South Atlantic OCS. I can assure you that your concerns, as well as the large 
number of other comments we have received, will be considered, along with the outcomes of the 
environmental and other reviews, before we reach any final decisions on whether to move 
forward with permitting seismic surveys and other G&G activities in the Mid and South Atlantic 
ocs. 

Sincerely, 

Tommy P. Beaudreau 
Director 



United States Department of the Interior 

The Honorable Patrick Leahy 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Leahy: 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

IEC 1 2 201Z 

T11ank you for your letter dated September 21, 2012, co signed by your colleagues, providing 
comments on the Proposed Final Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) Oil and Ga..<: Leasing Program 
2012-2017 (Five Year Program), which became effective on August 27,2012. Your letter 
focused on policies regarding the Arctic. A similar response is being sent to each co-signer of 
your letter. 

The Obru.na administration is committed to proceeding with further energy exploration in the 
Arctic OCS cautiously and based on the best available science. In particulru.·, the administration 
is pursuing a balanced and careful approach to offshore development in the Arctic that accotmts 
for the significant resource potential of Arctic areas, environmental protection, and the social, 
cultural, and subsistence needs of Alaskan communities. 

The Department of the Interior's Five Year Progrru.u recognizes the distinct needs of regions 
across the OCS and accounts for specific factors, including current and forthcoming information 
about resource potential; the maturity of infrastructme (including emergency response assets) to 
support oil and gas exploration ru.1d development; regional interests and local communities' 
concerns; and the overall need for a balanced approach to our use of the Nation's shared natural 
resources. The Department's region-specific leasing strategy for the Alaska Arctic is based on 
these principles. 

It is clear that a "one-size-fits-all" approach is not appropriate when making decision .. <; about 
offshore oil and gas leasing. The areawide leasing model the Bureau of Oceru.1 Energy 
Management (BOEM) uses for the Gulf of Mexico is not suited to the .A.rctic. While significant 
resource potential exists in the Arctic, the nature of environmental challenges and social and 
ecological concerns wru.Tant a different, more targeted approach. 

The Arctic OCS holds substantial oil and gas resources. BOEM estimates oftechnically 
recoverable oil and gas resources indicate that the Chukchi Sea Planning Area holds 15.38 
billion barrels of oil and 76.77 trillion cubic feet of natural gas- more than any other area on the 
OCS outside of the Central Gulf of Mexico. The Beaufort Sea Plalllling Area holds 8.22 billion 
barrels of oil and 27.64 trillion cubic feet of natural gas. BOEM is implementing a targeted 
leasing stTategy for the Arctic specifically designed to consider the region's abundant resource 
potential while minimizing possible conflicts with environmentally sensitive areas and the 
Alaska Native communities that rely on the ocean for subsistence. In designing the Five Year 



Program for the Arctic planning areas, we scheduled potential sales during the latter half of the 
Five Year Program in order to provide time for the development and analysis of sound science, 
and to allow for stakeholder engagement on all of these issues. 
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Ongoing analysis will inform further decisions about whether to hold the scheduled Arctic lease 
sales and, if so, the configuration these sales may take. BOEM is working to further develop and 
synthesize scientific information and Alaska Native communities' traditional knowledge, both of 
which will be used to identify areas that may be made available for oil and gas leasing in the 
Beaufort Sea and Chukchi Sea J>lanning Areas under the targeted leasing model. 

Focusing on science, while integrating traditional knowledge, is consistent with the 
recommendations ofthe U.S. Geologic Survey's 2011 Evaluation of the Science Needs to Inform 
Decisions on Outer Continental She(( Energy Development in the Chukchi and Beaufort Seas, 
Alaska, and with the interagency efforts being conducted by the Interagency Working Group on 
Coordination of Domestic Energy Development and Permitting in Alaska. This group was 
established by executive order and is chaired by Deputy Secretary of the Interior David J. Hayes. 

The planning process for potential lease sales in the Beaufott Sea and Chukchi Sea Planning 
Areas will consider any information about geology and resource potential that may be developed 
as a result of geological and geophysical surveys and exploration performed under current leases 
in those areas. Exploration may provide valuable data for defining the best areas for potential 
development and for a..<;sessing reservoir characteristics, such as volumes and pressures. 

We have set high safety, environmental protection, and emergency response standards for 
offshore exploration and development in the OCS, including in the Alaskan Arctic. h1 the 
Arctic, conditions and requirements included in Shell's Chukchi and Beaufort Sea Exploration 
Plans and Oil Spill Response Plans approved by BOEM and the Bureau of Safety and 
Environmental Enforcement (BSEE), respectively, required the spill containment system to be 
fully certified, inspected, and positioned in the Arctic before any drilling into oil-bearing zones 
could occur. Because Shell was tmable to meet these requirements during the 2012 drilling 
season, the company limited its drilling in both the Beaufort and Chukchi Seas to "top hole" 
preparatory work and drilling well shott of hydrocarbon-bearing zones. 

I look forward to ongoing communication as we proceed with our implementation of the Five 
Year Program. Thank you again for your interest in these impmtant issues. 

Sincerely, 

Nw~~ Q.J5LV-lo" 
Marcilynn A. Bt~ke 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
Land and Minerals Management 



I THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

APR 1 8 2012 

t'he llonorable Thomas R. Carper 
United States Senate 
Washington. DC 20510 

Dear Senator Carper: 

Thank you for your letter of March 16, 2012, cosigned with Senator Christopher Coons and the 
Representative John Carney, Jr., regarding the development of a Comprehensive Conservation 
Plan (CCP) for the Prime Hook National Wildlife Refuge (Refuge). 

The CCP process for the Refuge has been extremely challenging and has taken longer than 
expected to complete. A number of factors have contributed to slowing down the CCP process: 
two lawsuits were filed involving fanning and dune repair; an Environmental Impact Statement 
( EIS) is required rather than an Environmental Assessment; and there have been drastic changes 
to the physical environment of the Refuge after the dunes were breached and salt water intruded 
into the freshwater marshes. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) is in the final stages of completing the draft CCP. We 
expect it to be released in May 2012. The FWS will hold six public meetings in May and June to 
discuss the CCP. A draft of the CCP/EIS will be submit1ed to the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency ior review concurrently with the public review. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(Corps) is not required to review the CCP/EIS from a National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) standpoint. but we plan to ask the Corps to provide comments to the plan during the 
public comment period, and to be involved in future restoration actions. In addition. we will 
conduct all other required agency reviews associated with relevant Jaws, including Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act, the Coastal Zone Management Act. and the 
Endangered Species Act After reviewing and considering agency and public comments, the 
FWS will make any necessary changes and complete a final CCP/ElS by December 2012. The 
Record of Decision, as required by NEP A. is expected to be fmaiized 30 days after the release or 
the final CCP/EIS. 

l share your concerns for the residents of Prime Hook Beach who are experiencing flooding and 
for the environmental damage that is occurring. The FWS will continue to work with the State 
and other partners to address these problems. It is important that everyone involved understand 
the complexities of the issue and have detailed knowledge of our proposed actions. 
corresponding timelines. and expected results. 
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You have our commitment that the FWS will work diligently to complete the CCP in 2012 and 
adhere to the timelines identified in this letter. 

Sincerely, 

Ken Salazar 



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

fhe I fonorablc Thomas R. Carper 
United Slates Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Carper: 

APR 0 5 2013 

Thank you for your letter of February 2&, 2013, regarding Governor Jack Markclr s request 
relating to Delaware's priority funding needs for recovery from Hurricane Sandy. Your letter 
expresses your strong support for three specific projects identified in Governor Markell's letter, 
noting that the Govemor has revised the scope ofthe projects and the required levd of funding. 
The three projects and their current funding needs are: Prime Hook National Wildlife Refuge 
($20 million), the Mispillion Harbor/R.ed Knot Reserve ($6 million), and State Wildlife 
Areas/Conservation Partner Coastal Wetlands and Impoundments ($10.5 million). 

The Department recognizes the value of these projects and the priority you place on them. The 
Department has assembled a team to evaluate all of the projects and to help make funding 
decisions. The team is currently finalizing the process for identifying the projects that will best 
support response, recovery, and resiliency as well as developing the required spending plan and 
internal controls. The tt..-am continues to work closely with regional and local governments and 
other interested parties. I have provided your letter to the team tor their full considcn1tion ami to 
update the required dollar amounl'i. We will keep you informed of our progress. 

·n1ank you for your recognition of the Department's efforts in Delaware and the entire region. 
I am proud of the many successes that we and our many partners have had in expanding wildlife 
protection, conservation, and outdoor recreation in the area. We look forward to working with 
you to continue these efforts and to support the important goal of recovery from Hurricane Sandy 
and prcpardtion to withstand any future such disasters. 

Similar letters are being sent to the Honorable Chris Coons. United Stales Senate, and the 
Honorable John Carney, Jr., House ofRepresentatives. 

~s~ 
Ken Sala?...ar 



The llonorable Tom Harkin 
United States Senate 
Washington. DC 20510 

Dear Senator Harkin: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

FEB 1 0 2012 

Thank you for your January 19, 2012, letter regarding the Lewis and Clark RegionaJ Water 
System and for allocating $30 million of additional funding for authorized rural water projects in 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2012. Specifically. you requested that we consider 
factors. including population served and the percent of non-Federal cost share prepaid, in 
addition to the criteria specified in the Conference Report. 

As you recall during our meeting on November 3, 2011. Commissioner Michael Connor stated 
his stafTwas evaluating new criteria for allocating rUf'dl water project funding. He a]so stated 
that allhough these criteria were not finalized the Bureau of Reclamation would use the new 
criteria to allocate the additional funding provided in the FY 2012 appropriation. These new 
criteria give consideration to the factors you identified in your letter, along with the factors 
referenced in the Conference Report and others. Further, the new criteria also consider the 
Department of the lntcrior·s trust responsibility to Native Americans. 

We also recognize your concern that without sufticient funding levels the Lewis and Clark 
project cannot be completed. Since this is a challenge for all rural water projects, it is paramount 
that ..,.,.e formulate budgets and allocate limiled funding so that progress toward completion 
remains a high priority. In this manner. we can optimize our approach to complete all of the 
authorized rural water projects. 

We have prepared a report for Congress that responded to the requirement in the Conference 
R<.:port. \\ith a full explanation ofthe criteria a-; described above. The Rural Water Program 
faces many challenges in the current budget environment. We believe the criteria app1ied to the 
additionallimding addresses the factors included in the Conference Report while addressing 
critical needs and the ability to make progress towards the completion of meaningful phases of 
the authorized rural water projects. 

We look forward to working with you as we continue to reHne the eriK-ria and complete 
construction of these important rural water projects. 

Sincerely, 



• 
United States Departn1ent of the Interior 

BUREAU OF OCEAN ENERGY MANAGEMENT 
WASHINGTON. DC 20240-0001 

The Honorable Robert Menendez 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Menendez: 

APR 1 5 2013 

Thank you for your letter dated January 30, 2013, to President Barack Obama, co signed by your 
colleagues, expressing your concerns on potential seismic air gun operations in the Mid and 
South Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) waters. President Obama has asked me to 
respond. A similar letter is being sent to each cosigner of your letter. 

As you are aware, the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) is in the process of 
preparing a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PElS) under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEP A) to evaluate potential effects of multiple geological and 
geophysical (G&G) activities in these areas, including seismic surveys using air guns. BOEM 
was directed to develop this PElS under the Conference Report for the Department of the 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies Act, 2010. 

The completion of this PElS is part of a region-specific strategy with respect to oil and gas 
e:ploration and development in the Mid and South Atlantic that focuses on the need to update 
information in order to inform future decisions about whether, and if so where, leasing would be 
appropriate in these areas. Seismic surveys and other G&G activities evaluated in this PElS are 
valuable to understanding the location, extent, and properties of hydrocarbon resources. G&G 
surveys are also used to identify geologic hazards, archaeological resources, and hard bottom 
habitats that would need to be avoided during exploration and development. A variety of G&G 
techniques evaluated in the study, in addition to air guns, are also used to understand the 
potential to site renewable energy structures and locate marine mineral resources, such as sand 
and gravel used for beach and barrier island restoration. BOEM uses the best available science 
and follows the guidance of experts and other regulatory agencies, such as the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS). 

I share your concern about the potential environmental effects of seismic activity on marine 
mammals and other species. One of the main purposes of the PElS is to evaluate the potential 
environmental effects of multiple G&G activities in the Mid and South Atlantic and define 
mitigation and monitoring measures that would reduce or eliminate potential impacts. BOEM 
has contributed close to $40 million over the last decade on ground-breaking research to better 
understand the potential for acoustic impacts to marine life from geophysical solli1d sources. 
BOEM has also conducted numerous expert stakeholder workshops to discuss and identify 
further information needs on acoustic impacts. 
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Importantly, the marine mammal take estimates provided by BOEM in the draft PElS, and cited 
in your letter, are unqualified estimates because they do not consider the effect that mitigation 
measures would have in reducing, or in some cases possibly eliminating, the potential for marine 
mammal takes. In addition to a no action alternative- which would not allow for G&G activity · 
- the PElS contains two alternatives that consider various mitigation strategies to reduce 
environmental impacts. BOEM is also pursuing programmatic consultations with NMFS and 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to assess impacts under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation Management Act (MSFCMA). The results of these 
consultations will be considered in any decision made by BOEM. Further, if seismic surveys are 
allowed to go forward under the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMP A), operators must 
obtain an authorization from NMFS before BOEM issues a permit. These collective 
environmental compliance efforts (i.e., NEPA, ESA, MMPA, MSFCMA and a suite of others) 
help ensure any activities that may ultimately be authorized do not rise to the level of 
jeopardizing populations or destroying important habitat. 

Again, l appreciate very much the concerns you have about potential seismic surveys in waters 
off the Mid and South Atlantic OCS. I can assure you that your concerns, as well as the large 
number of other comments we have received, ¥rill be considered, along with the outcomes of the 
environmental and other reviews, before we reach any final decisions on whether to move 
forward with permitting seismic surveys and other G&G activities in the Mid and South Atlantic 
ocs. 

Sincerely, 

Tommy P. Beaudreau 
Director 



The Honorable Robert Menendez 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Menendez: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

AUG 0 3 2012 

Thank you for your lener dated April27, 2012, providing your comments regarding work within the 
Department ofthe Interior's Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) to complete a 
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) evaluating potential effects of multiple 
geological and geophysical (G&G) activities in the Mid and South AtJantjc Planning Area<>. A copy of 
your letter will be included in the record for comments received on the PElS. 

The Department is not currently planning any oil and gas lease sales off the Atlantic coast. The 
Atlantic coast planning areas are not included in the Proposed Fina·l US. Outer Continental Shelf 
(OCS) Oil and Gas Leasing Program for 20 12-2017, which the Department issued in June 2012. ~lne 
completion of this PElS is part of a region-specific strategy for the Mid and South Atlantic that focuses 
on the need to update our understanding of the geology in these areas to ensure that future decisions 
are based on the best information possible. 

Seismic surveys and other activities evaluated in this PElS are important to understanding the location, 
extent, and properties of hydrocarbon resources. G&G surveys are also critical tor idemjfying 
geologic hazards, archaeological resources, and hard bottom habitats that would need to be avoided 
during exploration and development. A variety of G&G techniques evaluated in the study are used to 
site renewable energy structures and locate marine mineral resources, such as sand and gravel used for 
beach and barrier island restoration. The BOEM also uses G&G information to fulfill its statutory 
responsibilities to support environmental impact analyses and protect the environment, ensure receipt 
of fair market value for leased Federal lands, and conserve oil and gas resources. 

l appreciate your concern about the potential environmental effects of G&G activity on marine 
mammals and other species. One of the primary purposes of the PElS is to evaluate the potential 
environmental effects of multiple G&G activities in these OCS planning areas and outline mitigation 
and ;nonitoring measures that wm reduce or eliminate potential impacts. The analysis and alternatives 
in the PElS discuss measures to monitor and reduce the potential for harassment of marine mammals. 

Thank you for your feedback. Should you wish to discuss this matter further. please contact BOEM 
Director Tommy P. Beaudreau at (202) 208-6300. 

Sincerely. 

Ken Salazar 



United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

The Honorable Max Baucus 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Baucus: 

Washington, DC 20240 

MAY 2 1 2012 

Thank you for your letter of January 23, 2012, urging the Department of the Interior's (Interior) support 
for land acquisition in the Rocky Mountain Front and the Centennial Valley of Montana. 

As you know, the President presented the 2013 budget to the Congress on February 13, 2012. Within the 
request for Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) Federal land acquisition, the budget requests a total of$19. 7 
million to acquire conservation easements on approximately 30,685 acres in the Rocky Mountain Front, 
Blackfoot Valley, and Swan Valley Conservation Areas in Montana. These lands border existing 
protected land, owned by the FWS, other Federal agencies, or The Nature Conservancy, and include 
important habitat for grizzly bear, wolverine, goshawk, cutthroat trout, and Columbia spotted frog. 
Protecting these tracts with conservation easements will preserve trust species habitat in some of the 
Nation's best remaining intact ecosystems, and will allow the traditional rural uses to continue. 

In addition, Interior has looked very closely at its 2012 Federal land acquisition priorities, and has notified 
the Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies Appropriations Subcommittees of its intent to reprogram 
Federal land acquisition funds to address land acquisition projects where immediate acquisition 
opportunities are available, but may be lost if the opportunities are not acted upon this year. This 
reprogramming, which was recently approved, includes the realignment of $1.5 million to acquire 
conservation easements on a Montana property in the Rocky Mountain Front, totaling 2,846 acres. The 
tract, along the Muddy Creek, provides important habitat for grizzly bears as well as numerous grassland­
dependent birds. Protecting this tract with conservation easements will prevent habitat fragmentation and 
significantly contribute toward recovery efforts for grizzly bears in the Northern Continental Divide 
ecosystem. 

Thank you for your continued interest and support for the FWS and its programs, as well as the 
Department of the Interior as a whole. I believe that these land acquisition opportunities will make a 
significant and lasting impact on landscape scale conservation in Montana, and I look forward to working 
with you to achieve our shared conservation goals. 

6~~ 
Assistant Secretary 
Policy, Management and Budget 



The Honorable Max Baucus 
United States Senate 
Washington . . DC 20510 

Dear Senator Baucus: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERiOR 

WASHINGTON 

FEB 2 8 2012 

Thank you fi:>r your letter dated January 17, 20 i 2, regarding funding for the Rocky Boys/North 
Central Montana and Fort Peck/Dry Pmirle rural water projects. I understand the importance of 
these projects to you and to the people of Montana. 

As noted in your letter, the Department of the Interior recognizes the importance of moving these 
projects to\-vard completion with the award of funds. Valuable construction progress was made 
with those funds in 2010 and into 201 L On February 8. 2012,1 announced the award of an 
additional $12.9 million for the two projects from funds available pursuant to the Consolidated 
Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 2012. The President, on February 13, 2012, presented the 
FY 2013 budget which included $11.5 million for construction !{)r these two rural water projects. 

I share your commitment to seeing these projects through to completion. While the current 
budget environment necessitates difficult choices. we wilrcontinue to advance our commitment 
to these projects in the future. 

·n.ank you for your ongoing work for the people of Montana. Jf we can be of further assistance. 
please do not hesitate to contact me. 

v_.e.l_y __ .'· 
~s~ 
Ken Salw.ar 



The llonorab!e lv'iax Baucus 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Baucus: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTER!OF~ 

WASHINGTON 

OCT 1 8 2012 

Thank you f(w your letter of July 26. 2012, regarding the protection of the Columbia River system ·s 
headwaters from aquatic invasive species, most part.icularly quagga and zebra mussels. Invasive 
species and their impact on the Nation's !and and waters are a major concern for the Department of 
the lnterior. The Department and its bureaus are comruitted to the management of aquatic invasive 
species through our leadership in the Aquatic Nuisance Species Task Force (ANSTF) and the 
National Invasive Species Council. and through collaboration with other institutions. including the 
Flathead Basin Commission. 

·rhe Department's effort in stopping the spread of invasive mussels in the West is guided by the 
Quagga-lebra tv1ussel Action Plan fix Western U.S. Waters (QZAP), which was approved by ANSTF 
in 2010. Developed by Federal, state, and local partners, including authorities across the Columbia 
River Basin, QZAP provides a strategic roadmap focusing on critical tasks such as inspection and 
decontamination, improved communications, enhanced rapid response capacity. research, and 
dissemination of best practices. The Columbia River Basin Team is the primary fi:xum f\x QZAP 
coordination in the Northwest. This Team has developed a Basin-wide response plan for invasive 
mussels and launched a successful program to enhance preparedness. 

Lasr year, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS). with bruad participation from other Federal. 
state. and tribal entities. Canadian partners, and Flathead Lake representatives. helped lead an 
exercise al Libby Dam locused on how agencies might respond to a Lake Koocanusa infestation. 
There has been interest in holding a subsequent exercise for Flathead Lake. Further coordinated 
dforts in the Basin should build upon this structure. The FWS has provided technical support and 
funding to prevent affected watercraft from launching into Columbia Basin waters, including the 
Watercraft Inspection Training Program, which has educated hundreds of law enforcement oHiccrs. 
inspection station staff and others in methods to identify and remove invasive mussels from 
recreational boats. The USFWS has also invested in dive training to support early detection and 
rapid response: engagement with state attorney generals and law enforcement to look at legal and 
regulatory options: and research on the em::ctiveness ofdecontamination methods and tests. 

One of the many potential sources of invasive mussels in the lower Colorado River Basin is Lake 
Mead Nati{mal Recreation Area. As part of its thorough boat decontamination program. and in 
cooperation with local concessionaires. the National Park Service (NPS) decontaminates slipped or 
moored vessels in Lake Mead upon exit, shares departure information of boats with relevant state 
authorities. and provides washing stations. The NPS also has a quagga/zebra mussel containment 
program at Curecanti National Recreation Area and is taking precautionary measures based on 
intcm1ittent positive results from early detection monitoring. In addition, there an~ at least nine NPS 
units that have, quagga and zebra prevention programs or generic aqualic nuisance species prevention 
programs. Finally. NPS has focused on providing eductHional infonnation to visitors and stan on 
aqua1ic nuisance species~ 



The Bureau or Reclamation (BOR) has been researching control and management techniques 
including monitoring, detection. anti-fouling coatings. and testing of Zequanox, a biopcsticide. 
In 2012, BOR also updated its Equipment Inspection and Cleaning ManuaL Over 3 70 water bodies 
havt: been analyLed to identify new infestations and larget field inspections of watercraft_ The 
Bureau of Land Management is leading efforts among Federal. state. tribal, and local agency 
managers of Lake Havasu to address quagga mussels. Finally. the Bureau of Indian Affairs suppom 
trib31 engagement in the !OOih Meridian Initiative. a cooperative effort with FederaL state, and local 
agencies to preverll the westward spread of invasive mussels and other aquatic nuisance species. All 
of these Bureaus are engaged in significant outreach and public education eflCJrts targeting boaters 
and other users of these waters. 

In Fiscal Year 2012. Congress directed FWS ro redirect $1 million to support efforts at fcdcr:llly­
managcd or inter-jurisdictional waters. This funding will be used to increase efforts at Lake Meat! 
and throughout the West. Unfortunately. this is the only source of Federal funding that is directed for 
implementation ofQZAP. Funding is not available to conduct a more extensive program to prott·rt 
the important resources of the Pacific Northwest and other uninfested areas. to mitigate lhc impacts 
in already infested waters, and to support implementation of state invasive species management 
plans. as directed under the Nonindigenous Aquatic Nuisance Prevention and Control Act and 
Lxecuti\e Order 13.1 ! 2. 

We appreciate your support in enabling us to contain the spread of these invasive mussels and protect 
uninfested waters. including the Columbia River and its headwaters. Federal leadership and 
Congressional support for state boat decontamination efforts is key to addressing the mo\icment of 
invasive mussels. Our joint effort will help to focus priorities on the areas that are essential to 
prevention · the invaded ~;tales that have become sources of invasive mussels. as well as the states 
that show early indications of invasion. 

We will continue to cooperate with other Federal. state. and local agencies. particular!) in the 
Columbia Rher Basin. and welcome the opportunity for further coordination with the Flathead Basin 
Commission. The technical contact for further engagement is Ms. Joanne Grady. FWS Region 6 
Aquatic 1 nvasivc Species Coordinator at (303} 236-4519 or email at joanne grady@.fws.go'll. 
Mr. Chas Cartwright. Superintendent of Glacier National Park. is current chair of the Comm1ssion . 
Thank you again for your letter and interest in this issue. 

Sincerc_ly. 

~s~ 
Ken Salazar 



United States Department of the Interior 

IN REPLY REFER TQ-

fWS/R6/£S/052457 

Honorable Max Baucus 
United States Senate 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Mountain-Prairi.e Region 

MAILING ADDRESS: 
P.O. Box 254861 DFC 
Denver, Coloraao 80225-0486 

STREET LOCATION: 
134 Union Boulevard 
Lakewood, Colorado 80228-1807 

SEP 1 0 2012 

511 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510-2602 

Dear Senator Baucus: 

I am responding to your July 27, 2012, request that we dedicate sufficient resources to facilitate 
completion of Endangered Species Act related review and permitting of the proposed Rock Creek and 
Montanore Mines in northwest Montana. This letter responds to the portion of your request connected 
with the responsibilities of the Secretary of Interior, and specifically the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
You indicated that these two projects are a high priority for the people and economy of Montana. 

Over the past few months, we have been working with the U.S. Forest Service to ensure that their analysis 
regarding the impacts of the Montanore Mine to federally listed species is based upon the best science 
available. On August 27, 2012, we completed the necessary administrative, financial and personnel 
actions for hiring a contractor to review and help us collaborate with the Forest Service in meeting this 
goal. When this analysis is complete, we anticipate that the Forest Service will initiate formal 
consultation under the Act for the Montanore Mine project. At that point, our biologists and contractor 
will expedite completion of a biological opinion for this project. We have a meeting scheduled with our 
contractor on September 11 to develop a work schedule and list of deliverables. 

Our analysis of the impacts to listed species from the Rock Creek Mine was completed in 2006. In 
November 2011, after several years in litigation, our fmal biological opinion was affirmed by the U.S . 
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. Therefore, the project proponent can proceed to the next phase of 
project development without further action from the Fish and Wildlife Service. 

I hope our progress addresses your concerns regarding these two high profile projects. If you have any 
questions regarding specific aspects of either of these mining projects, please contact our Regional 
Director at (303) 236-7920 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
b~\n..~ Regional Director 



I he I Jonorablc Max Baucus 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear ~cnator Baucus: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

MAR i. 6 Z013 

fhank you for your letter of February 6. 2013, regarding the In Memorv Plaque at the Vietnam 
Veterans Memorial. 

Public Law 106-214. enacted in 2000, authorized the American Battle Monuments Commission 
(ABMC) to place a plaque within the Vietnam Veterans Memorial to honor those Vietnam vetenms 
who died after their service in Vietnam, as a direct result of that service. The In Memory Plaque was 
unveiled and dedicated in 2004. It had been designed and sited as required by this law through the 
consultation and approvals process with the involvement of the ABMC. the Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial Fund. Inc., the Vietnam Women's Memorial, Inc., the Commission of Fine Arts. the 
National Capital Planning Commission. and others. 

~incc its original ins1allation, the Plaque has been replaced and re-lettered in efforts to maintain its 
character. Maintenance efforts by the National Park Service have taken place in consultation with 
the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund. 'lbe National Mall and Memorial Parks have been in 
communication with Mrs. Joanna Henshaw and Mrs. Cathy Keister, national board members of the 
Associates of Vietnam Veterans of America, to discuss design changes and improvement to the 
In Memory Plaque. The National Park Service shares their concerns for the treatment of this 
important component ofthe Memorial. and we are pleased by their organization's plans to raise 
fimds for alterc1tions. A proposed preliminary restyling of the Plaque was f(>rwarded to the National 
Park Service by the Associates of Vietnam Veterans of America on January 23,2013. 

The Nation.al Park Service, the Commission of Fine Arts, and others are considering cnhant:ements 
for the preservation and dignity of the In Memory Plaque that can meet the aesthetic and design 
conc~-.rns and legal requirements for an undertaking on the National Mall. We will continue to work 
doscly with the Associates of Vietnam Veterans of America and others in refining plans and 
acquiring the necessary approvals so that the In Memory Plaque continues to honor the men and 
women who died as a result of their service in the Vietnam War. 

Please do not hesitate to contact Superintendent Bob Vogel for National Mall and Memorial J>arks at 
{202) 245-4660 for f\u1her updates. An identical response is being sent to the co-signers of 
your letter. 

Sincerely. 

Ken Salazar 



' I, 

..... 

'fbc llonorable Ron Wyden 
l Jnited States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Wyden: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

JUN .. 1 2012 

This letter is in response to your request for my views regarding technical amendments to the 
National Parks Air Tour Management Act of 2000 (NP A TMA) that are in S. 1 813, Moving 
Ahead for Progress in the 2ls1 Century Act (MAP-21 ). We appreciate your continued interest in 
this matter. 

On May 1 6, 2012. Sl"Cretary of Transportation Ray LaHood submitted the Administration· s 
views on S. 1813 and H.R. 4348 to the Chairmen and Ranking Members of the Senate 
Committee on Environment and Public Works and the House Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure. In his letter, Secretary LaHood stated the following: 

The Administration supports section 1 00301 of the Senate bill providing technical 
amendments to the National Parks Air Tour Management Act of2000. The amendments 
include and refine recent amendments enacted in the FAA Modernization and Reft)rm 
Act of20l2. '!be amendments provide the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and 
the NationaiJ>ark Service (NPS) with an improved and streamlined process to implement 
the intent of Congress for commercial air tours to be conducted in a way that does not 
nega1ivcly impact national park visitors or resources. while assuring safe operation. 'Ibis 
is a unique program, and these amendments do not set precedents that would affect other 
FAA programs. By replacing broadly shared FAA and NPS responsibilities across all 
a<>pects of the commercial air tour program with more focused and complementary 
agency responsibilities. the amendments will facilitate the establishment of air tour 
management plans in national parks in Jess time and using fewer resources. ·The 
amendments clarify that the NPS will primarily administer this program, while fully 
preserving FAA authority and jurisdiction filr aviation safety, management of the national 
airspace system. and other aviation oversight. 

I believe that the amendments provide the type of regulatory flexibility and streamlining 
necessary in order to better implement NPATMA. Thank you for your commitment to ensuring 
the safety of our national airspace and the protection of our national parks. 

Fnclosurc 
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United States Department of the Interior 

f'he Honorable Ron Wyden 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Wyden: 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Washington. D.C. 20140 

JUN 1 1 2012 

Thank you for your letter of May 18, 2012, also co-signed by several of your colleagues to 
Secretary of the Interior Salazar, requesting an extension of the comment period for the proposed 
designation of critical habitat for the northern spotted owl. The Secretary has asked the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) to respond on his behalf. I regret that we cannot extend the 
public~comment period on the proposed critical habitat rule beyond the current July 6, 2012. 

deadline, for the reasons described below. 

As you know, the court-mandated deadline for completing this action is November 15, 2012. 
This timeframe was established on October 12,2010, by court order. The timeline addressed 
sequential revisions to both the 2008 recovery plan and the 2008 critical habitat designation for 
the northern spotted owl, with interim court-ordered due dates for the revised recovery plan and 
proposed critical habitat rule. The Service twice granted an extension or reopened the comment 
period on the revised recovery plan at the request of Members of Congress and others. This 
caused some delay in the development of the proposed critical habitat rule, and we sought an 
extension of the date for publication of the proposed rule from the Court as a result. Most 
recently the govemment sought an extension from the Court to allow more time for 
intergovernmental review of the proposed rule before it wa') published in the Federal Register. 
At that time, the Court reiterated the importance of meeting the November 15, 2012, deadline for 
the final rule, stating: ''Future requests for extensions of time wHI be viewed by the Court with 
disfavor." 

Recognizing these constraints on granting additional time extensions, we nevertheless share your 
desire to afford the public as much time as possible to review and comment on the proposed 
critical habitat revision. The Service has recently extended the initial 90~day comment period for 
30 additional days, bringing the total comment period for this action to 120 days. Service staff 
has met multiple times vvith County officials and local stakeholders in all three states and in a 
variety of settings to discuss the proposed changes and they have responded to specific requests 
tor more information and data. 

The time remaining to finalize this revised critical habitat is already shortened due to the 
extensions previously granted, and this time is necessary to adequately respond to the public 
comments that will be received. Also, this time is needed to evaluate proposed exclusions from 
critical habitat and to otherwise minimize impacts of the critical habitat designation on local 
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economies. We have recommended in the recovery plan and the proposed critical habitat 
designation an approach to spotted owl conservation that explicitly takes these potential impacts 
into account, and have suggested that land-managing agencies consider making active forest 
management an integral part of a landscape-level conservation strategy for spotted owls and 
healthy forests. 

Please contact me or the Service's Pacific Northwest Regional Director, Ms. Robyn Thorson at 
503/231-61 I 9 if you have other questions regarding this proposed critical habitat designation. 

DIRECTOR 



United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

The Honorable Ron Wyden 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20511 

Dear Senator Wyden: 

Washington, DC 20240 

JUL 2 0 2012 

Thank you for your letter dated June 21, 2012, to Secretary Ken Salazar supporting the joint 
request from Oregon Governor John Kitzhaber, the Chairman of the Confederated Tribes of the 
Umatilla Indian Reservation (CTUIR), and the Chairman of Westland Irrigation District that the 
Department of the lnterior (Department) establish a Federal Negotiation Team to assist with 
settling the water rights claims of the CTUIR. The Secretary has asked me, as Chair of the 
Working Group on Indian Water Settlements, to respond to your letter. A similar response is 
being sent to each co-signer of your letter. 

The Department's Working Group on Indian Water Settlements is responsible for determining 
when it is appropriate to appoint a Federal Negotiating Team. We intend to schedule a Working 
Group meeting in the near future to consider this request. The Department appreciates that the 
CTUIR and Umatilla Basin stakeholders have a history of working together to resolve 
contentious water rights issues and we commend their efforts. We intend to continue our 
dialogue with the CTIJIR and other Umatilla Basin stakeholders on how such a settlement can be 
achieved. 

The Department appreciates your support for a negotiated settlement of tribal water rights. 

Sincerely, 

A1letta Belin 
Counse)or to the Deputy Secretary 
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The Honorable Ron Wyden 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Wyden: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

OCT 0 5 2012 

Thank you for your letter of July 13, 2012, to President Barack Obama regarding wildfires and the 
need for disaster assistance for Oregon· s ranching community. President Obama asked that 1 respond 
to your concerns related to the Department oflbe Interior's effort in this regard. 

As your letter mentions, the scale and intensity ofthe 2012 wildfires are unprecedented in Oregon and 
Washington. We continue to work with Federal, State, and local partners to ensure timely dispatch of 
flrefighting equipment and other resources across the West. 

The Depanmcnt of the Interior's response to wildfires focuses on emergency stabilization and 
rehabilitation, and the Bureau of Land Management {BLM) is actively working on post-fire 
stabilization and rehabilitation in the Bums. Lakeview, Spokane. and Vale Districts. The BLM is also 
assessing fire damage and developing plans to address public health and safety. property, and critical 
natural and cultural resources. These assessments will help BLM determine the need to repla<.,-e 
fencing. locate alternative water supplies. and make other range improvements. 

For those areas not likely to recover from fire damage on their own, BLM is deve1oping plans to 
revcgetate those areas \Vith a host of native and non-native plants. This is especially important for the 
restoration of sagebrush on which so many species depend. Other plant species will be selected for 
their soil holding capabilities as well as for their abilities to provide forage, moderate future fire 
behavior. and support wildlife. 

1 also share your concern about the impact the fires have had on livestock operators. The BLM has 
been working closely with grazing pem1ittees to locate alternative pastures in neighboring areas; 
however, some of these areas are distressed by drought and unsuitable for grazing a1 this time. In lhe 
meantime, the BLM continues to explore the use of other allotments. and the Bums and Vale District 
Offices will provide refunds for prepajd forage that is unused due to the v.ildfires. The BLM will 
monitor the burned areas and document the progress of the stabilization and rehabilitation process over 
the next 3 years, and continue to ·work with the Jjvestock operators to locate useable pasture or other 
alternatives for continued operations. My overall goal is to assure ecosystem health for multiple-use 
management including livestock grazing. 

We look forward to working with you as we continue to mitigate the effects of wildfires and drought 
on our public lands. 

s~s~ 
Ken Salazar 



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

The Honorable Ron Wyden 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 2051 0 

Dear Senator Wyden: 

MAR 0 1 2013 

Thank you for the letter dated January 8, 2013, from you and Senator Lisa Murkowski regarding 
the timetable for disposal of Federal Helium Reserve and repaying the debt the Federal helium 
program owes to the Treasury. I appreciate your interest in the critical issues facing the Federal 
Helium Reserve, which is of great importance to the Government and businesses across the 
Country. A briefbackground explanation is necessary to answer the question you raise. 

The Helium Act of 1960, as amended by the Helium Privatization Act of 1996 (HPA), authorizes 
the Secretary of the Interior to sell crude helium for Federal, medical, scientific, and commercial 
uses. The HP A further requires the Secretary beginning on January 1, 2005, to offer such 
amounts of helium for sale as will reduce the Helium Reserve to 600,000,000 cubic feet on a 
straight-line basis between that date and January l, 2015. 'fbe HPA also requires that sales of 
helium shall be at prices adequate to cover both the costs of carrying out the statute and to repay 
to the Treasury all of the principal and interest owed on the loan from the Treasury that funded 
the Government's helium production program under the 1960 statute (which the statute calls 
"repayable amounts"). 1 Under the HPA, the only authorized Federal facility for producing. 
refining, and marketing refined helium after April 1998 is the Cliffside Field facility near 
Amarillo, Texas, operated by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)? 

All monies derived from the sale of helium are deposited into a fund established by the 1960 
Helium Act known as the Helium Production Fund. That Fund is available without fiscal year 
limitation for carrying out the provisions of the Helium Act, as amended by the HP A. Amounts 
in the Fund in excess of $2,000,000 (or such lesser amount as may be necessary to carry out the 
Act) must be paid to the Treasury and credited against the repayable amounts within 7 days after 
the beginning of each fiscal year. Under the statute, when the repayable amounts are all repaid, 
the Helium Production Fund v.ill terminate and moneys derived from helium sales and activities 
thereafter will be deposited in the Treasury' s general fund.3 

As a result of helium sales held in this fiscal year, the BLM has generated (as of February 2013) 
sufficient revenue to repay to the Treasury all the repayable amounts. Your letter asks "for 

1 See 50 U.S.C. §§ 167d(b) and(c); 167f(a)(l). 
2 See 50 U.S.C. § 167b(b) and (c). 
3 See 50 U.S.C. § l67d(e). 



clarification of the effective date oftennination ofthe Federal Helium Reserve should the 
Department receive sufficient funds to meet the repayment requirement." 

Because helium sales have yielded enough revenue to repay all repayable amounts, the 
Department will make the final payment to the Treasury within 7 days after October 1, 2013. 
At that point, but not prior, the Helium Production FQild will terminate. 

The Helium Reserve itself will not terminate; the statute specifically requires that the Reserve be 
maintained at a volume of 600,000,000 cubic feet, even after January 2015.4 However, when the 
Helium Production Fund terminates, the Department will lose the source of funds established to 
operate the Reserve and the storage, transportation. and withdrawal facilities and equipment at 
the Cliffside Field. Absent action by Congress this would hinder or prevent management of the 
Reserve, including sales and revenue. 

Thank you for your personal attention to this matter. We look forward to working with you 
regarding future management of the Federal Helium Reserve and storage facilities. A similar 
letter is being sent to Senator Murkowski. 

Sincerely, 

Ken Salazar 

4 See 50 U.S.C. § 167f{a)(l). 



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

rhe I fonorablc Ron Wydcn 
Chainnan, Committee on 

Energy and Natural Resources 
·united States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Chainnan Wyden: 

FEB 0 7 2013 

Thank you for your Jetter of January 3, 2013, expressing concerns regarding the Department of 
the Interior's Federal coal royalty management, and requesting data and other information in 
response to seven specific questions. Enclosures I and 2 provide detailed responses to your 
specific requests. 

ll1c Department shares your concern that this matter be should taken seriously and be thoroughly 
investigated to detennine if there is any merit to the allegations contained in the 
December 4. 2012, Reuters article referenced in your letter. To that end, I have directed the 
Department's Office of Natural Resources Revenue (ONRR) to assemble a team of experts that 
includes our State auditing partners in Wyoming and Montana to address coal sales from the 
Powder River Basin through a risk-based audit and compliance action plan. l have also askt.."<i 
the Department's Office of the Inspector General to investigate the allegations regarding coal 
sales in the Powder River Basin to affiliated export purchasers or broker/marketers, and 
aggressively pursue any company found in violation of the laws and regulations related to the 
valuation of Federal coal. 

The issues surrounding Federal coal export sales underscore why royalty valuation reform is 
necessary and presents an opportunity for the Department to pursue broader royalty refonns. In 
an effort to strengthen and simplify royalty valuation regulations, on May 27, 20 II, the 
Department published an Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking for Federal and Indian coal 
and Federal oiJ and gas royalty valuation. Based on the comments we received. the changes we 
are considering would reinforce that for purposes of detemlining royalties. the gross proceeds 
from am1' s-length transactions are the best indication of market value. The proposed changes 
could dramatically improve compliance and reduce administrative costs for industry and the 
Government It will additionally ensure proper royalty valuation by creating a more transparent 
royahy calculation method that is more market oriented and less burdensome to both indu.~try 
and the Government. 

The Department is also committed to working closely with Congress on legislative changes to 
improve our management of the Federal and Indian mineral resources and to fulfill our 
stewardship responsibilities to the Nation. These good-government refonns include adjustments 
to royalty rates to achieve better returns for taxpayers. effons to support and encourage the 
diligent development of existing leases. and the moderni7.lltion and simplification of the royalty 



management statutes to improve revenue collection processes. eliminate unwarranted industry 
subsidies, and reduce unnecessary administrative burdens for both the Department and industry. 

Proceeding with royalty valuation reforms supports the cllorts underway since this 
Administration's first day - to promote a balanced and responsible approach to energy 
development on our public lands and waters, and achieve dependable oversight and sensible 
reform of the mineral leasing and royalty management programs. 

[ look forward to working with you and Senator Murkowski on this issue to ensure that taxpayer 
assets are protected. 

Sincerely. 

~s~ 
Ken Salazar 

Enclosures 



United States Department of the Interior 
OfFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Washington, DC 20240 

FEB 5 2013 

The Honorable Ron Wyden 
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Thank you for your letter dated January 22, 2013, requesting the Administration include stop gap 
funding for the Republic of Palau in its Fiscal Year 2014 budget. The Secretary has asked me to 
respond to you on his behalf. 

The Administration is committed to the enactment and implementation of the agreement between 
the Government of the United States and the Government of the Republic of Palau following the 
Compact of Free Association Section 432 review. 

The Department of the Interior (Department) and the Government of Palau have been partners 
since 1951, when the Navy transferred to the Department the administration of the United 
Nations Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. Consistent with the provisions of the 1994 
Compact of Free Association, Palau has exercised its sovereignty in accordance with the 
principles of democracy and in a firm .alliance with the United States. 

The Administration looks forward to continuing the United States partnership with Palau and 
will work diligently to secure funding for the Republic of Palau in FY 2014. As you know, the 
President's budget for 2013 assumed a legislative solution for the Compact funded through 
mandatory appropriations. This approach is in keeping with the agreement that was reached 
between the United States and the Republic of Palau and could be included in the negotiations 
for a 2014 budget resolution, thereby advancing it in the legislative process and securing a 
commitment for an offset. We appreciate the pressures on the Committee and the new Congress 
and the challenges with enacting legislation before the beginning of FY 2014, and would like to 
assist you to the greatest possible extent to secure a more permanent resolution of the Compact 
instead of a one year stop gap approach. 

The Department is proud of the positive advancements United States assistance has achieved in 
Palau since 1995 and looks forward to the progress that we anticipate will be made over the 



period of the new agreement. We look forward to continuing to work with you and the rest of 
Congress on its enactment. 

Sincerely, 

<"\ (i ' /' . . 

tu,/f~ 
" \ j 

Rhea Suh 
Assistant Secretary 
Policy, Management and Budget 



The Honorable Ron Wyden 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 2051 0 

Dear Senator Wyden: 

THE SECRETARY Of THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

MAR 2 0 2013 

Thank you for your letter of February 7, 2013. regarding the Bureau of Land Management's 
ongoing effort to update its regulations pertaining to hydraulic fracturing. 1 appreciate your input 
on this important issue. 

The BLM is taking steps to ensure that hydraulic fracturing on Federal and tribal lands is 
conducted in a safe and environmentally sound manner that protects the surface and subsurface 
resources. Based on comments received in response to the publication of the proposed rule in 
May 2012. the BLM is preparing a revised proposed hydraulic frc:1cturing rule. The revised 
proposed rule wiJl require public dtsc1osure of chemicals used in hydraulic fracturing on Federa1 
and Indian lands, the submission of information to verify proper cementing ofthe surface casing 
to protect the usable water aquifer. and the proper management of flowback water. 

As we move forward. we wiB continue to collaborate closely with Congress. Federal and state 
agencies, industry. and the public to protect the important resource values of our public lands. 
I look forward to working with you as we continue the pursuit of balanced stewardship of 
America's public lands and resources. 

Sincerely. 

Ken SaJazar 



United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

The Honorable Ron Wyden 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Wyden: 

APR 2 2 2015 

Thank you for your letter of February 13, 2013, to former Secretary Salazar, supporting the 
reappointment of James Root to the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation's (NFWF) Board of 
Directors. I have been asked to respond to your request. 

We give serious consideration to all recommendations for board appointments, particularly those 
that come from members of Congress. While Mr. Root has made tremendous contributions to 
conservation during his tenure on the NFWF board, the decision was made not to reappoint him 
to another term. 

Thank you for your interest in this matter and we look forward to working with you in the future. 

Sincerely, 
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United States Department of the Interior 

IN REPLY RU'Eit TO: 

P94(2450) 

The Honorable Patty Murray 

United States Senator 

2988 Federal Building 

915 Second A venue 

Seattle, Washington 98174 

Attn: Ed O'Neill 

Dear Senator Murray: 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
1849 C Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20240 

MAY 1 6 ZO\Z 

I am writing to let you know that we have completed our investigation into Mr. John Christensen's grievance 
regarding an incident in Wenatchee on December 3, 2011 , which led to the provisional termination of his 

volunteer agreement with Klondike Gold Rush National Park- Seattle Unit Trails &Rails program. We found 
that we are supportive of the Park's decision to release Mr. Christensen from his volunteer agreement unless he 

meets the two requirements outlined in the letter sent to him from the Park Superintendent on February 4, 2012. 

Requirement 1 
In the Trails & Rails Onboard Emergency Operations Guidelines Expectations and Requirements in 
Emergency Situations document on page 7, it states that all Trails & Rails crew members must have the 
ability to hear (may be accompanied by the use of a hearing aid) . 

Requirement 2 
In the Trails & Rails Onboard Emergency Operations Guidelines Expectations and Requirements in Emergency 

Situations document on page 7, it states that all Trails & Rails crew members must have the ability to follow 
instructions and hand signals given by a crew member. 

In the event that Mr. Christensen would be able to meet the requirements outlined above, the park would happily 

consider having him continue to serve as a guide. The decision was made in line with existing policy and 
guidance provided to parks regarding the management of volunteers, but this situation has highlighted to us that 

we need to revisit those standards and provide improved guidance to parks. 

Thank you for bringing this issue to my attention . Please find enclosed copies of the correspondence regarding 
Mr. Christensen's case. 
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If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Marta Cruz Kelly, Program Manager, Interpretation 
and Education Division at 202-513-7200. 

Sincerely, 

Associate Director, Interpretation and Education 

Enclosure 

cc: Supt., Klondike Gold Rush NHP-Seattle Unit 
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THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

The I !onorablc Pally Murray 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Employment 
and Workplace Safety 

SEP 0 5 2012 

Committee on Health. Education. Labor & Pensions 
and Natural Resources 

United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Murray: 

Thank you for your letter of April 27. 2012. asking that the Department of the Interior (DOl). in 
cooperation with the Department of Labor, Department of Energy, Department of 
Transportation, and other relevant agencies. initiate a comprehensive and independent National 
Academies study of onshore and offshore oil and gas field workforce health and safety in the 
United States. A similar response is being scnl to Senator Jeff Bingaman. 

On June 22.2012. DOl met with the Department of Labor's Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration and the Department of Transportation ' s Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration to discuss this proposed study b) the National Academies. 

Within the DOl, the Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement (BSEE) and the Bureau 
of Land Management (BLM) work to promote safety. protect the environment, and conserve oil 
and ga-; resources offshore and onshore through vigorous regulatory oversight and enforcement. 
Neither BLM nor BSEE inspects or enforces the Occupational Safety and Health Administration 
regulations, nor conducts industry safety training. 

The BSEE conducts three primary programs related to offshore oil and gas worker safety. 'The 
BSEE conducts both scheduled and periodic unscheduled, unannounced inspections of oil and 
gas operations on the OCS including the examination of all safety equipment designed to prevent 
blowouts. fires, spills. or other major accidents. The BSEE also requires operators to develop. 
implement. and maintain a Safety and Environmental Management Systems (SEMS) program to 
t:nhance the safety and cleanliness of operations by reducing the frequency and severity of 
accidents. In addition. BSEE operates the National Offshore Training and Learning Center 
(NOTLC) with specially developed curricula focused on keeping our experienced inspectors 
current on new technologies and processes, and enhancing the capabilities of inspectors and 
engineers to enforce safety. environmemaJ, and conservation compliance. 

In addition. BLM-certificd inspectors conduct onshore inspection and enforcement activities 
that enhance worker health and safety for oil and gas operations. The BLM provides its 
employees with salct) training and equipment. performs exposure risk analysis. and issues 
guidance and fire resistant clothing appropriate to the work performed. 
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The DOl is committed to safe and environmentally responsible development of oiJ and gas 
resources on Federal and h1dian lands and the OCS. I appreciate your concern fbr the health and 
safety of the oil and gas workforce. We continue our work with the other Federal Agencies as 
·we pursue an independent study by the National Academies. 

Sincerely. 

~s~ 
Ken Salazar 
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In Reply Refer to: 
FVVS~l~S!ES0-00040801 

The Honorable Patty Murray 
United States Senate 

· Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Murray: 

AUG 3 12012 

Th~lpkyouforyo11f le:t_ter adc.lr~sse_d tg ~ecJ;~ta.rje~ ~~l<!Z~ at:IQ:Vils~~* qat~.d Augu_§t_l4, ~012, . 
conveying your support for the National Trails-System Land and Water Conservation Fund 
(L WCF) proposal. I appreciate knowing that the proposal is important to you; it is being 
considered for inclusion in the Department ofthe Interior's fiscal year 2014 LWCF budget 
recommenq.ation, along with nine other proposals from around the nation. Your suppmt for 

- --- ---I:;WeF ,-and~its-land -and resource-conservation-successes-on ·our-national-wildlife-refuges-and---------·- · -------­
other public lands, is part .of your remarkable public service legacy. 

· The proposal was developed ~ollaboratively by the National Park Service, Bureau of Land 
Management, U.S. Forest Service, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service). It addresses 
the needs of 11 of the 30 congressionally designated National Scenic and Historic Trails, and 
encompasses multiple agencies and projects located throughout the United States. Projects 
connected to the Lewis and Clark Trail at the Ridgefield National Wildlife Refuge Complex 
located in southwest Washington are included in the proposal. I appreCiate your advocacy for 
and recognition of the benefits of these projects. 

I would also like to take this opportunity to update you on the replacement of Ridgefield National 
Wildlife Refuge's pedestrian bridge over the BNSF Railway. Under the recently passed 
Transportatimi Bill (MAP,-21), we are able to use funds from the Service's Transportation 
Program to construct the replacement bridge. Construction is scheduled for next sununer . 

. We appreciate your continued support for our projects, and will keep you informed of our 
progress. Please call me at (503) 231-6118, if you have any questions or need more inforrilation 
about any of the projects discussed. 

Sincerely, 

Copy to your Vancquver, W A, Office 



The Honorable Patty Murray 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Murray: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASH~NGTON 

SEP 2 6 2012 

1bank you for your letter dated August 23. 2012, to President Barack Obama regarding permanent 
protection of Bureau of Land Management lands in the San Juan Islands. The White House asked 
me to respond to your letter. l appreciate your interest. and share your enthusiasm for protecting 
this special place. 

During my visits to Anacortes, I heard broad community support for permanently protecting the 
lands in the San Juan Islands that are managed by the BLM. The San Juan County Council has also 
expressed its approval for designating a BLM national monument in the San Juan Archipelago. 

President Obama's America's Great Outdoors Initiative relies on grassroots efforts such as those in 
San Juan and Whatcom Counties to protect places with spedal significance to local communities. 
This strong local partnership continues to focus on preserving the unique natural resources and 
outstanding recreational opportunities found in the San Juan Islands. 

I look forward to continuing to work with you, your partners. and other stakeholders to ensure that 
this special area is protected and available for the enjoyment of all for generations to come. 
A similar letter is being sent to Senator Maria CantwelL 

Sincerely, 

~s~ 
Ken Salazar 



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

The I lonomble Patty Murray 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Murray: 

NOV 2 6 2012 

Thank you for your letter dated October 17, 2012, in support of Alternative B-2 in the 
current planning effort for the National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska. I appreciate your 
taking the time to share your interest in allowing for sub&1antial energy development in 
the NPR-A while providing protection for environmentally sensitive areas. 

The Bureau of Land Management expects to issue a Final Environmental Impact 
Statement and decision document for the NPR-A in the near future. We are committed to 
responsible development of oil and gas resources on public lands and look forward 1o 
continuing to work with you as we move forward with a scientifically-ba'ied, balanced 
plan for the NPR-A. A similar response is being sent to the co-signers of your letter. 

Sincerely. 

Ks~ 
Ken Salazar 



United States Department of the Interior 

IN REI'L Y REFER TO: 

A 3615 (PWR-C) 

The Honorable Patty Murray 
2988 Jackson Federal Building 
915 211

d Avenue 
Seattle, W A 98174-1003 

Dear Ms. Murray: 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Pacific West Region 

333 13ush Street, Suite 500 
Sun Francisco, California 94104-2828 

2 2 FEB 2013 

Thank you for your inquiry of January 22, 2013 on behalf of your constituent Mr. Robert Gelder, 
concerning the transfer of surplus federal property at Point No Point Light Station through the 
National Historic Lighthouse Preservation Program. 

Mr. Gelder is correct in pointing out that Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar selected Kitsap 
County to be the recipient of the Point No Point Light Station. This selection was based upon the 
recommendation made by a National Park Service interdisciplinary review conunittee in this 
region. The National Park Service acts as a sponsoring agency in the disposal of surplus federal 
property under the National Historic Lighthouse Preservation Program, however we do not 
generate or issue the deeds of transfer for such properties. Once we have made our 
recommendation and the Secretary of the Interior has made the selection, the United States 
General Services Administration produces and executes the deed of conveyance. 

In some cases, the disposal process for surplus lighthouse property commences before 
environmental conditions on the site have been fully remediated and the site determined to be 
ready for final transfer. We suspect that is the case with the Point No Point Light Station. 
Although site clean-up and production of the quitclaim deed are beyond our control, we are glad 
to investigate the status of this transfer further and will communicate our findings to you and the 
property redpient once we determine where things are in the process. 

If you would like further information on the National Historic Lighthouse Preservation Program 
or particulars regarding the transfer of the Point No Point Light Station, you may contact our 
staffperson who coordinated our review and recommendation, David Siegenthaler, at 415-623-
2334 or by e-mail at David_Siegenthaler@nps.gov. 

Sincerely, 

/~~/~jze.uizt~ 
(}f) Christine S. Lehnertz 
Q- . Regional Director, Pacific West Region 



The I lonorable Patty Murray 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Murray: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

MAR 2 0 2013 

Thank you for your letter of January 28,2013, to President Barack Obama expressing your 
support for designating the San Juan Islands as a national monument. l am pleased to respond 
on behalf of President Obarna and agree that these extraordinary public lands deserve 
permanent protection. 

I appreciate your sustained commitment to protecting the significant resources of the San Juan 
Islands. These outstanding scientific and historic resources, as well as the unique recreational 
opportunities, have inspired ongoing local support for conservation of these lands. 

Thank you for your commitment to protecting the San Juan Islands public lands. A similar 
response wi11 be sent to the cosigners of your letter. 

Sincerely, 

~s~ 
Ken Salazar 



The Honorable Patty Murra} 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Murray: 

lHE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

MAR 2 S 2013 

Thank you for your letter of February 6, 2013, regarding the In Memory Plaque at the Vietnam 
Veterans MemoriaL 

Public Law I 0<>-214. enacted in 2000, authorized the American Dattle Monuments Commission 
(ABMC) to place a plaque within the Vietnam Veterans Memorial to honor those Vietnam vctemns 
who died alter their service in Vietnam, as a direct result of that service. The In Memory Plaque was 
unveiled and dedicated in 2004. It had been designed and sited as required by this law through the 
consultation and approvals process with the involvement oflhe ABMC, the Vietnam Veterans 
Mcmoriall:und, Inc., the Vietnam Women's Memorial, Inc., the Commission ofFinc Arts, the 
National Capital Planning Commission. and others. 

Since its original installation, the Plaque has been replaced and re-lettered in efforts to maintain its 
character. Maintenance cflorts by the National Park Service have taken place in consultation with 
the Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund. The National Mall and Memorial Parks have been in 
communication with Mrs. Joanna J Icnshaw and Mrs. Cathy Keister. national board members of the 
Associates of Vietnam Veterans of America, to discuss design changes and improvement to the 
In Mc>mory Plaque. The National Park Service shares their concerns for the treatment of this 
important component of the Memorial, and we are pleased by their organi7.ation' s plans to raise 
funds for altemtions. A proposed preliminary restyling of the Plaque was forwarded to the National 
Park Service by the Associates of Vietnam Veterans of America on January 23.2013. 

The National Park Sen ice. the Commission of Fine Arts, and others are considering enhancements 
f()r the preservation and dignity of the in Memory Plaque that can meet the aesthetic and design 
concern!:\ and legal requiremcnL') for an undertaking on the National Mall. We will continue to work 
closely with the Associates of Vietnam Veterans of America and others in refining plans and 
acquiring the necessary approvals so that the In Memory Plaque continues lo honor the men and 
women who died as a result of their service in the Vietnam War. 

Please do not hesitate to contact Superintendent Bob Vogel. National Mall and Memorial Parks at 
(20?) 245-4660 for further updates. An identical response is being sent to the co-signers of 
your letter. 

Sincerely. 

~s~ 
Ken Salaz.ar 



The Honorable Carl Levin 
United States Senate 
Washington. DC 20510 

Dear Senator Levin: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

MAR- 9 2012 

Thank you for your letter of January 30, 2012, regarding the construction of a whitefish 
production facility at Jordan River National Fish Hatchery (NFH) in Elmira, Michigan. We 
share your views that this is a priority facility for support of the fishery. 

Due to budget constraints we are unable to fund this project in 2012 and we were not able to 
include it in our 2013 budget request. We are hopeful that at some future date we "Will be able to 
consider funding for this facility and with that in mind we "Will keep the project on our list of 
priority construction needs. 

The deferral of this project is not a change in our thinking about the need for this project but a 
consideration of budget con.~trdints and the need to prioritize construction needs within the 
budget As you know. the President's 2012 budget included $2,686,000 for the construction of a 
whitefish production facility at Jordan River NFH. After enactment ofthe 2011 full year 
continuing resolution that included a reduced level of funding for Fish and Wildlife Service 
(FWS) construction, we submitted a revision to the 2012 construction budget. Considering that 
we had urgent needs that we were not able to addre.<;s in 2011. we deferred new construction 
projects in order to fund urgently needed repairs to existing facilities and the Jordan River 
whitefish facility was not included in our revised list. Congress funded the 2012 budget request 
for construction. 

In February, we submitted our 2013 budget to Congress. With continued constrained funding for 
the FWS construction program, I have directed the FWS to again defer new construction and this 
project is not requested in 2013. 

Let me reiterate that we continue to share your view'S about the importance of this project and 
will continue to consider it in future budget deliberations. Thank you for your support for our 
programs. 

Sincerely, 

Ken Salazar 



.. 

The I lonorable Carl Levin 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Levin: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

JUN 2 0 2012 

Thank you for your letter of May 18. 2012, conveying your concerns about the need to prevent 
the introduction and spread of aquatic invasive species through the trade of Jive organisms. The 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) shares your concerns and your commitment to finding 
effective solutions to address this problem. 

The legitimate importation of plant and animal species has long provided important benefits to 
our economy and our quality of life. Each year, millions of live animals are legally imported 
into the United States for a variety of purposes, including use in critical medical research; public 
educational. purposes in zoos and aquaria; and as pets in the homes of countless Americans. 
llowcver, we also must acknowledge the critical and growing problem of the introduction and 
establishment of non-native invasive species into the wild as a resuJt of both intentional and 
accidental releases. Non-native inva<>ivc species cost the Nation tens of billions of dollars each 
year and are among the primary factors that contribute to the listing of fish and wildlife species 
as threatened or endangered at the Federal or state level. There is no question that invasive 
species pose significant challenges to the conservation of native fish and wildlife. 

Accordingly, the fWS is reviewing both regulatory and non-regulatory approaches to address 
this urgent problem. A team ofFWS experts has been assembled and tasked with identifying. 
developing, and implementing measures that can more effectively serve to prevent the 
introduction of new invasive threats. 

w~ would be happy to meet with you or your staff to discuss and keep you updated on our 
efforts to prevent the introduction and spread of aquatic species through the trade of live 
organisms. 

Sincerely. 

Ken Sala:~..ar 



United States Department of the Interior 

The I lonorablc Carl Levin 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Levin: 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Washington. D.C. 20240 

NOV 0 l 2012 

Thank you for your letter of September 21, 2012. to Secretary of the Interior Salazar, co~signed 

with Senator Norm Dicks. highlighting the importance of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's 
(Service) Great Lakes and Pacific Northwest Mass Marking Programs. The Secretary ha~ asked 
the en·ice to respond directly to you and we apologize for the delay. We appreciate your 
emphasts on the Great Lakes program as we prepare for our fourth year of fish tagging operations. 

The Service has worked closely \\ith the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Great 
Lakes Fishery Commission. and the Great Lakes states and tribes since 2008 to initiate basin-wide 
marking programs and provide fisheries managers ·with the science needed to restore native fish 
stocks and improve fisheries management. Congress provided $6.85 million in appropriations that 
\Vere used to purchase five lagging trailers and make improvements to hatcheries in four states. In 
2010 the Service established the Great Lakes Tagging and Recovery Laboratory in Green Bay. 
Wisconsin, to lead basin wide mass marking operations. Over 15 million tagged lake trout and 
t 0 million tagged Chinook salmon have been stocked into lakes Michigan, Huron, and Ontario 
using Sl.5 million from the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative (GLRI) in FY2011 and 2012. The 
Service has assisted the states and tribes in recovering tagged fish from anglers and is designing a 
database to archive and analyze tag information. This information is already being used to make 
management decisions on the future of the Lake Michigan Chinook salmon fishery. 

The ,'crvice has worked through the interagency process to budget for continued implementation of 
the Great Lakes Mass Marking Program during Fiscal Years 2013 and 2014. Priorities include the 
purchase oftwo additional tagging trailers, additional hatchery upgrades, and funding for 
coordinated fish tagging and recovery operations. The EPA is looking into whether unspent GLRI 
funds from FY20 12 are available. 

As stated in your Jetter, stable funding for operations will be needed in order to achieve the 
ultimate objective of the Great Lakes program - marking. recovery, and analysis of all hatchery 
salmon, lake trout, and steel head throughout the basin. The Service and the Department of the 
Interior will carefully consider all options and make every effort to fund these essential Great 
Lakes and Pacific Northwest programs consistent with other priorities. 

'cw~'Chk_ 
DIRECTOR 



United States Department of the Interior 

In Reply Refer To: 
FWS/RS/NWRS/051268 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
300 Westgate Center Drive 
Hadley, MA 01035-9589 

APR 3 0 2012 

The Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Mikulski: 

Thank you for your Jetter dated AprillO, 2012, to Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar, 
regarding funding for land protection at Blackwater National Wildlife Refuge (Blackwater). 
Secretary Salazar has asked us to respond on his behalf. An identical letter is being sent to 
Senator Cardin. 

We agree with your assessment of the value of Blackwater in terms of its natural and cultural 
resources and its economic importance to Maryland's Eastern Shore. We are also fully engaged 
in promoting President Obama's goals as outlined in the Strategy for Protecting and Restoring 
the Chesapeake Bay Watershed. 

In fiscal year (FY) 2012, Blackwater was included in the President's budget request for $1.5 
million as the 16th national priority under the Land and Water Conservation Fund. 
Unfortunately, the President's request was not fully funded, and there is currently no 
appropriation directed to Blackwater in FY 2012. Due to competing national priorities, 
Blackwater is not included in the FY 2013 President's budget request for land protection. 

We were pleased that the Migratory Bird Conservation Commission (Commission), chaired by 
Secretary Salazar, approved the expenditure of$505,000 in March 2012 to protect 112 acres of 
excellent waterfowl habitat at Blackwater. The final closing for this property is expected to 
occur in the near future. We will continue to seek the Commission's approval for funding at 
Blackwater in future years. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has forged strong ties with the National Park Service 
to implement the goals of the Captain John Smith Chesapeake National Historic Trail and Harriet 
Tubman Underground Railroad National Historical Park, with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
on the use of beneficial dredged material for wetland restoration, and with the Department of the 
Army to help deliver their compatible use buffer program. These are just three examples of 
collaborative conservation that the FWS is promoting in and around the Chesapeake Bay. We 
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wil~ continue to foster and strengthen our partnerships throughout the Chesapeake Bay 
watershed, and will make our efforts, along with our needs at refuges like Blackwater1 known as 
deqisions are being made about future budget requests. 

Yob have been among the most ardent supporters for conservation in the United States Senate. 
Pl~e accept our gratitude for all your efforts to protect and restore the vital natural and cultural 
resfmrces of the State of Maryland and the entire Chesapeake Bay watershed. lfwe can be of 
futiher assistance on the subject of land protection, please contact Mr. Scott Kahan, Regional 
Ch~ef, National Wildlife Refuge System, at (413) 253-8245. 

I 

cc: l Suzanne Baird, Refuge Manager 
Joan Marchi, Realty Specialist 

Wendi Weber 
~\.\'tiRegional Director 

~c; 



United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL BUSINESS CENTER. 

Barbara Mikulski 
United States Senate 
901 S. Bond Street Suite 310 
Baltimore, MD 21231 

The Honorable Senator Mikulski: 

Washington, DC 20240 

SEP 2 8 2012 

Thank you for your inquiry of July 6, 2012 on behalf of your constituent, Allen Epps, regarding 
his May 21,2012 termination from the agency and Federal service. 

After further review of his case, the agency has returned Mr. Epps to Federal service on an 
appointment at the same title and grade before his termination "'rith full benefits and retribution 
for lost salary and benefits. 

We regret the hardship and inconvenience this has caused Mr. Epps and his family. 



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

The I Jonorahle Barbara A. Mikulski 
United States Senate 
Washington. DC 2051 0 

Dear Senator Mikulski: 

OCT 2 5 2012 

Thank you for your letter dated June 20. 2012, expressing your support for establishing a unit of 
the National Park System dedicated to preserving, commemorating, and interpreting the life of 
I larrict Tubman on the Ea~tem Shore of Maryland. 

Congress directed the National Park Service to conduct the Harriet Tubman Special Resource 
Study (Public Law 1 06-516), including specified sites on the Ea<>lcrn Shore of Maryland and in 
Auburn. New York. These sites comprise a relatively unchanged landscape of places associated 
with 'I uhman·s early life and her Underground Railroad activities. The study. completed in 
2008, resulted in positive findings for each of the four criteria for establishing a new national 
par~ unit: national significance. suiLability. feasibility, and need fbr NPS management The 
Department of the Interior has consistently testi tied in support of legislation to establish a ne'' 
national park honoring I Iarrict Tubman. 

I undcrs1and that your support for a national monument designation through prcsidemial 
pnK'anntion is driven by a sense of urgency with the centennial of Tubman's death in 
March, :>O 13. A monument designation before that time would promote upcoming events to 
celebrate her life. Jn addition. you mention the "inexorable threat of development" in the area of 
evocative landscape that bad been Tubman's home. Your letter sets tonh a thoughtful case for 
estahllshing a national monument under the Antiquities Act 

We arc very excited about the possibilities for the Harriet Tubman Underground Railroad silt's in 
the States of Maryland and New York. I look forward to working with you fbr their long·tenn 
protection and on telling the story of this great American and the Underground Railroad to 
prc~cnt and future generations. 

Thank you for your contributions to the commemoration of Harriet Tubman and her life· s work. 
1 appreciate your continuing support of this important project. 

Sincerely. 

~s~ 
Ken Salazar 



United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL BUSINESS CENTER . 

Barbara Mikulski 
United States Senate 
901 S. Bond Street Suite 310 
Baltimore, MD 21231 

Washington, DC 20240 

SEP 2 8 2012 

The Honorable Senator Mikulski: 

Thank you for your inquiry of July 6, 2012 on behalf of your constituent, Allen Epps, regarding 
his May 21,2012 termination from the agency and Federal service. 

After further review of his case, the agency has returned Mr. Epps to Federal service on an 
appointment at the same title and grade before his termination vvith full benefits and retribution 
for lost salary and benefits. 

We regret the hardship and inconvenience this has caused Mr. Epps and his family. 

TAKE PRIDE*iJ==; ~ 
•NA_MERICA~ 



United States Department of the Interior .... 1.1 
Office of the Secretary 

The Honorable Barbara Mikulski 
901 S Bond Street Suite 310 
Baltimore MD 21231 

Dear Senator Mikulski: 

NOV 16 2012 

Thank you for your inquiry dated October 3, 2012, to Christopher Mansour, Director of 
Legislative Affairs for the US Department of the Jnterior, concerning Mr. Allen Epps. 

In the Settlement Agreement (enclosed) that Mr. Epps signed on July 31 ,2012, condition #3 
stated that "he understands and acknowledges that continuing in that position requires 
demonstrated skill in driving and use of the Agency's GPS devices." When Mr. Epps assumed 
his position as a driver for the Department, he received hands-on training from mult iple 
employees on multiple occasions. Additionally, when offered the use of a government fumished 
GPS device, Mr. Epps requested that he be permitted to use his own personal GPS device and 
this request was approved by his supervisor. Subsequent to the training and the approval to use 
his GPS device, Mr. Epps was assigned the responsibility of driving senior officials of the 
Dcpat1ment of the Interior to locations within the general vicinity of the Department 
headquat1ers . On three successive occasions, whi le driving a key official to impot1ant meetings. 
Mr. Epps got lost resulting in the official being late each time. As further stated in condition #3 
of the Settlement Agreement, "lf Mr. Epps fails to demonstrate proficiency in either driving or 
use of the GPS device within 120 days of the effective date of this agreement, he understands 
and acknowledges that he shall be returned to his position as a Motor Vehicle Operator, 
WG-5703-06, under the supervision of Mr. John Butler." As he did not demonstrate proficiency 
in driving, the decision was made to return him to previous position. 

Accordingly, in an October 12, 2012 email , Mr. Nassar returned Mr. Epps to his position under 
the supervision of Mr. Butler pursuant to the signed settlement agreement. Mr. Nassar explained 
to Mr. Epps that he had failed to demonstrate proficiency in driving necessary to complete the 
tasks assigned. Since September 17, 2012. Mr. Epps has reported to Mr. Butler and assumed the 
duties of that office. 

Enclosure 



THE SECRETARY Of THE 1NTERIOR 

WASHINGTON 

FEB 0 1 2013 

The Honorable Barbara Mikulski 
Chairwoman, Committee on Appropriations 
Uni1ed Stales Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Madam Chairwoman: 

Thank you for your letter dated January 22, 2013, requesting information from the Department 
of the Interior on the impa<:l of a potential sequester of funds on om operations, employees, 
contraclors, and, when known, the in1pact on the state and local economies where the 
Department operates or distributes funding. 

I understand your concern that the impact of the SCllUesler may not be fully understood by 
Congress and the American public. In response to your letter, 1 have asked our bureaus and 
offices to provide information regarding the impacts they anticipate from a sequester. They 
(;ompilcd several of the most significant identified impacts a summary of which is enclosed. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide !his information about the serious intpacts that 
sequestration will have on the Departmenfs management of many of the United States most 
vaiuable and treasured natural, historic-al, scientific, and tribal resources. 

Please let me know if you have any questions or require additional information from the 
Department. 

Enclosure 

Sincerely. 

v. Sa_c __ -
Je~r ·--CY~ L-



United States Departn1ent of the Interior 

The Honorable Barbara Mikulski 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Mikulski: 

OFFICE. OF TllE SECRE."LA.RY 
\'\"a~hington. D.C. 20210 

APR 1 5 2013 

Thank you for your letter dated January 30, 2013, to President Barack Obama, co signed by your 
colleagues, expressing your concerns on potential seismic air gun operations in the Mid and 
South Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) waters. President Obama ha.."> asked me to 
respond. A similar letter is being sent to each cosigner of your lener. 

As you are aware, the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) is in the process of 
preparing a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PElS) under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to evaluate potential effects of multiple geological and 
geophysical (G&G) activities in these areas, including seismic surveys using air guns. BOEM 
was directed to develop this PElS under the Conference Report for the Department of the 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies Act, 2010. 

'I11e completion of this PElS is part of a region-specific strategy with respect to oil and gas 
exploration and development in the Mid and South Atlantic that focuses on the need to update 
inforn1ation in order to inform future decisions about whether, and if so where, leasing would be 
appropriate in these areas. Seismic surveys and other G&G activities evaluated in this PElS are 
valuable to understanding the location. extent, and properties of hydrocarbon resources. G&G 
surveys are also used to identify geologic hazards, archaeological resources, and hard bottom 
habitats that would need to be avoided during exploration and development. A variety of G&G 
techniques evaluated in the study, in addition to air guns, are also used to understand the 
potential to site renewable energy stmctures and locate marine mineral resources, such as sand 
and gravel used for beach and barrier island restoration. BOEM uses the best available science 
and follows the guidance of experts and other regulatory agencies, such as the National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS). 

I share your concern about the potential environmental effects of seismic activity on marine 
mammals and other species. One of the main purposes of the PElS is to evaluate the potential 
environmental effects of multiple G&G activities in the Mid and South Atlantic and define 
mitigation and monitoring measures that would reduce or eliminate potential impacts. BOEM 
has contributed close to $40 million over the last decade on ground-breaking research to better 
understand the potential for acoustic impacts to marine life from geophysical sound sources. 
BOEM has also conducted numerous expert stakeholder workshops to discuss and identify 
further infonnation needs on acoustic impacts. 
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Importantly, the marine mammal take estimates provided by BOEM in the draft PElS, and cited 
in your letter, are unqualified estimates because they do not consider the effect that mitigation 
measures would have in reducing, or in some cases possibly eliminating, the potentia! for marine 
mammal takes. In addition to a no action alternative -- which would not allow for G&G activity · 
- the PElS contains l\VO alternatives that consider various mitigation strategies to reduce 
environmental impacts. BOEM is also pursuing programmatic consultations with NMFS and 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to assess impacts under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation Management Act (MSFCMA). ·r.he results of these 
consultations wiil be considered in any decision made by BOEM. Further, if seismic surveys are 
allowed to go forward under the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMP A), operators must 
obtain an authorization from NMFS before BOEM issues a pennit. These collective 
environmental compliance efforts (i.e., NEPA, ESA, MMPA, MSFCMA and a suite of others) 
help ensure any activities that may ultimately be authorized do not rise to the level of 
jeopardizing populations or destroying important habitat. 

Again, I appreciate very much the concerns you have about potential seismic surveys in waters 
otfthe Mid and South Atlantic OCS. I can assure you that your concerns, as well as the large 
number of other comments we have received, will be considered, along with the outcomes of the 
environmental and other reviews, before we reach any final decisions on whether to move 
forward with permitting seismic surveys and other G&G activities in the Mid and South Atlantic 
ocs. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
TommyP. Beaudreau ~ 
Director 



United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Washington, D.C. 20240 

In Response Reply to: 
FWS/ AES/051400 

The Honorable Debbie Stabenow 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Stabenow: 

MAY 2 3 2012 

Thank you for your letter of April23, 2012, to Secretary of the Interior Salazar regarding your 
support of the re~nomination of Mr. George Thornton, CEO ofthe National Wild Turkey 
Federation, to the Wildlife and Hunting Heritage Conservation CounciL The Secretary has 
requested that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service respond directly to you and we apologize for 
the delay. 

Mr. Thornton's involvement in the Council's inaugural term greatly enhanced ilc;; ability to 
provide quality recommendations to the Department of the Interior and the Department of 
Agticulture on a range of issues important to all Americans who love the outdoors. Mr. 
Thornton's application for the Cmmcil's upcoming term will receive due consideration. 

Sincerely, 

f(2#x-;fn &!-lJer~w 
£/ ElJabeth Stevens 

Assistant Director for External Affairs 
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United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Th.:- llonorable Debbie Stabenow 
l rJt.cd States Senate 
\\' a.~lllngton, DC 2051 0 

Dear Senator Stabenow: 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

MAY 29 2013 

!hank you for your letter of March 14, 2013. seeking clarification regarding the status of trust 
land-. belonging to the Match-E-Be-Nash-She-Wish Band of Ponawatorni Indians (Gun Lake 
l rib-.) in southwest Michigan. 

Tht• history oflhe Department of the Interior's (Department) acquisition of.land in trust for the 
Ciu-1 Llke Tribe has placed the Tribe in a unique position. As you may be aware, the Department 
Wd' ,1~trty to litigation involving the acquisition of land in trust on behalf of the Gun Lake Tribe 
m ,,f,chGO v. Kempthorne. The district court granted summary judgment in favor ofthe 
Url'led States in the MichGO lawsuit in 2007, which Lhe D.C. Circuit affim1ed in 2008. 
In .t mary 2009, the United States Supreme Court denied certionrri to the MichGO plaintiffs. 
lm.n~.diately thereafter. the Department acquired title to the land in !rust for the Gun Lake Tribe. 

'1l1;H rarcel ofland was proclaimed as the "Reservation" of the Gun Lake rribc by the 
i .._, t 'toK~nt later in 2009. and is now the only parcel of trust lands of the Gun Lake Tribe. 
! I T nbc now operates a Class HI gaming facility on that parcel. 

The MichGO litigation proceeded through the Federal courts contemporaneously with the 
Ct•t ot,., v. S'alazar litigation; indeed, the Supreme Court heard oral arguments in the Carcieri 
lit• .. ton in November 2008. three months before it denied certiorari in MichOO. 
Ot 1 .. bruary 24, 2009. after the Department completed the trust acquisition for the Gun Lake 
., ribe. the Supreme Court issued its decision in Carcieri r. Salazar. 

I h.: Dcpartrnenl relied upon its victory in the .MichGO lawsuit, which was assun:d with the 
Supreme Court·s denial of certiorari in January 2009. when it acquired lhe Gun Lake Tribe. s 
lan,lmto trust. This decision was made bef()re the Department was faced \\-ith the challenge of 
impll!mcnting the Court's decision in Carcieri. which was issued just weeks after the trust 
acqui.:>ition ofthc Gun Lake Tribe's lands .. The Department is continuing to defend the validity 
of this decision in the ongoing Patchak litigation. 



facts place the Gun Lake Tribe in a unique position, in that the Department's decision to 
''1lw lhe lands at issue into trust was fully litigated literally weeks before the Supreme Court's 
rL "'<ion in Carcieri. The Department will continue to defend the Gun Lake Tribe's initial 
rc :,~.- rvation and only trust lands. Thank you for your interest in this important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Secretary - Indian Affairs 



United States Department of the Interior 

IN lllii'L Y REFER TO: 

_A3615(YELL) 
xW3417 

APR -· 4 2013 

Honorable Debbie Stabenow 
Attention: Mr. Kane Beauchamp 
1901 West Ridge, Suite 7 
Marquette, Michigan 498.55 

Dear Senator Stabenow: 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
INTERMOUNT AlN REGION 
12795 West Alameda Parkway 

P.O. Box 25287 
Denver, Colorado 80225-0287 

Thank you for the opportunity to address the concerns and questions of your constituent, Mrs. Lisa 
Wallace. As Mrs. Wallace's questions are posed in three separate letters, I will paraphrase the concerns 
contained in her narratives in order to facilitate clarity in this response. 

Perception of inconsiderate treatment of family members. National Park Service (NPS) staff personally 
called and wrote on numerous-occasions to keep Mrs. Wallace and/or her designated.family point of 
contact updated on report release timelines, apprised of new information, answer questions, and advise 
them of press releases that would generate renewed media interest in the incident. 

Perceptimr of disrespectful witness statement content and redaction options. The NPS went to great 
lengths to conduct and complete a comprehensive, objective, transparent and respectful investigation of 
the tragic incident involving Mr. Wallace. The witness statement in question was the personal recounting 
of a face-to-face contact with Mr. Wallace while he was being checked in at the Canyon Village 
campground office. The wjtness, per standard procedure, verified that the statement was true, correct, 
freely and voluntarily given, and per re-reading,. not in need of correction. The witness signed the 
statement as being correct and truthful. Mrs. Wallace's concern with this statement appears to be related 
to out of context use or provocative paraphrasing ~y the media, which is beyond the control of the NPS. 

There are no Freedom oflnformation Act exemptions or redaction options for witness statements of this 
sort. Accordingly, the NPS had no choice but to submit the report with this statement intact. 

Trail closure based on information known preceding incident. This question was posed to NPS stafiby 
Mrs. Wallace on March 13, 2011. On March 13, 2012, NPS staff advised Mrs. Wallace that, based upon 
knowledge available at the time, the Mary Mountain trail would not have been closed on August 25, 
2011. 

Family members waited for six months for the Park Service Report. We empathize with the family over 
· the long duration of the investigation, however the report could not be finalized and released until all 

DNA evidence results were received and reviewed. The fmal DNA analysis results were received on 
January 6, 2012. During the interim, keyNPS staff were in contact with Mrs. Wallace, answering her 
questions on several occasions. Park staff honored her desire that all communication with her be in 
written form. On February 22, 2012, Mrs. Wallace was advised via email that final repmts were complete 
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and slated for public release on March 5, 2012. On February 22, 2012, staff contacted Mrs. Wallace and 
extended the offer to provide report copies to her for review prior to public release. On February 23, 
2012, Mrs. Wallace accepted this offer and, per her request, ftnal copies of the NPS investigation report 
and the Interagency Board of Review were mailed to her designee on February 24,2012. 

The park maintains a high standard of professionalism, transparency and objectivity while conducting 
fatality investigations. In the striving to achieve true objectivity in incident analysis and investigation. it 
is notable that of the three investigatory bodies involved in fonnulating the two ftnal reports, two were not 
subject to the-command and control of the Superintendent -the NPS Investigative Services Branch 
Special Agents assigned to the incident and the Interagency Board of Review team. 

Nowhere does the report acknowledge the ullusual, predatory nature of the attack. There were no 
witnesses to the attack, thus there is no way of knowing whether the attack was defensive or predatory. 
The independent Board of Review conducted by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, comprised of seven 
individuals knowledgeable about bears from six different state and federal agencies carne to the same 
conclusion as the NPS. Page 15, paragraph 3 of the Board of Review report states "There is no evidence 
that explains why Mr. Wallace was attacked, '' and, "There is no evidence indicating what bear(.v) killed 
Mr. Wallace, nor is there evidence to determine if the attack was defensive or predatory in nature." 

I believe that the smoke and mirrors tactic was motivated at least in part due to the fact the NPS had 
not been monitoring an area know11 fiJr bear traveVsightings and they were caught mrawal'e of the 
unusually high bear activity almzg the Mary Mountain Trail. Yellowstone National Park is comprised 
primarily of remote high-altitude backcountry. The park contains over 1,000 miles of hiking trails spread 
over 2.2 million acres of rugged terrain, all of it frequented by grizzly bears. There is no practical 
manner, nor is there an expectation, for monitoring grizzly bear movements over this landscape on a daily 
basis. The NPS does not guarantee the safety of people entering the park's backcountry. A sign posted at 
the Mary Mountain trailhe~d on the day of the incident stated: "All qfYellowstone is inhabited by black 
and grizzly bears. There are inherent dangers associated with hiking in bear country. THERE IS NO 
GUARANTl!."'E OF YOUR SAFETY. While attacks are rare, visitors have been injured and killed by 
bears. ,, The sign goes on to explain ways to reduce the chances of negative encounters with bears, 
including discouraging hiking alone and encouraging the carry and use ofbear deterrent spray. The 
investig-d.tion and subsequent correspondence with Mrs. Wallace and the Wallace family indicated that 
Mr. Wallace was a very experienced wilderness hiker in bear country, was very knowledgeable about 
bear safety precautions for hikers, and had conducted several previous trips and hikes in Yellowstone, 
including the trail in question. 

Part and parcel of the cover-up is the way in whieh the Park Service i1.sidiously gives credence to the 
notion that carrying a can of bear spray will keep on safe while in grizzly territory. Even had Jolrn 
been carrying a rifle, it would have been utterly 11seless due to tile surprise attack. The interagency 
standard for self-protection against grizzly bears in the 22 million acre greater Yellowstone ecosystem is 
the proper carry and lise of bear deterrent spray. Two independent .published scientific studies analyzed 
twenty years of data from human-bear encounters in Alaska. These studies conclude that bear deterrent 
spray was over 90 percent effective in stopping undesirable bear behavior. 

Why, after deciding not to euthanize a bear which had killed someone the month prior, did the NPS not 
monitor the animal's whereabouts? Had they done so, they would have been well aware of the 
unusually high level of bear activity along the trail where John was hiki11g. We did not attempt to 
capture and radio collar the female grizzly bear involved in Mr. Matayoshi 's death because the 
investigation and Interagency Board of Review were able to determine that the incident was a defensive 
reaction to a surprise encounter. Even if the bear was radio collared, it is not practical, or even possible, 
to track every bear, every hour, every day, over 2.2 million acres of remote, rugged, wilderness. Given 
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that mountain weather precludes flying small aircraft in high altitude terrain on many days, and that 
grizzly bears roam widely, knowledge of a bear's location at one point in time does not mean the bear will 
be in the same location even a few hours later. 

From DNA evidence collected through extensive trapping efforts, we now lmow that five grizzly bears 
were inthe vicinity of the site where Mr. Wallace was killed. Nine grizzly bears were observed on a 
carcass 1.5 miles from the fatality site three days prior to Mr. Wallace's death. However, the person that 
observed those nine bears did not report the sighting until after hearing about Mr. Wa11ace's death in the 
media. The number of bears present at the bison carcasses in the vicinity of the Wallace fatality is not 
atypical; it is not unusual to have six to twelve grizzly bears present at bison carcasses. 

During an airplane flight to locate radio-collared grizzly bears for routine population monitoring on 
August 23, 2011, two days before :tvir. Wallace was killed, only one grizzly bear was observed in Hayden 
Valley. On another grizzly bear population monitoring telemetry flight on August 24, 2011, the day 
before Mr. Wallace was killed, only one grizzly bear was observed in Hayden Valley. We were not. 
aware of any concentrations of grizzly bears in Hayden Valley on the days immediately prior to, or the 
day of, Mr. Wallace's death. 

The Wallace .and Matayoshi fatalities are incredibly tragic incidents, and the collective NPS empathy wm 
always be extended to the families of both individuals. The stafi at Yellowstone National Park remain 
continuously vigilant and committed to ensuring that visitors have the information necessary to make 
informed personal decisions about experiencing the park, and mitigating what variables we can in a vast, 
wilderness landscape. 

If you have any further questions or need for clarification on any issue, please contact the Yellowstone 
National Park Superintendent's office at (307) 344-2002. 

Director, Intermountain Region 

bee: 
YELL Supt. 

FNP:TReid:kme:4/0lil3:307-344-2003 
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