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WASHINGTON, DC 20510
April 6,2011

The Honorable Barack H. Obama
President of the United States
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

As rising gasoline prices threaten our nation’s economic recovery, we welcome your
acknowledgement of the positive impact which increased domestic supplies of oil and gas will
have for American families and businesses. In your speech on March 30, you stated, “producing
more oil in America can help lower oil prices, create jobs, and enhance our energy security.”

We agree, and we also share the goal of reducing our dependence on foreign oil. It is an
achievable goal, as we know we have the resources to control our energy future. A recent report
from the Congressional Research Service detailed our vast energy resources, showing America's
recoverable resources are far larger than those of Saudi Arabia, China, and Canada combined.
America's combined recoverable oil, natural gas, and coal endowment is the largest on Earth —
and this is without including America's immense oil shale and methane hydrates deposits.

However, it is not just rhetoric that is keeping us from achieving the goals you outlined of
lowering energy prices, creating jobs, and reducing our reliance on foreign energy. Rather. we
are concerned that these goals are in direct conflict with certain ongoing actions of your
Administration. In particular, the policies being carried out by the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) and the Department of the Interior (DOI) directly and negatively impact oil and
gas production and prices, as well as electricity prices for businesses and consumers. These
policies hang heavy over the economy, with the promise of making our existing energy resources
more expensive for Americans, and serve to inhibit future growth.

With consumers again facing $4.00/gallon gasoline, the EPA is pursuing job-killing
greenhouse gas regulations that, like the failed cap-and-trade legislation, will serve as an energy
tax on every consumer. The Affordable Power Alliance recently studied the impacts of this
action and found that the price of gasoline and electricity could increase as much as 50 percent.
To make matters worse, the EPA acknowledges that unilateral action by the United States will
have no impact on the world’s climate, as China and India dramatically increase their emissions.

You also referenced efforts within the Administration to encourage domestic oil and gas
production, yet since taking office, DOI has done exactly the opposite. In 2009, 77 oil and gas
leases in Utah were cancelled, and the following year 61 additional leases were suspended in
Montana. In December 2010, your Administration announced that its 2012-2017 lease plan
would not include new areas in the eastern Gulf of Mexico or off the Atlantic coast — though
these two areas hold commercial oil reserves of 28 billion barrels and up to 142 trillion cubic feet
of natural gas. Delaying access to these areas not only hinders the production of domestic
energy. but also means the loss of up to $24 billion in federal revenue. In Alaska. the EPA has
failed to issue valid air quality permits for offshore exploration after over 5 years of bureaucratic



wrangling, although no human health risk is at issue and over 25 billion barrels of 0il may be
discovered. EPA has also contributed to the continuing delay of production from the National

Petroleum Reserve-Alaska — an area specifically designated by Congress for oil and gas
development.

Last year, American oil production reached its highest level since 2003. The Energy
Information Administrator (EIA) Richard Newell recently pointed out that the 2010 production
numbers are likely the result of new leases issued during the previous administration that are just
recently beginning to produce oil. Unfortunately, in the Gulf of Mexico, offshore energy
production is expected to decrease by 13 percent in 2011. This decrease is cited as the result of
the moratorium and the slow pace of permitting. EIA’s most recent short-term energy outlook
projects that domestic crude oil and liquid fuels production is expected to fall by 110,000 bbl/d
in 2011, and by a further 130,000 bbl/d in 2012. To date, only 8 deepwater permits have been
issued during the past 12 months, and most of these operations were started before the Macondo
well blowout.

At your State of the Union Address, you called for a review of job-killing regulations
within your Administration. We believe the Administration hereby has the keys to unlock our
domestic energy potential today.: As this review is underway, and with recognition of the toll
higher energy prices are taking on Americans, we respectfully encourage you to examine the
damage these current policies are having on the economy, and to work to reconcile these
contradictions.

Respectfull
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Signers in order of signature (left to right):

John Cornyn, United States Senator
James Inhofe, United States Senator
David Vitter, United States Senator
John Thune, United States Senator

Jim DeMint, United States Senator
Ron Johnson, United States Senator
Rand Paul, United States Senator

Kelly Ayotte, United States Senator
Jeff Sessions, United States Senator
James E. Risch, United States Senator
Thad Cochran, United States Senator
Orrin Hatch, United States Senator
Richard Shelby, United States Senator
Jon Kyl, United States Senator

Mark Kirk, United States Senator
Richard Burr, United States Senator
John Barrasso, United States Senator
(duplicate)

Lindsey Graham, United States Senator
Jerry Moran, United States Senator
John Boozman, United States Senator
Kay Bailey Hutchison, United States Senator
Roy Blunt, United States Senator
Marco Rubio, United States Senator
Johnny Isakson, United States Senator
Mike Enzi, United States Senator
Saxby Chambliss, United States Senator
Roger Wicker, United States Senator
Pat Roberts, United States Senator



THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR
WASHINGTON

SEP 13 201

The Honorable Marco Rubio
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Rubio:

Thank you for your letter of April 6, 2011, to President Barack Obama on domestic oil and gas

energy regulatory concerns. The White House has referred your letter to the Department of the

Interior and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for review, and I am pleased to respond.
The EPA will respond under separate cover.

The DOI remains commiitted to facilitating the safe and responsible development of our Nation’s
oil and gas resources, as part of President Obama’s comprehensive energy strategy aimed at
protecting consumers and reducing our dependence on foreign oil. As your letter acknowledges,
President Obama has set an ambitious but achievable goal of cutting our oil imports by two-
thirds by 2025 in part to alleviate the rising gas prices that continue to put added strain on
American families. The DOI is committed to working toward securing our Nation’s energy
future and continues to identify additional ways, such as legislative reforms, that can help create
jobs and enhance our energy security.

The tragic Deepwater Horizon explosion and oil spill — which killed 11 men, is estimated to have
spilled close to 5 million barrels of oil into the Gulf of Mexico, and caused unprecedented
environmental and economic damage to Gulf Coast communities — reminds us that we have a
responsibility to ensure that development of Federal energy resources is done in the right way
and in the right places. Sustainable energy development is only possible if we hold the industry
and ourselves as regulators to effective standards of safety and environmental responsibility.
Over the course of the past year. DOI has devoted considerable effort to implementing those
needed standards and creating a new oversight regime that will help minimize the possibility that
a tragedy similar to the Deepwater Horizon explosion and oil spill will be repeated.

Throughout this offshore reform effort and despite claims to the contrary. the Department has
continued to facilitate domestic production by issuing permits. We have continued to issue
shallow water permits in every case where the application complies with our reasonable
standards for shallow water operations — standards that protect not only the environment. but the
communities who live closest to these operations. As of September 12, 2011. 74 new shallow
water wells have been permitted since the implementation of new safety and environmental
standards on June 8. 2010.

With respect to deepwater development. following the Deepwater Horizon oil spill, we took the
responsible step of requiring that all developers demonstrate that they are capable of containing
large spills. Since mid-February 2011, when the first applicant successfully demonstrated



containment capabilities under our new safety regulations, we have approved 129 permits for
40 unique wells as of September 12, 2011.

The DOI has implemented important and much needed reforms and is now moving forward to
facilitate responsible offshore development. For example, the Western and Central Gulf lease
sales that were postponed following the Deepwater Horizon oil spill last year are on track to take
place by December 2011 and mid-2012, respectively. We have extended deepwater drilling
leases in the Gulf of Mexico that were affected by the temporary deepwater moratorium, as well
as certain leases off the coast of Alaska, allowing companies more time to meet the standards
that we have set in place for safe and responsible exploration and development. In the mid- and
south Atlantic, we are taking steps to ensure that any conventional development that takes place
in those areas is in the right places by speeding up our evaluation of available resources through
seismic surveys.

In addition to the many efforts to facilitate domestic oil and gas production offshore, we are also
taking a number of steps to ensure the safe and responsible development of our Nation’s
conventional energy resources onshore. We have initiated oil and gas leasing reforms to
improve certainty and order in the onshore leasing process. These reforms include providing
more opportunities for public participation in identifying locations for potential development and
more thorough up-front environmental reviews to help reduce the conflicts that can lead to costly
and time-consuming protests and litigation. The consequence of not instituting these reforms in
the past has been an exponential increase in significant protests and litigation, with associated
judicial restraints on development. job loss, and diminished access to energy resources.

Our efforts are already starting to bear fruit. Current and future lease sales are benefitting from
much-needed reforms that the BLM put in place in May of 2010. With the reforms put in place,
the number of protests of parcels offered in lease auctions has declined dramatically from 1,475
of 3,127 parcels offered in fiscal year 2009 to 101 of 841 parcels offered so far in calendar year
2011. This marks a drop from over 47 percent of parcels protested in 2009 to approximately 12
percent this year. Furthermore, revenues from lease sales have increased from approximately
$165 million dollars in Fiscal Year 2009 to nearly $235 million dollars so far in FY 2011. A
recent oil and gas lease sale in Montana that incorporated our new reforms resulted in over $66
million in receipts with over 32,000 acres offered for lease, and not a single protest filed.
Another sale in Wyoming resulted in over $49 million in receipts with over 83,000 acres offered
for sale. Sixteen more oil and gas lease sales are scheduled for the remainder of the year, which
will offer thousands more acres for potential development across the Country. Each day. Bureau
of Land Management staff are working diligently to process thousands of applications for
permits to drill on already-leased lands.

For both onshore and offshore development, we are also identifying ways to facilitate development
on the tens of millions of acres of unused leased areas. Today, more than 70 percent of offshore
acres under lease are inactive. including almost 24 million inactive leased acres in the Gulf of
Mexico. where an estimated 11 billion barrels of o1l and 59 trillion cubic feet of natural gas are
going unused. Onshore. as of June 2011. about 50 percent of leased acres — over 18 million acres
in total — are neither being explored nor developed. These resources belong to the American
people. who expect those supplies to be developed in a timely and responsible manner with a fair



return to taxpayers. As we continue to offer new areas onshore and offshore for leasing, as we
have done over the last 2 years, we are also exploring ways to provide incentives to companies to
bring production online quickly and safely. The incentives we have identified include a number of
legislative proposals, such as requiring prompt investment in domestic oil and gas development by
issuing leases with shorter terms, as well as providing incentives to encourage companies to get

their offshore leases into production in a timely manner through reformed royalty and fee
structures.

We look forward to continuing to work with all members of Congress to ensure that our Nation
meets the gold standard for safe and environmentally responsible oil and gas development. A
similar response has been sent to the cosigners of your letter.

Sincerely,

David J. Hayes
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Office of U.S. Senator Marco Rubin
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
1875 Century Boulevard
Atlanta, Georgia 30345

In Reply Refer To: DEC 2\1 2011
FWS/R4/ES/050168

The Honorable Marco Rubio

United States Senator

201 South Orange Avenue, Suite 350
Orlando, Florida 32801

Dear Senator Rubio:

Thank you for your letter of November 29, 2011, on behalf of ||| | | |  JE. recarding impacts
from lighting on nesting sea turtles near the Hillsboro Beach Lighthouse in Broward County, Florida.

On November 14, 2011, the Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received a letter from the U.S. Coast
Guard (USCG) requesting informal consultation with the Service on this issue in accordance with
section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (enclosure). The USCG determined the operation of the
lighthouse “may affect. but is not likely to adversely affect” the threatened loggerhead sea turtle,
endangered leatherback sea turtle, endangered green sea turtle, endangered hawksbill sea turtle, and
endangered Kemp’s ridley sea turtle.

On December 7, 2011, the Service met with the USCG and the Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission to observe the lighthouse operating at night and to discuss measures
commonly used to reduce lighting effects to nesting and hatchling sea turtles. On December 15,
2011, the Service requested additional information from the USCG. The Service will continue
working with the USCG to finalize this consultation as expeditiously as possible.

[f you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (404) 679-4000, or Mr. Larry Williams,
Field Supervisor, South Florida Ecological Services Office at (772) 469-4285.

Sincerely yours,

Cynthia K. Dohner
Regional Director

v

Enclosure
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Wnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

January 25, 2012

The Honorable Barack Obama
President of United States

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20500

Dear President Obama:

We write to convey our concern with the management of our nation’s abundant energy
resources, particularly those located on federal lands and waters.

There is a growing threat to consumers and our economy from the potential disruption in
energy supplies stemming from the instability in the Middle East. particularly Iran. We believe
the federal government should take commonsense steps here at home to safeguard Americans by
removing the unnecessary obstacles placed in the way of energy development on lands and
waters owned by taxpayers. Especially during a time of increasing volatility overseas and rising
fuel prices. the single greatest impact the federal government can have on our nation’s energy
security is to expand access 10 its vast energy resources—both traditional and alternative—
available on federal lands and waters. While proven reserves have increased dramatically in
recent years due to improvements in technology. energy production from federal resources has
fallen.

According to the U.S. Energy Information Administration (EIA), the United States relies
on foreign countries for almost half of our petroleum resources. with a significant portion of that
coming from unstable regimes. Additional analysis shows our economy will rely on fossil fuels
for nearly 70 percent of its energy needs through 2035. While these facts are not disputed. the
course of action to address it often is. Seeking to develep alternative energy technelogies is a
necessary goal in the long-term. but it is not sufficient for our nation’s current and foreseeable
needs.

Fortunately, our country holds within its borders extensive traditional energy resources
that could sustain our energy needs for decades to come. According to a recent Congressional
Research Service report. the United States™ combined recoverable oil. natural gas. and coal
resources is the largest in the world. However, much of this is restricted from exploration and
production. Hundreds of thousands of jobs and trillions of dollars in economic activity may be
foregone if current policies remain in place.

The 1.76 billion acre endowment of our Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) is a good
example. Of those 1.76 billion acres. only 38 million acres are actually leased to energy
companies. meaning the federal government has provided access to a mere 2.16 percent of our



total potential resources. Yet, while the federal government has provided financing for other
countries, such as Brazil, to develop offshore resources, it has consistently restricted companies
from doing the same within U.S. waters.

Moreover, as a result of the 2010 moratorium and uncertainty about future permitting, 11
drilling rigs representing 14 projects have left the Gulf of Mexico since April 2010. These rigs
have gone to countries such as Brazil, Egypt and Angola with some rigs later relocating to the
North Sea—taking a cumulatwe $21 4 billion of associated lost U.S. capital and operating
investment with them.' In addition, the EIA: projects that Gulf oil production will be down more
than 12 percent in 2012 over 2010.

In 2007, the EIA projected total 2010 U.S. oil production on federal lands to be 850
million barrels. Today’s actual production on federal lands is 714 million barrels, a 16 percent
decline from what was projected. Arbitrary federal land restrictions now serve as a primary
roadblock to domestic energy production. Federal land designations now exceed the total
amount of developed lands in the United States. Wilderness areas, the most restrictive of land
designations, total over 100 million acres. In many cases. wilderness areas are now used for
purposes beyond their original intent on lands clearly unsuitable for the designation rather than
maintaining the integrity of our most sensitive public lands. These restrictions, which are rich in
resources, prevent the responsible development of natural resources.

Information developed by the Western Energy Alliance shows an unfortunate regression
in federal policy, specifically at the Department of Interior. Their analysis shows that the ratio of
revenue returned per dollar spent by the tfederal government has fallen from $46.07 to $40.12 for
onshore energy production, and an unprecedented falloff of $118.54 to $30.08 for offshore
energy production over the last three years.

This is in sharp contrast to productlon occurring on non-federal lands. For example,
since 2005 oil production in North Dakota has been growing at a rate of 26 percent a year. Thus
it is increasingly clear our nation is reliant on foreign sources of oil, largely because we do not
first access our own. Utilizing our nation’s natural resources located on federal lands could
create American jobs, produce American energy resources, reduce our foreign imports and trade
deficit, keep more of our nation’s wealth at home. and protect our national security interests.

Needless to say. reducing restrictions to access our federally managed lands would allow
American industry the freedom to develop abundant traditional energy reserves. Additionally, it
would provide a more realistic economic environment for emerging alternative energy
technologies. allowing them to be developed according to true market conditions. This approach
could weed out faltering technologies and spare taxpayers the risk of subsidizing wasteful
projects, as we experienced with Solyndra.

Finally, let us be clear in our disappointment in the recent decision to not approve the
Keystone XL pipeline project, which is clearly in our national interest. Considering the potential
for supply disruptions in the coming year, the federal government could well be facing price
constraints that are a result of international conflicts. for example. in the Strait of Hormuz. It

1htlp:ﬁwww.api_orpjpoIicy,’expIorationfupioad}quest 2011 December 29 Final.pdf



would be unfortunate if the only tool available to calm markets is further sales from our strategic
reserves. Providing more access to both onshore and offshore resources and construction of a
strategic pipeline from Canada are clear ways forward. We urge you to re-consider this decision
and provide a clear path forward for increasing domestic production and transporting new energy
supplies.

Sincerely.




Cc: Secretary Clinton. Secretary Salazar. Secretary Chu



David Vitter (LA)
Jim DeMint (SC)
John McCain (AZ)
Rand Paul (KY)
James Inhofe (OK)
Jeff Sessions (AL)
Michael S. Lee (UT)
Marco Rubio (FL)
Richard Shelby (AL)
John Thune (SD)

John Cornyn (TX)

Tom Coburn (OK)

Roy Blunt (MO)

Richard Burr (NC)

Ron Johnson (WI)

Dean Heller (NV)

Saxby Chambliss (GA)
Orrin G. Hatch (UT)

Kay Bailey Hutchison (TX)
Roger F. Wicker (MS)
Thad Cochran (MS)

Jon Kyl (AZ)



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR
WASHINGTON

FEB 2§ 2012

The Honorable Marco M. Rubio
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Rubio:

Thank you for your letter dated January 25, 2012, to President Barack Obama regarding
management of our Nation’s energy resources on Federal lands and waters. Your letter included
discussion of Federal onshore and offshore acreage. both of which fall within the jurisdiction of the
Department of the Interior (Department). President Obama has asked me to respond to your letter.

This Administration is advancing safe and responsible domestic oil and gas production as part of
an “all of the above™ energy strategy that is focused on improving our energy security and
reducing dependence on foreign oil. When President Obama took office, the United States
imported 11 million barrels of oil a day. President Obama put forward a plan to cut that by one-
third by the Year 2025, and we are already making progress toward that goal. Since 2008, U.S.
oil and natural gas production has increased, while imports of foreign oil have decreased.

In 2011, U.S. crude oil production reached its highest level since 2003, increasing by an
estimated 90,000 barrels per day (bbl/day) over 2010 levels to 5.57 million bbl/day. America’s
natural gas production grew by an estimated 7.4 percent in 201]1—the largest year-over-year
volumetric increase, easily eclipsing the previous all time production record set in 1973.

Overall, oil imports have been falling since 2008, and net imports as a share of total consumption
declined from 57 percent in 2008 to 45 percent in 201 1—the lowest level since 1995. The public
lands and the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) have contributed to this increase in domestic
production.

Onshore

Last ycar, onshore oil production in the lower 48 states increased by 370,000 bbl/day over
2010 levels. Independent analysis shows that the number of onshore oil-directed drilling rigs
increased from 777 at the beginning of 2011 to 1,193 on December 29, 2011. On public lands,
the amount of oil produced in 2010 was the highest since 1997, and the amount of natural gas
produced in 2011 from public lands was the second highest since 2004,

Industry has approximately 37 million acres under lease, and is actively producing from or
exploring 16 million of those acres. The Energy Policy Act of 2005 authorized the Bureau of



Land Management (BLM) to retain the nonproducing lease rentals funds in the onshore oil and
gas program. These important funds from rentals support seven pilot offices that contribute
significantly in processing permits for industry in some of the most active offices. Companies
have an inventory of approximately 7,000 applications for permits to drill that have been
approved by BLM, but that have not yet been exercised. This figure represents leases where
drilling operations are approved by the BLM and available to drill by industry. In both acres
leased and permits issued but not yet acted upon, industry has a healthy inventory of
opportunities to move ahead with energy production.

The BLM is offering onshore lease sales that continue to put even more lands under oil and gas
leases, and industry response indicates that these are lands with significant potential. In 2011,
the BLM held 32 oil and gas lease sales covering nearly 4.4 million acres and generating

$256 million in revenue for American taxpayers and shared disbursements to the states. This
reflects a 20 percent increase in lease sale revenues from 2010. The largest sale in 2011 was the
BLM’s July 12 auction in Billings, Montana, where 111 parcels covering 32,180 acres of public
land (19,392 acres in North Dakota; 12,788 acres in South Dakota) brought in more than

$66 million. Bonus bids in this sale were the second-highest received by the BLM since the
Leasing Reform Act of 1987. The December 2011 sale in the National Petroleum Reserve-
Alaska (NPR-A) attracted significantly more industry bids than the August 2010 sale. In the
2011 NPR-A sale, the BLM sold 17 tracts for $3.6 million, as compared to the sale of five tracts
for $799,995 in the 2010 sale. Indicating the Department’s commitment to responsibly
expanding exploration and development activities on the public lands, this increased response in
the NPR-A resulted partly from the Department’s effort to resolve interagency issues with
crossing the Colville River to serve development in the NPR-A.

The BLM continues to make new acres available for lease in 2012. Thus far, four lease sales
have been held, and the BLM expects to hold an additional 32 lease sales over the course of the
year.

Our leasing reforms have also allowed the Department to offer leases with fewer impediments to
leasing as we fully address the issues that would otherwise lead to sale protests, appeals, and
litigation as we clear parcels for the final sale list. In Wyoming, where 100 percent of lease sale
parcels were protested in 2008, the BLM held a lease sale this month on which three protests were
filed against seven of the 204 parcels in the sale. The sale went forward and produced nearly

$22 million in bonus bids, after all protests had been addressed. In 2009, nearly 50 percent of all
new oil and gas parcels were being protested. Today, since the implementation of leasing reforms
in early 2011, the number has declined to 36 percent.

We will continue to promote exploration and development of important domestic onshore
resources with an approach that appropriately balances development with the Department’s other
responsibilities, as well as fair financial return to the U.S. citizens who own these precious
resources under the Department’s management. The BLM is implementing leasing reforms so
that future lease sales will offer parcels in appropriate locations and reduce the contention and
litigation that have characterized many development proposals in the past decade. Our goal is to
work with local communities and address conflicts prior to lease sales, so that leasing

activities—and the jobs that they generate—can move forward without being held up by protests
or potential litigation.



Offshore

Offshore, the Administration is committed to making the areas with the most substantial
resources available to companies, and to incentivizing diligent development of leases. The
Deepwater Horizon uncontrolled blowout and oil spill made all too clear the tremendous human
and environmental costs that can come from deepwater oil and gas drilling without proper
safeguards. I am proud of the efforts the Department has taken to reform and strengthen our
offshore drilling safety regime. I believe that the temporary pause in deepwater drilling activity
following the oil spill was necessary to protect the human, marine, and coastal environments
while we heightened standards, gained control of the Macondo well, and responded to the spill.
The largest oil spill in American history demanded that strong action be taken. I am pleased that
our reforms have increased safety and preparedness, including the development of readily
available subsea containment systems, and restored public confidence in the industry and
regulatory oversight. Offshore oil and gas exploration and development under these heightened
standards is moving forward, and industry is continuing to invest in the Gulf of Mexico.

On December 14, the Department’s Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) held
Western Gulf of Mexico Lease Sale 218, which attracted over 240 bids on 191 tracts, with nearly
$338 million in total high bonus bids—about $100 million more than the average for Western
Gulf sales over the previous decade. The Administration has announced that BOEM will hold
Consolidated Central Gulf of Mexico Lease Sale 216/222 on June 20, 2012. The Lease Sale
216/222 will make available all unleased areas in the Central Gulf of Mexico, a region that
BOEM estimates contains close to 31 billion barrels of oil and 134 trillion cubic feet of natural
gas that are currently undiscovered and technically recoverable. The Central Gulf alone is
estimated to hold about one-third of the OCS’s undiscovered resources.

The Lease Sale 216/222 is the last remaining sale scheduled in the 2007-2012 OCS Oil and
Natural Gas Leasing Program. As the President discussed in his State of the Union, we are
finalizing the next Five Year Program for 2012-2017, which will make more than 75 percent of
estimated undiscovered technically recoverable oil and gas resources on the OCS available
for development. The Proposed 2012-2017 OCS Oil and Gas Leasing Program schedules

12 potential lease sales in the Gulf of Mexico, as well as three potential sales off the coast of
Alaska.

In addition to holding lease sales, BOEM has implemented administrative reforms to ensure fair
return to taxpayers and encourage diligent development. These include escalating rental rates to
encourage prompt exploration and development of leases, as well as extensions built into the
terms of the lease if the operator demonstrates a commitment to exploration by drilling a well
during the base period. The length of lease terms is graduated by water depth to account for
differences in operating at various water depths. The BOEM recently increased the minimum
bid for deepwater to $100 per acre, up from only $37.50, to ensure that taxpayers receive fair
market value for offshore resources and to provide leaseholders with additional impetus to invest
in leases that they are more likely to develop. Rigorous analysis of the last 15 years of lease
sales in the Gulf of Mexico showed that deepwater leases that received high bids of less than



$100 per acre, adjusted for energy prices at the time of each sale, experienced virtually no
exploration and development drilling.

Regarding offshore rigs, the number of rigs that left the Gulf of Mexico after Deepwater Horizon
has been more than offset by the number of new rigs being brought into the Gulf by companies
eager to explore and develop its abundant oil and gas resources. The firm Baker Hughes reports
that the total number of active offshore rigs in the U.S. was higher in January 2012 than any time
since May 2010. Baker Hughes has published weekly averages of 42 to 45 rigs operating in the
Gulf of Mexico in January through February 2012, comparable to the 41 to 46 rigs identified in
their weekly averages for January through February 2010, prior to the oil spill.

With new rigs entering the Gulf of Mexico, the economy continuing to grow, and the industry
complying with the strengthened safety and environmental standards, 1 am confident that the
Gulf of Mexico remains an attractive place to work, with strong infrastructure to develop finds
and bring resources to market efficiently.

The Department will continue to provide balanced, responsible leadership as we work with the
states, stakeholders, and local communities on these important issues. Please be assured that this
Department is moving forward, onshore and offshore, with policies and programs that will
continue to bring important energy resources to market, with appropriate attention to safety and
environmental protection. We know the importance of domestic oil and gas, now and for the
future, for energy supply, economic prosperity, and revenue generation. We will continue to
manage this Nation’s oil and gas resources in the full interests of the American public.

Similar letters have been sent to the cosigners of your letter.
Sincerely,

Ker Salungen.

Ken Salazar
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' Wnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

February 29, 2012

The Honorable Barack H. Obama
President of the United States
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

We write to express our concern about the rising cost of gasoline and your Administration’s
failure to take concrete actions to address this serious problem. The average U.S. price of a
gallon of regular gasoline has more than doubled since the week of your inauguration in J anuary
2009, from $1.84 to $3.72. Furthermore, according to the Associated Press, the typical U.S.
household spent $4,155 filling up at the pump in 2011, an all-time high, and 8.4 percent of the
median household income—the highest percentage spent for gasoline since 1981, when oil prices
had soared due to crisis in the Middle East.

Last week you stated, “With or without this Congress, I'll continue to do whatever I can to
develop every source of American energy, so that our future isn't controlled by events on the
other side of the world." Indeed, the fact remains there are concrete actions within your power
that can help ease fears of oil supply disruptions and skyrocketing gasoline prices. As you
acknowledged in your March 2011 energy security speech, “producing more oil in America can
help lower oil prices, create jobs, and enhance our energy security.” However, several policies
of your Administration are in direct conflict with this stated goal, and are contributing to the
economic burden felt by families and businesses facing rising prices.

Expanding access to federal onshore and offshore lands, and eliminating permit delays for leases,
could help lower prices and strengthen our energy security while creating jobs and boosting tax
revenues. Unfortunately, your Administration’s proposed offshore oil and natural gas leasing
plan for 2012 to 2017 eliminates 50 percent of lease sales provided for in the previous plan,
opens less than three percent of offshore areas to energy production, and imposes a moratorium
on developing energy from 14 billion barrels of oil and 55 trillion cubic feet of natural gas in the
Atlantic and Pacific oceans. The moratorium on exploration in the Gulf of Mexico, and persistent
delays for permits in shallow and deep water leases, could result in a 19 percent decrease in
production in 2012 compared to 2010, according to an Energy Information Administration
projection.

Alleviating burdensome regulations would also help lower energy costs. For example. even as
gasoline prices near $4.00 a gallon, next month, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
plans to propose its “Tier 37 rule to cut air emissions from fuels and light-duty vehicles.



including requiring refiners to drastically cut sulfur in gasoline. A recent study concluded the
rule could increase the cost of manufacturing gasoline by 12 to 25 cents per gallon. It could raise
the refining industry’s operating costs by $5 billion to $13 billion annually, lead to a 7 to 14
percent reduction in gasoline supplies from U.S. refiners, and force as many as seven U.S.
refineries to shut down. Combined with proposed greenhouse gas emissions rules (which will
serve as an energy tax on every consumer), new source performance standards, and the boiler
“maximum achievable control technology™ rule, these could put more U.S. refiners out of
business, leading to even higher gasoline prices at the pump. The combined regulatory onslaught
should be weighed against the impact on families and employers across the country.

Finally, reconsidering your denial of the Keystone XL pipeline would also secure future
additional supplies of oil, bringing more than 700,000 barrels per day in additional Canadian
crude oil. Rather than asking Saudi Arabia and other OPEC countries to produce more oil, we
should work closely with our Canadian neighbors to reduce our dependency on oil from OPEC.
Canada is a reliable and geographically secure trading partner whose oil exports are insulated
from potential supply disruptions threatened by geopolitical turmoil found in the Middle East
and the impulses of OPEC, including Iran, Libya, and Venezuela.

All of these actions are within your Administration’s purview, and would signal to markets that
America is serious about reducing its vulnerability to geopolitical oil shocks around the world.
The actions you take will help determine how long our pain at the pump continues.

Sincerely.







The Honorable Barack H. Obama
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Signatures (from left to right):
John Cornyn, United States Senator

Jeff Sessions, United States Senator
David Vitter, United States Senator
Patrick J. Toomey, United States Senator
James E. Risch, United States Senator
Tom Coburn, United States Senator
Ron Johnson, United States Senator
Mike Lee, United States Senator

(Page Three)

Jim DeMint, United States Senator
Marco Rubio, United States Senator
Richard G. Lugar, United States Senator
Chuck Grassley, United States Senator
Mike Crapo, United States Senator
Daniel Coats, United States Senator
Roger F. Wicker, United States Senator
Saxby Chambliss, United States Senator
Richard Burr, United States Senator
James M. Inhofe, United States Senator
Johnny Isakson, United States Senator
John Barrasso, United States Senator
Dean Heller, United States Senator

Kay Bailey Hutchison, United States Senator
Orrin G. Hatch, United States Senator
Pat Roberts, United States Senator
(Page Four)

John Thune, United States Senator
Mike Johanns, United States Senator
John Hoeven, United States Senator
John Boozman, United States Senator
Roy Blunt, United States Senator
Richard C. Shelby, United States Senator
Jon Kyl, United States Senator

Michael B. Enzi, United States Senator



WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0965

April 26, 2012

The Honorable Kenneth 1., Salazar
Secretary of the Interior

U.S. Department of the Interior
1849 C Street NW

Washington, DC 20240

Dear Secretary Salazar,

We write today to bring to your attention our concerns with the National Park Service’s
(NPS) recently released draft General Management Plan (GMP) for Biscayne National Park
(BNP). The GMP for Biscayne is intended to serve as a framework to guide visitor experience
opportunities, management of visitor use, and development of facilities for the next 15 to 20

years.

Biscayne National Park is one of the busiest in the nation in terms of fishing and
boating. It supports nearly 10 million angling frips each year. We are very concerned about the
NPS’s plan to establish a 10,522-acre marine reserve — or no-fishing zone — and several “no
combustion engine zones” within BNP. This designation would essentially halt fishing and

boating in certain areas of the park.

Florida is the most popular recreational fishing and boating state in the nation, According
to data from the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), Florida’s
approximately 2 million saltwater anglers annually contribute approximatety $3 billion in retail
sales, 50,000 jobs, and over $345 million in state and local tax revenues, Similarly, the boating
industry supports over 200,000 jobs and over $16 billion in cconomic impact statewide each
year, with a substantial portion of that economic output occurring in South Florida.

Recognizing the substantial economic contribution of the recreational fishing and boating
industry in Florida, in 2007, the NPS signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the
FWC, specifically stating that the FWC and the NPS will provide for recreational and
commercial fishing and opportunities for the angling public by seeking the least restrictive

management actions necessary.

But the measures proposed in the NPS plan represent the most extreme tools available for
making fishery management modifications in BNP, ignoring alternative ways to achieve the
desired resource improvements without sacrificing the public’s ability to access and enjoy the

park.,

Furthermore, activities conducted by federal agencies anywhere in Florida are subject to
the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA), and must be fully consistent with state authoritics




included in the Florida Coastal Management Program (FCMP). We believe that as proposed, the
GMP is not fully consistent with those state authorities. And we are concerned it ignores both
the cooperative nature of the MOU and the role of state jurisdiction.

. Secretary Salazar, because the duration of the GMP will be at least a decade, it is
important we get it right. We urge you to work with the NPS to reconsider the proposed GMP
and working cooperatively with the Florida FWC. Together they can revise the management
plan to ensure it will conserve the Park’s valuable natural resources but will also maintain public
access for anglers and boaters and reinstitute the appropriate Federal-state agency relationship so
important to successful fisheries management. We appreciate your attention to our concerns.

SENATOR BILL NELSON 9ENATOR MARCO RUBIO

o TR
atE JV Ndisigid

207 Wd L2 ¥4V ZI0L 929116
U4AIF33Y




THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR
WASHINGTON

MAY 14 2012

The Honorable Marco Rubio
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Rubio:

Thank you for your letter of February 29, 2012, to President Barack Obama regarding strategies
you would recommend to reduce gasoline prices. President Obama has asked me to respond. A
similar response is being sent to the cosigners of your letter.

This Administration is advancing safe and responsible domestic oil and gas production as part of
an “all of the above™ energy strategy that provides for increased domestic energy production,
including oil and gas, as well as development and implementation of efficiency measures and
alternative energy sources. In the President’s words, it is time to “use less and produce more
right here in the United States of America.”

In 2011, U.S. crude oil production reached its highest level since 2003, increasing by an
estimated 90,000 barrels per day (bbl/day) over 2010 levels to 5.57 million bbl/day. Overall, oil
imports have been falling since 2008, and net imports as a share of total consumption declined
from 57 percent in 2008 to 45 percent in 201 1-the lowest level since 1995. America’s natural
gas production grew by an estimated 7.4 percent in 2011-the largest year-over-year volumetric
increase, easily eclipsing the previous all time production record set in 1973. Natural gas prices
are their lowest in many years. The Department of Energy recently announced that for the first
time since 1949. the United States exported more gasoline, heating oil, and diesel fuel last year
than 1t imported.

1 would like to supplement the information I provided in my response dated February 29, 2012.
regarding energy resources on public lands. We are taking steps that will open to leasing areas
containing 75 percent of our untapped offshore oil and gas resources. Regarding your point about
oil shale, we have continued to offer opportunities for companies to explore and develop
technologies to help them determine whether they are viable on a commercial scale. In addition, in
response to your interest in Gulf of Mexico energy production, I will note that industry has moved
quickly to meet the new safety standards we set after the tragic Deepwater Horizon disaster, and
we have seen a sharp rebound in Gulf exploration and permitting; there is no moratorium, de facto
or otherwise, in the Gulf of Mexico.

We have tremendous faith in Americans’ ability to innovate, to bring new technologies online,
and to effectively meet the energy challenges this Nation faces today and in the future. We are
presiding over. and helping to stimulate, growing investment in our Nation’s domestic energy
sources. from offshore oil. gas. and wind. to onshore conventional sources and renewables.



including solar, geothermal, and wind. Moreover, we are pushing for technological advancement
that will make the cars we drive twice as efficient, encourage alternative energy sources from
biofuels to electricity, and bring energy jobs and dollars back home.

We recognize the importance of domestic oil and gas production, both now and for the future, to
help supply energy, drive economic prosperity. and generate revenue. We will continue to
manage this Nation’s oil and gas resources responsibly and in a manner that meets our Nation’s
needs.

Sincerely,

[ Selenan

Ken Salazar
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Office of U.S. Senator Marco Rubio
201 8. Orange Ave., Suite 350
Orlando, T'L 32801
Phone 407-254-2573
Fax 107-423-0941

& Dept. of the Intenor y -
T From: Jason Teaman

Congressional Affairs

Piges: 4 (Including cover) Dawe:  6/13/2012
e 20)2-20)8-5533

Res:

Comments:

I would grealy appreciate it if vou could review this matter and provide 2
responsc. Please address your response 1o Senator Marco Rubio ¢/0 Jason

Teaman at 201 S. Orange Ave., Suite 350, Ordando, FL 32501.

Best Regards,
0 A
/ -:& é’a\,\

ason Jeaman

7

Constituent Services Representative

Jason_Teaman(@ rubio.senate.gov
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Office of U.S. Senator Marco Rubio

5 Privacy Act Consent Form

In ncmrdmfa with the provisiones of The Privacy Act of 1974 (Public L 93-579), your
expressed written comsenl is required prior lo conlacting a federal ayency on your behalf.
Siece e-mails do nol contain a valid signature, they do uu(fulfll the rrq.m,-ymnrf af the
Privacy Act. If you are inguining on belualf of unother person age 18 or older, 1t 15 peces-
sary that ke or she stgn this documeni. All information mst be writien 1 Englisly. liems
marked with an asterisk( * ) are required.

NB8/13/2012 03
2 3

N6 0322012

2 Mr. o Msl =~ M o Rev., 1 Doctor 0 Otheri__ B e, .

'CJW./UJZ Q/fs . ‘Simp-f_:_ﬁ_v

WorkPhooe:{- ¥ = . 4 “Mobile PhonL_ | i Y PN

Issue: (select one) @ I:Twm,.r,‘.!.(:rz 12 Veterans 3 Socin] Sechriny QO(hL Cw[ /-15 V /e wf-} 4.‘»}«4//(;/
Neatiraral Pop panqu‘J Vto/d ‘on of Americang o M Dizsabil dies Aok

If you have contacted another congressional aoffice to assist , pleass list the office:
J (=] B, B

1
Name of Office Contacted: [

Please Compleie the Sections Thit Apply io Your Case:
Alen Number: . Miltary Rank and Unit: _

Typeof Application Filed: | .
(b N-4D0, [-130, SSI, SSD, LLOC, CMS-853)

*Briefly describe the nature of your problem and what outcome waould you like from Hns inquiry:

Claim/ Receipl Number:

SCQ C,-.L-la(,‘«ety

I have discussed my concerns with f;irrnlm Marco Rubio andfor his representative(s), and request that any rele-

vant information that js ?.71.'xrm iq assist i responding to my inquiry may be fiurmshed upo reques

)

* Sipmnaburg: g i ) . s > e &/,‘ =
//// "/ Please mail or fax complcted form to: (
' U.S. Senator Marco Rubio
= 1 201 S. Orange Avenue, Suife 350

QOrlando, Florida 32801
Fax: (307) 123-09%41

If uon have eny questions ar commuits, please call us at (407) 254-2573 or wll-Free in Fluonda (866) 0.3 710
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United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Pacific West Region
333 Bush Street, Suite 500
San I'rancisco, California 94104-2828

IN REPLY REFER TO:

A 3615 (PWR-C)

The Honorable Marc Rubio 2 8 JUN 2012
United States Senator

201 S. Orange Ave., Suite 350

Orlando, FL. 32801

Dear Senator Rubio;

hain receipt of your letter dated June 13l 2012 concerning the incident invo]vin-

t Hawaii Volcanoes National Park o

The superintendent of the park apprised!!in a letter dated May 15, 2012, of the actions
taken after this incident. That letter states that per National Park Service policy we have initiated

an investigation by the Office of Professional Responsibility (OPR) to review the circumstances
swrrounding the allegations. OPR is the internal affairs unit of the National Park Service located
in Washington, DC, that independently conducts investigations into allegations of serious
misconduct of law enforcement personnel. Their investigation will attempt to determine what, if
any, improprieties exist related to llegations. During the course of this
investigation vill be contacted by the assigned investigator to discuss and clarify his
concerns. will be notified when the investigation is completed; however, as the
investigative file and report are part of a “system of records” which is governed by the Privacy
Act, the disposition and report cannot be publicly released.

Should you have any questions you may contact Scott Wanek, Regional Chief Ranger at 415-623-
2180.

Sincerely,

Regional Director, Pacific West Region
Enclosure

cc: Superintendent, Hawaii Volcanoes National Park

TAKE PRIDE g +
INAM ERECAN'
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Office of U.S. Senator Marco Rubio
201 S. Orange Ave., Suite 350
Orlando, FL 32801
Phone 407-254-257:

Tax 407-423-0941
Dept. of the Interio
To: v G i From: Jason Teaman
Congressional AfLurs
Pages: 13 (Including cover) DllL 7/2/2012

Fae:  202-208-5533

Comments:

The following are additional documents regarding the inguiry made on
bchalf o on June 13, 2012. [ would greatly appreciate 1tif you
could review this matter and provide a response. Please address your

responsce ta Senator Marco Rubio ¢ /o Juson Teaman at 201 S. Orange Ave.,
Suite 350, Orlando, FL 32801.

Best Regards,

_4—>——& Pe. S

Jason Teaman
Consntuent Services Representanive
Jason_Teaman(@ rubio.senate.gov
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Teaman. Jason (Rubio)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Here are the documents that have ben requestedc which we are needing (or our case b they are doing their best (o

keep them from us | have requested Lthese under the frecdom of information act and also as items need for our defense
f g

and both have yet to be seen or oven escknowledfed as being sentto us

National Park policy and 1raining manuals and the procedure on who is supposed to take a repart when a park guest
wants 1o hile a formal complaint when a park employee/ranger is accused of assault and haltery of a guest

Who on the scene of the incident c_:as supposed to have taken abeve mentioned stalerment invoiving

How to file for reimbursement of the expenses for having to send my service dog to scheol 1 be retrained due to the

effecto me in front of him as allowed under the DOJ ADA

Co

on

Copies of alt dispatch records and radio recordinas having 1o do with the incident on -mvolvmrc-

apies of all written and !l sworn statements from all park employewe's and rangers invelved in the inadent involving

L7y |

(R

to include 1he written and sworn statements of park ernployee who supposedly saw

my service dog off leash

copics of all training manuals and documents of all park employee's and rangers / enfarcement officers on the ADA laws
and how 1o enforce them and to deal with persons with disabilities and service an mals to include protocol for the

investipation of il a dog is or 15 not a service dog

A copy of the Volcanoes National Park Compendium B Cindy Orlando Park Superintendent

Y
Copies of all traimng mdnuals and documents for atl National Park Pohce and Park Rangnrs on the use of force
& 2

Copres of all manuals and documents MNational Park Ranrcers and Nanonal Park Pohce and park cmployers used to
train them in the ADA and puidelines, slong with how to deal with disabled persons ond what questions they are and are

not allowed to ask under the ADA

Conies of 3l training manuals 2nd documents for National Park Raneers and Naticnal Park Police on prot edures on Hling
> - - \ - =z

repuris and forms for when a park puest wants to Hress charges against a Park Ranper or National Park Police for 155Ut

and Battery



EN MARCO RUBIC Anng /o]
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Copies of all training manuals and documents for Nathional Park Rangers and National Park Police on procedurces on tiling
reports and forms for when a park guest wants to press charges against 3 Park Ranger or National Park Police for
destruction of private property belonging to the park puest.

Copies of all evaluations ol _and disciplinary actions taken against him while in the employ of the

National Park Service.

Name of person who supposedly reported they saw my service dog off leash, copy of their writien and sworn statement

to such.

Copiecs of all statements. docurments, written and

to the incident involving

vorn statements and emails from the following persons in reference
and service dog on -o include the

following persons known by us and the ones that the park refuses to release:

anv and all emplovee's of the Department of Interior who have been made aware of the incident involving (b)6) ]

of tha incident an _-ad:c Dispatchers name being intentionally withheld Park employee that reported the

supposcd dog off leash to the park Rangers Name being intentionally withheld

w

As \hey know they are important to beinz able Lo detend Lthe criminal charges 3gainst us basad on my having a service
f

dog 45 we were told by at gur cabin which are important to prove the defense of these charges and

ully withheld till the last minute to create further harassmenl, menladl siress and anguish 1o

ind ta cause further un due harm to our reputations.

|hese iterms are detrimental in our heing able to prove anad disprove allegations of criminal actiing |.I'_
I, < cor
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Teaman, Jason (Rubio)

From: e |

Sent: Sunday July 01 2012 215 PM
To: Tearnan, Jason (Rubin):

Subject: Information
Jason,
Yesterday cceived a certified letter dated 26 june 2012 from the U.S. Department of the Interior in reference to

a'l the information we have been requesting from them. According to the letter the following peaple Attorney Advisor
Deborsh Bardwick, FOIA Officer Kevin Killeen and Christine S. Lehnertz Regional Director , Pacific West Region all

articinated in the decision 1o deny the request of anything having 1o do with case incident Report Number
because release of the information could cause foreseeable harm and interfere with the ability the

enforcement actions. Well | am sure they fee! that way because the information is needed in arder to prepare our
defense. Their actions there show their intent te withhold information needed under discovery that was requested in
order 1o prepare a defense which only gocs turther to show how that the U.S. Department of the interior and the
National Park Service intends to violate our rights oven further and is refusing to allow us a fair and just ability to
represent our case showing tnat they are intentionally doing everything to violate our rights along with railyoad us into a
conviction. | have made my mind up that since we are unable to get a attorney to represent us and we were having to
represent ourself in the casc that since they are running o one sided investigation along with refusing to release the
information needed for us to represent aursell in court that | am going 10 not be spending the money that | reed in
order 1o have my service dog refresher trained because of the damage his seeing me receive assault and battery at the
hands of_and rhat they are enabling themselves to rewrite any and all reports by refusing us the copies of all
the items we requested which would maki it impossible to change anything that we had capies of. | am going Lo et them
arrest me in order 10 get me inte court for the charges rhat they have against me due 10 my innocence and in order 1o
net the news to cover the injustice that is being intentionally being used against us in order to keep the thick blue line
together and 1o protoct -nd all others involved from facing their assault® battery against me along with
willful violation of all my civil and constitutional rghts that they have done. Call me if vou would like me to fax you 3
copy of the letter refusing to release the intormation dt_qnd | will fax it to you, We have only 2 1/2 wepks
before having to appear in court and we in no way can prepare our case without the information we had requested ar
do we have time to request a change of venue 1o get the case brought to Flonda. If you have any contacts in the news
service please pass on what is going on so that hopefully they can do a story 1o help with this, lam embarrassed 10 have
ever served in the military and ashamed that my wite served in the military for a country that treats it's veterans and it's
disabled especially thase of us who had served their country with pride in our country | have never been so
embarrassed or ashamed of anything in my life. | know now what it must be like 1¢ have no tountry and to live in a place
where they can vielate a person in every passible way after receiving asssull and Bottery along with my what are
supposed to be inthis country civil and constitutional rights just thrown away like yesterday's trash Twill let the Upited
States continue their fight to destroy me and iy family just to save the face of their National Park Ranger and rrooked
system of constitutional and avil nights and ADA faws that are only for the privileped and the rich in a country | was
broupht up in belizving was the greatest in the world and had the fairest judicial system possible where no One was
denied justice or their frecdoms and that the polilical system and those in it cared ebout upholding the laws of This
country, The Constitution and civil nghts, all of which have been proven to have been just wishiul promises and not lact
Sincerely,
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T Of the Interio
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Jung 25,2012

On June 25, 2012, vou sent a Freedom ol Informaton Act (FOIA) uquwxl with the Unjwexd Stales
Department of the Intenor. ‘Hi cc al i Secrelary. sezking the {oilawing.

AT traming 1"“‘1'1“i~’. Park Ranpers and enforcement personnel related o trutning
on the ADA, Dealing t disal n_d persons, usce of foree, procedures for dealing with 4
victim of assaujt and b.uu:r\‘ by Natucnal Park Personnel. along Witb any olher marcz'jali
having to do with the traning n“‘m, Park Rangers, 2 copy of the Supenntendert
Compendium [or the Volcanoes Nanonal Park. Coptes of 1ll audio and vigeo .—\:wrdiz‘:;}:s
und reports having to do with this incident from all officers invelved. These ite

allowed under the frecdom of informatian act and discovery {aws of the Lintted States

ms are

lachicial laws

Your request was received in the Office of the Seeretary June 25, 2012, and assigned control
— Please cife this surnber whenever conlacting this office about vour regues:.

We are writing 1o respond w your reguest on behalf of the Qffice ol the Secreiary. Afier a

reasonably colculoted to vpenver ol relevant decoments. It bas heep dewrasane:d that

-
~~\aiia be-dds at |oubd [ L

yI the Secreiary has no recards Tesponstye L Vour Teguest.

You muy file a FOLA appeal by writing 1 the FQIA Appedls Officer. TS Depaniment ol the
irect. NOW., MS 63356 - ;“.'HH\ Washington, D.C. 20240, Your appeal lctier
must be recerved no later than 30 work: 1 :_'i'u*r the date of our mal response. Y our appeal
letter must be marked, both on its envelope and at the top of 1S first page, with zm cpend
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United States Department of the Interior off rank

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Pacific West Region
333 Bush Street, Suite 500
San Irancisco, California 94104-2828

IN REPLY REFER TQ):;

A 3615 (PWR-C)
25 JUL 2012

The Honorable Marco Rubio
c/o Jason Teaman

201 S. Orange Avenue

Suite 350

Orlando, FL 32801

Dear Senator Rubio:

Thank you for your letters of July 2 and July 10, 2012, in which you request additional docuiments
regarding the June 13, 2012 inquiry made on behalf of your constituent(_We have
responded to this request under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) direetly to
and have enclosed herein a copy of that response letter for your records. as also
contacted directly by the US Attorney’s Office who explained the discovery process to him.

We previously responded to a FOIA request from Hn June 20, 2012, and have
forwarded a FOIA referral letter to the Federal Law Enforcement Training Center (FLETC) in

Georgia for response. Copies of these letters are also enclosed.

Copies of the records that were released to_ as a result of their
FOIA requests are not enclosed with this letter.

Should you have further questions, please do not hesitate to contact Hawaii Volcanoes National
Park Superintendent Cindy Orlando. Ms. Orlando can be reached at (808) 985-6025.

Chr\istine S. Ithnertz

Regional Director, Pacific West Region

Sincerely,

Enclosures

cc. Cindy Orlando, Hawaii Volcanoes National Park

TAKE PRIDE $
INAMERICASSS
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Office of U.S. Senator Marco Rubio
201 8. Orange Ave., Suite 350
Orlando, T'L 32801
Phone 407-254-2573
Fax 107-423-0941

& Dept. of the Intenor y -
T From: Jason Teaman

Congressional Affairs

Piges: 4 (Including cover) Dawe:  6/13/2012
e 20)2-20)8-5533

Res:

Comments:

I would grealy appreciate it if vou could review this matter and provide 2
responsc. Please address your response 1o Senator Marco Rubio ¢/0 Jason

Teaman at 201 S. Orange Ave., Suite 350, Ordando, FL 32501.

Best Regards,
0 A
/ -:& é’a\,\

ason Jeaman

7

Constituent Services Representative

Jason_Teaman(@ rubio.senate.gov
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February 18, 2014 i ;EIVED
The Honorable Sally Jewell b I'I ' I 8 5 014 FES 24 PM 3: 04
Secretary - g
U.S. Department of Interior - "—S[E}_F':FT,}‘ st

1849 C Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20240

The Honorable Penny Pritzker
Secretary

U.S. Department of Commerce
1401 Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20230

Dear Secretary Jewell and Secretary Pritzker:

We are writing to express concerns regarding the Section 7 consultation process under the Endangered
Species Act (ESA) between the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), and the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regarding the
proposed rule under 316(b) of the Clean Water Act (“the proposed rule”). Specifically, we are requesting
that your agencies vacate the consultation process as it relates to the proposed rule as we believe that it is
an inappropriate application of the ESA.

As indicated in a February 10, 2013 modified settlement agreement, the EPA has been working to finalize
proposed requirements for cooling water intake structures (CWIS) at existing power plants. It has
recently come to our attention that a Section 7 consultation process began shortly before the proposed rule
was to be finalized this past June. It is unclear at whose direction or why the consultation was initiated
during the final review of the proposed rule. Unfortunately, inquiries to your agencies regarding this
process have not resulted in any substantial response.

The proposed rule is expected to create standards that would apply to existing power plants nationally.
These power plants are located throughout several different regions and sub-regions of the United States,
each with its own environment, site-specific conditions and requirements, and surrounding species and
habitat. Therefore, we fail to understand how the outcome of a Section 7 consultation process would be
adequately or appropriately applied on a national level through the proposed rule. While we recognize
the goals of the ESA as they apply individually to CWIS at existing power plants, we fail to see the value
in applying provisions of the ESA beyond a project- by-project basis, which we deem to be a more
appropriate application of the Section 7 consultation process.

The utilities to which this proposed rule will apply provide clean and low-cost power to many of our
constituents. Ultimately, this current roadblock, if not properly addressed, will only result in even higher
energy costs for consumers across the country with no corresponding benefit. Therefore, we respectfully
request that you immediately direct your agencies to vacate the consultation process that is being
incorrectly applied to a national rulemaking process. At a time when resources are limited and regulatory

uncertainty is high, we do not believe that this exercise is a prudent use of time or limited taxpayer
resources.
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We appreciate your attention to this matter, and as Members with a key role in the oversight of your
agencies, we will continue to monitor this issue until it has been appropriately resolved.

Respectfully,

—N\T N =

Mo R _

cc: Administrator Gina McCarthy, Environmental Protection Agency



THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR
WASHINGTON

APR 09 2014

The Honorable Marco Rubio
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Rubio:

Thank you for your letter dated February 18, 2014, regarding the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service’s (FWS) formal consultation under Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act (ESA)
with the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on their efforts to promulgate regulations to
implement Section 316(b) of the Clean Water Act.

In a letter dated June 18, 2013, EPA requested ESA Section 7(a)(2) consultation with the
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) and the FWS. The ESA and its implementing
regulations require Federal agencies to consult with the FWS if the agency determines that their
action “may affect” listed species or designated critical habitat. As described in the June 18
letter, EPA determined that the issuance and implementation of the proposed regulations may
affect 215 threatened and endangered species and the designated critical habitat of 30 species.

If you have further questions, please feel free to contact me directly or have your staff contact the
Service’s Assistant Director for Ecological Services, Mr. Gary Frazer, at (202) 208-4646.

Sincerely,

Sally Jewell
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Comments:

This is a new inquiry from scnator Rubio’s office. T would greatly
appreciate it if you could review this matter and provide a response. Please

address your response to Senator Marco Rubio ¢/0 Jason Teaman a1 201 8.
Orange Ave., Suitc 350, Orlando, FL 32801.

Best Regards,

Jason Teaman

Constituent Services Representative

Jason Teaman@rubio.sena iC.goy
(407) 318-2728
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May 5, 2014

SCRURB JAY HABITAT IN DEEP CREEK

| to have recieved a offer for my empty lot in Deep Creek from Mr.

| can only say he has committed a great

disservice to the owners of property in Deep Creek, What is mind boggling

is how he knows about the "one time fee of $2200" before we property
owners are informed.

But the problem is deeper that that. Deep Creek was developed by
PGI Corp in the the early 1980’s with streets, water,SEWERS, telephone and
slectrical service. The land was developed into lots averaging 9600 sq ft.
and four lots to an acre with the remaining sqg. ft. dedicated to green areas
and drainage canals. The State of Florida denied the digging of canals for fill
a5 had been done in other areas of Florida and fill from PGl was brought in
to fill low places. My lot had about two foot of black sand fill added to dry it
1n. The area for canals was then allocated to green belt and storm water
drzinage for Deep Creek with most of it {Section 20) flowing into an east
west canal, south of Deep Creek Blvd., eventually emptying into the Peace
viver near the Charlotte, Desoto County line.

Development of Deep Creek then began with several spring home
‘estivals and other builders until now Deep Creek is estimated to be 70%+/-
sullt out. My neighborhood, bound by Copiapo Circle and Deep Creek Blvd.,

robleby exceeds 90%. What is left is green belt and some fakes.

Now twenty years later comes the Federai and State Wildlife to
determine that scrub jays exist on this land and restrictions are being
placed on how the property owners can now use their investment.

003/004
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| suggest that all interested parties locate the internet
article,"Songbirds-Florida Scrub Jay™ , authored by the Florida Fish and

Wild Life Conservation Commission and read the paragraph on scrub jay

=hutat. Note the need for burn off to maintain the overgrowth 3-10 feet
and floor clear of vegatation. The scrub jays avoid other forest types,
wetlands, and agricultural acreage. It goes on to state some scrub jays have
recently been converted to residential developments but their survival
success is very poor. In Deep Creek there are no sandy tracts to bury their
corns, The green belts are grass and being mowed periodically (is this legal
per the scrub jay overlay?), there is a requirement to keep cleared iots
mowed and weed free. My lot has been mowed by me for 25 years. Most
- the trees | see in the area are Brazilian Pepper trees, an undesirable
invasive vegitation. The undevoped lots are either mowed or have heavy
Jegitation and not requiring mowing and are not scrub jay habitat.

| personnaly Don't see much scrub jay habitat. It would seem to me

-hat unfortunately for the scrub jay that its to little and to late to support

e overlay in the Deep Creek area. Is the only reason the scrub jay is here
hecause of the enviroment we (Deep Creek) have created for them, the
creen belt areas and food in our bird feeders? Is the 52200 abatement for
the pupose of buying and creating habitat elsewhere? Then why is Deep
Creek being stuck solely with this cost. We have already contributed our
<hare in green belt area, if thats were they live and nest.

Fish and Game needs to take another and realistic look at the Deep
Creak scrub jay overlay and remove it. it doesn't meet the requirement.

2



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
1875 Century Boulevard
Atlanta, Georgia 30345

FWS/R4/ES/057550 UL 7 2014

The Honorable Marco Rubio
United States Senator

201 S. Orange Avenue, Suite 350
Orlando, Florida 32801

Dear Senator Rubio:

Thank you for your correspondence dated June 2, 2014, on behalf of your constituent
#regarding a scrub habitat overlay or “review buffer” for the threatened

Florida scrub-jay atfecting a vacant lot he owns in the Deep Creek area of Charlotte County,
Florida. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is currently working with Charlotte
County to develop a countywide Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) that will make scrub-jay
conservation practical for affected landowners yet beneficial for the species.

On June 24, 2014, we spoke with-o better understand his concerns and explained the
process for using HCPs to help address endangered species conflicts for landowners.
I 2 < the scrub habitat overlay should be removed because it is impacting the resale
value of the vacant parcel that he purchased over 20 years ago for investment purposes. We
explained to him why the scrub-jay is listed as threatened under the Endangered Species Act and

eview buffers to identify which parcels could be in occupied scrub-jay territory.
Iso expressed concern that he could not mow the vacant lot due to the overlay. We

informed S that he could continue to mow the lot since it will have no adverse impact
on scrub-jays.

Conserving scrub-jays and several other scrub species is challenging because the well-drained
areas in Charlotte County that support habitat for the threatened scrub-jay are also prime areas for
commercial and residential development. As a result, the Service worked with Charlotte County
in 2007 to expedite review of single-family lot development proposals by placing “review
buffers,” which [JJJJJJJJ <fers to as scrub habitat overlays, on parcels throughout Charlotte
County that fall within 850 feet of a verified scrub-jay observation. Charlotte County compiled
the known scrub-jay observations the Service used to create the review buffers. Only parcels
affected by the review buffers would be subject to further investigation, and parcels outside of
the buffers could be developed without review for impacts on the scrub-jay.

The 850-foot review buffers around verified scrub-jay observations is used because scrub-jays
have territories ranging from 6 to 25 acres in urban landscapes, and this distance provides a
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reasonable estimate of the area in which their territory would likely be found; however, the
Service is aware that territory boundaries fluctuate from season to season and from year to year.
The scrub-jay review buffers are updated regularly as new verified scrub-jay location information
becomes available and remain valid until sufficient survey information is provided documenting
the area is not, or is no longer in an occupied scrub-jay territory.

Three scrub-jay families are found relatively close t_ vacant lot: one to the
northeast/east, one to the southeast, and one to the west. The closest observation to the vacant
parcel is about 480 feet to the northeast and dates from 2005. Subsequent observations of this
family of scrub-jays have been made in 2007, 2009, and 2011, showing the persistence of this
family in the general arca. _stated during the June 24 phone call that he has also
observed scrub-jays coming to be fed at residences across the street from his vacant parcel.

Inclusion of a parcel in a scrub-jay review buffer does not preclude property owners from selling
or developing their parcels. The buffers are a mechanism used to identify which parcels could be
in occupied scrub-jay territories. If further investigation shows that development of a parcel will
adversely affect scrub-jays, then landowners can either develop an individual HCP or use the
existing statewide Florida Scrub-Jay Umbrella HCP to receive an Incidental Take Permit prior to
construction. Developing an HCP includes calculating an amount or type of mitigation or
compensation appropriate to the unavoidable impacts to the species. Mitigation under either
HCP option is calculated the same way and is used to acquire and manage land for scrub-jay
conservation. We acknowledge that the mitigation may increase the overall cost of developing a
parcel, but the practice of mitigating for impacts to federally-listed species is used throughout
Florida and across the United States.

We understand the frustration and uncertainty with respect to the current regulatory process for
scrub-jays in Charlotte County and its potential to affect land pric ent costs for
parcels in review buffers. The mitigation cost for a parcel such Wnder either the
individual HCP or Umbrella HCP options is currently about $17,130. To ease the concems of
landowners and prospective buyers within the review buffers, the Service has been actively
working with Charlotte County to develop a countywide HCP to address impacts to scrub-jays as
a result of development on a landscape scale. Once complete, the countywide HCP will balance
scrub-jay conservation with the needs of residential and commercial development, provide

regulatory certainty, and a streamlined permitting process. We anticipate the countywide HCP
will be completed later this year.

The Service also anticipates a significant reduction in mitigation costs for developing vacant lots
such as| from approximately $17,130 under the current process to approximately
$2,200 under the countywide HCP. While the value of properties is primarily market-driven, and
the potential for any property to return to the value it held prior to the economic recession is
unknown, the reduction in the cost of mitigation required to develop small residential parcels in
scrub-jay review buffers should help ensure the value of these parcels are commensurate with
similar properties not covered by the review buffers.













THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR
WASHINGTON

NOV 1 8 2014

The Honorable Marco Rubio
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Senator Rubio:

Thank you for your letter of October 8, 2014, requesting that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)
consider withdrawing its proposed rulemakings and proposed policy that relate to critical habitat
designations under the Endangered Species Act (Act).

The FWS, in conjunction with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), announced the
proposed regulations and the draft policy on exclusions from critical habitat in three Federal Register
notices that published on May 12, 2014. At the time of publication, the FWS opened a 60-day public
comment period. On June 26, 2014, the FWS announced an extension of the comment period for the
proposals for 90 days through October 9, 2014.

The FWS and NMFS held a number of webinars on the proposed regulations and draft policy for
stakeholders, including Federal and state agencies, and industry and environmental organizations.

On June 11, 2014, the FWS and NMFS held a briefing for the minority staff of the Senate Environment
and Public Works and Commerce Committees on the proposed regulations and policy.

The proposed regulations and policy which are consistent with the Act and the Department’s authority,
were informed by over 15 years of experience in designating critical habitat and consulting on effects
to critical habitat, as well as, by advice from stakeholders across the spectrum on how we might
improve implementation of this aspect of the Act. The FWS’s approach to critical habitat designation
is designed to avoid disincentives to voluntary conservation efforts on non-Federal lands and to
provide more predictability to the process of critical habitat designation.

For these reasons, we respectfully decline to withdraw the proposals. The Department appreciates
your interest in endangered species conservation and critical habitat. Please feel free to contact the
FWS Director, Mr. Dan Ashe, personally or have your staff contact the Service’s Assistant Director for
Ecological Services, Mr. Gary Frazer at (202) 208-4646.

Sincerely,

Sally Jewell
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BUREAU OF SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ENFORCEMENT
WASHINGTON, DC 20240-0001

Ay 1 42005
The Honorable Marco Rubio
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Rubio,

Thank you for your letter dated January 27, 2015, to Secretary of the Interior Sally Jewell, regarding Mr.
Christopher Barry's efforts to obtain documents from the Department of the Interior (DOI), Bureau of
Safety and Environmental Enforcement (BSEE). Secretary Jewell asked me to respond.

BSEE’s Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) office has responded to multiple requests by Mr. Barry

pursuant to the FOIA, 5 U.S.C. §552, and the Privacy Act, 5 U.S.C. §552a. The items enumerated by Mr.
Barry in his request to your office were included in those requests.

Mr. Barry submitted multiple requests regarding the BSEE Investigative Review Unit’s 2011-2012
investigation and BSEE responded. On September 5, 2013, BSEE provided a redacted copy of the
information responsive to his requests. Mr. Barry’s subsequent request for a non-redacted copy of the
IRU investigation was acknowledged on August 28, 2014, notifying him that the request was referred to
the OIG FOIA Officer for response. On September 8, 2014, the OIG FOIA Officer responded to his
request, stating:

“The documents you request relate to an ongoing investigation. Your request, therefore, is
being denied pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. §552(b)(7)(A), which applies to records
of information compiled for law enforcement purposes, the release of which could reasonably
be expected to interfere with enforcement proceedings. Accordingly, we will close this FOIA
request, however, you may contact me to inquire about the status of the investigation at the
number listed below. When the investigation is completed and closed by the headquarters
office of the OIG, you may submit a new FOIA request.”

Mr. Barry’s September 18, 2014, request for BSEE reports to GAO regarding the development of the

National Training Center was responded to on November 6, 2014, A copy of BSEE’s response is
attached.

As detailed in the attached responses, BSEE and the OIG have responded to and closed out Mr. Barry’s
FOIA requests pursuant to all applicable requirements. If you have any questions please contact Ms. Julie
Fleming, Chief, BSEE, Office of Congressional and International Affairs, at (202) 208-3827.

Sincerely,

Attachments





