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February 20, 2015 

 

The Honorable Tom Price     The Honorable Chris Van Hollen 

Chairman       Ranking Member 

House Committee on the Budget    House Committee on the Budget 

207 Cannon House Office Building    134 Cannon House Office Building 

Washington, D.C. 20515     Washington, D.C. 20515 

 

 

Dear Chairman Price and Ranking Member Van Hollen: 

 

Pursuant to House Rules we write to express views and estimates alternative to those submitted 

by Natural Resources Committee Chairman Bishop. We appreciate the opportunity to comment 

on the Natural Resources and Environment budget function for Fiscal Year 2016.   

 

The Majority’s Single-Minded Agenda 

 

Despite claims that federal land and water should be open to public enjoyment and recreation, 

the Majority’s Views and Estimates call for seizing and selling America’s public lands. The 

majority is trying to bake this ill-conceived and wildly unpopular idea into the federal budget 

process by calling on the Budget Committee to set aside $50 million to make up for revenue that 

would be lost as a result of this scheme. While some states might toy with the idea that the 

federal government “stole” the lands, hundreds of millions of Americans pay for and enjoy these 

public lands and waters, most of which have been in federal ownership since before Utah and 

other western states existed.  

 

When not cheerleading for privatizing public lands, the Majority’s Views and Estimates seek to 

corporatize them and limit the public’s ability to participate in land management decisions. In 

both the discussion of the Bureau of Land Management and the United States Forest Service, the 

Majority proposes eliminating public processes that are the only means by which the public can 

influence federal policy. Proposals to eliminate or “streamline” the National Environmental 

Policy Act are just attempts to cloak federal government activity in secrecy and reward corporate 

influence 

 

The Majority’s views also recommend eliminating funding for the Equal Access to Justice Act. 

If followed, this recommendation would cripple the public planning process, making it easier to 

seize and sell public lands to the highest bidder and slam the courthouse door on citizens seeking 

to challenge these actions in court.   
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The Democratic Vision 

 

We strongly urge the Committee to focus on Natural Resource and Environmental spending 

priorities that assist job creation, spur economic growth, address the scientifically established 

threat of accelerating climate change, and create opportunities for small businesses, while 

conserving our natural, cultural, and historic resources for future generations.   

 

Our priorities should include spending to promote our National Parks in the run-up to the 100
th

 

anniversary of their creation in 2016. We fully support reauthorization and full funding of the 

Land and Water Conservation Fund. We will strive to develop a broad constituency of 

conservation voices that reflect the diversifying uses of our land and water. We urge you to fund 

programs that build a balanced national energy policy by ensuring a fair return to the American 

taxpayer and reforming our antiquated mining laws. Democrats urge the Budget Committee to 

honor our commitments to Indian Country and adequately fund programs that support our 

relationships with Insular Areas. We oppose efforts to undermine our bedrock conservation laws 

such as the Antiquities Act, the Endangered Species Act, the National Environmental Policy Act, 

and the Wilderness Act. 

   

Sound stewardship of our public lands, oceans, and natural resources promotes job creation and 

economic development. Funding levels for Natural Resources and Environment sub-functions 

have generally gone down over the past several years as a percentage of GDP. These funding 

levels don’t keep pace with inflation, increased use, and capital costs. The bottom line for Fiscal 

Year 2016 is that the Obama Administration’s proposal would increase revenues to the U.S. 

Treasury and reduce the deficit, while the Majority’s alternative would sell our public lands at a 

loss, increasing the deficit and robbing taxpayers of their money and their natural resources. 

Public attendance at National Park Service units hit a record high in 2014. Our budget should 

reflect the public’s desire to visit and enjoy our federal lands, not sell them off as quickly and 

cheaply as possible. 

 

Indian Country 

 

One of the biggest issues facing Indian Country today is the need for a legislative fix to the 2009 

Supreme Court Decision in Carcieri v. Salazar that has resulted in egregious delays and 

uncertainty with regard to land-into-trust applications at the Bureau of Indian Affairs. Tribes 

need land into trust for economic development, housing, and to build schools. Without land 

bases, tribes cannot fully exercise their authority as sovereigns. If the Majority were truly 

concerned about Indian issues in general, it would remove its opposition to a Carcieri fix which 

would clarify that the Secretary of the Interior has the authority to take land into trust for all 

federally recognized Indian tribes. 
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The Majority’s criticism of Cobell Settlement funds for land consolidation is misplaced and 

inaccurate. The $1.9 billion in mandatory spending are settlement funds and have nothing to do 

with appropriations for Indian programs for which the Federal Government is responsible as 

trustee to the various Indian tribes. The Federal Government has not always been an effective 

trustee for the tribes, but it is for Congress to develop innovative approaches through legislation 

to create long-term remedies to address these shortcomings.  

 

American Indians pay federal taxes just like every other American citizen, so it is inaccurate to 

portray funding Indian programs as handouts by “taxpayers.” American Indians themselves are 

taxpayers. Any Federal programs designed to benefit Native Americans are anything but 

handouts. When the United States won its independence from Great Britain, it continued its 

predecessor’s tradition of dealing with the governments of American Indian tribes on a 

sovereign-to-sovereign basis. 

 

Any special programs derive both from the fact that special treatment of Indian tribes is a result 

of bargained-for exchanges enshrined in treaties whereby tribal governments allowed the United 

States to expand across the American continent and from hundreds of years of Federal legislation 

and jurisprudence that has recognized a fiduciary relationship on the part of the United States 

toward the various Indian tribes. Instead of enabling the Executive Branch to live up to these 

legal obligations to America’s first peoples, the Majority would rather cut funding for Federal 

programs and terminate the Federal trust responsibility, while muddying the waters and claiming 

that the Executive Branch is solely at fault for the dire situation in Indian Country.   

 

Specific Agency Needs 

 

Bureau of Reclamation 

 

Reclamation’s Fiscal Year 2016 budget request supports project activities that provide water and 

power certainty while evolving with the changing water needs of the West. Reclamation’s budget 

request reflects activities that allow Reclamation to meet its core mission of delivering water and 

generating hydropower consistent with state and federal laws in an environmentally responsible 

and cost-effective manner. The request prioritizes efforts to help alleviate the effects of the 

ongoing drought, which will only continue to strain California and western communities’ access 

to water in the coming years. 

 

Reclamation’s budget request also funds program activities that have an extremely robust non-

federal cost share, further leveraging federal dollars. We support the Administration’s funding 

request of $58.1 million for the WaterSMART Program, which includes cost sharing activities 

like the Title XVI Water Reuse and Recycling Program (1:3 match), WaterSMART Grants (1:1 

match), and the basin studies (1:1 match). 
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The Title XVI Water Reuse and Recycling Program and the WaterSMART Grants Program are 

models for doing “more with less.” Together, these programs have spurred more than $2 billion 

in non-federal funding for water supply improvements. While we support Reclamation’s request 

of $20.0 million for the Title XVI Program, Reclamation faces an active backlog of more than 

$300 million for authorized Title XVI projects, making this year’s funding request inadequate. 

Funding for WaterSMART Grants should be increased to help increase water supplies for 

communities facing drought. WaterSMART Projects are saving an estimated 616,000 acre-feet 

per year—enough water for more than 2.4 million people. 

 

We also support $112.5 million in funding to implement tribal water rights settlements and $36.5 

million for rural water projects that deliver potable water to tribal communities. Given that rural 

water projects are currently projected to take more than 50 years to complete at current funding 

levels, Reclamation should increase its funding request for these projects or find alternative 

funding sources to expedite project completion.   

 

Recognizing that most Reclamation Projects are at or approaching their engineering design life, 

we support the $58.3 million in funding for the Replacement, Additions, and Extraordinary 

Maintenance (RAX) Program and $88.1 million for the Dam Safety Program.  

 

Finally, we agree with the Majority’s purported desire to bring new funds to the federal Treasury 

to help pay down the national debt. For this reason, we believe there should be renewed focus on 

the outstanding $1.6 billion owed to the Bureau of Reclamation by irrigation districts. The $1.6 

billion owed for construction costs on water projects that have been completed for many decades 

could benefit the Treasury and potentially help fund other water projects, such as backlogged 

Title XVI projects that assist communities facing drought.  While the Majority claims that it is 

endless “study” that is delaying water projects, in reality it is a lack of funding. 

     

The Power Marketing Administrations 

 

Public power customers enjoy some of the lowest electricity rates in the world. Particularly in the 

West, businesses and consumers benefit greatly from this low-cost energy. While the PMAs 

operate largely off-budget (the Bonneville and Southeastern Power Administrations fund their 

operations entirely from power sales), the electricity they generate comes largely from public 

waters and hydropower facilities and is often transmitted via lines sited on public lands. The 

PMAs have a responsibility to ensure that their activities do not damage fish, wildlife, and 

landscapes valuable to all Americans. 

 

It is also important that PMAs be allowed to look for new renewable energy opportunities 

beyond hydropower. The potential for new wind and solar is nearly unlimited compared to 

hydroelectric generation. The additional borrowing authority secured by the Western Area Power 
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Administration in the 2009 American Recovery and Reinvestment Act has allowed it to 

participate in the development and construction of transmission projects designed to bring these 

new resources on line, and we support the continued use of that financing.  

 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

 

Considering the Fish and Wildlife Service’s broad mission (Service), it is telling that the 

Committee Majority included complaints about only two relatively minor issues in its budget 

views this year. We take this silence as tacit approval by the Majority of the Service’s approach 

to its major responsibilities, including protecting and recovering endangered and threatened 

species under the Endangered Species Act. Too often in the past we have heard the Majority rail 

against the Service for not recovering and delisting species fast enough, but we have heard little 

support for the funding necessary to do the job. We hope that the Committee Majority will join 

us this year in supporting the President’s requests to increase funding for species recovery and 

landscape conservation – particularly the addition $4 million for the sagebrush steppe ecosystem. 

 

We also support the Service’s requests to increase funding for National Wildlife Refuges. The 

Refuge System is beloved by hunters, fishermen, and other outdoor enthusiasts. In 2012, Refuges 

generated $2.4 billion in economic impacts and supported 35,000 jobs. They also serve a critical 

conservation function as banks of productivity and biodiversity – providing habitat for 

everything from the waterfowl hunters covet to unsung species that may one day aid in the 

discovery of lifesaving medicines. Pressures from development and climate change necessitate 

strategic expansion of the Refuge System to ensure its continued success. 

 

Finally, we strongly support the Service’s request to increase funding for the science 

underpinning management efforts. The Majority has often claimed to want more science in the 

decision-making process, but fundamentally misunderstands what constitutes the best available 

science. We hope the majority will abandon its anti-science agenda and its efforts to mislead the 

public, and join us in supporting truly better science that leads to better decisions. 

 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 

 

The Majority’s views show a clear lack of understanding of the importance of NOAA’s work to 

the American economy. Claiming the agency’s budget focuses too much on satellites is a 

throwback to the Republican Congressman elected twenty years ago  who asked, “Why do we 

need the National Weather Service when I can get my weather reports from the Weather 

Channel?” A failure to maintain and replace this critical infrastructure would cripple our weather 

forecasting systems and disrespect the intelligence and livelihoods of farmers, fishermen, and 

others who rely on these forecasts to stay safe and solvent.   
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The stark reality is that we need to make our coasts more resilient and our waters less corrosive. 

Industries as diverse as insurance, maritime transportation, and shellfish aquaculture agree that 

we must face the impacts of climate change. The small investments NOAA proposes for climate 

resiliency would save American taxpayers billions of dollars in the long term as coastal districts 

from Virginia to Louisiana become more vulnerable to rising sea levels. We agree with the 

Majority that more fisheries data is needed. It is clear to us, shellfish growers and the fishing 

industry that some of the most important data will be related to climate impacts on fish stocks 

and their habitat.  

 

On the National Ocean Policy (NOP), we remain perplexed by the Majority’s opposition to this 

common-sense, non-regulatory approach to reducing conflicts between ocean resources users. 

Ensuring that Federal agencies with responsibilities at sea are talking to each other and working 

together is unobjectionable.  The Majority’s attempts to scare people into believing the NOP 

creates burdensome new laws and regulations echo their corporate backers in the oil industry. 

 

We support NOAA’s requests to increase data collection and scientific analysis to support public 

safety, industry and conservation, as well as the request to fund construction of a new research 

vessel to help carry out these activities. However, we remain confused by NOAA’s continued 

insistence on cutting funding for key education initiatives such as the Sea Grant College 

Program.  The agency’s current efforts will not be sustained without a new generation of leaders. 

 

Office of Insular Affairs (OIA) 

 

The Obama Administration’s Fiscal Year 2016 budget provides a modest increase in funding for 

the Office of Insular Affairs (OIA) to help carry out their broad authority to provide for the 

special needs and address the concerns of the U.S.-affiliated insular areas. Given the continued 

serious economic concerns, and the related loss of population in the islands, we support the 

Administration’s FY 2016 budget request. It will allow OIA to provide the insular areas with 

much-needed assistance to help stabilize their economies and fiscal resources. 

 

However, we are concerned about the decrease in funding of Compact-Impact Discretionary 

funds, which signals the de-prioritization of Compact-Impact in the face of the increasing 

challenges that affected jurisdictions face in providing social services to Compact migrants. 

COFA population trends have made the cost of providing services to COFA migrants 

unsustainable, and we believe that Compact-Impact should explicitly remain a top priority for 

OIA.  
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Bureau of Ocean Energy Management/Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement 

 

The Majority expresses concern about the state of offshore energy development, complaining 

about a lack of access, too few lease sales, and an “oncoming avalanche of federal regulations.” 

In fact, the Administration is aggressively expanding offshore drilling–too aggressively, given 

the lessons learned from Deepwater Horizon and Shell’s failures in the Arctic in 2012. The 

recently released draft leasing program for 2017-2022 would make nearly 317 million acres–

containing 77 percent of the total oil and gas resources on the Outer Continental Shelf–available 

for leasing, an increase of nearly 100 million acres from the current leasing program. This huge 

swath of additional acreage includes ill-advised lease sales off the Atlantic Coast, which puts the 

entire Eastern Seaboard at risk of a catastrophic oil spill that would devastate the region’s fishing 

and tourism economies. The proposed program continues to offer nearly 120 million acres in the 

Arctic Ocean for lease, despite the high spill risk and the fact that neither drilling technology nor 

oil spill recovery technology is adequate for this pristine, remote, harsh, and unforgiving 

environment.  

 

Meanwhile, the flurry of offshore drilling activity in recent years–which the Energy Information 

Administration predicts will result in record levels of offshore oil production next year–has 

proceeded without appropriate new regulations being enacted in the wake of the Deepwater 

Horizon disaster. In December 2011, the National Academy of Engineering released a report 

pointing to the blowout preventer as one of the root causes of the spill and recommended an 

“enhanced regulatory approach,” including redesigning, rigorously testing, and better 

maintaining blowout preventers. More than three years later, those regulations have not even 

been proposed. The forthcoming Arctic regulations, meanwhile, are merely lipstick on a pig.  

Shell has demonstrated very clearly that that drilling cannot be done safely in the Arctic. The 

only “safe” way to drill in the Arctic is not to drill at all.  

 

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement 

 

The Majority takes the Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement (OSMRE) to 

task for its attempts to write a rule to protect Appalachian streams from the devastating impacts 

of mountaintop removal mining. The Majority neglects to mention that one of the reasons 

OSMRE has spent so much money and been so delayed in the rulemaking process is because of 

the need to continually respond to investigatory requests from the Majority. A DOI Inspector 

General report directly refuted the Majority’s allegations, finding no evidence of improper 

political influence in the rulemaking process. With the courts having thrown out the Bush 

Administration Stream Buffer Zone rule, OSMRE should be encouraged to complete this 

important rulemaking as quickly as possible. 
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The Administration proposes to use $1 billion from the Abandoned Mine Land Fund in order to 

accelerate abandoned coalmine cleanup and help revitalize Appalachian communities that have 

been hurt in recent years by the increased use of natural gas and Western federal coal for electric 

generation. We support the Administration’s proposals, but believe there should also be longer-

term solutions to support Appalachian communities, in part by addressing the unfair subsidies 

that Western coal producers receive through systematically undervalued federal coal. 

 

Bureau of Land Management 

 

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) manages lands that provide recreation, wildlife 

viewing, hunting, and fishing opportunities to nearly 60 million Americans. More than one in six 

Americans live within 25 miles of these public lands. Reading the Majority’s Views and 

Estimates might lead some to the conclusion that these lands are just a vast expanse of untapped 

oil, natural gas, and minerals that should be managed by commercial interests to fund state 

governments. In fact, one-tenth of BLM lands, the crown jewels, are protected through the 

National Landscape Conservation System (NLCS). Even though they represent a tenth of the 

land base, the NLCS system generates one in three of the BLM’s recreation visits. Investing in 

conserving these lands is both proper stewardship for the future and money well spent. 

   

The Majority also grouses about Department of the Interior efforts related to sage grouse 

conservation. The investment in sage grouse conservation efforts, including the planning process, 

will help insulate the BLM and other land management agencies from future litigation associated 

with the protection of this game species. 

   

The Majority takes issue with the common-sense proposal to begin collecting a fee for 

conducting inspections of onshore oil and gas operations, similar to the fee currently collected 

for offshore oil and gas inspections. The fee would force the industry, which enjoys the benefits 

of producing federal oil and gas resources from public lands, to pay the cost of conducting the 

oversight necessary to ensure their safe operations. In addition to getting industry to pay its fair 

share, the plan would ensure that BLM has the resources it needs to maintain a robust and 

comprehensive inspection program. Giving certain companies and industries special breaks is 

exactly what the Majority claims to resent about federal policy. We find their continued support 

for numerous loopholes and exemptions hypocritical at best.  

 

The Obama Administration is actively developing renewable energy on public lands, having 

approved 52 utility-scale renewable energy projects with a total capacity of 14,000 megawatts. If 

built as approved, these projects would create 21,000 jobs and power 4.8 million homes. The 

majority of this new capacity has come from solar; there are 29 approved solar projects, with 6 

operational units producing 1,500 megawatts, and another 17 sites totaling 4,000 megawatts of 

capacity slated to come online in 2015. This aggressive renewable energy policy is a vast 
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improvement over prior administrations, which collectively approved only one-tenth of today’s 

total capacity. With these projects, DOI is on track to reach its goal of permitting 20,000 

megawatts by 2020 under President Obama’s Climate Action Plan. We support this goal, as well 

as the high priority placed on renewable energy development in the DOI budget. We cannot help 

but notice that the Majority voices no support for the administration’s climate impact reduction 

efforts. Ignoring the most pressing public policy issue confronting DOI and arguably the nation 

is not responsible leadership. 

 

U.S. Forest Service 

 

The U.S. Forest Service is responsible for managing 193 million acres of national forests and 

grasslands. These areas provide clean air and water, energy, wood products, wildlife habitat, and 

opportunities for outdoor recreation. These forests are home to many ski areas, hallowed hunting 

spots, groundwater sources for rural communities, and recreation retreats.    

 

The Majority claims that the U.S. Forest Service is not seriously addressing threats to the future 

of our public forests. The reality is that until Congress gets serious about providing funding to 

address catastrophic wildfire, the Forest Service will never be able to address forest health and 

wildfire risk threats in our forests adequately. The claim that we can, or should, turn our public 

forests into commercial operations is simply wrong. Under previous proposals supported by the 

Majority, the Forest Service would need to increase logging by a factor of 15 to provide stable 

revenue-sharing to rural counties. Even if Congress were to mandate this logging level, the costs 

to ramp up to a program this large would be enormous. Making repeated demands for more 

extraction and exploitation without accounting for the new pressures it would put on our public 

lands is irresponsible.  

 

National Park Service 

 

The Majority’s Views and Estimates express concern that the National Park Service (NPS) is 

diverting resources away from existing parks into “projects” that do not further the NPS’ 

essential mission. It is important to note that NPS is not authorized to create new parks or expand 

existing parks without express Congressional authorization. To the extent the Majority is 

concerned about the impacts of new parks on the existing backlog, they should perhaps review 

their authorization role. The American public continues to support expanded conservation and 

recreation. Responding to a steady demand from Members of both parties, the Congress 

authorizes new site studies, creates new parks, and designates memorials and commemorations. 

Pretending this authority doesn’t exist won’t reduce the public demand for access to federal 

lands.  
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Moreover, it is important to distinguish between the ongoing needs for NPS operations and the 

growing need for maintenance. Like our highways and bridges, NPS infrastructure requires 

continued funding just to address wear and tear. Over the past decade, the total budget for NPS 

has declined by nearly half a billion dollars. Minimal increases in funding for park operations do 

nothing to address a multi-billion-dollar backlog in critical park infrastructure maintenance.  As 

we approach the 2016 centennial of America’s Best Idea, our National Park System, we have 

concerns about the adequacy of the infrastructure to support such a celebration.   

 

 

Full Funding for Land and Water Conservation Fund 

 

Nearly 50 years ago, Congress enacted the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965. This 

law requires that a small portion of the enormous profits generated from oil and gas leasing on 

the Federal Outer Continental Shelf are deposited in the Land and Water Conservation Fund. The 

Fund is authorized to receive $900 million annually through the end of this fiscal year. 

According to the Congressional Research Service, roughly $33.5 billion has been credited to the 

Fund but only $15.8 billion has been appropriated, leaving a nearly $18 billion unappropriated 

balance on paper.   

 

Expenditures from the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) are central to consolidating 

public land ownership and acquiring habitat for imperiled fish and wildlife. Full funding for 

LWCF would allow the Fund to achieve its full potential and provide a powerful weapon against 

climate change. The State and Local Grants Program provides crucial support for state and local 

parks across the country. 

   

We ask the Budget Committee to support reauthorization of this critical and widely supported 

program and fund the program at the full $900 million as intended nearly 50 years ago.   

 

Potential Budget Savings 

 

A thorough review of Natural Resources Committee budget jurisdiction reveals a broad range of 

possibilities offering significant potential to reduce our nation’s deficit without threatening our 

environment. 

 

Reform of the General Mining Law of 1872:  This 19
th

 century law allows the purchase of 

valuable public lands at 1872 prices and removal of valuable minerals, including gold, silver and 

uranium, from public lands without any royalty payment to American taxpayers. According to a 

Congressional Budget Office analysis in 2007, when gold prices were significantly lower, even a 

4 percent royalty on existing claims would result in more than $300 million in proceeds to the 

public over a 10-year period. 
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Abandoned Hardrock Mine Lands Fee: According to the Environmental Protection Agency and 

the Congressional Research Service, there are more than 500,000 abandoned mine locations 

(AMLs) on public and private lands in the United States, with approximately 100,000 sites on 

BLM and Forest Service lands. Cleanup of these abandoned gold, silver, and other mines is 

currently paid for by taxpayers rather than the mining industry. The Obama Administration has 

proposed a reclamation fee for material displaced during hardrock mining operations. The 

Administration projects that this proposal would raise $1.8 billion over 10 years. Implementing 

this fee would lower discretionary spending on mine cleanups for which taxpayers currently foot 

the entire bill. 

 

Onshore Oil and Gas Reforms: The Administration is proposing a set of reforms to ensure that 

the American people are getting their fair share for the development of public resources. 

Increasing onshore royalty rates, incentivizing diligent development, improving revenue 

collection, and repealing unnecessary royalty relief, among other reforms, would bring in an 

estimated $2.5 billion over 10 years, according to the Department of the Interior. 

 

Repeal GOMESA Revenue Sharing: The Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act (GOMESA) of 

2006 (P.L. 109-432) provides 37.5 percent of qualified revenues from oil and gas production on 

public lands offshore in the Gulf to Alabama, Louisiana, Mississippi and Texas. Pursuant to the 

law, the amount of revenue due those four states will increase dramatically beginning in Fiscal 

Year 2017. The Administration proposes to repeal this revenue sharing authority beginning in 

Fiscal Year 2018 and use the revenue for national purposes. The Outer Continental Shelf belongs 

to all Americans, not individual states, and we believe that the revenue should be used to benefit 

all Americans. Coastal restoration efforts in the Gulf are going to be funded by billions of dollars 

of BP Clean Water Act penalties pursuant to the RESTORE Act. We are committed to Gulf 

restoration efforts and believe that additional coastal restoration funding should be provided 

through the appropriations process as necessary after the effectiveness of RESTORE Act funding 

is determined. 

  

Implement Onshore Oil and Gas Inspection Fees: The Administration has proposed establishing 

inspection fees for onshore oil and gas operations in order to help fund the BLM’s oil and gas 

program. The fee is estimated to generate approximately $48 million in FY15.  

 

Repeal Tax Breaks for Oil and Gas Companies: While the various tax provisions benefitting 

large oil companies are not within the jurisdiction of the Natural Resources Committee, it is 

important to note that repeal of these provisions could add nearly $44 billion to the Treasury over 

10 years. 
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Competitive Leasing for Solar and Wind: The administration is working on a set of rules that 

would change the solar and wind siting process from first-come first-served to a competitive 

application. This change could increase revenues by millions of dollars. A single pilot 

competitive lease sale in Fiscal Year 2014 brought in $5.8 million in high bids, an attractive 

figure next to the $10.6 million paid in 2013 for all solar and wind rights-of-way. This process 

would also focus development in areas the BLM evaluates as having a lower environmental 

impact. 

 

[Signatures] 


