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PARTICIPANTS

Organizations:
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· National Resources Defense Council
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· Rep. Sherwood Boehlert (R-NY)

· Rep. George Miller (D-CA)
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· Rep. Don Young (R-AK) – Chair, House Resources Committee

· Sen. Jeff Bingaman (D-NM) – Ranking Member, Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee

· Sen. Mary Landrieu (D-LA)

· Sen. Frank Murkowski (R-AK) – Chair, Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee

Agency Officials:

· John Berry, Assistant Secretary for Policy, Management and Budget, Department of Interior (Clinton administration)

White House Officials and Offices:

· President Clinton

· John Podesta, White House Chief of Staff (Clinton Administration)

· Council on Environmental Quality (www.whitehouse.gov/ceq/)

VENUES

Agencies:

· Department of Interior (especially at the Secretary and Undersecretary levels)

· National Park Service

· Forest Service (it’s in the Department of Agriculture)

· White House

Congress:

· House Resources Committee

· Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee

White House:

· Council on Environmental Quality (www.whitehouse.gov/ceq/)

· Office of Management and Budget, Executive Office of the President

SUMMARY

As I understand it, this issue is about a number of related proposals to provide permanent and mandatory funding for a series of conservation programs.  The core program of this type is the Land and Water Conservation Fund.  This is a program that provides federal funds for land acquisition for recreation.  Even though there seems to be a belief that Congress intended for the LWCF to be permanently funded, its current funding is dependent upon an annual appropriation (some of the funds for the LWCF come from revenues from drilling for oil and gas on the Outer Continental Shelf, revenues also used to provide coastal impact assistance funds to states for damage done during drilling).  The various proposals – almost all of which have some variant of the title Conservation and Reinvestment Act – would provide permanent funds of some sort for the LCWF, coastal impact assistance, and state fish and wildlife agencies.  There’s disagreement about doing any sort of mandatory funding, and there’s also disagreement about the myriad CARA proposals because some provide more money for coastal impact assistance than others, some have specific guidelines associated with the funding while others don’t (e.g., fish and wildlife agencies don’t have to spend the dollars on species protection), and so on.  Property rights advocates oppose the land acquisition component of the CARA proposals.  Importantly, President Clinton’s Lands Legacy Initiative is related closely to some of the CARA proposals.

