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May 6,2025

Hon. Bruce Westerman, Chairman
House Committee on Natural Resources
I324Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20525

Hon. Jared Huffman, Ranking Member
House Committee on Natural Resources
1324 Longworth House Offi ce Building
Washington, D.C. 20525

Re: Committee Energy and NEPA Reform provisions - Budget Reconciliation Fiscal Year 2025

Dear Chairman Westerman and Ranking Member Huffman:

I am writing on behalf of the Southern Ute Indian Tribe ("Tribe") to express our support
for statutory changes calling for regular, consistent federal lease sales in the Gulf. We also
generally support revisions to the National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA") that would
facilitate more efficient and timely completion of Environmental Assessments and
Environmental Impact Statements. We appreciate the Committee's efforts and the work of its
subcommittees to address these critical issues.

The Tribe has long been a leader among Indian tribes in the area of energy development,
with operations not only on our Reservation, but across the Nation, including in the Gulf. The
Tribe supports legislation that encourages additional, responsible energy development in this
region.

We would also like to ofTer specific comments on Section 801 51 of the current print
version of the Committee's Budget Reconciliation provisions, pertaining to the proposed Section
112 of NEPA. For many years the Tribe has advocated changes in NEPA that would reduce

challenges to the adequacy of NEPA documentation and provide greater certainty to reasoned

agency decisions approving proposed projects. While the Tribe agrees that heightened standards
to challenge NEPA documents are necessary, w€ do not support the complete removal of
administrative and judicial review under Section ll2(c), for a "project sponsor," who has paid a

fee equal to 125%o of the anticipated cost of NEPA document preparation. As alternatives for
your consideration, the Tribe suggests:

Modifring the standards under which NEPA documents may be challenged more
broadly, not just NEPA documents prepared where there is a "project sponsor" (i.e., not
just under the proposed Section I l2(c)).
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a Limiting standing to challenge NEPA documents (i.e., EAs, EISs, FONSIs, RODs) to
only those parties who can, by clear and convincing evidence, demonstrate that they are

likely to experience a direct and tangible injury from the federal action triggering NEPA;
and that generalized grievances or speculative injuries are not sufficient to establish
standing to challenge NEPA documents.

As a federally recognized Indian tribe with substantial trust property located within our
Reservation, we know how delays in preparation of NEPA documents by federal agencies can
result in lost opportunities in the energy sector. We have often commented that Indian lands
should not be treated as if they are public lands, and environmental review applicable to federal
actions supported by our Tribe's governing body involving the Tribe's lands, should be subject
to extremely limited challenge. Moreover, where NEPA would not be triggered but for the fact
that lands are held in trust by the United States for the benefit of an Indian Tribe, standing to
challenge NEPA documents should be limited to that Indian Tribe, its members, or a project
sponsor. Although the pending legislation does not currently address revisions of NEPA review
relative to Indian lands, we look forward to continued discussion with the Committee on this
issue.

We look forward to discussing this with you when we are visiting in Washington, D.C. this
week.

Melvin J. Baker
Chairman
Southern Ute Indian Tribe


