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Conversation Contents
FW: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI change on Nov 2

Attachments:

/1. FW: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI change on Nov 2/1.1 Press
Guidance EITI US participation change 20171031 ENR draft.docx
/1. FW: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI change on Nov 2/6.1 Press
Guidance EITI US participation change 20171031 ENR draft v2 jm.docx
/1. FW: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI change on Nov 2/9.1 Press
Guidance EITI US participation change 20171031 ENR draft v2 jm.docx

" @state.gov>

From: " @state.gov>
Sent: Tue Oct 31 2017 13:01:34 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To:
"Badaracco, Heidi (heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov)"
<heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>, "Judith Wilson
(judith.wilson@onrr.gov)" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

CC: @state.gov>

Subject: FW: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI change
on Nov 2

Attachments: Press Guidance EITI US participation change 20171031 ENR
draft.docx

Hello Heide and Judy,

Greetings from the State Department!  

As a follow-up to yesterday’s phone conference, I’ve attached State’s draft Press Guidance for your
clearance.  Not long ago I sent this draft out to the wider State audience, and we have already begun to
receive positive responses.

Please let us know when you clear this draft, and we’ll be one step closer to November 2nd.  

Best regards,

Spokesperson,
Bureau of Energy Resources
U.S. Department of State
 
Official 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
From:  
Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 2:42 PM
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Heidi Badaracco
Public Affairs
ITOC, ONRR
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434

On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Wilson, Judith <judith.wilson@onrr.gov> wrote:
Clear from my perspective, with the following revisions:

·       The Data Portal will remain open and can be viewed at:   https://useiti.doi.gov. 
[source: Q and A]

The new URL will be revenuedata.doi.gov; however, it is not active yet, it will be later in the day on
November2.

·       The Department of the Interior will continue to highlight industry’s financial
contributions to the U.S. Government and the national and state level distribution of
those resources, including the revenues generated by royalties, rents and bonuses [delete
"and taxes"].  [source: Q and A]

On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 3:01 PM, @state.gov> wrote:
Hello Heide and Judy,

Greetings from the State Department!  

As a follow-up to yesterday’s phone conference, I’ve attached State’s draft Press Guidance for your
clearance.  Not long ago I sent this draft out to the wider State audience, and we have already begun
to receive positive responses.

Please let us know when you clear this draft, and we’ll be one step closer to November 2nd.  

Best regards,

Spokesperson,
Bureau of Energy Resources
U.S. Department of State
 
Official 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
From:  
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(b) (6)

(b) (6)





From: " @state.gov>
Sent: Tue Oct 31 2017 14:46:16 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Badaracco, Heidi" <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>, "Wilson, Judith"
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

CC: " @state.gov>

Subject: RE: FW: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI
change on Nov 2

Thank you, Heidi.

Without DOI in the picture, it seemed unfair to continue without deleting at least one “I” from the EITI
label.

I’ll restore EITI to its original form.  J 

 
From: Badaracco, Heidi [mailto:heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 4:36 PM
To: Wilson, Judith
Cc: 
Subject: Re: FW: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI change on Nov 2
 
Clear from my perspective, as well, except it appears that there is an "I" missing on page 4, 4th paragraph.
Should be EITI, not EIT. 
 
Thank you

Heidi Badaracco
Public Affairs
ITOC, ONRR
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434
 
 
 
On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Wilson, Judith <judith.wilson@onrr.gov> wrote:
Clear from my perspective, with the following revisions:

 

·       The Data Portal will remain open and can be viewed at:   https://useiti.doi.gov. 
[source: Q and A]

The new URL will be revenuedata.doi.gov; however, it is not active yet, it will be later in

the day on November2.

 

·       The Department of the Interior will continue to highlight industry’s financial
contributions to the U.S. Government and the national and state level distribution of those
resources, including the revenues generated by royalties, rents and bonuses [delete "and
taxes"].  [source: Q and A]
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Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,

Spokesperson,
Bureau of Energy Resources
 
 
Official 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager
Information and Data Management Program
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
 

" @state.gov>

From: " @state.gov>
Sent: Tue Oct 31 2017 15:19:22 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

CC:
"Badaracco, Heidi (heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov)"
<heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>, "

@state.gov>

Subject: RE: FW: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI
change on Nov 2

Thank you, Judy.

I added a note on the new URL.  Also, I deleted the reference to taxes.

Best regards,

 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 3:49 PM
To: 
Cc: Badaracco, Heidi (heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov); 
Subject: Re: FW: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI change on Nov 2
 
Clear from my perspective, with the following revisions:

 

·       The Data Portal will remain open and can be viewed at:   https://useiti.doi.gov. 
[source: Q and A]
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Greetings colleagues,

You are invited to a Quick Clearance of the attached Press Guidance on the Nov 2 announcement by
Department of Interior regarding U.S. withdrawal from domestic EITI (State will remain engaged on the
international level).

Deadline for first clearance phase:  COB today

Note:  99% of the text has already been cleared, and was drawn from either the 17 STATE 108322 cable,
the cleared (but, unreleased) ENR op-ed, or from the USEITI previously prepared Qs and As.  Each
paragraph has been sourced for your convenience, and any edits  or changes are clearly noted.

Press Guidance Clearance Timeline

ENR/PAPD clearances : done
Bureau lateral clearances:  COB today
7th Floor and NSC/DOI clearances:  WED morning
Pre-brief to SPOX:  WED (TBD)
Press Guidance to PA: WED afternoon
Dept of Interior official notification to EITI:  THU a.m. (very early)

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,

Spokesperson,
Bureau of Energy Resources
 
 
Official 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager
Information and Data Management Program
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>

From: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Sent: Wed Nov 01 2017 13:39:05 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mashburn, Lori" <lori_mashburn@ios.doi.gov>, Laura Rigas
<laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>
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--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager
Information and Data Management Program
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

" @state.gov>

From: @state.gov>
Sent: Wed Nov 01 2017 13:43:33 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, "Mazzarella, James A.
EOP/NSC" <

CC:
"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>, 

@state.gov>, Heidi Badaracco
<heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>

Subject: RE: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI change
on Nov 2

Excellent!

In the meantime, I will need to reach out to State’s Office of the Spokesperson to let them know where
we stand on the press guidance.  The twice weekly press briefing will be held as scheduled tomorrow. 

Thanks,

 
From: Gould, Greg [mailto:greg.gould@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 3:40 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
Cc:  Wilson, Judith; ; Pacific, Erik (DCHA/DRG/GROL);
Lewis, Jennifer E (CBP); Heidi Badaracco
Subject: Re: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI change on Nov 2
 
I have shared this with DOI leadership, I'll let you know if they have any concerns, comments, or edits.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.
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Note:  99% of the text has already been cleared, and was drawn from either the 17 STATE 108322 cable,
the cleared (but, unreleased) ENR op-ed, or from the USEITI previously prepared Qs and As.  Each
paragraph has been sourced for your convenience, and any edits  or changes are clearly noted.

Press Guidance Clearance Timeline

ENR/PAPD clearances : done
Bureau lateral clearances:  COB today
7th Floor and NSC/DOI clearances:  WED morning
Pre-brief to SPOX:  WED (TBD)
Press Guidance to PA: WED afternoon
Dept of Interior official notification to EITI:  THU a.m. (very early)

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,

Spokesperson,
Bureau of Energy Resources
 
 
Official 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager
Information and Data Management Program
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
 

"Rigas, Laura" <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>

From: "Rigas, Laura" <laura_rigas@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Wed Nov 01 2017 13:54:36 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>

CC: "Mashburn, Lori" <lori_mashburn@ios.doi.gov>, Judith Wilson
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Subject: Re: FOR QUICK CLEARANCE: Press Guidance USEITI change
on Nov 2

Thanks, Greg! 
Yes, I do have a problem with State's talkers and appreciate your bringing them to our attention.
They are not in sync with our talkers. 
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(b) (6)























































Program Manager
Information and Data Management Program
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
 



Label: "ONRR/FOIA Request EITI/FOIA
Request, OS-2018-00350"

Created by:judith.wilson@onrr.gov

Total Messages in label:106 (11 conversations)

Created: 01-30-2018 at 15:18 PM





From: Sam Bartlett [mailto:SBartlett@eiti.org] 
Sent: Monday, October 09, 2017 11:47 AM
To:  Greg Gould (Greg.Gould@onrr.gov)
Cc: Judith Wilson (judith.wilson@onrr.gov); ; Jonas Moberg
Subject: USEITI Update
 
Dear  and Greg,
 
Greetings from Oslo. With the EITI Board meeting in Manila at the end of the month, it would be
good to take stock on the outlook for the USEITI. I attach below the entry we have prepared for
our Implementation Progress Report (IPR). There will surely be questions from Board members
in Manila about the next steps. As we have highlighted previously, the lack of a functioning MSG
may lead to calls for the US to be suspended. While it seems unlikely that the Board would take
such a step in Manila, the situation is becoming increasingly untenable. If the US does decide to
withdraw, it would be good if we could coordinate messaging on this.
 
If a call would be useful this week to take stock, please let us know a time that would suit.
 
Regards
Sam & Jonas
 
IPR entry – United States
 

The United States government is considering withdrawing from the EITI. The MSG has
not met since February, as the Department of Interior (DOI) has suspended all Federal
Advisory Committee Act (FACA) meetings and activities pending a review by Interior’s
new leadership[1]. MSG members have continued to discuss the outlook for the EITI
informally. CSO representatives have expressed strong concerns with the process and
actions of the other parties[2].
 
On 14 February 2017, the President of the United States Donald Trump signed into law
Congressional action to disapprove the SEC Rules on Dodd Frank 1504. It was hoped
that the implementation of the SEC rule would address the challenges regarding
company participation in the EITI process, especially with respect to corporate income
tax. In the last EITI Report, only seven of 38 applicable companies consented to disclose
and reconcile income tax data. While a new rule may be issued, it is clear that most
companies will not disclose data voluntarily.
 
The DOI continues to work on the 2017 Report (covering 2016 data). The DOI has made
excellent progress in mainstreaming full government disclosure of non-tax revenues
through the US-EITI data portal[3], including several innovations that exceed the EITI
requirements, including county level case studies, new information about the Abandoned
Mine Land Reclamation Program, and detailed review of audit and assurance practices
and controls in the United States. However, the 2017 report is also problematic:
 

1. There is no reporting from companies, no reconciliation, and no assessment
from an Independent Administrator as per the EITI Standard. While it may be
possible to argue that company reporting and reconciliation are already done
routinely (making the work of the Independent Administrator redundant), this
approach would require a mainstreaming application endorsed by the MSG and
the EITI Board prior to the publication of the report.
 
2. There’s no pathway for meeting the EITI’s requirements regarding reporting of
income corporate income tax.
 
3. The Report won’t be an MSG approved document.

 
In light of these developments, most stakeholders appear to agree that that the process

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)







Board members in Manila about the next steps. As we have highlighted previously, the lack of
a functioning MSG may lead to calls for the US to be suspended. While it seems unlikely that
the Board would take such a step in Manila, the situation is becoming increasingly untenable.
If the US does decide to withdraw, it would be good if we could coordinate messaging on this.
 
If a call would be useful this week to take stock, please let us know a time that would suit.
 
Regards
Sam & Jonas
 
IPR entry – United States
 

The United States government is considering withdrawing from the EITI. The MSG has
not met since February, as the Department of Interior (DOI) has suspended all Federal
Advisory Committee Act (FACA) meetings and activities pending a review by Interior’s
new leadership[1]. MSG members have continued to discuss the outlook for the EITI
informally. CSO representatives have expressed strong concerns with the process and
actions of the other parties[2].
 
On 14 February 2017, the President of the United States Donald Trump signed into law
Congressional action to disapprove the SEC Rules on Dodd Frank 1504. It was hoped
that the implementation of the SEC rule would address the challenges regarding
company participation in the EITI process, especially with respect to corporate income
tax. In the last EITI Report, only seven of 38 applicable companies consented to
disclose and reconcile income tax data. While a new rule may be issued, it is clear that
most companies will not disclose data voluntarily.
 
The DOI continues to work on the 2017 Report (covering 2016 data). The DOI has
made excellent progress in mainstreaming full government disclosure of non-tax
revenues through the US-EITI data portal[3], including several innovations that exceed
the EITI requirements, including county level case studies, new information about the
Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Program, and detailed review of audit and
assurance practices and controls in the United States. However, the 2017 report is
also problematic:
 

1. There is no reporting from companies, no reconciliation, and no assessment
from an Independent Administrator as per the EITI Standard. While it may be
possible to argue that company reporting and reconciliation are already done
routinely (making the work of the Independent Administrator redundant), this
approach would require a mainstreaming application endorsed by the MSG and
the EITI Board prior to the publication of the report.
 
2. There’s no pathway for meeting the EITI’s requirements regarding reporting
of income corporate income tax.
 
3. The Report won’t be an MSG approved document.

 
In light of these developments, most stakeholders appear to agree that that the
process should be discontinued. While the government is considering withdrawing from
the EITI, the timeframe for a decision is unclear.

 
 
Samuel R Bartlett, PhD
Technical Director
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) International Secretariat
 
Phone: +47 9026 7530
New address: Skippergate 22, 0154, Oslo, Norway
Email: sbartlett@eiti.org
Web: www.eiti.org







 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
From: Sam Bartlett [mailto:SBartlett@eiti.org] 
Sent: Monday, October 09, 2017 11:47 AM
To: ; Greg Gould (Greg.Gould@onrr.gov)
Cc: Judith Wilson (judith.wilson@onrr.gov); ; Jonas Moberg
Subject: USEITI Update
 
Dear  and Greg,
 
Greetings from Oslo. With the EITI Board meeting in Manila at the end of the month, it would
be good to take stock on the outlook for the USEITI. I attach below the entry we have
prepared for our Implementation Progress Report (IPR). There will surely be questions from
Board members in Manila about the next steps. As we have highlighted previously, the lack of
a functioning MSG may lead to calls for the US to be suspended. While it seems unlikely that
the Board would take such a step in Manila, the situation is becoming increasingly untenable.
If the US does decide to withdraw, it would be good if we could coordinate messaging on this.
 
If a call would be useful this week to take stock, please let us know a time that would suit.
 
Regards
Sam & Jonas
 
IPR entry – United States
 

The United States government is considering withdrawing from the EITI. The MSG has
not met since February, as the Department of Interior (DOI) has suspended all Federal
Advisory Committee Act (FACA) meetings and activities pending a review by Interior’s
new leadership[1]. MSG members have continued to discuss the outlook for the EITI
informally. CSO representatives have expressed strong concerns with the process and
actions of the other parties[2].
 
On 14 February 2017, the President of the United States Donald Trump signed into law
Congressional action to disapprove the SEC Rules on Dodd Frank 1504. It was hoped
that the implementation of the SEC rule would address the challenges regarding
company participation in the EITI process, especially with respect to corporate income
tax. In the last EITI Report, only seven of 38 applicable companies consented to
disclose and reconcile income tax data. While a new rule may be issued, it is clear that
most companies will not disclose data voluntarily.
 
The DOI continues to work on the 2017 Report (covering 2016 data). The DOI has
made excellent progress in mainstreaming full government disclosure of non-tax
revenues through the US-EITI data portal[3], including several innovations that exceed
the EITI requirements, including county level case studies, new information about the
Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Program, and detailed review of audit and
assurance practices and controls in the United States. However, the 2017 report is
also problematic:
 

1. There is no reporting from companies, no reconciliation, and no assessment
from an Independent Administrator as per the EITI Standard. While it may be
possible to argue that company reporting and reconciliation are already done
routinely (making the work of the Independent Administrator redundant), this
approach would require a mainstreaming application endorsed by the MSG and
the EITI Board prior to the publication of the report.
 
2. There’s no pathway for meeting the EITI’s requirements regarding reporting
of income corporate income tax.
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3. The Report won’t be an MSG approved document.
 
In light of these developments, most stakeholders appear to agree that that the
process should be discontinued. While the government is considering withdrawing from
the EITI, the timeframe for a decision is unclear.

 
 
Samuel R Bartlett, PhD
Technical Director
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) International Secretariat
 
Phone: +47 9026 7530
New address: Skippergate 22, 0154, Oslo, Norway
Email: sbartlett@eiti.org
Web: www.eiti.org
Twitter: @SamuelRBartlett and @EITIorg
 

en signature (002)

 

[1] https://www.usbr.gov/uc/rm/amp/twg/mtgs/17apr20/Attach_12b.pdf

[2] http://www.pogo.org/our-work/letters/2017/pogo-and-colleagues-object-to-actions.html 
http://www.pwypusa.org/pwyp-news/useiti-cso-statement-march-20-2017/   
http://www.pwypusa.org/interior-inspector-general-misses-chance-to-help-save-useiti/

[3] https://useiti.doi.gov/

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" <

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"

Sent: Tue Oct 10 2017 11:31:47 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To:
Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>, "Gould, Greg"
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>, 

@state.gov>
@state.gov>, "
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Advisory Committee Act (FACA) meetings and activities pending a review by Interior’s
new leadership[1]. MSG members have continued to discuss the outlook for the EITI
informally. CSO representatives have expressed strong concerns with the process and
actions of the other parties[2].
 
On 14 February 2017, the President of the United States Donald Trump signed into law
Congressional action to disapprove the SEC Rules on Dodd Frank 1504. It was hoped
that the implementation of the SEC rule would address the challenges regarding
company participation in the EITI process, especially with respect to corporate income
tax. In the last EITI Report, only seven of 38 applicable companies consented to
disclose and reconcile income tax data. While a new rule may be issued, it is clear that
most companies will not disclose data voluntarily.
 
The DOI continues to work on the 2017 Report (covering 2016 data). The DOI has
made excellent progress in mainstreaming full government disclosure of non-tax
revenues through the US-EITI data portal[3], including several innovations that exceed
the EITI requirements, including county level case studies, new information about the
Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Program, and detailed review of audit and
assurance practices and controls in the United States. However, the 2017 report is also
problematic:
 

1. There is no reporting from companies, no reconciliation, and no assessment
from an Independent Administrator as per the EITI Standard. While it may be
possible to argue that company reporting and reconciliation are already done
routinely (making the work of the Independent Administrator redundant), this
approach would require a mainstreaming application endorsed by the MSG and
the EITI Board prior to the publication of the report.
 
2. There’s no pathway for meeting the EITI’s requirements regarding reporting of
income corporate income tax.
 
3. The Report won’t be an MSG approved document.

 
In light of these developments, most stakeholders appear to agree that that the
process should be discontinued. While the government is considering withdrawing from
the EITI, the timeframe for a decision is unclear.

 
 
Samuel R Bartlett, PhD
Technical Director
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) International Secretariat
 
Phone: +47 9026 7530
New address: Skippergate 22, 0154, Oslo, Norway
Email: sbartlett@eiti.org
Web: >www.eiti.org<
Twitter: @SamuelRBartlett and @EITIorg
 

en signature (002)

 



[1] >https://www.usbr.gov/uc/rm/amp</twg/mtgs/17apr20/Attach_12b.pdf

[2] >http://www.pogo.org/our-work/l<etters/2017/pogo-and-colleagues-object-to-actions.html 
>http://www.pwypusa.org/pwyp-ne<ws/useiti-cso-statement-march-20-2017/   
>http://www.pwypusa.org/interio<r-inspector-general-misses-chance-to-help-save-useiti/

[3] >https://useiti.doi.gov/<
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Conversation Contents
EITI cable to posts

Attachments:

/6. EITI cable to posts/1.1 USEITI Withdrawal Cable to Posts.docx
/6. EITI cable to posts/8.1 USEITI Withdrawal Cable to Posts.docx
/6. EITI cable to posts/9.1 COMMS Roll Out Plan_08-23-12.doc
/6. EITI cable to posts/9.2 Draft Communication Plan - EITI Report (1).docx
/6. EITI cable to posts/11.1 USEITI Withdrawal Cable to
Posts_JLewis_09.29.17_Clean.docx
/6. EITI cable to posts/11.2 USEITI Withdrawal Cable to
Posts_JLewis_09.29.17_Redlined.docx
/6. EITI cable to posts/15.1 Sample CommsPlan F Quimby.docx
/6. EITI cable to posts/18.1 drft comms Q & A 9_29_17.docx
/6. EITI cable to posts/21.1 drft comms Q & A 9_29_17.docx

@state.gov>

From: " @state.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 29 2017 06:35:51 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Lewis, Jennifer" <jenlewis@usaid.gov>, "'Greg Gould'"
<Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>, Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Subject: EITI cable to posts
Attachments: USEITI Withdrawal Cable to Posts.docx

I’m still getting edits from corners of the State Department, but I want to give you a crack at this now.
 
There’s been strong interest in our regional bureaus to give posts one or two sentences on WHY we need
to withdraw from implementing, so I tried to do that in the first talking point.  Of course 11/17 is just a
placeholder for now.
 
Thanks.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED

"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>

From: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 29 2017 07:36:20 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: " @state.gov>

CC: "Lewis, Jennifer" <jenlewis@usaid.gov>, Judith Wilson
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)





None of us appear to have answers to those questions.  That said, ENR can be ready to go with two or
three weeks’ notice.  I would caution that OGP – not ENR’s issue but partially State’s issue – wanted to
get past one or two October deadlines (I can’t remember the exact details) before withdrawal.  I think
NSC will continue to push back on withdrawal until OGP is past those deadlines.
 
From: Gould, Greg [mailto:greg.gould@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Friday, September 29, 2017 9:36 AM
To: 
Cc: Lewis, Jennifer; Judith Wilson
Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts
 
Thanks .  In terms of the timing, I talked with leadership here last night and they are leaning
towards sending the withdrawal letter prior to the Board meeting.  That way you can confirm at the Board
meeting that the U.S. will remain a supporter of the initiative, however, due to current U.S. Laws and
Regulations the U.S. will no longer be an implementing country as well.  They plan to talk to the NSC to
let them know this is how we plan to proceed, etc.  I hope to have a final decision on timing next week. 
Also, if it's decided to wait until after the Board meeting, then we will send the letter the week of Nov 6th
so that we can also publish an FR notice that week ending the USEITI FACA.  We can talk more next
week.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

 
On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 8:35 AM, @state.gov> wrote:
I’m still getting edits from corners of the State Department, but I want to give you a crack at this now.
 
There’s been strong interest in our regional bureaus to give posts one or two sentences on WHY we need
to withdraw from implementing, so I tried to do that in the first talking point.  Of course 11/17 is just a
placeholder for now.
 
Thanks.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

Greg Gould <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
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(b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: Greg Gould <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 29 2017 07:56:29 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: Heidi Badaracco <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>, Judith Wilson
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Subject: Fwd: EITI cable to posts

Heidi,

See below. Please work with Judy to prepare a draft Comms plan, including Congressional, for
the USEITI withdrawal. As I noted in my email to  below, DOI leadership is pushing for
mid-October, State and NSC is pushing for Nov.

Once you have a draft plan together please work with  to coordinate with State. When you
and State are set, then please work with Judy to coordinate the plan with the NSC. 

Please also make sure that both DOI Comms and Congressional here in DC are looped up and
approve the plan. 

Thanks,

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged or confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable
law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for
delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

Begin forwarded message:

From: @state.gov>
Date: September 29, 2017 at 9:44:07 AM EDT
To: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, @state.gov>,

@state.gov>
Cc: "Lewis, Jennifer" <jenlewis@usaid.gov>, Judith Wilson
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: EITI cable to posts

Thanks, ENR would prefer to wait until after the Board Meeting because we don’t think the
interagency is ready.  Where’s the congressional outreach plan?  What’s the public
notification and messaging plan?  None of us appear to have answers to those questions. 
That said, ENR can be ready to go with two or three weeks’ notice.  I would caution that
OGP – not ENR’s issue but partially State’s issue – wanted to get past one or two October

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



deadlines (I can’t remember the exact details) before withdrawal.  I think NSC will continue
to push back on withdrawal until OGP is past those deadlines.
 
From: Gould, Greg [mailto:greg.gould@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Friday, September 29, 2017 9:36 AM
To: 
Cc: Lewis, Jennifer; Judith Wilson
Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts
 
Thanks   In terms of the timing, I talked with leadership here last night and they are
leaning towards sending the withdrawal letter prior to the Board meeting.  That way you can
confirm at the Board meeting that the U.S. will remain a supporter of the initiative, however,
due to current U.S. Laws and Regulations the U.S. will no longer be an implementing
country as well.  They plan to talk to the NSC to let them know this is how we plan to
proceed, etc.  I hope to have a final decision on timing next week.  Also, if it's decided to wait
until after the Board meeting, then we will send the letter the week of Nov 6th so that we can
also publish an FR notice that week ending the USEITI FACA.  We can talk more next week.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is
privileged or confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or
the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the
sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

 
On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 8:35 AM, @state.gov> wrote:
I’m still getting edits from corners of the State Department, but I want to give you a crack at
this now.
 
There’s been strong interest in our regional bureaus to give posts one or two sentences on
WHY we need to withdraw from implementing, so I tried to do that in the first talking point. 
Of course 11/17 is just a placeholder for now.
 
Thanks.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov>
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Sent: Friday, September 29, 2017 9:36 AM
To: 
Cc: Lewis, Jennifer; Judith Wilson
Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts
 
Thanks .  In terms of the timing, I talked with leadership here last night and they are
leaning towards sending the withdrawal letter prior to the Board meeting.  That way you
can confirm at the Board meeting that the U.S. will remain a supporter of the initiative,
however, due to current U.S. Laws and Regulations the U.S. will no longer be an
implementing country as well.  They plan to talk to the NSC to let them know this is how
we plan to proceed, etc.  I hope to have a final decision on timing next week.  Also, if it's
decided to wait until after the Board meeting, then we will send the letter the week of Nov
6th so that we can also publish an FR notice that week ending the USEITI FACA.  We can
talk more next week.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that
is privileged or confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error,
please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

 
On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 8:35 AM, @state.gov> wrote:
I’m still getting edits from corners of the State Department, but I want to give you a crack
at this now.
 
There’s been strong interest in our regional bureaus to give posts one or two sentences on
WHY we need to withdraw from implementing, so I tried to do that in the first talking
point.  Of course 11/17 is just a placeholder for now.
 
Thanks.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
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Sent: Fri Sep 29 2017 08:45:16 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Badaracco, Heidi" <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>

CC:
Greg Gould <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, "Gonzales-Evans, Anita"
<anita.gonzales-evans@onrr.gov>, John Mehlhoff
<john.mehlhoff@onrr.gov>

Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts

Heidi,

I'll be sending you a coms plan that I developed for another EITI event.  It is a

good staring place.  I am also going to send you talking points.

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 10:37 AM, Badaracco, Heidi <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov> wrote:
Hi Greg - Will do... I will work with Judy and Anita on this.

Thanks,

Heidi Badaracco, Manager 
State and Indian Coordination, ONRR 
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 7:56 AM, Greg Gould <greg.gould@onrr.gov> wrote:
Heidi,

See below. Please work with Judy to prepare a draft Comms plan, including Congressional,
for the USEITI withdrawal. As I noted in my email to  below, DOI leadership is
pushing for mid-October, State and NSC is pushing for Nov.

Once you have a draft plan together please work with  to coordinate with State. When
you and State are set, then please work with Judy to coordinate the plan with the NSC. 

Please also make sure that both DOI Comms and Congressional here in DC are looped up
and approve the plan. 

Thanks,

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain information that is privileged or confidential and exempt from disclosure under
applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have
received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.
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There's been strong interest in our regional bureaus to give posts one or two sentences on WHY we need
to withdraw from implementing, so I tried to do that in the first talking point.  Of course 11/17 is just a
placeholder for now.

Thanks.

Official - SBU
UNCLASSIFIED

Official - SBU
UNCLASSIFIED

 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 29 2017 08:53:39 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Badaracco, Heidi" <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>

CC:
Greg Gould <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, "Gonzales-Evans, Anita"
<anita.gonzales-evans@onrr.gov>, John Mehlhoff
<john.mehlhoff@onrr.gov>

Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts

Attachments: COMMS Roll Out Plan_08-23-12.doc Draft Communication Plan -
EITI Report (1).docx

Heidi here are two comms plans as examples.  The first one is more of a "tic toc"

with assigned responsibilities (which aren't pertinent now). I drafted the one for the

EITI Report, which has all the detail, the comms office will need.  Talking points to

follow.

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 10:37 AM, Badaracco, Heidi <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov> wrote:
Hi Greg - Will do... I will work with Judy and Anita on this.

Thanks,

Heidi Badaracco, Manager 
State and Indian Coordination, ONRR 
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 7:56 AM, Greg Gould <greg.gould@onrr.gov> wrote:
Heidi,





are leaning towards sending the withdrawal letter prior to the Board meeting.  That way
you can confirm at the Board meeting that the U.S. will remain a supporter of the
initiative, however, due to current U.S. Laws and Regulations the U.S. will no longer be
an implementing country as well.  They plan to talk to the NSC to let them know this is
how we plan to proceed, etc.  I hope to have a final decision on timing next week.  Also,
if it's decided to wait until after the Board meeting, then we will send the letter the week
of Nov 6th so that we can also publish an FR notice that week ending the USEITI
FACA.  We can talk more next week.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information
that is privileged or confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

 
On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 8:35 AM, @state.gov> wrote:
I’m still getting edits from corners of the State Department, but I want to give you a
crack at this now.
 
There’s been strong interest in our regional bureaus to give posts one or two sentences
on WHY we need to withdraw from implementing, so I tried to do that in the first
talking point.  Of course 11/17 is just a placeholder for now.
 
Thanks.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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"Badaracco, Heidi" <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>

From: "Badaracco, Heidi" <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 29 2017 09:52:36 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

CC:
Greg Gould <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, "Gonzales-Evans, Anita"
<anita.gonzales-evans@onrr.gov>, John Mehlhoff
<john.mehlhoff@onrr.gov>

Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts

Thank you!

Heidi Badaracco, Manager 
State and Indian Coordination, ONRR 
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 8:45 AM, Wilson, Judith <judith.wilson@onrr.gov> wrote:
Heidi,

I'll be sending you a coms plan that I developed for another EITI event.  It is a

good staring place.  I am also going to send you talking points.

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 10:37 AM, Badaracco, Heidi <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov> wrote:
Hi Greg - Will do... I will work with Judy and Anita on this.

Thanks,

Heidi Badaracco, Manager 
State and Indian Coordination, ONRR 
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 7:56 AM, Greg Gould <greg.gould@onrr.gov> wrote:
Heidi,

See below. Please work with Judy to prepare a draft Comms plan, including
Congressional, for the USEITI withdrawal. As I noted in my email to  below, DOI
leadership is pushing for mid-October, State and NSC is pushing for Nov.

Once you have a draft plan together please work with  to coordinate with State.
When you and State are set, then please work with Judy to coordinate the plan with the
NSC. 

Please also make sure that both DOI Comms and Congressional here in DC are looped
up and approve the plan. 

Thanks,
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Thanks.

Official - SBU
UNCLASSIFIED

Official - SBU
UNCLASSIFIED

"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>

From: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 29 2017 10:36:12 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Badaracco, Heidi" <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>

CC:
Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>, "Gonzales-Evans, Anita"
<anita.gonzales-evans@onrr.gov>, John Mehlhoff
<john.mehlhoff@onrr.gov>

Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts

Thanks!

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 10:37 AM, Badaracco, Heidi <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov> wrote:
Hi Greg - Will do... I will work with Judy and Anita on this.

Thanks,

Heidi Badaracco, Manager 
State and Indian Coordination, ONRR 
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434





Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts
 
Thanks .  In terms of the timing, I talked with leadership here last night and they
are leaning towards sending the withdrawal letter prior to the Board meeting.  That way
you can confirm at the Board meeting that the U.S. will remain a supporter of the
initiative, however, due to current U.S. Laws and Regulations the U.S. will no longer be
an implementing country as well.  They plan to talk to the NSC to let them know this is
how we plan to proceed, etc.  I hope to have a final decision on timing next week.  Also,
if it's decided to wait until after the Board meeting, then we will send the letter the week
of Nov 6th so that we can also publish an FR notice that week ending the USEITI
FACA.  We can talk more next week.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information
that is privileged or confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

 
On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 8:35 AM, @state.gov> wrote:
I’m still getting edits from corners of the State Department, but I want to give you a
crack at this now.
 
There’s been strong interest in our regional bureaus to give posts one or two sentences
on WHY we need to withdraw from implementing, so I tried to do that in the first
talking point.  Of course 11/17 is just a placeholder for now.
 
Thanks.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

"Badaracco, Heidi" <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>

From: "Badaracco, Heidi" <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 29 2017 11:39:42 GMT-0600 (MDT)
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To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
CC: "Gonzales-Evans, Anita" <anita.gonzales-evans@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts

Thanks, Judy.  I also received a template for a Comms Plan from Frank Quimby, as I was told
he reviews these.  The one that you provided and the one he provided are similar, but a little
different.  Do you have a preference?  I will send you his example.... Will he be reviewing our
Comms Plan?

Please advise, thanks!

Heidi Badaracco, Manager 
State and Indian Coordination, ONRR 
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 8:53 AM, Wilson, Judith <judith.wilson@onrr.gov> wrote:
Heidi here are two comms plans as examples.  The first one is more of a "tic toc"

with assigned responsibilities (which aren't pertinent now). I drafted the one for

the EITI Report, which has all the detail, the comms office will need.  Talking

points to follow.

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 10:37 AM, Badaracco, Heidi <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov> wrote:
Hi Greg - Will do... I will work with Judy and Anita on this.

Thanks,

Heidi Badaracco, Manager 
State and Indian Coordination, ONRR 
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 7:56 AM, Greg Gould <greg.gould@onrr.gov> wrote:
Heidi,

See below. Please work with Judy to prepare a draft Comms plan, including
Congressional, for the USEITI withdrawal. As I noted in my email to  below, DOI
leadership is pushing for mid-October, State and NSC is pushing for Nov.

Once you have a draft plan together please work with  to coordinate with State.
When you and State are set, then please work with Judy to coordinate the plan with the
NSC. 

Please also make sure that both DOI Comms and Congressional here in DC are looped
up and approve the plan. 

Thanks,

Greg

(b) (6)

(b) (6)





Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged or confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message
is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have
received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

 
On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 8:35 AM, @state.gov> wrote:
I’m still getting edits from corners of the State Department, but I want to give you a
crack at this now.
 
There’s been strong interest in our regional bureaus to give posts one or two sentences
on WHY we need to withdraw from implementing, so I tried to do that in the first
talking point.  Of course 11/17 is just a placeholder for now.
 
Thanks.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Badaracco, Heidi" <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>

From: "Badaracco, Heidi" <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov>
Sent: Fri Sep 29 2017 11:41:52 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts
Attachments: Sample CommsPlan F Quimby.docx

Here is Quimby's example:

(b) (6)



Which do you want me to use?

Heidi Badaracco, Manager 
State and Indian Coordination, ONRR 
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 8:53 AM, Wilson, Judith <judith.wilson@onrr.gov> wrote:
Heidi here are two comms plans as examples.  The first one is more of a "tic toc"

with assigned responsibilities (which aren't pertinent now). I drafted the one for

the EITI Report, which has all the detail, the comms office will need.  Talking

points to follow.

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 10:37 AM, Badaracco, Heidi <heidi.badaracco@onrr.gov> wrote:
Hi Greg - Will do... I will work with Judy and Anita on this.

Thanks,

Heidi Badaracco, Manager 
State and Indian Coordination, ONRR 
P.O. Box 25165, MS 64100C
Denver, Co 80225
                
Phone:  303-231-3434

On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 7:56 AM, Greg Gould <greg.gould@onrr.gov> wrote:
Heidi,

See below. Please work with Judy to prepare a draft Comms plan, including
Congressional, for the USEITI withdrawal. As I noted in my email to  below, DOI
leadership is pushing for mid-October, State and NSC is pushing for Nov.

Once you have a draft plan together please work with  to coordinate with State.
When you and State are set, then please work with Judy to coordinate the plan with the
NSC. 

Please also make sure that both DOI Comms and Congressional here in DC are looped
up and approve the plan. 

Thanks,

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed
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meeting.  That way you can confirm at the Board meeting that the U.S. will
remain a supporter of the initiative, however, due to current U.S. Laws and
Regulations the U.S. will no longer be an implementing country as well.  They
plan to talk to the NSC to let them know this is how we plan to proceed, etc.  I
hope to have a final decision on timing next week.  Also, if it's decided to wait
until after the Board meeting, then we will send the letter the week of Nov 6th so
that we can also publish an FR notice that week ending the USEITI FACA.  We
can talk more next week.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged or confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this
message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is
strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-
mail.

 

 
On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 8:35 AM, .gov>
wrote:
I’m still getting edits from corners of the State Department, but I want to give
you a crack at this now.
 
There’s been strong interest in our regional bureaus to give posts one or two
sentences on WHY we need to withdraw from implementing, so I tried to do that
in the first talking point.  Of course 11/17 is just a placeholder for now.
 
Thanks.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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I completely agree with /ENR that we should wait to make this announcement until we
have a communications and outreach plan in place. 
 
Thanks,
 
Jen

Jennifer Anderson Lewis

Senior Governance and Rule of Law Advisor 

Center of Excellence on Democracy, Human Rights and Governance (DRG)

USAID/DCHA

phone: 202.712.0734 | e-mail: jenlewis@usaid.gov

 
On Fri, Sep 29, 2017 at 9:44 AM, @state.gov> wrote:
Thanks, ENR would prefer to wait until after the Board Meeting because we don't think the
interagency is ready.  Where's the congressional outreach plan?  What's the public
notification and messaging plan?  None of us appear to have answers to those questions. 
That said, ENR can be ready to go with two or three weeks' notice.  I would caution that OGP
- not ENR's issue but partially State's issue - wanted to get past one or two October deadlines
(I can't remember the exact details) before withdrawal.  I think NSC will continue to push
back on withdrawal until OGP is past those deadlines.

From: Gould, Greg [mailto:greg.gould@onrr.gov]
Sent: Friday, September 29, 2017 9:36 AM
To: 
Cc: Lewis, Jennifer; Judith Wilson
Subject: Re: EITI cable to posts

Thanks .  In terms of the timing, I talked with leadership here last night and they are
leaning towards sending the withdrawal letter prior to the Board meeting.  That way you can
confirm at the Board meeting that the U.S. will remain a supporter of the initiative, however,
due to current U.S. Laws and Regulations the U.S. will no longer be an implementing
country as well.  They plan to talk to the NSC to let them know this is how we plan to
proceed, etc.  I hope to have a final decision on timing next week.  Also, if it's decided to wait
until after the Board meeting, then we will send the letter the week of Nov 6th so that we can
also publish an FR notice that week ending the USEITI FACA.  We can talk more next week.

Thanks,

Greg

Gregory J. Gould
___________________________________
Director
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
U.S. Department of the Interior

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is
addressed and may contain information that is privileged or confidential and exempt from
disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or
the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is
strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender
immediately by return e-mail.
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SECSTATE WASHDC 
 
ROUTINE AMEMBASSY ABIJIDAN, ABUJA, ACCRA, ADDIS ABABA, AMSTERDAM, 
ANTANANARIVO, ASTANA, BAGHDAD, BAMAKO, BANGUI, BERLIN, BERN, 
BISHKEK, BOGOTA, BRAZZAVILLE, BRUSSELS, CANBERRA, CONAKRY, 
COPENHAGEN, DAKAR, DILI, DODOMA, DUSHANBE, FREETOWN, GUATEMALA 
CITY, HELSINKI, HONIARA, JAKARTA, KABUL, KINSHASA, KYIV, LILONGWE, 
LIMA, LOME, LONDON, LUSAKA, MADRID, MANILA, MAPUTO, MONROVIA, 
NAYPYIDAW, NDJAMENA, NIAMEY, NOUAKCHOTT, OSLO, OTTAWA, 
OUAGADOUGOU, PARAMARIBO, PARIS, PORT MORESBY, PORT OF SPAIN, ROME, 
SANTO DOMINGO, SANAA, SAO TOME, STOCKHOLM, TEGUCIGALPA, TIRANA, 
TOKYO, ULAANBAATAR, VICTORIA, YAOUNDE 
 
PREL, ENRG, EMIN, EPET, KOGP, KCOR 
 
SENSITIVE 
 
U.S. To End Domestic Implementation of Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI), 
Will Remain Engaged in International Effort 
 
1. (SBU) Summary and Action Request:  On November 6, 2017, the U.S. Department of the 
Interior notified the EITI Board that the United States will no longer implement the EITI 
transparency rules domestically.  The United States remains a supporting country of the EITI, 
and as such we will continue to be involved in the governance, mission, promotion, funding, and 
goal-setting of the EITI.  Through the Department and U.S. Agency for International 
Development (USAID), the United States continues to use the EITI as a tool to promote 
transparency, increase competitiveness, and combat corruption.  Posts are requested to deliver 
talking points in paragraph 4 to appropriate host government officials that manage involvement 
in or implementation of the EITI.  Points in paragraph 4 may be left with host government 
officials as a non-paper.  ENR would appreciate notification of any inquiry or substantive 
statement from host government.  End Summary and Action Request.  
  
2. (SBU) Background:  The Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) is a voluntary 
global multi-stakeholder initiative in which countries, extractive sector companies and civil 
society organizations jointly implement revenue transparency rules in the oil, gas and mining 
sectors.  Those rules are implemented and overseen within each country by a locally governed 
multi-stakeholder group (MSG), while national EITI secretariats are tasked with implementation, 
reporting, and accountability.  The EITI International Board, on which ENR serves, includes 
representatives from oil, gas and mining companies, civil society organizations, and 
implementing and supporting countries, and is chaired by Fredrik Reinfeldt, the former prime 
minister of Sweden.  The EITI International Secretariat, based on Oslo, supports national 
secretariats, communicates lessons learned with stakeholders, and performs the evaluation 
process for all implementing countries.  Engagement in the EITI serves critical U.S. national and 
foreign policy objectives, including fighting corruption, leveling the playing field for U.S. 
companies overseas, and promoting good governance in the extractive sector worldwide.  For 
this reason, the United States has been a strong supporter of the EITI since inception. The United 



















Official - SBU  
From:  [mailto @state.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 5:39 PM 
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < @nsc.eop.gov>; Wilson, Judith 
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; McEnery, Tess M. EOP/NSC < @nsc.eop.gov>; Gould, Greg 
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov> 
Subject: EITI Standard rankings and suspensions 
 
Briefly, the 2016 Standard uses 34 indicators across seven broad areas:  MSG oversight, licenses and 
contracts, monitoring production, revenue collection, revenue allocation, socio-economic contribution, 
and outcomes and impact.    The Standard provides four possible assessments for a country’s overall 
progress: 

• Satisfactory: gold star, you did everything right [you’re compliant and will be evaluated again in 
3-5 years] 

• Meaningful: good job, you’ve got a few areas for improvement but your intent is obvious [the 
Board will impose corrective actions that you must complete in 12-18 months] 

• Inadequate: significant requirements are not being met [you’re suspended and the Board will 
impose corrective actions that you must complete in 12-18 months] 

• No progress: you’re not making any discernible effort to comply [you’re delisted, i.e. thrown out 
of EITI implementation entirely] 

 
Thirteen countries have been validated against the 2016 Standard: 

• Three scored INADEQUATE and were suspended with corrective actions – Tajikistan, Solomon 
Islands, and Kyrgyz Republic 

• Ten scored MEANINGFUL and were given corrective actions – Azerbaijan (which later withdrew 
under threat of suspension for civil society violations), Mongolia, Nigeria, Peru, Timor-Leste, 
Ghana, Mauritania, Sao Tome and Principe, Liberia, and Mali. 

 
Countries are often suspended for short periods of time for technical violations, e.g. missing a reporting 
deadline.  At least nine countries have been suspended at some point since 2011.  The Board will 
probably suspend Ethiopia next month for missing a reporting deadline.  Only two countries have been 
fully delisted – Gabon and Equatorial Guinea, for repeated reporting violations. 
 
From: Jennifer Lewis [mailto:jenlewis@usaid.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, September 7, 2017 2:06 PM 
To: @state.gov> 
Cc: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC @nsc.eop.gov>; Wilson, Judith 
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; McEnery, Tess M. EOP/NSC < @nsc.eop.gov>; Gould, Greg 
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Erik Pacific <epacific@usaid.gov> 
Subject: Re: EITI Standard rankings and suspensions 
 
Jim and Tess, 
Just to follow up on  email, and per your request at last week's subPCC, attached please find a 
summary document on country membership and participation in EITI. This includes some of the 
information has already provided. It also includes a general background on both supporting and 
implementing EITI countries, details the current status of each country (including when validation is 
expected), and lists which countries have been suspended, delisted and withdrawn. The document also 
summarizes the United States' participation in EITI both as an implementing and supporting country.  
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Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) 

 Country Summary 
 
A. General background on EITI and United States’ engagement in the initiative 
 
1. Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) membership: EITI – established in 2003 – is a 
voluntary, global partnership between governments, extractive industry companies, and civil society 
designed to promote the open and accountable management of oil, gas and mineral resources. There 
are currently 52 Implementing Countries (see below), including six countries currently in suspended 
(must take corrective actions to remain members) status. In addition to implementing countries, there 
are 15 current Supporting Countries who provide leadership and financial support to the initiative, but 
who do not necessarily implement EITI. 2017 Supporting Countries include: 

● Australia (has announced intention to join as an Implementing Country) 
● Belgium 
● Canada 
● Denmark 
● Finland 
● France  
● Germany (also an Implementing Country) 
● Italy 
● Japan 
● Norway  (also an Implementing Country) 
● Spain 
● Sweden 
● The Netherlands 
● The United Kingdom  (also an Implementing Country) 
● The United States  (also an Implementing Country, see below) 

 
2. Country implementation of EITI. Countries wishing to join EITI apply for candidacy status. If 
accepted, they remain candidates until they undergo validation. Validation is the process under which 
every EITI member country is routinely assessed against the EITI Standard, including reviewing progress 
against EITI Requirements and making recommendations for improvements. EITI candidate countries are 
required to commence the first validation within two and a half years of becoming an EITI candidate. 
EITI countries are required to be re-validated every three years.  
 
3. The United States as an EITI Supporting Country: The United States is an EITI Supporting 
Country, and has maintained strong, high-level commitment to EITI since inception (2003), both through 
the State Department and USAID. The State Department/ENR holds the EITI Supporting Country Board 
seat for the United States. In this role the State Department provides critical U.S. leadership on the 
governance, financial management, and strategic direction of the global initiative. USAID has 
complemented this international leadership by providing significant support and funding to EITI 
implementation. Between FY 2006 and FY 2016, based on a clear Congressional directive, USAID has 
supported over $32 million worth of EITI implementation, peer exchange and research around the 
world, including $13.5 million in multilateral support for the World Bank-managed EITI Single Donor 



Trust Fund, and nearly $17 million in bilateral support through USAID missions1. USAID is currently in the 
procurement stage of a planned grant to provide direct funding to the EITI Secretariat from the FY17 EITI 
Congressional directive.  
 
4. The United States as an EITI Implementing Country: The United States began the process of 
joining EITI in 2012 as an Implementing Country as part of the first U.S. Open Government Partnership 
(OGP) National Action Plan. The EITI-required U.S. Multi-Stakeholder Group (MSG) was formed in 
December 2012, and in December 2013, after significant MSG engagement with stakeholders across the 
country, the U.S. submitted an application to the EITI International Board. The Board officially accepted 
the United States EITI as an Implementing Country (candidate status) in March 2014, and USEITI was 
established under the U.S. Department of the Interior.  
 
B. Summary of EITI implementation standards and country statuses 
 
1. Validation and status categories: Country validation results in one of the following designations: 
satisfactory progress, meaningful progress, inadequate progress, or no progress (see below). Countries 
achieving satisfactory progress pass validation. Countries achieving meaningful progress are deemed 
candidate countries and are requested to take corrective actions prior to the next validation. Countries 
achieving inadequate progress – or countries who fail to achieve satisfactory progress on EITI’s four core 
requirements (government engagement, company engagement, civil society engagement, or timely EITI 
reporting) – are suspended. Countries achieving no progress are delisted. Details on the specific 
categories are as follow: 
 

● Satisfactory progress: All aspects of each requirement have been implemented and the broader 
objectives of the requirements have been fulfilled.  

● Meaningful progress: Significant aspects of each requirement have been implemented and the 
broader objectives of the requirements are being fulfilled. A country will be given a timeline to 
meet the outstanding requirements. If it does not meet the deadline, it might be suspended.  

● Inadequate progress: Significant aspects of each requirement have been not been implemented 
and the broader objectives of the requirements are far from being fulfilled. A country will be 
suspended and given a timeline to meet the outstanding requirements before being delisted. 

● No progress: All or nearly all aspects of each requirement remain outstanding and the broader 
objectives of the requirements are not fulfilled. A country is deemed to have made no progress 
and is delisted.  

2. Current country statuses: To date, only 13 countries have been assessed against the 2016 EITI 
Standard and undergone validation. There are currently four countries in suspended status due to not 
meeting the EITI Standard (Ethiopia, Kyrgyz Republic, Solomon Islands and Tajikistan), including not 
reporting on time. Two additional countries - Central African Republic and Yemen – are currently in 
suspended status due to internal conflict.  Most countries - including the United States - have yet to be 
assessed against the Standard. The EITI Secretariat has an ambitious program of upcoming validations 
through 2019. The United States is currently set to commence validation on April 1, 2018. Current 
members, their statuses, and scheduled validations are as follows: 

 

                                                           
1 See Annex 1 for a listing of USAID’s bilateral mission support for EITI implementation. 



Current Members and Status (52, as of September 2017)2: 
 

● Afghanistan (Validation underway) 
● Albania (Validation underway) 
● Armenia (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Burkina Faso (Validation underway) 
● Cameroon (Validation underway) 
● Central African Republic (Suspended due to political instability) 
● Chad (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Colombia (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Côte d'Ivoire (Validation underway) 
● Democratic Republic of Congo (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Dominican Republic (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Ethiopia (Suspended)  
● Germany (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Ghana (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Guatemala (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Guinea (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Honduras (Validation underway) 
● Indonesia (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Iraq (Validation underway) 
● Kazakhstan (Validation underway) 
● Kyrgyz Republic (Suspended) 
● Liberia (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Madagascar (Validation underway) 
● Malawi (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Mali (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Mauritania (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Mongolia (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Mozambique (Validation underway) 
● Myanmar (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Niger (Validation underway) 
● Nigeria (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Norway (Validation underway) 
● Papua New Guinea (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Peru (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Philippines (Validation underway) 
● Republic of the Congo 
● Sao Tome and Principe (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Senegal (Validation underway) 
● Seychelles (Validation scheduled for 2018) 

                                                           
2 Full validation results are available at https://eiti.org/document/validation-schedule-decisions 
 



● Sierra Leone (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Solomon Islands (Suspended) 
● Suriname (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Tajikistan (Suspended) 
● Tanzania (Validation underway) 
● Timor-Leste (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Togo (Validation underway) 
● Trinidad and Tobago (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Ukraine (Validation underway) 
● United Kingdom (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● United States of America (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Yemen (Suspended due to political instability) 
● Zambia (Validation underway) 

2. New EITI countries. Several countries have announced their intention to join EITI. These 
include the following: 

● Australia 
● France 
● Guyana 
● Mexico 

3. Former EITI countries (expelled and withdrawn): Very few countries have been expelled from 
EITI, and to date only one country has withdrawn from the initiative. These include the following. 

Countries who have been delisted (expelled): 

● Equatorial Guinea 
● Gabon 

Countries who have withdrawn: 

● Azerbaijan (following the March 2017 Board decision to suspend) 
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Draft notes ahead of the EITI meeting on 11 May

Jonas Moberg <JMoberg@eiti.org>

From: Jonas Moberg <JMoberg@eiti.org>
Sent: Mon May 08 2017 04:42:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Gould, Greg" <Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>, "Warlick, Mary B
(WarlickMB@state.gov)" <WarlickMB@state.gov>

CC: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>, 
@state.gov>, Sam Bartlett <SBartlett@eiti.org>

Subject: Draft notes ahead of the EITI meeting on 11 May

Dear Greg and Mary,
 
These are my draft notes ahead of the meeting on Thursday.

I of course welcome any input you may have.
 
Best wishes,
 
Jonas
 

1.       Procedures

As I have made clear, this is simply a meeting aimed at bringing together some of the key people
involved with US EITI to discuss the outlook and next steps. I suggested a small meeting, but
noted that if you wish to invite others you were welcome to do so.

 
I would appreciate if this meeting is not electronically recorded. For most occasions, I don’t think
that it is appropriate with confidential meetings within an organization such as the EITI. With our
aim with today’s meeting being to improve clarity, it would also possibly be counter-productive if
we establish clarity that we cannot refer to. Therefore, all I will say is this: the aim is to establish
some clarity and for the benefit of the cause we serve and the tool we use – the EITI – use your
judgement and respect of others in how you refer to what is being said today.

 
There will be no agreed minutes from this meeting. I will share with you some very brief notes
from what I take away.  

 
I will try to moderate and chair this meeting. Sam will be online and I hope that we can bring him
in on matters related to the EITI Standard.

 
2.       Agenda

Some of you have quite reasonably asked for a more detailed agenda than the one we shared.
We were reluctant to provide and I hope that you understand why.

We simply need clarity about where US EITI is at: what has been agreed by the MSG, what USG
has decided, and what the Standard says about this. Here I suspect that it would also be useful if
Sam explains the concept of mainstreamed EITI implementation and the requirement for adopting
this approach. It will inevitably lead us to considering some scenarios. Unless we consider how
things may play out, we are unlikely to be any clearer of where we are heading.

 
I therefore propose that we:
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@state.gov>, Sam Bartlett <SBartlett@eiti.org>
Subject: Re: Draft notes ahead of the EITI meeting on 11 May

Dear Jonas,

Thank you for taking the time to provide us a detailed plan for the morning session.  I'm fine with
what you have recommended and I assume we will all need to be flexible as we work through
the morning meeting.  I hope we can all come to a positive path forward.

I'll see you Thursday morning.

Respectfully,

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

On Mon, May 8, 2017 at 4:42 AM, Jonas Moberg <JMoberg@eiti.org> wrote:
Dear Greg and Mary,
 
These are my draft notes ahead of the meeting on Thursday.

I of course welcome any input you may have.
 
Best wishes,
 
Jonas
 

1.       Procedures

As I have made clear, this is simply a meeting aimed at bringing together some of the key
people involved with US EITI to discuss the outlook and next steps. I suggested a small
meeting, but noted that if you wish to invite others you were welcome to do so.

 
I would appreciate if this meeting is not electronically recorded. For most occasions, I don’t
think that it is appropriate with confidential meetings within an organization such as the EITI.
With our aim with today’s meeting being to improve clarity, it would also possibly be counter-
productive if we establish clarity that we cannot refer to. Therefore, all I will say is this: the aim
is to establish some clarity and for the benefit of the cause we serve and the tool we use – the
EITI – use your judgement and respect of others in how you refer to what is being said today.

 
There will be no agreed minutes from this meeting. I will share with you some very brief notes
from what I take away.  

 
I will try to moderate and chair this meeting. Sam will be online and I hope that we can bring
him in on matters related to the EITI Standard.
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2.       Agenda

Some of you have quite reasonably asked for a more detailed agenda than the one we shared.
We were reluctant to provide and I hope that you understand why.

We simply need clarity about where US EITI is at: what has been agreed by the MSG, what
USG has decided, and what the Standard says about this. Here I suspect that it would also be
useful if Sam explains the concept of mainstreamed EITI implementation and the requirement
for adopting this approach. It will inevitably lead us to considering some scenarios. Unless we
consider how things may play out, we are unlikely to be any clearer of where we are heading.

 
I therefore propose that we:

-          Begin by simply establishing some facts related to the current situation: 
- what the MSG has agreed; 
- what the USG has decided.

-          Based on this, I expect that we will start to see some scenarios emerging.

-          At this point and if we haven’t had the need already, I suspect that it will be necessary
to bring in Sam to clarify what the EITI Standard says and what kind of decisions the EITI
Board is likely to have to consider.

-          Open discussion.

 
Ok?

 

3.       Finally, before we kick it off, I wish to say a couple of things.

 
The situation is complicated, for a variety of obvious reasons, including, the shortcomings of
tax reporting, the US-EITI’s link to 1504, we all understand that the current administration is still
finding its feet on a number of issues – that said, the world doesn’t stop and in our case this
means that the Board doesn’t stop applying the EITI Standard. Most of you have spent a huge
amount of time on the EITI. You have quite likely by far the most dedicated and serious MSG.
You have – as the minutes from your February meeting reveals – also achieved a lot, including
the website and data portal. I say all of this because I hope that we can take it as a given. I
hope that we can focus on the road ahead, avoiding discussing various aspects disappointing
us.

 
We get it that the situation is messy. It is quite reasonable to conclude that US EITI is quickly
heading towards where it is no longer resembling implementation of the EITI Standard. My
hope is that we contribute towards: 
- the best case scenario of continued implementation of the EITI; 
- the maybe more likely scenario of some sort of pause which, if we are lucky, is well
understood by everyone and leads to some form of mainstreamed implementation; and 
- that if we are now heading towards withdrawal or delisting, that your good work is not lost and
that the impact on our work in other countries and issues is not adversely impacted.

 

4.       I now ask Judith to report on what was agreed by the MSG in terms of reporting for 2017. I will
then ask Greg to explain what the government’s plans are in light of what has been agreed by the
MSG.

Discussion.

 

5.       Greg – what has the government subsequently decided?



I wonder if it maybe good if you start with MSG meetings and then move on to what is
requested in terms of company reporting?
Discussion.

 

6.       Sam, what does the standard say? It would be good if you could begin with what the options are
when implementation slows down, before moving on to mainstreaming and adapted implementation.

 

7.       Discussion.

 

8.       Summary.













As you know, the EITI has changed its approach to Validation. We have moved away from a binary “pass/fail”,
“candidate/compliant” system. Validation now provides both an “overall assessment” and scorecard addressing adherence to
various aspects of the EITI Standard. The most likely scenario is an overall assessment of “meaningful progress”. As you can see
here, this is a relatively common outcome. No country has so far achieved an overall assessment of “satisfactory progress”. Most
countries have a rather long list of corrective actions.
 
As you know, Validation in the United States is currently scheduled to commence on 1 April 2018. This implies completion of
Validation circa September 2018. We of course don’t know what will happen with 1504 until then. Note that the MSG is entitled to
seek an extension if it considers that there have been “exceptional circumstances”. If a new 1504 Rule has been released, the
MSG might consider requesting an extension. Alternatively, if Validation goes ahead as scheduled, progress based on
implementation of 1504 could be considered at the second Validation as late as March 2020.
 
2. The Royalty Policy Committee acting as the MSG.
 
There is nothing in the EITI Standard that prevents an implementing country form changing the form and composition of the MSG.
It is, however, essential that “each stakeholder group must have the right to appoint its own representatives” (Requirement
1.4.a.ii). The documents that you have provided stipulate that the appointments will be approved by the Secretary. Could you
provide some additional detail on how the members will be selected? Is it feasible for the industry and CSO constituencies to
appoint their own representatives, even if they are ultimately approved by the Secretary?     
 
The EITI Standard also requires that the MSG agrees clear public terms of reference for its work, approves its own work plans,
and its agrees its internal governance rules and procedures. It would be good to consider how this would be done, at least in
terms of the Committee’s work relating to EITI implementation. I guess one option is that the MSG is formed as a subcommittees
of the Royalty Policy Committee.
 
3. Industry participation and coverage of tax payments
 
It would be good to get some clarity on the plans for covering income tax in the next report. Specifically: will any companies be
invited to report? If not, is there any work planned to collate information from other publically available sources? Will the IRS
continue to provide an estimate?
 
Even if the SEC presented a new rule in the coming months, we assume that this will not come into force for until 2019 or later. It
would therefore be good to explore what additional work could be done with existing data. As we have discussed previously, the
publically listed firms typically disclose quite a lot of information in their 10-K Reports to the SEC. These include quite detailed
reporting on revenues, expenses, production, profitability, depreciation, etc. Most have a line item on segment income taxes. See
the latest 10-K from Chevron showing a tax benefit for upstream US of $1.172 billion, and how this is offset by income tax in other
segments:  
 

 
source
 
We know that these figures cannot be reconciled with government data. For a start, Chevron’s statement is done on an accrual
basis (taking into account various adjustments and provisions) not on a cash flow basis (i.e., actual payments made to the
government). I assume Chevron makes its income tax payments on a group basis, and that the IRS doesn’t account for the
business segments separately. This makes reconciliation impossible, even if 1504 was in place.
 
Setting reconciliation aside, this is a reliable (audited) statement from Chevron on their US tax liabilities. And, from a user
perspective, it is useful to see these numbers presented in their wider financial context. Specifically, by consulting the 10-K
Report, you can see how and why the figure is $1.172 billion. Can we not do more to collate these existing disclosures? Even a
simple list of in-scope companies with links to the public filings may help offset the criticism that “industry is not participating”.
 
4. Project level reporting
 
Another issue we should consider is the EITI’s requirement on project-level reporting, originally agreed in 2013. It would be good
to discuss how the DOI plans to address this. This may help keep civil society engaged.
 
At the Board meeting in Bogota the EITI Board reaffirmed that project-level reporting is required. EITI countries will be required to:
 

1. Publish EITI data disaggregated by individual project, company, government entity and revenue stream. The national multi-
stakeholder group should devise and apply a definition of the term project that is consistent with relevant national laws and
systems as well as international norms. For example, the EU defines a project as operational activities that are governed by





From: Sam Bartlett 
Sent: Tuesday, 11 April 2017 10:18 AM
To: Judith Wilson (judith.wilson@onrr.gov) <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Cc: Greg Gould (Greg.Gould@onrr.gov) <Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>; @state.gov) < @state.gov>;

@state.gov) < @state.gov>; Jonas Moberg (JMoberg@eiti.org) <JMoberg@eiti.org>
Subject: Questions on outlook for the USEITI
 
Hi Judith,
 
At our call on 30 March we discussed your pre-validation assessment and the development of an options paper addressing next
steps for US EITI implementation. Here are some questions and observations on some the key aspects. I’d be happy to elaborate
further if useful.
 
1. Validation scenarios
 
We broadly agree with your self-assessment. We have some questions about some technical aspects (e.g., some issues
regarding scoping (4.1) and adherence to the standard ToRs for Independent Administrators (4.9). As you have identified,
industry participation, the coverage of reconciliation and the coverage of income tax is problematic. In some other respects - such
as coverage of the Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Program and the work on the open data portal - US EITI implementation
is exemplary.
 
As you know, the EITI has changed its approach to Validation. We have moved away from a binary “pass/fail”,
“candidate/compliant” system. Validation now provides both an “overall assessment” and scorecard addressing adherence to
various aspects of the EITI Standard. The most likely scenario is an overall assessment of “meaningful progress”. As you can see
here, this is a relatively common outcome. No country has so far achieved an overall assessment of “satisfactory progress”. Most
countries have a rather long list of corrective actions.
 
As you know, Validation in the United States is currently scheduled to commence on 1 April 2018. This implies completion of
Validation circa September 2018. We of course don’t know what will happen with 1504 until then. Note that the MSG is entitled to
seek an extension if it considers that there have been “exceptional circumstances”. If a new 1504 Rule has been released, the
MSG might consider requesting an extension. Alternatively, if Validation goes ahead as scheduled, progress based on
implementation of 1504 could be considered at the second Validation as late as March 2020.
 
2. The Royalty Policy Committee acting as the MSG.
 
There is nothing in the EITI Standard that prevents an implementing country form changing the form and composition of the MSG.
It is, however, essential that “each stakeholder group must have the right to appoint its own representatives” (Requirement
1.4.a.ii). The documents that you have provided stipulate that the appointments will be approved by the Secretary. Could you
provide some additional detail on how the members will be selected? Is it feasible for the industry and CSO constituencies to
appoint their own representatives, even if they are ultimately approved by the Secretary?     
 
The EITI Standard also requires that the MSG agrees clear public terms of reference for its work, approves its own work plans,
and its agrees its internal governance rules and procedures. It would be good to consider how this would be done, at least in
terms of the Committee’s work relating to EITI implementation. I guess one option is that the MSG is formed as a subcommittees
of the Royalty Policy Committee.
 
3. Industry participation and coverage of tax payments
 
It would be good to get some clarity on the plans for covering income tax in the next report. Specifically: will any companies be
invited to report? If not, is there any work planned to collate information from other publically available sources? Will the IRS
continue to provide an estimate?
 
Even if the SEC presented a new rule in the coming months, we assume that this will not come into force for until 2019 or later. It
would therefore be good to explore what additional work could be done with existing data. As we have discussed previously, the
publically listed firms typically disclose quite a lot of information in their 10-K Reports to the SEC. These include quite detailed
reporting on revenues, expenses, production, profitability, depreciation, etc. Most have a line item on segment income taxes. See
the latest 10-K from Chevron showing a tax benefit for upstream US of $1.172 billion, and how this is offset by income tax in other
segments:  
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source

 
We know that these figures cannot be reconciled with government data. For a start, Chevron’s statement is done on an accrual
basis (taking into account various adjustments and provisions) not on a cash flow basis (i.e., actual payments made to the
government). I assume Chevron makes its income tax payments on a group basis, and that the IRS doesn’t account for the
business segments separately. This makes reconciliation impossible, even if 1504 was in place.
 
Setting reconciliation aside, this is a reliable (audited) statement from Chevron on their US tax liabilities. And, from a user
perspective, it is useful to see these numbers presented in their wider financial context. Specifically, by consulting the 10-K
Report, you can see how and why the figure is $1.172 billion. Can we not do more to collate these existing disclosures? Even a
simple list of in-scope companies with links to the public filings may help offset the criticism that “industry is not participating”.
 
4. Project level reporting
 
Another issue we should consider is the EITI’s requirement on project-level reporting, originally agreed in 2013. It would be good
to discuss how the DOI plans to address this. This may help keep civil society engaged.
 
At the Board meeting in Bogota the EITI Board reaffirmed that project-level reporting is required. EITI countries will be required to:
 

1. Publish EITI data disaggregated by individual project, company, government entity and revenue stream. The national multi-
stakeholder group should devise and apply a definition of the term project that is consistent with relevant national laws and
systems as well as international norms. For example, the EU defines a project as operational activities that are governed by
a single contract, license, lease, concession, or similar legal agreement, which form the basis for payment liabilities with a
government. Payments that are levied at a company level can be continued to be reported by company.
 

2. Project-level reporting will be required for all reports covering fiscal years ending on or after 31 December 2018. Given the
EITI’s “two-year rule” (requirement 4.8), this would effectively require project-level reporting by all countries by 31 December
2020 at the latest.
 

3. The EITI Board will develop further guidance on the implementation of the requirement and issue a schedule for how and
when this requirement will be validated.

 
Following this decision, the EITI International Secretariat is conducting some research on existing practices. Our preliminary
assessment of the level of disaggregation in your latest EITI Report is as follows:
 

Table 2 of the 2015 EITI Report includes a list of the relevant companies included in the scope of reconciliation, but it was not
possible to retrieve corresponding licenses or permits for each of the companies, when accessing the online registries. Therefore
the level of disaggregation is per government entity, revenue stream and per company, but we were unable to determine whether
any of these company-disclosures were on a project level.

 
It would be appreciated if you could help us revise this summary, addressing plans for project-level reporting in the years to come.
 
Regards,
Sam
 
 
Samuel R Bartlett, PhD
Technical Director
EITI International Secretariat
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative
+47 9026 7530
sbartlett@eiti.org
www.eiti.org
Twitter: @SamuelRBartlett and @EITIorg
Address: Ruseløkkveien 26, 0251 Oslo, Norway
 





Leases, ROWs, RUEs, Agreements, and Mines were reported to ONRR. Reporting at that level is a considerable

undertaking and we are still not certain if such a considerable undertaking would achieve a commensurate

advancement.    

 

At the November MSG Meeting, the IA was directed to:

Review whether DOI audit procedures would satisfy EITI reconciliation requirements, the relative cost-effectiveness of these
audit procedures as compared to the current USEITI reconciliation process, and the timeline for implementing any revisions
to the USEITI reconciliation process. 
Consider whether careful review and description of DOI audit procedures might help demonstrate the potential for
mainstreaming of USEITI reporting. 
Conduct a mainstreaming feasibility assessment by February 2017. Progress on the Mainstreaming Feasibility Study is as
follows: The IA has conducted interviews with representatives from each sector and worked with the Implementation
Subcommittee's Reconciliation Improvement Workgroup on drafting the mainstreaming feasibility study.  Interviews with
Subject Matter Experts in the Denver ONRR Office are ongoing.

At the February MSG Meeting, the MSG decisions and approvals were as follows:

• The MSG decided to move forward with the Implementing Subcommittee’s recommendation to forego

independent reconciliation of revenues by the Independent Administrator for the 2017 USEITI Report. 

• The MSG decided to use and move forward with the proposed reporting template for 2017. 

• The MSG decided to have the USEITI Secretariat work to add material for the 2017 USEITI Report about US

audit and assurance procedures and for the USEITI Secretariat to make a “good faith effort” to include

information about “the life of a lease” in the 2017 USEITI Report.

• The MSG approved the November 2016 MSG meeting summary. 

• The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which dataset source

(Bureau of Labor Statistics or Census Bureau) to use to provide information for employment by commodity.

• The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which two additional

visualizations (between additional metals, forestry, and renewable energy) to include in the 2017 USEITI Report,

along with a visualization about employment by commodity.

The new additions to the Contextual Narrative for our 2017 report include: 

Employment by Commodity - The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a final
draft completed this month.  (Provides a nation-wide overview using Bureau of Labor Statistics, Quarterly Census of
Employment and Wages);
Additional non-energy metals- The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a final
draft completed this month. (To better understand the non-energy mining industry in the United States, this section
highlights four metals: lead, zinc, silver, and molybdenum. This information builds upon three in-scope metals (copper, gold,
and iron);
Forestry;
An in-depth Tribal Overview that will sit in multiple places on the data portal, as determined by usability and content; and

I have also asked the USEITI Secretariat staff to identify the in-scope companies with 10-K Reports and provide

a list of direct links to those reports for incorporation in the data portal/2017 Report.  This will be a new addition.

Hope this helps.

On Wed, Apr 19, 2017 at 1:00 PM, Sam Bartlett <SBartlett@eiti.org> wrote:
Hi Judith,
 
We’re preparing the implementation progress report for the forthcoming Board meeting in Oslo. Any updates you could provide on the
issues highlighted below would be most welcome.
 
Regards,
Sam
 
From: Sam Bartlett 
Sent: Tuesday, 11 April 2017 10:18 AM
To: Judith Wilson (judith.wilson@onrr.gov) <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Cc: Greg Gould (Greg.Gould@onrr.gov) <Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>; @state.gov) < @state.gov>;

@state.gov) < @state.gov>; Jonas Moberg (JMoberg@eiti.org) <JMoberg@eiti.org>
Subject: Questions on outlook for the USEITI
 
Hi Judith,
 
At our call on 30 March we discussed your pre-validation assessment and the development of an options paper addressing
next steps for US EITI implementation. Here are some questions and observations on some the key aspects. I’d be happy to
elaborate further if useful.
 
1. Validation scenarios
 
We broadly agree with your self-assessment. We have some questions about some technical aspects (e.g., some issues
regarding scoping (4.1) and adherence to the standard ToRs for Independent Administrators (4.9). As you have identified,
industry participation, the coverage of reconciliation and the coverage of income tax is problematic. In some other respects -
such as coverage of the Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Program and the work on the open data portal - US EITI
implementation is exemplary.
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As you know, the EITI has changed its approach to Validation. We have moved away from a binary “pass/fail”,
“candidate/compliant” system. Validation now provides both an “overall assessment” and scorecard addressing adherence to
various aspects of the EITI Standard. The most likely scenario is an overall assessment of “meaningful progress”. As you can
see here, this is a relatively common outcome. No country has so far achieved an overall assessment of “satisfactory progress”.
Most countries have a rather long list of corrective actions.
 
As you know, Validation in the United States is currently scheduled to commence on 1 April 2018. This implies completion of
Validation circa September 2018. We of course don’t know what will happen with 1504 until then. Note that the MSG is entitled
to seek an extension if it considers that there have been “exceptional circumstances”. If a new 1504 Rule has been released,
the MSG might consider requesting an extension. Alternatively, if Validation goes ahead as scheduled, progress based on
implementation of 1504 could be considered at the second Validation as late as March 2020.
 
2. The Royalty Policy Committee acting as the MSG.
 
There is nothing in the EITI Standard that prevents an implementing country form changing the form and composition of the
MSG. It is, however, essential that “each stakeholder group must have the right to appoint its own representatives”
(Requirement 1.4.a.ii). The documents that you have provided stipulate that the appointments will be approved by the
Secretary. Could you provide some additional detail on how the members will be selected? Is it feasible for the industry and
CSO constituencies to appoint their own representatives, even if they are ultimately approved by the Secretary?     
 
The EITI Standard also requires that the MSG agrees clear public terms of reference for its work, approves its own work plans,
and its agrees its internal governance rules and procedures. It would be good to consider how this would be done, at least in
terms of the Committee’s work relating to EITI implementation. I guess one option is that the MSG is formed as a
subcommittees of the Royalty Policy Committee.
 
3. Industry participation and coverage of tax payments
 
It would be good to get some clarity on the plans for covering income tax in the next report. Specifically: will any companies be
invited to report? If not, is there any work planned to collate information from other publically available sources? Will the IRS
continue to provide an estimate?
 
Even if the SEC presented a new rule in the coming months, we assume that this will not come into force for until 2019 or later.
It would therefore be good to explore what additional work could be done with existing data. As we have discussed previously,
the publically listed firms typically disclose quite a lot of information in their 10-K Reports to the SEC. These include quite
detailed reporting on revenues, expenses, production, profitability, depreciation, etc. Most have a line item on segment income
taxes. See the latest 10-K from Chevron showing a tax benefit for upstream US of $1.172 billion, and how this is offset by
income tax in other segments:  

 

 

source

 
We know that these figures cannot be reconciled with government data. For a start, Chevron’s statement is done on an accrual
basis (taking into account various adjustments and provisions) not on a cash flow basis (i.e., actual payments made to the
government). I assume Chevron makes its income tax payments on a group basis, and that the IRS doesn’t account for the
business segments separately. This makes reconciliation impossible, even if 1504 was in place.
 
Setting reconciliation aside, this is a reliable (audited) statement from Chevron on their US tax liabilities. And, from a user
perspective, it is useful to see these numbers presented in their wider financial context. Specifically, by consulting the 10-K
Report, you can see how and why the figure is $1.172 billion. Can we not do more to collate these existing disclosures? Even a
simple list of in-scope companies with links to the public filings may help offset the criticism that “industry is not participating”.
 
4. Project level reporting
 
Another issue we should consider is the EITI’s requirement on project-level reporting, originally agreed in 2013. It would be
good to discuss how the DOI plans to address this. This may help keep civil society engaged.
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Dear Judith,
 
Thanks for this update. We will update the Board through the implementation progress report.
 
Have the minutes from the February MSG meeting been approved? If so, it would be good if you could send them to us.
 
We were not aware that the MSG has agreed “to forego independent reconciliation of revenues by the Independent Administrator for the 2017
USEITI Report”. Alongside the adapted implementation request addressing subnational payments (requirement 4.6), this is a major departure
from the EITI Standard’s provisions on comprehensive reconciliation of taxes and revenues (4.1) and data quality and assurance (4.9). It is
unprecedented that an EITI implementing country prepares an EITI Report without an Independent Administrator.
 
In addition, our understanding from the summary below is that DOI will not invite companies to participate in the EITI reporting process, and
that the 2017 EITI Report will be based on unilateral government disclosure. The coverage of income tax will continue be limited to aggregate
estimates from the IRS (as per the EITI Reports published to date), with some additional references to disclosures to the SEC through 10-K
Reports. Again, it is unprecedented that an EITI implementing country prepares an EITI Report without company participation, and that the
largest revenue stream (Federal Corporate Income Tax) is reported in this way.      
 
The Standard is clear that “should the multi-stakeholder group wish to adapt or deviate from these agreed upon procedures, approval from
the EITI Board must be sought in advance”. Proceeding with the 2017 EITI Report on this basis without Board approval raises governance
issues.   
 
In our view, it seems unlikely that the US EITI MSG will endorse a mainstreaming/adapted implementation request that that departs so
fundamentally from the EITI Standard. Even if stakeholders agree that the Independent Administrator is not needed, the proposal to exempt
companies from reporting has little chance of securing support from CSOs. Even if this was possible, we don’t think it likely that the EITI
Board will endorse this approach given the precedent it would set.
 
In light of the below, it does indeed appear necessary in the coming weeks and months to work out the US relationship with the EITI. If the
below cannot be significantly revised, withdrawal seems likely and we need in that case to figure out how this can best be done. This can
surely be done in a way where the Board would recognises the outstanding work that the DOI has done to bring together stakeholders and
open up government systems regarding disclosure on non-tax revenues, and the success in engaging three states with significant extractive
industries. We hope, of course, that such a withdrawal alongside any developments related to DF 1504 will not call into question US support
for the EITI.
 
Regards,
Sam & Jonas
 
 
Samuel R Bartlett, PhD
Technical Director
EITI International Secretariat
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative
+47 9026 7530
sbartlett@eiti.org
www.eiti.org
Twitter: @SamuelRBartlett and @EITIorg
Address: Ruseløkkveien 26, 0251 Oslo, Norway
 

EITI e-mail footer

 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, 19 April 2017 9:39 PM
To: Sam Bartlett <SBartlett@eiti.org>
Cc: Greg Gould (Greg.Gould@onrr.gov) <Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>; @state.gov) < @state.gov>;

@state.gov) @state.gov>; Jonas Moberg <JMoberg@eiti.org>
Subject: Re: Questions on outlook for the USEITI
 
Sam,

Thank you for this e-mail and thank you for reaching out to us earlier on the USEITI self assessment and

validation.  I would like to get a better understanding of the issues / questions you have regarding scoping (4.1)

and adherence to the Standard ToRs for Independent Administrators (4.9).

 
I understand the Validation now provides both an “overall assessment” and a scorecard addressing adherence to

various aspects of the EITI Standard and that most Implementing Countries assessed against the 2016 Standard

achieve an overall assessment of “meaningful progress”.  Having reviewed the assessments resulting in

meaningful progress and inadequate progress  I also recognize the process is now perhaps a bit more subjective.

 
We did provide the self-assessment the MSG discussed at the November MSG Meeting as well as the MSG

approved request for extending Adapted Implementation for USEITI’s subnational and tribal opt-in as a means of

initiating a conversation about the feasibility of possible next steps to ameliorate areas we identified as needing

improvement before a validation assessment.  We do look forward to those discussion and your input.
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Previous remarks by yourself and Jonas tend to highlight the lack of Company and Government participation in

reporting tax revenues as a primary hindrance to not only validation but perhaps also to achieving meaningful

progress.  

 
With respect to Table 2 of the 2015 EITI Report Executive Summary, you noted you were unable to determine

whether any of the company-disclosures were on a project level.  The Table in the Executive Summary reflects

Parent Companies and the data is not disaggregated on a project level.

 
I do also want to provide you an update on our progress for the 2017 Report thus far (which began in November

of last year).  

 
We have Government data for: Indian Revenue (FY 2016); Indian Production (FY 2016); ONRR Unilateral

Disclosure by Company, Commodity and Revenue Stream(CY 2016); Disbursement Data (FY 2016); Federal

Revenue by revenue stream and lease type down to the county level whenever not violating the TSA (CY and FY

2016); Federal Production by product and down to the county level whenever not violating the TSA (CY and FY

2016); and for the first time the 2017 Report will include the ONRR Unilateral Disclosure of revenue streams by

Parent Company and by State for CY 2016).  This will become a regular feature. As you may recall from our

February MSG Meeting, we presented for MSG discussion project-level reporting.  Per Dodd-Frank 1504 - project

means operational activities governed by a single contract, license, lease, concession, or similar legal agreement,

which form the basis for payment liabilities with a government. Agreements that are both operationally and

geographically interconnected may be treated by the resource extraction issuer as a single project. In CY2015

revenues on ~47,000 Leases, ROWs, and RUEs were reported to ONRR and in CY2015 revenues on ~57,000

Leases, ROWs, RUEs, Agreements, and Mines were reported to ONRR. Reporting at that level is a considerable

undertaking and we are still not certain if such a considerable undertaking would achieve a commensurate

advancement.    

 

At the November MSG Meeting, the IA was directed to:

Review whether DOI audit procedures would satisfy EITI reconciliation requirements, the relative cost-effectiveness of these audit
procedures as compared to the current USEITI reconciliation process, and the timeline for implementing any revisions to the USEITI
reconciliation process. 
Consider whether careful review and description of DOI audit procedures might help demonstrate the potential for mainstreaming of
USEITI reporting. 
Conduct a mainstreaming feasibility assessment by February 2017. Progress on the Mainstreaming Feasibility Study is as follows: The
IA has conducted interviews with representatives from each sector and worked with the Implementation Subcommittee's Reconciliation
Improvement Workgroup on drafting the mainstreaming feasibility study.  Interviews with Subject Matter Experts in the Denver ONRR
Office are ongoing.

At the February MSG Meeting, the MSG decisions and approvals were as follows:

•       The MSG decided to move forward with the Implementing Subcommittee’s recommendation to forego

independent reconciliation of revenues by the Independent Administrator for the 2017 USEITI Report. 

•       The MSG decided to use and move forward with the proposed reporting template for 2017. 

•       The MSG decided to have the USEITI Secretariat work to add material for the 2017 USEITI Report about

US audit and assurance procedures and for the USEITI Secretariat to make a “good faith effort” to include

information about “the life of a lease” in the 2017 USEITI Report.

•       The MSG approved the November 2016 MSG meeting summary. 

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which dataset source

(Bureau of Labor Statistics or Census Bureau) to use to provide information for employment by commodity.

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which two additional

visualizations (between additional metals, forestry, and renewable energy) to include in the 2017 USEITI Report,

along with a visualization about employment by commodity.

 
The new additions to the Contextual Narrative for our 2017 report include: 

Employment by Commodity - The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a final draft
completed this month.  (Provides a nation-wide overview using Bureau of Labor Statistics, Quarterly Census of Employment and
Wages);
Additional non-energy metals- The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a final draft
completed this month. (To better understand the non-energy mining industry in the United States, this section highlights four metals:
lead, zinc, silver, and molybdenum. This information builds upon three in-scope metals (copper, gold, and iron);
Forestry;
An in-depth Tribal Overview that will sit in multiple places on the data portal, as determined by usability and content; and

I have also asked the USEITI Secretariat staff to identify the in-scope companies with 10-K Reports and provide

a list of direct links to those reports for incorporation in the data portal/2017 Report.  This will be a new addition.

 

Hope this helps.

 
On Wed, Apr 19, 2017 at 1:00 PM, Sam Bartlett <SBartlett@eiti.org> wrote:

Hi Judith,
 
We’re preparing the implementation progress report for the forthcoming Board meeting in Oslo. Any updates you could provide on the
issues highlighted below would be most welcome.
 



Regards,
Sam
 
From: Sam Bartlett 
Sent: Tuesday, 11 April 2017 10:18 AM
To: Judith Wilson (judith.wilson@onrr.gov) <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Cc: Greg Gould (Greg.Gould@onrr.gov) <Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>; @state.gov) < @state.gov>;

@state.gov) @state.gov>; Jonas Moberg (JMoberg@eiti.org) <JMoberg@eiti.org>
Subject: Questions on outlook for the USEITI
 
Hi Judith,
 
At our call on 30 March we discussed your pre-validation assessment and the development of an options paper addressing
next steps for US EITI implementation. Here are some questions and observations on some the key aspects. I’d be happy to
elaborate further if useful.
 
1. Validation scenarios
 
We broadly agree with your self-assessment. We have some questions about some technical aspects (e.g., some issues
regarding scoping (4.1) and adherence to the standard ToRs for Independent Administrators (4.9). As you have identified,
industry participation, the coverage of reconciliation and the coverage of income tax is problematic. In some other respects -
such as coverage of the Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Program and the work on the open data portal - US EITI
implementation is exemplary.
 
As you know, the EITI has changed its approach to Validation. We have moved away from a binary “pass/fail”,
“candidate/compliant” system. Validation now provides both an “overall assessment” and scorecard addressing adherence to
various aspects of the EITI Standard. The most likely scenario is an overall assessment of “meaningful progress”. As you can
see here, this is a relatively common outcome. No country has so far achieved an overall assessment of “satisfactory progress”.
Most countries have a rather long list of corrective actions.
 
As you know, Validation in the United States is currently scheduled to commence on 1 April 2018. This implies completion of
Validation circa September 2018. We of course don’t know what will happen with 1504 until then. Note that the MSG is entitled
to seek an extension if it considers that there have been “exceptional circumstances”. If a new 1504 Rule has been released,
the MSG might consider requesting an extension. Alternatively, if Validation goes ahead as scheduled, progress based on
implementation of 1504 could be considered at the second Validation as late as March 2020.
 
2. The Royalty Policy Committee acting as the MSG.
 
There is nothing in the EITI Standard that prevents an implementing country form changing the form and composition of the
MSG. It is, however, essential that “each stakeholder group must have the right to appoint its own representatives”
(Requirement 1.4.a.ii). The documents that you have provided stipulate that the appointments will be approved by the
Secretary. Could you provide some additional detail on how the members will be selected? Is it feasible for the industry and
CSO constituencies to appoint their own representatives, even if they are ultimately approved by the Secretary?     
 
The EITI Standard also requires that the MSG agrees clear public terms of reference for its work, approves its own work plans,
and its agrees its internal governance rules and procedures. It would be good to consider how this would be done, at least in
terms of the Committee’s work relating to EITI implementation. I guess one option is that the MSG is formed as a
subcommittees of the Royalty Policy Committee.
 
3. Industry participation and coverage of tax payments
 
It would be good to get some clarity on the plans for covering income tax in the next report. Specifically: will any companies be
invited to report? If not, is there any work planned to collate information from other publically available sources? Will the IRS
continue to provide an estimate?
 
Even if the SEC presented a new rule in the coming months, we assume that this will not come into force for until 2019 or later.
It would therefore be good to explore what additional work could be done with existing data. As we have discussed previously,
the publically listed firms typically disclose quite a lot of information in their 10-K Reports to the SEC. These include quite
detailed reporting on revenues, expenses, production, profitability, depreciation, etc. Most have a line item on segment income
taxes. See the latest 10-K from Chevron showing a tax benefit for upstream US of $1.172 billion, and how this is offset by
income tax in other segments:  
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source

 
We know that these figures cannot be reconciled with government data. For a start, Chevron’s statement is done on an accrual
basis (taking into account various adjustments and provisions) not on a cash flow basis (i.e., actual payments made to the
government). I assume Chevron makes its income tax payments on a group basis, and that the IRS doesn’t account for the
business segments separately. This makes reconciliation impossible, even if 1504 was in place.
 
Setting reconciliation aside, this is a reliable (audited) statement from Chevron on their US tax liabilities. And, from a user
perspective, it is useful to see these numbers presented in their wider financial context. Specifically, by consulting the 10-K
Report, you can see how and why the figure is $1.172 billion. Can we not do more to collate these existing disclosures? Even a
simple list of in-scope companies with links to the public filings may help offset the criticism that “industry is not participating”.
 
4. Project level reporting
 
Another issue we should consider is the EITI’s requirement on project-level reporting, originally agreed in 2013. It would be
good to discuss how the DOI plans to address this. This may help keep civil society engaged.
 
At the Board meeting in Bogota the EITI Board reaffirmed that project-level reporting is required. EITI countries will be required
to:
 

1. Publish EITI data disaggregated by individual project, company, government entity and revenue stream. The national
multi-stakeholder group should devise and apply a definition of the term project that is consistent with relevant national
laws and systems as well as international norms. For example, the EU defines a project as operational activities that are
governed by a single contract, license, lease, concession, or similar legal agreement, which form the basis for payment
liabilities with a government. Payments that are levied at a company level can be continued to be reported by company.
 

2. Project-level reporting will be required for all reports covering fiscal years ending on or after 31 December 2018. Given the
EITI’s “two-year rule” (requirement 4.8), this would effectively require project-level reporting by all countries by 31
December 2020 at the latest.
 

3. The EITI Board will develop further guidance on the implementation of the requirement and issue a schedule for how and
when this requirement will be validated.

 
Following this decision, the EITI International Secretariat is conducting some research on existing practices. Our preliminary
assessment of the level of disaggregation in your latest EITI Report is as follows:
 

Table 2 of the 2015 EITI Report includes a list of the relevant companies included in the scope of reconciliation, but it was not
possible to retrieve corresponding licenses or permits for each of the companies, when accessing the online registries.
Therefore the level of disaggregation is per government entity, revenue stream and per company, but we were unable to
determine whether any of these company-disclosures were on a project level.

 
It would be appreciated if you could help us revise this summary, addressing plans for project-level reporting in the years to
come.
 
Regards,
Sam
 
 
Samuel R Bartlett, PhD
Technical Director
EITI International Secretariat
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative
+47 9026 7530





below cannot be significantly revised, withdrawal seems likely and we need in that case to figure out how this can best be done. This can
surely be done in a way where the Board would recognises the outstanding work that the DOI has done to bring together stakeholders and
open up government systems regarding disclosure on non-tax revenues, and the success in engaging three states with significant
extractive industries. We hope, of course, that such a withdrawal alongside any developments related to DF 1504 will not call into question
US support for the EITI.
 
Regards,
Sam & Jonas
 
 
Samuel R Bartlett, PhD
Technical Director
EITI International Secretariat
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative
+47 9026 7530
sbartlett@eiti.org
www.eiti.org
Twitter: @SamuelRBartlett and @EITIorg
Address: Ruseløkkveien 26, 0251 Oslo, Norway
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From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, 19 April 2017 9:39 PM
To: Sam Bartlett <SBartlett@eiti.org>
Cc: Greg Gould (Greg.Gould@onrr.gov) <Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>; @state.gov) < @state.gov>;

@state.gov) @state.gov>; Jonas Moberg <JMoberg@eiti.org>
Subject: Re: Questions on outlook for the USEITI
 
Sam,

Thank you for this e-mail and thank you for reaching out to us earlier on the USEITI self assessment and

validation.  I would like to get a better understanding of the issues / questions you have regarding scoping

(4.1) and adherence to the Standard ToRs for Independent Administrators (4.9).

 
I understand the Validation now provides both an “overall assessment” and a scorecard addressing adherence

to various aspects of the EITI Standard and that most Implementing Countries assessed against the 2016

Standard achieve an overall assessment of “meaningful progress”.  Having reviewed the assessments resulting

in meaningful progress and inadequate progress  I also recognize the process is now perhaps a bit more

subjective.

 
We did provide the self-assessment the MSG discussed at the November MSG Meeting as well as the MSG

approved request for extending Adapted Implementation for USEITI’s subnational and tribal opt-in as a means

of initiating a conversation about the feasibility of possible next steps to ameliorate areas we identified as

needing improvement before a validation assessment.  We do look forward to those discussion and your input.

 

Previous remarks by yourself and Jonas tend to highlight the lack of Company and Government participation in

reporting tax revenues as a primary hindrance to not only validation but perhaps also to achieving meaningful

progress.  

 
With respect to Table 2 of the 2015 EITI Report Executive Summary, you noted you were unable to determine

whether any of the company-disclosures were on a project level.  The Table in the Executive Summary reflects

Parent Companies and the data is not disaggregated on a project level.

 
I do also want to provide you an update on our progress for the 2017 Report thus far (which began in

November of last year).  

 
We have Government data for: Indian Revenue (FY 2016); Indian Production (FY 2016); ONRR Unilateral

Disclosure by Company, Commodity and Revenue Stream(CY 2016); Disbursement Data (FY 2016); Federal

Revenue by revenue stream and lease type down to the county level whenever not violating the TSA (CY and

FY 2016); Federal Production by product and down to the county level whenever not violating the TSA (CY and

FY 2016); and for the first time the 2017 Report will include the ONRR Unilateral Disclosure of revenue streams

by Parent Company and by State for CY 2016).  This will become a regular feature. As you may recall from our

February MSG Meeting, we presented for MSG discussion project-level reporting.  Per Dodd-Frank 1504 -

project means operational activities governed by a single contract, license, lease, concession, or similar legal

agreement, which form the basis for payment liabilities with a government. Agreements that are both

operationally and geographically interconnected may be treated by the resource extraction issuer as a single

project. In CY2015 revenues on ~47,000 Leases, ROWs, and RUEs were reported to ONRR and in CY2015

revenues on ~57,000 Leases, ROWs, RUEs, Agreements, and Mines were reported to ONRR. Reporting at that
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level is a considerable undertaking and we are still not certain if such a considerable undertaking would achieve

a commensurate advancement.    

 

At the November MSG Meeting, the IA was directed to:

Review whether DOI audit procedures would satisfy EITI reconciliation requirements, the relative cost-effectiveness of these audit
procedures as compared to the current USEITI reconciliation process, and the timeline for implementing any revisions to the USEITI
reconciliation process. 
Consider whether careful review and description of DOI audit procedures might help demonstrate the potential for mainstreaming of
USEITI reporting. 
Conduct a mainstreaming feasibility assessment by February 2017. Progress on the Mainstreaming Feasibility Study is as follows: The
IA has conducted interviews with representatives from each sector and worked with the Implementation Subcommittee's
Reconciliation Improvement Workgroup on drafting the mainstreaming feasibility study.  Interviews with Subject Matter Experts in
the Denver ONRR Office are ongoing.

At the February MSG Meeting, the MSG decisions and approvals were as follows:

•       The MSG decided to move forward with the Implementing Subcommittee’s recommendation to forego

independent reconciliation of revenues by the Independent Administrator for the 2017 USEITI Report. 

•       The MSG decided to use and move forward with the proposed reporting template for 2017. 

•       The MSG decided to have the USEITI Secretariat work to add material for the 2017 USEITI Report about

US audit and assurance procedures and for the USEITI Secretariat to make a “good faith effort” to include

information about “the life of a lease” in the 2017 USEITI Report.

•       The MSG approved the November 2016 MSG meeting summary. 

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which dataset source

(Bureau of Labor Statistics or Census Bureau) to use to provide information for employment by commodity.

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which two additional

visualizations (between additional metals, forestry, and renewable energy) to include in the 2017 USEITI

Report, along with a visualization about employment by commodity.

 
The new additions to the Contextual Narrative for our 2017 report include: 

Employment by Commodity - The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a final draft
completed this month.  (Provides a nation-wide overview using Bureau of Labor Statistics, Quarterly Census of Employment and
Wages);
Additional non-energy metals- The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a final draft
completed this month. (To better understand the non-energy mining industry in the United States, this section highlights four metals:
lead, zinc, silver, and molybdenum. This information builds upon three in-scope metals (copper, gold, and iron);
Forestry;
An in-depth Tribal Overview that will sit in multiple places on the data portal, as determined by usability and content; and

I have also asked the USEITI Secretariat staff to identify the in-scope companies with 10-K Reports and

provide a list of direct links to those reports for incorporation in the data portal/2017 Report.  This will be a

new addition.

 

Hope this helps.

 
On Wed, Apr 19, 2017 at 1:00 PM, Sam Bartlett <SBartlett@eiti.org> wrote:

Hi Judith,
 
We’re preparing the implementation progress report for the forthcoming Board meeting in Oslo. Any updates you could provide on the
issues highlighted below would be most welcome.
 
Regards,
Sam
 
From: Sam Bartlett 
Sent: Tuesday, 11 April 2017 10:18 AM
To: Judith Wilson (judith.wilson@onrr.gov) <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Cc: Greg Gould (Greg.Gould@onrr.gov) <Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>; @state.gov) @state.gov>;

@state.gov) < @state.gov>; Jonas Moberg (JMoberg@eiti.org) <JMoberg@eiti.org>
Subject: Questions on outlook for the USEITI
 
Hi Judith,
 
At our call on 30 March we discussed your pre-validation assessment and the development of an options paper addressing
next steps for US EITI implementation. Here are some questions and observations on some the key aspects. I’d be happy to
elaborate further if useful.
 
1. Validation scenarios
 
We broadly agree with your self-assessment. We have some questions about some technical aspects (e.g., some issues
regarding scoping (4.1) and adherence to the standard ToRs for Independent Administrators (4.9). As you have identified,
industry participation, the coverage of reconciliation and the coverage of income tax is problematic. In some other respects -
such as coverage of the Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Program and the work on the open data portal - US EITI
implementation is exemplary.
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As you know, the EITI has changed its approach to Validation. We have moved away from a binary “pass/fail”,
“candidate/compliant” system. Validation now provides both an “overall assessment” and scorecard addressing adherence to
various aspects of the EITI Standard. The most likely scenario is an overall assessment of “meaningful progress”. As you can
see here, this is a relatively common outcome. No country has so far achieved an overall assessment of “satisfactory
progress”. Most countries have a rather long list of corrective actions.
 
As you know, Validation in the United States is currently scheduled to commence on 1 April 2018. This implies completion of
Validation circa September 2018. We of course don’t know what will happen with 1504 until then. Note that the MSG is
entitled to seek an extension if it considers that there have been “exceptional circumstances”. If a new 1504 Rule has been
released, the MSG might consider requesting an extension. Alternatively, if Validation goes ahead as scheduled, progress
based on implementation of 1504 could be considered at the second Validation as late as March 2020.
 
2. The Royalty Policy Committee acting as the MSG.
 
There is nothing in the EITI Standard that prevents an implementing country form changing the form and composition of the
MSG. It is, however, essential that “each stakeholder group must have the right to appoint its own representatives”
(Requirement 1.4.a.ii). The documents that you have provided stipulate that the appointments will be approved by the
Secretary. Could you provide some additional detail on how the members will be selected? Is it feasible for the industry and
CSO constituencies to appoint their own representatives, even if they are ultimately approved by the Secretary?     
 
The EITI Standard also requires that the MSG agrees clear public terms of reference for its work, approves its own work
plans, and its agrees its internal governance rules and procedures. It would be good to consider how this would be done, at
least in terms of the Committee’s work relating to EITI implementation. I guess one option is that the MSG is formed as a
subcommittees of the Royalty Policy Committee.
 
3. Industry participation and coverage of tax payments
 
It would be good to get some clarity on the plans for covering income tax in the next report. Specifically: will any companies
be invited to report? If not, is there any work planned to collate information from other publically available sources? Will the
IRS continue to provide an estimate?
 
Even if the SEC presented a new rule in the coming months, we assume that this will not come into force for until 2019 or
later. It would therefore be good to explore what additional work could be done with existing data. As we have discussed
previously, the publically listed firms typically disclose quite a lot of information in their 10-K Reports to the SEC. These
include quite detailed reporting on revenues, expenses, production, profitability, depreciation, etc. Most have a line item on
segment income taxes. See the latest 10-K from Chevron showing a tax benefit for upstream US of $1.172 billion, and how
this is offset by income tax in other segments:  

 

 

source

 
We know that these figures cannot be reconciled with government data. For a start, Chevron’s statement is done on an
accrual basis (taking into account various adjustments and provisions) not on a cash flow basis (i.e., actual payments made
to the government). I assume Chevron makes its income tax payments on a group basis, and that the IRS doesn’t account for
the business segments separately. This makes reconciliation impossible, even if 1504 was in place.
 
Setting reconciliation aside, this is a reliable (audited) statement from Chevron on their US tax liabilities. And, from a user
perspective, it is useful to see these numbers presented in their wider financial context. Specifically, by consulting the 10-K
Report, you can see how and why the figure is $1.172 billion. Can we not do more to collate these existing disclosures? Even
a simple list of in-scope companies with links to the public filings may help offset the criticism that “industry is not
participating”.
 
4. Project level reporting
 
Another issue we should consider is the EITI’s requirement on project-level reporting, originally agreed in 2013. It would be
good to discuss how the DOI plans to address this. This may help keep civil society engaged.



 
At the Board meeting in Bogota the EITI Board reaffirmed that project-level reporting is required. EITI countries will be
required to:
 

1. Publish EITI data disaggregated by individual project, company, government entity and revenue stream. The national
multi-stakeholder group should devise and apply a definition of the term project that is consistent with relevant national
laws and systems as well as international norms. For example, the EU defines a project as operational activities that
are governed by a single contract, license, lease, concession, or similar legal agreement, which form the basis for
payment liabilities with a government. Payments that are levied at a company level can be continued to be reported by
company.
 

2. Project-level reporting will be required for all reports covering fiscal years ending on or after 31 December 2018. Given
the EITI’s “two-year rule” (requirement 4.8), this would effectively require project-level reporting by all countries by 31
December 2020 at the latest.
 

3. The EITI Board will develop further guidance on the implementation of the requirement and issue a schedule for how
and when this requirement will be validated.

 
Following this decision, the EITI International Secretariat is conducting some research on existing practices. Our preliminary
assessment of the level of disaggregation in your latest EITI Report is as follows:
 

Table 2 of the 2015 EITI Report includes a list of the relevant companies included in the scope of reconciliation, but it was not
possible to retrieve corresponding licenses or permits for each of the companies, when accessing the online registries.
Therefore the level of disaggregation is per government entity, revenue stream and per company, but we were unable to
determine whether any of these company-disclosures were on a project level.

 
It would be appreciated if you could help us revise this summary, addressing plans for project-level reporting in the years to
come.
 
Regards,
Sam
 
 
Samuel R Bartlett, PhD
Technical Director
EITI International Secretariat
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative
+47 9026 7530
sbartlett@eiti.org
www.eiti.org
Twitter: @SamuelRBartlett and @EITIorg
Address: Ruseløkkveien 26, 0251 Oslo, Norway
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We were not aware that the MSG has agreed “to forego independent reconciliation of revenues by the Independent Administrator for the
2017 USEITI Report”. Alongside the adapted implementation request addressing subnational payments (requirement 4.6), this is a major
departure from the EITI Standard’s provisions on comprehensive reconciliation of taxes and revenues (4.1) and data quality and assurance
(4.9). It is unprecedented that an EITI implementing country prepares an EITI Report without an Independent Administrator.
 
In addition, our understanding from the summary below is that DOI will not invite companies to participate in the EITI reporting process, and
that the 2017 EITI Report will be based on unilateral government disclosure. The coverage of income tax will continue be limited to
aggregate estimates from the IRS (as per the EITI Reports published to date), with some additional references to disclosures to the SEC
through 10-K Reports. Again, it is unprecedented that an EITI implementing country prepares an EITI Report without company participation,
and that the largest revenue stream (Federal Corporate Income Tax) is reported in this way.      
 
The Standard is clear that “should the multi-stakeholder group wish to adapt or deviate from these agreed upon procedures, approval from
the EITI Board must be sought in advance”. Proceeding with the 2017 EITI Report on this basis without Board approval raises governance
issues.   
 
In our view, it seems unlikely that the US EITI MSG will endorse a mainstreaming/adapted implementation request that that departs so
fundamentally from the EITI Standard. Even if stakeholders agree that the Independent Administrator is not needed, the proposal to exempt
companies from reporting has little chance of securing support from CSOs. Even if this was possible, we don’t think it likely that the EITI
Board will endorse this approach given the precedent it would set.
 
In light of the below, it does indeed appear necessary in the coming weeks and months to work out the US relationship with the EITI. If the
below cannot be significantly revised, withdrawal seems likely and we need in that case to figure out how this can best be done. This can
surely be done in a way where the Board would recognises the outstanding work that the DOI has done to bring together stakeholders and
open up government systems regarding disclosure on non-tax revenues, and the success in engaging three states with significant
extractive industries. We hope, of course, that such a withdrawal alongside any developments related to DF 1504 will not call into question
US support for the EITI.
 
Regards,
Sam & Jonas
 
 
Samuel R Bartlett, PhD
Technical Director
EITI International Secretariat
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative
+47 9026 7530
sbartlett@eiti.org
www.eiti.org
Twitter: @SamuelRBartlett and @EITIorg
Address: Ruseløkkveien 26, 0251 Oslo, Norway
 

EITI e-mail footer

 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, 19 April 2017 9:39 PM
To: Sam Bartlett <SBartlett@eiti.org>
Cc: Greg Gould (Greg.Gould@onrr.gov) <Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>; @state.gov) < @state.gov>;

@state.gov) < @state.gov>; Jonas Moberg <JMoberg@eiti.org>
Subject: Re: Questions on outlook for the USEITI
 
Sam,

Thank you for this e-mail and thank you for reaching out to us earlier on the USEITI self assessment and

validation.  I would like to get a better understanding of the issues / questions you have regarding scoping

(4.1) and adherence to the Standard ToRs for Independent Administrators (4.9).

 
I understand the Validation now provides both an “overall assessment” and a scorecard addressing adherence

to various aspects of the EITI Standard and that most Implementing Countries assessed against the 2016

Standard achieve an overall assessment of “meaningful progress”.  Having reviewed the assessments resulting

in meaningful progress and inadequate progress  I also recognize the process is now perhaps a bit more

subjective.

 
We did provide the self-assessment the MSG discussed at the November MSG Meeting as well as the MSG

approved request for extending Adapted Implementation for USEITI’s subnational and tribal opt-in as a means

of initiating a conversation about the feasibility of possible next steps to ameliorate areas we identified as

needing improvement before a validation assessment.  We do look forward to those discussion and your input.

 

Previous remarks by yourself and Jonas tend to highlight the lack of Company and Government participation in

reporting tax revenues as a primary hindrance to not only validation but perhaps also to achieving meaningful

progress.  

 
With respect to Table 2 of the 2015 EITI Report Executive Summary, you noted you were unable to determine
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whether any of the company-disclosures were on a project level.  The Table in the Executive Summary reflects

Parent Companies and the data is not disaggregated on a project level.

 
I do also want to provide you an update on our progress for the 2017 Report thus far (which began in

November of last year).  

 
We have Government data for: Indian Revenue (FY 2016); Indian Production (FY 2016); ONRR Unilateral

Disclosure by Company, Commodity and Revenue Stream(CY 2016); Disbursement Data (FY 2016); Federal

Revenue by revenue stream and lease type down to the county level whenever not violating the TSA (CY and

FY 2016); Federal Production by product and down to the county level whenever not violating the TSA (CY and

FY 2016); and for the first time the 2017 Report will include the ONRR Unilateral Disclosure of revenue streams

by Parent Company and by State for CY 2016).  This will become a regular feature. As you may recall from our

February MSG Meeting, we presented for MSG discussion project-level reporting.  Per Dodd-Frank 1504 -

project means operational activities governed by a single contract, license, lease, concession, or similar legal

agreement, which form the basis for payment liabilities with a government. Agreements that are both

operationally and geographically interconnected may be treated by the resource extraction issuer as a single

project. In CY2015 revenues on ~47,000 Leases, ROWs, and RUEs were reported to ONRR and in CY2015

revenues on ~57,000 Leases, ROWs, RUEs, Agreements, and Mines were reported to ONRR. Reporting at that

level is a considerable undertaking and we are still not certain if such a considerable undertaking would achieve

a commensurate advancement.    

 

At the November MSG Meeting, the IA was directed to:

Review whether DOI audit procedures would satisfy EITI reconciliation requirements, the relative cost-effectiveness of these audit
procedures as compared to the current USEITI reconciliation process, and the timeline for implementing any revisions to the USEITI
reconciliation process. 
Consider whether careful review and description of DOI audit procedures might help demonstrate the potential for mainstreaming of
USEITI reporting. 
Conduct a mainstreaming feasibility assessment by February 2017. Progress on the Mainstreaming Feasibility Study is as follows: The
IA has conducted interviews with representatives from each sector and worked with the Implementation Subcommittee's
Reconciliation Improvement Workgroup on drafting the mainstreaming feasibility study.  Interviews with Subject Matter Experts in
the Denver ONRR Office are ongoing.

At the February MSG Meeting, the MSG decisions and approvals were as follows:

•       The MSG decided to move forward with the Implementing Subcommittee’s recommendation to forego

independent reconciliation of revenues by the Independent Administrator for the 2017 USEITI Report. 

•       The MSG decided to use and move forward with the proposed reporting template for 2017. 

•       The MSG decided to have the USEITI Secretariat work to add material for the 2017 USEITI Report about

US audit and assurance procedures and for the USEITI Secretariat to make a “good faith effort” to include

information about “the life of a lease” in the 2017 USEITI Report.

•       The MSG approved the November 2016 MSG meeting summary. 

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which dataset source

(Bureau of Labor Statistics or Census Bureau) to use to provide information for employment by commodity.

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which two additional

visualizations (between additional metals, forestry, and renewable energy) to include in the 2017 USEITI

Report, along with a visualization about employment by commodity.

 
The new additions to the Contextual Narrative for our 2017 report include: 

Employment by Commodity - The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a final draft
completed this month.  (Provides a nation-wide overview using Bureau of Labor Statistics, Quarterly Census of Employment and
Wages);
Additional non-energy metals- The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a final draft
completed this month. (To better understand the non-energy mining industry in the United States, this section highlights four metals:
lead, zinc, silver, and molybdenum. This information builds upon three in-scope metals (copper, gold, and iron);
Forestry;
An in-depth Tribal Overview that will sit in multiple places on the data portal, as determined by usability and content; and

I have also asked the USEITI Secretariat staff to identify the in-scope companies with 10-K Reports and

provide a list of direct links to those reports for incorporation in the data portal/2017 Report.  This will be a

new addition.

 

Hope this helps.

 
On Wed, Apr 19, 2017 at 1:00 PM, Sam Bartlett <SBartlett@eiti.org> wrote:

Hi Judith,
 
We’re preparing the implementation progress report for the forthcoming Board meeting in Oslo. Any updates you could provide on the
issues highlighted below would be most welcome.
 
Regards,
Sam
 
From: Sam Bartlett 
Sent: Tuesday, 11 April 2017 10:18 AM



To: Judith Wilson (judith.wilson@onrr.gov) <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Cc: Greg Gould (Greg.Gould@onrr.gov) <Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>; @state.gov) @state.gov>;

@state.gov) < @state.gov>; Jonas Moberg (JMoberg@eiti.org) <JMoberg@eiti.org>
Subject: Questions on outlook for the USEITI
 
Hi Judith,
 
At our call on 30 March we discussed your pre-validation assessment and the development of an options paper addressing
next steps for US EITI implementation. Here are some questions and observations on some the key aspects. I’d be happy to
elaborate further if useful.
 
1. Validation scenarios
 
We broadly agree with your self-assessment. We have some questions about some technical aspects (e.g., some issues
regarding scoping (4.1) and adherence to the standard ToRs for Independent Administrators (4.9). As you have identified,
industry participation, the coverage of reconciliation and the coverage of income tax is problematic. In some other respects -
such as coverage of the Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation Program and the work on the open data portal - US EITI
implementation is exemplary.
 
As you know, the EITI has changed its approach to Validation. We have moved away from a binary “pass/fail”,
“candidate/compliant” system. Validation now provides both an “overall assessment” and scorecard addressing adherence to
various aspects of the EITI Standard. The most likely scenario is an overall assessment of “meaningful progress”. As you can
see here, this is a relatively common outcome. No country has so far achieved an overall assessment of “satisfactory
progress”. Most countries have a rather long list of corrective actions.
 
As you know, Validation in the United States is currently scheduled to commence on 1 April 2018. This implies completion of
Validation circa September 2018. We of course don’t know what will happen with 1504 until then. Note that the MSG is
entitled to seek an extension if it considers that there have been “exceptional circumstances”. If a new 1504 Rule has been
released, the MSG might consider requesting an extension. Alternatively, if Validation goes ahead as scheduled, progress
based on implementation of 1504 could be considered at the second Validation as late as March 2020.
 
2. The Royalty Policy Committee acting as the MSG.
 
There is nothing in the EITI Standard that prevents an implementing country form changing the form and composition of the
MSG. It is, however, essential that “each stakeholder group must have the right to appoint its own representatives”
(Requirement 1.4.a.ii). The documents that you have provided stipulate that the appointments will be approved by the
Secretary. Could you provide some additional detail on how the members will be selected? Is it feasible for the industry and
CSO constituencies to appoint their own representatives, even if they are ultimately approved by the Secretary?     
 
The EITI Standard also requires that the MSG agrees clear public terms of reference for its work, approves its own work
plans, and its agrees its internal governance rules and procedures. It would be good to consider how this would be done, at
least in terms of the Committee’s work relating to EITI implementation. I guess one option is that the MSG is formed as a
subcommittees of the Royalty Policy Committee.
 
3. Industry participation and coverage of tax payments
 
It would be good to get some clarity on the plans for covering income tax in the next report. Specifically: will any companies
be invited to report? If not, is there any work planned to collate information from other publically available sources? Will the
IRS continue to provide an estimate?
 
Even if the SEC presented a new rule in the coming months, we assume that this will not come into force for until 2019 or
later. It would therefore be good to explore what additional work could be done with existing data. As we have discussed
previously, the publically listed firms typically disclose quite a lot of information in their 10-K Reports to the SEC. These
include quite detailed reporting on revenues, expenses, production, profitability, depreciation, etc. Most have a line item on
segment income taxes. See the latest 10-K from Chevron showing a tax benefit for upstream US of $1.172 billion, and how
this is offset by income tax in other segments:  
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source

 
We know that these figures cannot be reconciled with government data. For a start, Chevron’s statement is done on an
accrual basis (taking into account various adjustments and provisions) not on a cash flow basis (i.e., actual payments made
to the government). I assume Chevron makes its income tax payments on a group basis, and that the IRS doesn’t account for
the business segments separately. This makes reconciliation impossible, even if 1504 was in place.
 
Setting reconciliation aside, this is a reliable (audited) statement from Chevron on their US tax liabilities. And, from a user
perspective, it is useful to see these numbers presented in their wider financial context. Specifically, by consulting the 10-K
Report, you can see how and why the figure is $1.172 billion. Can we not do more to collate these existing disclosures? Even
a simple list of in-scope companies with links to the public filings may help offset the criticism that “industry is not
participating”.
 
4. Project level reporting
 
Another issue we should consider is the EITI’s requirement on project-level reporting, originally agreed in 2013. It would be
good to discuss how the DOI plans to address this. This may help keep civil society engaged.
 
At the Board meeting in Bogota the EITI Board reaffirmed that project-level reporting is required. EITI countries will be
required to:
 

1. Publish EITI data disaggregated by individual project, company, government entity and revenue stream. The national
multi-stakeholder group should devise and apply a definition of the term project that is consistent with relevant national
laws and systems as well as international norms. For example, the EU defines a project as operational activities that
are governed by a single contract, license, lease, concession, or similar legal agreement, which form the basis for
payment liabilities with a government. Payments that are levied at a company level can be continued to be reported by
company.
 

2. Project-level reporting will be required for all reports covering fiscal years ending on or after 31 December 2018. Given
the EITI’s “two-year rule” (requirement 4.8), this would effectively require project-level reporting by all countries by 31
December 2020 at the latest.
 

3. The EITI Board will develop further guidance on the implementation of the requirement and issue a schedule for how
and when this requirement will be validated.

 
Following this decision, the EITI International Secretariat is conducting some research on existing practices. Our preliminary
assessment of the level of disaggregation in your latest EITI Report is as follows:
 

Table 2 of the 2015 EITI Report includes a list of the relevant companies included in the scope of reconciliation, but it was not
possible to retrieve corresponding licenses or permits for each of the companies, when accessing the online registries.
Therefore the level of disaggregation is per government entity, revenue stream and per company, but we were unable to
determine whether any of these company-disclosures were on a project level.

 
It would be appreciated if you could help us revise this summary, addressing plans for project-level reporting in the years to
come.
 
Regards,
Sam
 
 
Samuel R Bartlett, PhD
Technical Director
EITI International Secretariat
Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative
+47 9026 7530
sbartlett@eiti.org
www.eiti.org
Twitter: @SamuelRBartlett and @EITIorg
Address: Ruseløkkveien 26, 0251 Oslo, Norway
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We did provide the self-assessment the MSG discussed at the November MSG Meeting as well as the MSG

approved request for extending Adapted Implementation for USEITI’s subnational and tribal opt-in as a means

of initiating a conversation about the feasibility of possible next steps to ameliorate areas we identified as

needing improvement before a validation assessment.  We do look forward to those discussion and your input.

 

Previous remarks by yourself and Jonas tend to highlight the lack of Company and Government participation in

reporting tax revenues as a primary hindrance to not only validation but perhaps also to achieving meaningful

progress.  

 
With respect to Table 2 of the 2015 EITI Report Executive Summary, you noted you were unable to determine

whether any of the company-disclosures were on a project level.  The Table in the Executive Summary reflects

Parent Companies and the data is not disaggregated on a project level.

 
I do also want to provide you an update on our progress for the 2017 Report thus far (which began in

November of last year).  

 
We have Government data for: Indian Revenue (FY 2016); Indian Production (FY 2016); ONRR Unilateral

Disclosure by Company, Commodity and Revenue Stream(CY 2016); Disbursement Data (FY 2016); Federal

Revenue by revenue stream and lease type down to the county level whenever not violating the TSA (CY and

FY 2016); Federal Production by product and down to the county level whenever not violating the TSA (CY and

FY 2016); and for the first time the 2017 Report will include the ONRR Unilateral Disclosure of revenue streams

by Parent Company and by State for CY 2016).  This will become a regular feature. As you may recall from our

February MSG Meeting, we presented for MSG discussion project-level reporting.  Per Dodd-Frank 1504 -

project means operational activities governed by a single contract, license, lease, concession, or similar legal

agreement, which form the basis for payment liabilities with a government. Agreements that are both

operationally and geographically interconnected may be treated by the resource extraction issuer as a single

project. In CY2015 revenues on ~47,000 Leases, ROWs, and RUEs were reported to ONRR and in CY2015

revenues on ~57,000 Leases, ROWs, RUEs, Agreements, and Mines were reported to ONRR. Reporting at that

level is a considerable undertaking and we are still not certain if such a considerable undertaking would achieve

a commensurate advancement.    

 

At the November MSG Meeting, the IA was directed to:

Review whether DOI audit procedures would satisfy EITI reconciliation requirements, the relative cost-effectiveness of these audit
procedures as compared to the current USEITI reconciliation process, and the timeline for implementing any revisions to the USEITI
reconciliation process. 
Consider whether careful review and description of DOI audit procedures might help demonstrate the potential for mainstreaming of
USEITI reporting. 
Conduct a mainstreaming feasibility assessment by February 2017. Progress on the Mainstreaming Feasibility Study is as follows: The
IA has conducted interviews with representatives from each sector and worked with the Implementation Subcommittee's
Reconciliation Improvement Workgroup on drafting the mainstreaming feasibility study.  Interviews with Subject Matter Experts in
the Denver ONRR Office are ongoing.

At the February MSG Meeting, the MSG decisions and approvals were as follows:

•       The MSG decided to move forward with the Implementing Subcommittee’s recommendation to forego

independent reconciliation of revenues by the Independent Administrator for the 2017 USEITI Report. 

•       The MSG decided to use and move forward with the proposed reporting template for 2017. 

•       The MSG decided to have the USEITI Secretariat work to add material for the 2017 USEITI Report about

US audit and assurance procedures and for the USEITI Secretariat to make a “good faith effort” to include

information about “the life of a lease” in the 2017 USEITI Report.

•       The MSG approved the November 2016 MSG meeting summary. 

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which dataset source

(Bureau of Labor Statistics or Census Bureau) to use to provide information for employment by commodity.

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which two additional

visualizations (between additional metals, forestry, and renewable energy) to include in the 2017 USEITI

Report, along with a visualization about employment by commodity.

 
The new additions to the Contextual Narrative for our 2017 report include: 

Employment by Commodity - The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a final draft
completed this month.  (Provides a nation-wide overview using Bureau of Labor Statistics, Quarterly Census of Employment and
Wages);
Additional non-energy metals- The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a final draft
completed this month. (To better understand the non-energy mining industry in the United States, this section highlights four metals:
lead, zinc, silver, and molybdenum. This information builds upon three in-scope metals (copper, gold, and iron);
Forestry;
An in-depth Tribal Overview that will sit in multiple places on the data portal, as determined by usability and content; and

I have also asked the USEITI Secretariat staff to identify the in-scope companies with 10-K Reports and

provide a list of direct links to those reports for incorporation in the data portal/2017 Report.  This will be a

new addition.

 

Hope this helps.

 
On Wed, Apr 19, 2017 at 1:00 PM, Sam Bartlett <SBartlett@eiti.org> wrote:























assessment and validation.  I would like to get a better understanding of the issues / questions you

have regarding scoping (4.1) and adherence to the Standard ToRs for Independent Administrators

(4.9).

 
I understand the Validation now provides both an “overall assessment” and a scorecard addressing

adherence to various aspects of the EITI Standard and that most Implementing Countries assessed

against the 2016 Standard achieve an overall assessment of “meaningful progress”.  Having

reviewed the assessments resulting in meaningful progress and inadequate progress  I also

recognize the process is now perhaps a bit more subjective.

 
We did provide the self-assessment the MSG discussed at the November MSG Meeting as well as

the MSG approved request for extending Adapted Implementation for USEITI’s subnational and

tribal opt-in as a means of initiating a conversation about the feasibility of possible next steps to

ameliorate areas we identified as needing improvement before a validation assessment.  We do

look forward to those discussion and your input.

 

Previous remarks by yourself and Jonas tend to highlight the lack of Company and Government

participation in reporting tax revenues as a primary hindrance to not only validation but perhaps

also to achieving meaningful progress.  

 
With respect to Table 2 of the 2015 EITI Report Executive Summary, you noted you were unable to

determine whether any of the company-disclosures were on a project level.  The Table in the

Executive Summary reflects Parent Companies and the data is not disaggregated on a project level.

 
I do also want to provide you an update on our progress for the 2017 Report thus far (which began

in November of last year).  

 
We have Government data for: Indian Revenue (FY 2016); Indian Production (FY 2016); ONRR

Unilateral Disclosure by Company, Commodity and Revenue Stream(CY 2016); Disbursement Data

(FY 2016); Federal Revenue by revenue stream and lease type down to the county level whenever

not violating the TSA (CY and FY 2016); Federal Production by product and down to the county

level whenever not violating the TSA (CY and FY 2016); and for the first time the 2017 Report will

include the ONRR Unilateral Disclosure of revenue streams by Parent Company and by State for CY

2016).  This will become a regular feature. As you may recall from our February MSG Meeting, we

presented for MSG discussion project-level reporting.  Per Dodd-Frank 1504 - project means

operational activities governed by a single contract, license, lease, concession, or similar legal

agreement, which form the basis for payment liabilities with a government. Agreements that are

both operationally and geographically interconnected may be treated by the resource extraction

issuer as a single project. In CY2015 revenues on ~47,000 Leases, ROWs, and RUEs were reported

to ONRR and in CY2015 revenues on ~57,000 Leases, ROWs, RUEs, Agreements, and Mines were

reported to ONRR. Reporting at that level is a considerable undertaking and we are still not certain

if such a considerable undertaking would achieve a commensurate advancement.    

 

At the November MSG Meeting, the IA was directed to:

Review whether DOI audit procedures would satisfy EITI reconciliation requirements, the relative cost-effectiveness of
these audit procedures as compared to the current USEITI reconciliation process, and the timeline for implementing
any revisions to the USEITI reconciliation process. 
Consider whether careful review and description of DOI audit procedures might help demonstrate the potential for
mainstreaming of USEITI reporting. 
Conduct a mainstreaming feasibility assessment by February 2017. Progress on the Mainstreaming Feasibility Study is
as follows: The IA has conducted interviews with representatives from each sector and worked with the
Implementation Subcommittee's Reconciliation Improvement Workgroup on drafting the mainstreaming feasibility
study.  Interviews with Subject Matter Experts in the Denver ONRR Office are ongoing.

At the February MSG Meeting, the MSG decisions and approvals were as follows:

•       The MSG decided to move forward with the Implementing Subcommittee’s recommendation

to forego independent reconciliation of revenues by the Independent Administrator for the 2017

USEITI Report. 

•       The MSG decided to use and move forward with the proposed reporting template for 2017. 

•       The MSG decided to have the USEITI Secretariat work to add material for the 2017 USEITI

Report about US audit and assurance procedures and for the USEITI Secretariat to make a “good

faith effort” to include information about “the life of a lease” in the 2017 USEITI Report.

•       The MSG approved the November 2016 MSG meeting summary. 

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which

dataset source (Bureau of Labor Statistics or Census Bureau) to use to provide information for

employment by commodity.

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which two

additional visualizations (between additional metals, forestry, and renewable energy) to include in

the 2017 USEITI Report, along with a visualization about employment by commodity.

 
The new additions to the Contextual Narrative for our 2017 report include: 

Employment by Commodity - The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a























the MSG approved request for extending Adapted Implementation for USEITI’s subnational and

tribal opt-in as a means of initiating a conversation about the feasibility of possible next steps to

ameliorate areas we identified as needing improvement before a validation assessment.  We do

look forward to those discussion and your input.

 

Previous remarks by yourself and Jonas tend to highlight the lack of Company and Government

participation in reporting tax revenues as a primary hindrance to not only validation but perhaps

also to achieving meaningful progress.  

 
With respect to Table 2 of the 2015 EITI Report Executive Summary, you noted you were unable to

determine whether any of the company-disclosures were on a project level.  The Table in the

Executive Summary reflects Parent Companies and the data is not disaggregated on a project level.

 
I do also want to provide you an update on our progress for the 2017 Report thus far (which began

in November of last year).  

 
We have Government data for: Indian Revenue (FY 2016); Indian Production (FY 2016); ONRR

Unilateral Disclosure by Company, Commodity and Revenue Stream(CY 2016); Disbursement Data

(FY 2016); Federal Revenue by revenue stream and lease type down to the county level whenever

not violating the TSA (CY and FY 2016); Federal Production by product and down to the county

level whenever not violating the TSA (CY and FY 2016); and for the first time the 2017 Report will

include the ONRR Unilateral Disclosure of revenue streams by Parent Company and by State for CY

2016).  This will become a regular feature. As you may recall from our February MSG Meeting, we

presented for MSG discussion project-level reporting.  Per Dodd-Frank 1504 - project means

operational activities governed by a single contract, license, lease, concession, or similar legal

agreement, which form the basis for payment liabilities with a government. Agreements that are

both operationally and geographically interconnected may be treated by the resource extraction

issuer as a single project. In CY2015 revenues on ~47,000 Leases, ROWs, and RUEs were reported

to ONRR and in CY2015 revenues on ~57,000 Leases, ROWs, RUEs, Agreements, and Mines were

reported to ONRR. Reporting at that level is a considerable undertaking and we are still not certain

if such a considerable undertaking would achieve a commensurate advancement.    

 

At the November MSG Meeting, the IA was directed to:

Review whether DOI audit procedures would satisfy EITI reconciliation requirements, the relative cost-effectiveness of
these audit procedures as compared to the current USEITI reconciliation process, and the timeline for implementing
any revisions to the USEITI reconciliation process. 
Consider whether careful review and description of DOI audit procedures might help demonstrate the potential for
mainstreaming of USEITI reporting. 
Conduct a mainstreaming feasibility assessment by February 2017. Progress on the Mainstreaming Feasibility Study is
as follows: The IA has conducted interviews with representatives from each sector and worked with the
Implementation Subcommittee's Reconciliation Improvement Workgroup on drafting the mainstreaming feasibility
study.  Interviews with Subject Matter Experts in the Denver ONRR Office are ongoing.

At the February MSG Meeting, the MSG decisions and approvals were as follows:

•       The MSG decided to move forward with the Implementing Subcommittee’s recommendation

to forego independent reconciliation of revenues by the Independent Administrator for the 2017

USEITI Report. 

•       The MSG decided to use and move forward with the proposed reporting template for 2017. 

•       The MSG decided to have the USEITI Secretariat work to add material for the 2017 USEITI

Report about US audit and assurance procedures and for the USEITI Secretariat to make a “good

faith effort” to include information about “the life of a lease” in the 2017 USEITI Report.

•       The MSG approved the November 2016 MSG meeting summary. 

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which

dataset source (Bureau of Labor Statistics or Census Bureau) to use to provide information for

employment by commodity.

•       The MSG approved the motion to have the Implementation Committee decide on which two

additional visualizations (between additional metals, forestry, and renewable energy) to include in

the 2017 USEITI Report, along with a visualization about employment by commodity.

 
The new additions to the Contextual Narrative for our 2017 report include: 

Employment by Commodity - The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a
final draft completed this month.  (Provides a nation-wide overview using Bureau of Labor Statistics, Quarterly Census
of Employment and Wages);
Additional non-energy metals- The IA has worked through the Implementation Subcommittee for sector review with a
final draft completed this month. (To better understand the non-energy mining industry in the United States, this
section highlights four metals: lead, zinc, silver, and molybdenum. This information builds upon three in-scope metals
(copper, gold, and iron);
Forestry;
An in-depth Tribal Overview that will sit in multiple places on the data portal, as determined by usability and content;
and

I have also asked the USEITI Secretariat staff to identify the in-scope companies with 10-K Reports

and provide a list of direct links to those reports for incorporation in the data portal/2017 Report. 
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Conversation Contents
USEITI Withdrawal

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 10:50:40 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
>

Subject: USEITI Withdrawal

James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 11:05:03 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 11:13:47 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
>

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st.  Did

you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly meet

one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: < >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 11:17:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on the
afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday.  I’ll set up
two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work for you and I will
poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st.  Did

you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly meet

one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 11:21:33 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on the
afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday.  I’ll set up
two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work for you and I
will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st. 

Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly

meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 

> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)



-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
>

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 13:21:30 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on the
afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday.  I’ll set up
two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work for you and I
will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st. 

Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly

meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 13:24:29 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day drop

off.

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on the
afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday.  I’ll set
up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work for you
and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st. 

Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly

meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us

to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)



judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 14:51:42 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.
Agenda

-  

-  

-  

 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day drop

off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on the
afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday.  I’ll set
up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work for you
and I will poll the group. 

(b) (6)
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(b) (6)
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(b) (5)



 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st. 

Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly

meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us

to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
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Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:02:45 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

This looks good. Where would you like to meet?  At Main Interior?

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on
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(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (5)



the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday. 
I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work
for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very

briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as
well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:25:14 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

I’ve booked a room here at EEOB. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:03 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
This looks good. Where would you like to meet?  At Main Interior?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
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The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on
the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday. 
I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work
for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very

briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as
well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:26:03 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



 

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on
the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday. 
I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work
for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very

briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as
well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
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Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"

(b) (6)



From: < >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:27:41 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Let me see if I can get a room at that time.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:26 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <James.A.Mazzarella@nsc.eop.gov>
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on
the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday. 
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I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work
for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very

briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

 wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as
well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:31:23 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

ok thank you.

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 5:27 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Let me see if I can get a room at that time.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:26 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 

 
 

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (5)



From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor
day drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time
on the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next
Monday.  I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what
times work for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could

very briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the

31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here
as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
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Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>



Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:34:40 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

It is OK, Greg rearranged the conflict.  We are all set for 2 pm the 30th at EEOB

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 5:27 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Let me see if I can get a room at that time.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:26 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor
day drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)



Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time
on the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next
Monday.  I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what
times work for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could

very briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the

31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here
as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:41:39 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

I literally just gave up that room and got a new one at 3.  Let’s keep it at 3. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:35 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
It is OK, Greg rearranged the conflict.  We are all set for 2 pm the 30th at EEOB

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 5:27 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
wrote:

Let me see if I can get a room at that time.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:26 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
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Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
<  wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor
day drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time
on the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next
Monday.  I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what
times work for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could

very briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the

31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
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> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here
as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
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(b) (6)



Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:48:38 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

You bet.  No problem. Will you be sending out the invite?

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 5:41 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

I literally just gave up that room and got a new one at 3.  Let’s keep it at 3. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:35 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
It is OK, Greg rearranged the conflict.  We are all set for 2 pm the 30th at EEOB

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 5:27 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Let me see if I can get a room at that time.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:26 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda
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From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid
labor day drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time
on the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next
Monday.  I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know
what times work for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could

very briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the

31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or
with the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was
here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
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James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability

for us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov



202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
>

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:58:24 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Just sent with the waves link.  I will send another waves link so you and Greg can stop by early, say
2:30? 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:49 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
You bet.  No problem. Will you be sending out the invite?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 5:41 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

I literally just gave up that room and got a new one at 3.  Let’s keep it at 3. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:35 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
It is OK, Greg rearranged the conflict.  We are all set for 2 pm the 30th at EEOB

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 5:27 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:
Let me see if I can get a room at that time.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:26 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



Agenda

 

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid
labor day drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time
on the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next
Monday.  I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know
what times work for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could

very briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the

31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

 wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or
with the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was
here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
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Adding an NSC and OMB colleague.   These are my notes, please edit them if I did not capture the
conclusions from the call.  I have quickly edited the letter as we discussed 
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Adding an NSC and OMB colleague.   These are my notes, please edit them if I did not capture the
conclusions from the call.  

 

If the deadline is late August, please provide initial input into the letter and talking points NLT Friday
August 4.  Please let me know if I missed something or got something wrong.
 
Thank you,
 
_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council |  |

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Friday, July 28, 2017 3:28 PM
To: @state.gov>
Cc: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >; Gould, Greg
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov>
Subject: Re: DRAFT talking points on USEITI (28 July 2017)
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UNCLASSIFIED  
NOT PRESS GUIDANCE 
 

UNCLASSIFIED 

July 2017 USEITI Talking Points 

 

 

 

 
  

(b) (5)



 

 

Approved:  ENR –  
 
Drafted: ENR/EGA/PAPD –  
 
Cleared: ENR/FO –  

DOI/ONRR –  
NSC – 
USAID – 
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UNCLASSIFIED  
NOT PRESS GUIDANCE 
 

UNCLASSIFIED 

July 2017 USEITI Talking Points 
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Approved:  ENR –  
 
Drafted: ENR/EGA/PAPD –  
 
Cleared: ENR/FO –  

DOI/ONRR –  
NSC – 
USAID – 
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Mr. Fredrik Reinfeldt 
Chair, EITI Board 
Ruseløkkveien 26 
0251 Oslo 
Norway 
 

Chair Reinfeldt, 

(b) (5)



Respectfully, 

 
Greg Gould 
Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue and 
USEITI Government Sector Co-Chair 
 
 
 

 
Drafted by  DOI ONRR:  Greg Gould/Judith Wilson 
 
Reviewed by      
       
 
Cleared by  NSC ITID:   
   State 
   USAID 
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UNCLASSIFIED  
NOT PRESS GUIDANCE 
 

UNCLASSIFIED 

July 2017 USEITI Talking Points 
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Approved:  ENR –  
 
Drafted: ENR/EGA/PAPD –  
 
Cleared: ENR/FO –  

DOI/ONRR –  
NSC – 
USAID – 
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Mr. Fredrik Reinfeldt 
Chair, EITI Board 
Ruseløkkveien 26 
0251 Oslo 
Norway 
 

Chair Reinfeldt, 
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Respectfully, 

 
Greg Gould 
Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue and 
USEITI Government Sector Co-Chair 
 
 
 

 
Drafted by  DOI ONRR:  Greg Gould/Judith Wilson 
 
Reviewed by      
       
 
Cleared by  NSC ITID:   
   State 
   USAID 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
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Approved:  ENR –  
 
Drafted: ENR/EGA/PAPD –  
 
Cleared: ENR/FO –  

DOI/ONRR –  
NSC – 
USAID – 
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Mr. Fredrik Reinfeldt 
Chair, EITI Board 
Ruseløkkveien 26 
0251 Oslo 
Norway 
 

Chair Reinfeldt, 
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Respectfully, 

 
Greg Gould 
Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue and 
USEITI Government Sector Co-Chair 
 
 
 

 
Drafted by  DOI ONRR:  Greg Gould/Judith Wilson 
 
Reviewed by      
       
 
Cleared by  NSC ITID:   
   State 
   USAID 
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Label: "ONRR/FOIA Request EITI/OS 2018
00350 part 2"

Created by:judith.wilson@onrr.gov

Total Messages in label:138 (9 conversations)

Created: 01-30-2018 at 15:27 PM



Conversation Contents
EITI call

Attachments:

/4. EITI call/1.1 invite.ics
/4. EITI call/1.2 USEITI Options Paper drft 5_11_17.docx
/4. EITI call/1.3 USEITI - May 2017 Co-Chairs Mtg - Mtg Summary v6 (170612).docx
/4. EITI call/1.4 USEITI Withdrawal letter 6_21_17.docx

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 13:10:38 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

CC:
"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, Jennifer Lewis
<jenlewis@usaid.gov>, "

@state.gov>
Subject: EITI call

Attachments:
invite.ics USEITI Options Paper drft 5_11_17.docx USEITI - May
2017 Co-Chairs Mtg - Mtg Summary v6 (170612).docx USEITI
Withdrawal letter 6_21_17.docx

 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 24, 2017 3:08 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Cc: Gould, Greg <greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov>; 

@state.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI
 
I am attaching several documents prepared by ONRR that will serve to inform on

the current state of play.  Reading them in the order attached may make the most

sense

 

1.  Draft analysis of USEITI challenges and options for the future

2.  Summary of the discussions at the last (May 2017) Co-chair meeting with the

EITI International Secretariat

3.  Draft Withdrawal letter to the EITI International Board

 
 
On Mon, Jul 24, 2017 at 1:26 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

I think aug 28th is too far out.  Let’s get a call on the books for this week and on the call set up a
tentative time for a meeting on August 28th. 
Jen and , please let me know if you would like to join.  Of the times provided, I can only do
Friday the 28th at 2-3 pm (edt).
 Purpose of the call will be, as stated below
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With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no

statement issued by USEITI.

 
On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:
Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that still
the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a
statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues and
way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we need a
formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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Yes, Greg Gould (Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue at DOI) and I (Program Manager USEITI Secretariat) are the POCs for this
initiative.  Greg is located in Denver and I am here in D.C.  I took a look at Greg's calendar and we both have openings Friday the 25th between 1 and 3
pm eastern and on Monday July 31st between 3 and 4 pm eastern.  Would either of those times work for you for a conference call?  If not, we can look
out further.

With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no statement issued by USEITI.

On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < <mailto: >>
wrote:
Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of
March 17th of this year.  Is that still the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a statement would be
issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State
and AID folks as well, but I don't think we need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council |  |

<mailto >

--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov<mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
202-208-4410

--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov<mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
202-208-4410
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Mr. Fredrik Reinfeldt 
Chair, EITI Board 
Ruseløkkveien 26 
0251 Oslo 
Norway 
 

Chair Reinfeldt, 

The Department of the Interior, which leads U.S. implementation of the EITI Standard, began in the fall 
of 2011 an aggressive timeline to establish a multi-stakeholder group (MSG); achieve Candidate Country 
status in March 2014; and ultimately begin the validation process by April 1, 2018.  The U.S.  has made 
significant progress meeting individual requirements of the Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative 
(EITI).  Key successes to date include publishing the 2015 and 2016 USEITI Annual Reports on an open 
source, open code interactive web-based data portal (https://useiti.doi.gov).  On this portal, the 
Department of the Interior unilaterally disclosed 2013, 2014, and 2015 revenues by company, 
commodity, and revenue type as well as production data across all commodities.  The portal is the new 
global standard in revenue governance transparency. 

Domestic implementation of EITI must account for the U.S. legal context, legal constraints and 
feasibility. Effective immediately the USEITI withdraws as an Implementing Country from the EITI.  The 
Department of the Interior maintains the primary role in the U.S. Government for the governance of 
energy and non-energy mineral resources.  The Office of Natural Resources Revenue within the 
Department of the Interior ensures full payment, disbursement and verification of non-tax revenues 
owed for the development of the nation’s energy and natural resources on the Outer Continental Shelf 
and onshore Federal and Indian lands. Despite current setbacks there is a path forward for the 
Department of the Interior institutionalizing fundamental principles of EITI that parallel the 
Department’s commitment to reforming revenue management and royalty collections.   

 

Respectfully, 

 
Greg Gould 
Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue and 
USEITI Government Sector Co-Chair 
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"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Fri Jul 21 2017 17:22:44 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov)" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>,
"Judith Wilson (judith.wilson@onrr.gov)" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Subject: EITI

Greetings Greg and Judith, I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI. I was
looking through my handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of
this year. Is that still the case? I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen
on May 22nd and a statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement. Can we meet at
some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues and way
forward. If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we need a
formal sub-PCC at this point. Thanks, __________________________________  Jim
Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 
| 

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 08:55:08 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Greg Gould <Greg.Gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: Fwd: EITI

Greg,

Jim did reach out to you.  I suspect  is behind Jim reaching out.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Date: Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM
Subject: EITI
To: "Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov)" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, "Judith Wilson
(judith.wilson@onrr.gov)" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Greetings Greg and Judith,
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I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that still
the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a
statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues
and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we
need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>

From: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 08:56:16 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI

When did he reach out to me, I don't have anything from him?

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

On Mon, Jul 24, 2017 at 8:55 AM, Wilson, Judith <judith.wilson@onrr.gov> wrote:
Greg,

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)



Jim did reach out to you.  I suspect  is behind Jim reaching out.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Date: Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM
Subject: EITI
To: "Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov)" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, "Judith Wilson
(judith.wilson@onrr.gov)" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that
still the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd
and a statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the
issues and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't
think we need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 08:58:59 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI

I forwarded the e-mail to you.  It was Friday night.

On Mon, Jul 24, 2017 at 10:56 AM, Gould, Greg <greg.gould@onrr.gov> wrote:
When did he reach out to me, I don't have anything from him?

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
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Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

On Mon, Jul 24, 2017 at 8:55 AM, Wilson, Judith <judith.wilson@onrr.gov> wrote:
Greg,

Jim did reach out to you.  I suspect  is behind Jim reaching out.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Date: Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM
Subject: EITI
To: "Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov)" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, "Judith Wilson
(judith.wilson@onrr.gov)" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is
that still the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on
May 22nd and a statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the
issues and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I
don't think we need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 |

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
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Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>

From: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 08:59:38 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: Fwd: EITI

Found it, buried in my inbox from Friday night, hadn't reached that one yet this morning, dealing
with the Valuation Rule right now.  Please work with him to set up a call for us to discuss next
steps.

Thanks,

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Date: Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 5:22 PM
Subject: EITI
To: "Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov)" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, "Judith Wilson
(judith.wilson@onrr.gov)" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that still
the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a
statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues
and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we
need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

(b) (6)



_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 09:01:11 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI

ok

On Mon, Jul 24, 2017 at 10:59 AM, Gould, Greg <greg.gould@onrr.gov> wrote:
Found it, buried in my inbox from Friday night, hadn't reached that one yet this morning,
dealing with the Valuation Rule right now.  Please work with him to set up a call for us to
discuss next steps.

Thanks,

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Date: Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 5:22 PM
Subject: EITI
To: "Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov)" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, "Judith Wilson
(judith.wilson@onrr.gov)" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that
still the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd
and a statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.
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Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the
issues and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't
think we need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 09:14:40 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
>

CC: "Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov)" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI

Good morning,

Yes, Greg Gould (Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue at DOI) and I

(Program Manager USEITI Secretariat) are the POCs for this initiative.  Greg is

located in Denver and I am here in D.C.  I took a look at Greg's calendar and we

both have openings Friday the 25th between 1 and 3 pm eastern and on Monday

July 31st between 3 and 4 pm eastern.  Would either of those times work for you

for a conference call?  If not, we can look out further.

With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no

statement issued by USEITI.

On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that
still the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd
and a statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.
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Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the
issues and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't
think we need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>

From: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 09:16:23 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI

Thanks!

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

On Mon, Jul 24, 2017 at 9:14 AM, Wilson, Judith <judith.wilson@onrr.gov> wrote:
Good morning,

Yes, Greg Gould (Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue at DOI) and I

(Program Manager USEITI Secretariat) are the POCs for this initiative.  Greg is

located in Denver and I am here in D.C.  I took a look at Greg's calendar and we

both have openings Friday the 25th between 1 and 3 pm eastern and on Monday
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July 31st between 3 and 4 pm eastern.  Would either of those times work for you

for a conference call?  If not, we can look out further.

With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no

statement issued by USEITI.

On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is
that still the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on
May 22nd and a statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the
issues and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I
don't think we need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 09:20:58 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
CC: "Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov)" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: EITI

Thanks, my preference is for a meeting the next time Greg is in DC, perhaps with the State and USAID
pocs as well, but if that’s not happening for a couple of weeks we can move it to a phone call.  You
mean, Friday the 28th not the 25th? 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 24, 2017 11:15 AM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
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Cc: Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov) <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI
 
Good morning,

 

Yes, Greg Gould (Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue at DOI) and I

(Program Manager USEITI Secretariat) are the POCs for this initiative.  Greg is

located in Denver and I am here in D.C.  I took a look at Greg's calendar and we

both have openings Friday the 25th between 1 and 3 pm eastern and on Monday

July 31st between 3 and 4 pm eastern.  Would either of those times work for you

for a conference call?  If not, we can look out further.

 

With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no

statement issued by USEITI.

 
On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my handover
notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that still the case?    I also
saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a statement would be
issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues and way
forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we need a formal
sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council |  |

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>

From: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 09:24:49 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< v>
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CC: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>, "
@state.gov>

Subject: Re: EITI

Thanks Jim.  I'm not scheduled to be back in DC until the week of Aug 28th, so let us know if
that's to far out.

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

On Mon, Jul 24, 2017 at 9:20 AM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Thanks, my preference is for a meeting the next time Greg is in DC, perhaps with the State and
USAID pocs as well, but if that’s not happening for a couple of weeks we can move it to a phone call. 
You mean, Friday the 28th not the 25th? 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 24, 2017 11:15 AM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Cc: Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov) <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI
 
Good morning,

 

Yes, Greg Gould (Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue at DOI) and I

(Program Manager USEITI Secretariat) are the POCs for this initiative.  Greg is

located in Denver and I am here in D.C.  I took a look at Greg's calendar and we

both have openings Friday the 25th between 1 and 3 pm eastern and on Monday

July 31st between 3 and 4 pm eastern.  Would either of those times work for you

for a conference call?  If not, we can look out further.

 

With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no

statement issued by USEITI.

 
On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that still the
case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a
statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.
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Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues and
way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we need a
formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 09:26:32 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

CC: "Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov)" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI

Yes I meant Friday the 28th.  I was looking at August, my mental hiccup!

On Mon, Jul 24, 2017 at 11:20 AM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Thanks, my preference is for a meeting the next time Greg is in DC, perhaps with the State and
USAID pocs as well, but if that’s not happening for a couple of weeks we can move it to a phone call. 
You mean, Friday the 28th not the 25th? 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 24, 2017 11:15 AM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Cc: Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov) <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI
 
Good morning,

 

Yes, Greg Gould (Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue at DOI) and I

(Program Manager USEITI Secretariat) are the POCs for this initiative.  Greg is

located in Denver and I am here in D.C.  I took a look at Greg's calendar and we

both have openings Friday the 25th between 1 and 3 pm eastern and on Monday

July 31st between 3 and 4 pm eastern.  Would either of those times work for you

for a conference call?  If not, we can look out further.
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With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no

statement issued by USEITI.

 
On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that still the
case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a
statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues and
way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we need a
formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" <James.A.Mazzarella@nsc.eop.gov>

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 11:26:51 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To:
"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, Jennifer Lewis
<jenlewis@usaid.gov>, "

@state.gov>, "Wilson, Judith"
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
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(b) (6)
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Yes, Greg Gould (Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue at DOI) and I

(Program Manager USEITI Secretariat) are the POCs for this initiative.  Greg is

located in Denver and I am here in D.C.  I took a look at Greg's calendar and we

both have openings Friday the 25th between 1 and 3 pm eastern and on Monday

July 31st between 3 and 4 pm eastern.  Would either of those times work for you

for a conference call?  If not, we can look out further.

 

With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no

statement issued by USEITI.

 
On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my handover
notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that still the case?    I
also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a statement would
be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues and
way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we need a
formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 |

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 

" @state.gov>

From: " @state.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 11:34:22 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To:
"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >, "Gould, Greg"
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>, Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov>,
"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Subject: RE: EITI

I can join at 2pm Friday.  I’ll request a conference call line and advise details.
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To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Cc: Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov) <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI
 
Good morning,

 

Yes, Greg Gould (Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue at DOI) and I

(Program Manager USEITI Secretariat) are the POCs for this initiative.  Greg is

located in Denver and I am here in D.C.  I took a look at Greg's calendar and we

both have openings Friday the 25th between 1 and 3 pm eastern and on Monday

July 31st between 3 and 4 pm eastern.  Would either of those times work for you

for a conference call?  If not, we can look out further.

 

With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no

statement issued by USEITI.

 
On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my handover
notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that still the case?    I
also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a statement would
be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues and
way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we need a
formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 11:35:46 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >
"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, Jennifer Lewis
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(b) (6)





USAID pocs as well, but if that’s not happening for a couple of weeks we can move it to a phone
call.  You mean, Friday the 28th not the 25th? 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 24, 2017 11:15 AM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Cc: Greg Gould (greg.gould@onrr.gov) <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI
 
Good morning,

 

Yes, Greg Gould (Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue at DOI) and I

(Program Manager USEITI Secretariat) are the POCs for this initiative.  Greg is

located in Denver and I am here in D.C.  I took a look at Greg's calendar and

we both have openings Friday the 25th between 1 and 3 pm eastern and on

Monday July 31st between 3 and 4 pm eastern.  Would either of those times

work for you for a conference call?  If not, we can look out further.

 

With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no

statement issued by USEITI.

 
On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 

> wrote:
Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that still
the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a
statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues
and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we
need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 

-- 
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Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov>

From: Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 11:35:54 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

CC:
"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, "

@state.gov>, "Wilson, Judith"
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

Subject: Re: EITI

Hello all,

I am available this Friday the 28th at that time (2-3pm EST). I look forward to the conversation!

Jen

Jennifer Anderson Lewis

Senior Governance and Rule of Law Advisor 

Center of Excellence on Democracy, Human Rights and Governance (DRG)

USAID/DCHA

phone: 202.712.0734 | e-mail: jenlewis@usaid.gov

On Mon, Jul 24, 2017 at 1:26 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

I think aug 28th is too far out.  Let’s get a call on the books for this week and on the call set up a
tentative time for a meeting on August 28th. 
  
Jen and , please let me know if you would like to join.  Of the times provided, I can only do
Friday the 28th at 2-3 pm (edt).
 
Purpose of the call will be, as stated below

 
Greg and Judith, can you please provide a read ahead of relevant information on these issues before
the Friday call?  Also, if someone has a conference call line we can use, I’ll add it to the invite.
 
 
 
From: Gould, Greg [mailto:greg.gould@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 24, 2017 11:25 AM

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
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and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we
need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Mon Jul 24 2017 13:07:37 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
>

CC:
"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, Jennifer Lewis
<jenlewis@usaid.gov>, "

@state.gov>
Subject: Re: EITI

Attachments:
USEITI Options Paper drft 5_11_17.docx USEITI - May 2017 Co-
Chairs Mtg - Mtg Summary v6 (170612).docx USEITI Withdrawal
letter 6_21_17.docx

I am attaching several documents prepared by ONRR that will serve to inform on

the current state of play.  Reading them in the order attached may make the most

sense

1.  Draft analysis of USEITI challenges and options for the future

2.  Summary of the discussions at the last (May 2017) Co-chair meeting with the

EITI International Secretariat

3.  Draft Withdrawal letter to the EITI International Board

On Mon, Jul 24, 2017 at 1:26 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

I think aug 28th is too far out.  Let’s get a call on the books for this week and on the call set up a
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(b) (6) (b) (6)
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(b) (6)
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Yes, Greg Gould (Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue at DOI) and I

(Program Manager USEITI Secretariat) are the POCs for this initiative.  Greg is

located in Denver and I am here in D.C.  I took a look at Greg's calendar and

we both have openings Friday the 25th between 1 and 3 pm eastern and on

Monday July 31st between 3 and 4 pm eastern.  Would either of those times

work for you for a conference call?  If not, we can look out further.

 

With respect to the last Board meeting, we did not attend and there was no

statement issued by USEITI.

 
On Fri, Jul 21, 2017 at 7:22 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:
Greetings Greg and Judith,

I'm a new director here at NSC and part of my portfolio is EITI.   I was looking through my
handover notes and see you listed as the DOI contacts as of March 17th of this year.  Is that still
the case?    I also saw there were notes that a Board Meeting would happen on May 22nd and a
statement would be issued, but I don't see the statement.

Can we meet at some point in the coming weeks informally to get me up to speed on the issues
and way forward.  If it's helpful we can add the State and AID folks as well, but I don't think we
need a formal sub-PCC at this point.

Thanks,

_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council | 

 | 

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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Mr. Fredrik Reinfeldt 
Chair, EITI Board 
Ruseløkkveien 26 
0251 Oslo 
Norway 
 

Chair Reinfeldt, 

The Department of the Interior, which leads U.S. implementation of the EITI Standard, began in the fall 
of 2011 an aggressive timeline to establish a multi-stakeholder group (MSG); achieve Candidate Country 
status in March 2014; and ultimately begin the validation process by April 1, 2018.  The U.S.  has made 
significant progress meeting individual requirements of the Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative 
(EITI).  Key successes to date include publishing the 2015 and 2016 USEITI Annual Reports on an open 
source, open code interactive web-based data portal (https://useiti.doi.gov).  On this portal, the 
Department of the Interior unilaterally disclosed 2013, 2014, and 2015 revenues by company, 
commodity, and revenue type as well as production data across all commodities.  The portal is the new 
global standard in revenue governance transparency. 

Domestic implementation of EITI must account for the U.S. legal context, legal constraints and 
feasibility. Effective immediately the USEITI withdraws as an Implementing Country from the EITI.  The 
Department of the Interior maintains the primary role in the U.S. Government for the governance of 
energy and non-energy mineral resources.  The Office of Natural Resources Revenue within the 
Department of the Interior ensures full payment, disbursement and verification of non-tax revenues 
owed for the development of the nation’s energy and natural resources on the Outer Continental Shelf 
and onshore Federal and Indian lands. Despite current setbacks there is a path forward for the 
Department of the Interior institutionalizing fundamental principles of EITI that parallel the 
Department’s commitment to reforming revenue management and royalty collections.   

 

Respectfully, 

 
Greg Gould 
Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue and 
USEITI Government Sector Co-Chair 



Label: "ONRR/FOIA Request EITI/FOIA Request, OS-2018-00350"

Created by:judith.wilson@onrr.gov

Total Messages in label:106 (11 conversations)

Created: 01-30-2018 at 15:18 PM









Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is
addressed and may contain information that is privileged or confidential and exempt from
disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or
the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender
immediately by return e-mail.

 

On Oct 4, 2017, at 5:49 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
> wrote:

Please see the attached soc from this sub-pcc, with the edits I’ve received.  With that we
agreed to at the time pasted below.  It’s my understanding from subsequent emails that
there has been some updates/changes which will require a higher level meeting.   Please
confirm and if so, I will look to schedule something at the assistant secretary level shortly.
 
It was agreed that:

(b) (6)

(b) (5)





 
_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council |

 | 
 
 
  << File: SOC EITI sub-PCC 3.17.2017.pdf >>  << File: USEITI Withdrawal letter
8_1_17 final draft.docx >>  << File: Talking Points on USEITI July2017v1.docx >>

<SOC EITI sub-PCC Aug 30 2017 v4.docx>
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Final 
Summary of Conclusions 

Extractive Industry Transparency Initiative (EITI) Sub-PCC 
Wednesday, August 30, 2017, 3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

EEOB 176 
 

Participants: 
Interior  
Greg Gould  
Judy Wilson 

 
State 

 
 

USAID 
Erik Pacific 
Jennifer Lewis 
 
OMB 
Ben Burnett 
 
NSC 
James Mazzarella 
Tess McEnery 
Robert Palladino 
Nicholas Coleman 
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(b) (6)
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(b) (5)



Mr. Fredrik Reinfeldt 
Chair, EITI Board 
Ruseløkkveien 26 
0251 Oslo 
Norway 
 
Chair Reinfeldt, 

Respectfully, 
 
Greg Gould 
Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue and 
USEITI Government Sector Co-Chair 
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DRAFT  

August 2017 USEITI Talking Points 
For Transmittal to Posts from Main State 
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Label: "ONRR/FOIA Request EITI/FOIA
Request, OS-2018-00350"

Created by:judith.wilson@onrr.gov

Total Messages in label:106 (11 conversations)

Created: 01-30-2018 at 15:19 PM





















-- 
Jennifer Anderson Lewis

Senior Governance and Rule of Law Advisor 

Center of Excellence on Democracy, Human Rights and Governance (DRG)

USAID/DCHA

phone: 202.712.0734 | e-mail: jenlewis@usaid.gov



Draft 
Summary of Conclusions 

Extractive Industry Transparency Initiative (EITI) Sub-PCC 
Wednesday, August 30, 2017, 3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

EEOB 176 
 

Participants: 
Interior  
Greg Gould  
Judy Wilson 

 
State 

 
 

USAID 
Erik Pacific 
Jennifer Lewis 
 
OMB 
Ben Burnett 
 
NSC 
James Mazzarella 
Tess McEnery 
Robert Palladino 
Nicholas Coleman 
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Mr. Fredrik Reinfeldt 
Chair, EITI Board 
Ruseløkkveien 26 
0251 Oslo 
Norway 
 
Chair Reinfeldt, 

Respectfully, 
 
Greg Gould 
Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue and 
USEITI Government Sector Co-Chair 
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DRAFT  

August 2017 USEITI Talking Points 
For Transmittal to Posts from Main State 
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Draft 
Summary of Conclusions 

Extractive Industry Transparency Initiative (EITI) Sub-PCC 
Wednesday, August 30, 2017, 3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

EEOB 176 
 

Participants: 
Interior  
Greg Gould  
Judy Wilson 

 
State 

 
 

USAID 
Erik Pacific 
Jennifer Lewis 
 
OMB 
Ben Burnett 
 
NSC 
James Mazzarella 
Tess McEnery 
Robert Palladino 
Nicholas Coleman 
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(b) (5)



Mr. Fredrik Reinfeldt 
Chair, EITI Board 
Ruseløkkveien 26 
0251 Oslo 
Norway 
 
Chair Reinfeldt, 

Respectfully, 
 
Greg Gould 
Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue and 
USEITI Government Sector Co-Chair 
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DRAFT  
August 2017 USEITI Talking Points 

For Transmittal to Posts from Main State 
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Official - SBU  
From: @state.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 5:39 PM 
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >; Wilson, Judith 
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; McEnery, Tess M. EOP/NSC < >; Gould, Greg 
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov> 
Subject: EITI Standard rankings and suspensions 
 
Briefly, the 2016 Standard uses 34 indicators across seven broad areas:  MSG oversight, licenses and 
contracts, monitoring production, revenue collection, revenue allocation, socio-economic contribution, 
and outcomes and impact.    The Standard provides four possible assessments for a country’s overall 
progress: 

• Satisfactory: gold star, you did everything right [you’re compliant and will be evaluated again in 
3-5 years] 

• Meaningful: good job, you’ve got a few areas for improvement but your intent is obvious [the 
Board will impose corrective actions that you must complete in 12-18 months] 

• Inadequate: significant requirements are not being met [you’re suspended and the Board will 
impose corrective actions that you must complete in 12-18 months] 

• No progress: you’re not making any discernible effort to comply [you’re delisted, i.e. thrown out 
of EITI implementation entirely] 

 
Thirteen countries have been validated against the 2016 Standard: 

• Three scored INADEQUATE and were suspended with corrective actions – Tajikistan, Solomon 
Islands, and Kyrgyz Republic 

• Ten scored MEANINGFUL and were given corrective actions – Azerbaijan (which later withdrew 
under threat of suspension for civil society violations), Mongolia, Nigeria, Peru, Timor-Leste, 
Ghana, Mauritania, Sao Tome and Principe, Liberia, and Mali. 

 
Countries are often suspended for short periods of time for technical violations, e.g. missing a reporting 
deadline.  At least nine countries have been suspended at some point since 2011.  The Board will 
probably suspend Ethiopia next month for missing a reporting deadline.  Only two countries have been 
fully delisted – Gabon and Equatorial Guinea, for repeated reporting violations. 
 
From: Jennifer Lewis [mailto:jenlewis@usaid.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, September 7, 2017 2:06 PM 
To: @state.gov> 
Cc: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >; Wilson, Judith 
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; McEnery, Tess M. EOP/NSC < >; Gould, Greg 
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Erik Pacific <epacific@usaid.gov> 
Subject: Re: EITI Standard rankings and suspensions 
 
Jim and Tess, 
Just to follow up on email, and per your request at last week's subPCC, attached please find a 
summary document on country membership and participation in EITI. This includes some of the 
information has already provided. It also includes a general background on both supporting and 
implementing EITI countries, details the current status of each country (including when validation is 
expected), and lists which countries have been suspended, delisted and withdrawn. The document also 
summarizes the United States' participation in EITI both as an implementing and supporting country.  
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Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) 

 Country Summary 
 
A. General background on EITI and United States’ engagement in the initiative 
 
1. Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) membership: EITI – established in 2003 – is a 
voluntary, global partnership between governments, extractive industry companies, and civil society 
designed to promote the open and accountable management of oil, gas and mineral resources. There 
are currently 52 Implementing Countries (see below), including six countries currently in suspended 
(must take corrective actions to remain members) status. In addition to implementing countries, there 
are 15 current Supporting Countries who provide leadership and financial support to the initiative, but 
who do not necessarily implement EITI. 2017 Supporting Countries include: 

● Australia (has announced intention to join as an Implementing Country) 
● Belgium 
● Canada 
● Denmark 
● Finland 
● France  
● Germany (also an Implementing Country) 
● Italy 
● Japan 
● Norway  (also an Implementing Country) 
● Spain 
● Sweden 
● The Netherlands 
● The United Kingdom  (also an Implementing Country) 
● The United States  (also an Implementing Country, see below) 

 
2. Country implementation of EITI. Countries wishing to join EITI apply for candidacy status. If 
accepted, they remain candidates until they undergo validation. Validation is the process under which 
every EITI member country is routinely assessed against the EITI Standard, including reviewing progress 
against EITI Requirements and making recommendations for improvements. EITI candidate countries are 
required to commence the first validation within two and a half years of becoming an EITI candidate. 
EITI countries are required to be re-validated every three years.  
 
3. The United States as an EITI Supporting Country: The United States is an EITI Supporting 
Country, and has maintained strong, high-level commitment to EITI since inception (2003), both through 
the State Department and USAID. The State Department/ENR holds the EITI Supporting Country Board 
seat for the United States. In this role the State Department provides critical U.S. leadership on the 
governance, financial management, and strategic direction of the global initiative. USAID has 
complemented this international leadership by providing significant support and funding to EITI 
implementation. Between FY 2006 and FY 2016, based on a clear Congressional directive, USAID has 
supported over $32 million worth of EITI implementation, peer exchange and research around the 
world, including $13.5 million in multilateral support for the World Bank-managed EITI Single Donor 



Trust Fund, and nearly $17 million in bilateral support through USAID missions1. USAID is currently in the 
procurement stage of a planned grant to provide direct funding to the EITI Secretariat from the FY17 EITI 
Congressional directive.  
 
4. The United States as an EITI Implementing Country: The United States began the process of 
joining EITI in 2012 as an Implementing Country as part of the first U.S. Open Government Partnership 
(OGP) National Action Plan. The EITI-required U.S. Multi-Stakeholder Group (MSG) was formed in 
December 2012, and in December 2013, after significant MSG engagement with stakeholders across the 
country, the U.S. submitted an application to the EITI International Board. The Board officially accepted 
the United States EITI as an Implementing Country (candidate status) in March 2014, and USEITI was 
established under the U.S. Department of the Interior.  
 
B. Summary of EITI implementation standards and country statuses 
 
1. Validation and status categories: Country validation results in one of the following designations: 
satisfactory progress, meaningful progress, inadequate progress, or no progress (see below). Countries 
achieving satisfactory progress pass validation. Countries achieving meaningful progress are deemed 
candidate countries and are requested to take corrective actions prior to the next validation. Countries 
achieving inadequate progress – or countries who fail to achieve satisfactory progress on EITI’s four core 
requirements (government engagement, company engagement, civil society engagement, or timely EITI 
reporting) – are suspended. Countries achieving no progress are delisted. Details on the specific 
categories are as follow: 
 

● Satisfactory progress: All aspects of each requirement have been implemented and the broader 
objectives of the requirements have been fulfilled.  

● Meaningful progress: Significant aspects of each requirement have been implemented and the 
broader objectives of the requirements are being fulfilled. A country will be given a timeline to 
meet the outstanding requirements. If it does not meet the deadline, it might be suspended.  

● Inadequate progress: Significant aspects of each requirement have been not been implemented 
and the broader objectives of the requirements are far from being fulfilled. A country will be 
suspended and given a timeline to meet the outstanding requirements before being delisted. 

● No progress: All or nearly all aspects of each requirement remain outstanding and the broader 
objectives of the requirements are not fulfilled. A country is deemed to have made no progress 
and is delisted.  

2. Current country statuses: To date, only 13 countries have been assessed against the 2016 EITI 
Standard and undergone validation. There are currently four countries in suspended status due to not 
meeting the EITI Standard (Ethiopia, Kyrgyz Republic, Solomon Islands and Tajikistan), including not 
reporting on time. Two additional countries - Central African Republic and Yemen – are currently in 
suspended status due to internal conflict.  Most countries - including the United States - have yet to be 
assessed against the Standard. The EITI Secretariat has an ambitious program of upcoming validations 
through 2019. The United States is currently set to commence validation on April 1, 2018. Current 
members, their statuses, and scheduled validations are as follows: 

 

                                                           
1 See Annex 1 for a listing of USAID’s bilateral mission support for EITI implementation. 



Current Members and Status (52, as of September 2017)2: 
 

● Afghanistan (Validation underway) 
● Albania (Validation underway) 
● Armenia (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Burkina Faso (Validation underway) 
● Cameroon (Validation underway) 
● Central African Republic (Suspended due to political instability) 
● Chad (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Colombia (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Côte d'Ivoire (Validation underway) 
● Democratic Republic of Congo (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Dominican Republic (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Ethiopia (Suspended)  
● Germany (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Ghana (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Guatemala (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Guinea (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Honduras (Validation underway) 
● Indonesia (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Iraq (Validation underway) 
● Kazakhstan (Validation underway) 
● Kyrgyz Republic (Suspended) 
● Liberia (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Madagascar (Validation underway) 
● Malawi (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Mali (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Mauritania (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Mongolia (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Mozambique (Validation underway) 
● Myanmar (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Niger (Validation underway) 
● Nigeria (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Norway (Validation underway) 
● Papua New Guinea (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Peru (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Philippines (Validation underway) 
● Republic of the Congo 
● Sao Tome and Principe (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Senegal (Validation underway) 
● Seychelles (Validation scheduled for 2018) 

                                                           
2 Full validation results are available at https://eiti.org/document/validation-schedule-decisions 
 



● Sierra Leone (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Solomon Islands (Suspended) 
● Suriname (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Tajikistan (Suspended) 
● Tanzania (Validation underway) 
● Timor-Leste (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Togo (Validation underway) 
● Trinidad and Tobago (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Ukraine (Validation underway) 
● United Kingdom (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● United States of America (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Yemen (Suspended due to political instability) 
● Zambia (Validation underway) 

2. New EITI countries. Several countries have announced their intention to join EITI. These 
include the following: 

● Australia 
● France 
● Guyana 
● Mexico 

3. Former EITI countries (expelled and withdrawn): Very few countries have been expelled from 
EITI, and to date only one country has withdrawn from the initiative. These include the following. 

Countries who have been delisted (expelled): 

● Equatorial Guinea 
● Gabon 

Countries who have withdrawn: 

● Azerbaijan (following the March 2017 Board decision to suspend) 
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Mr. Fredrik Reinfeldt 
Chair, EITI Board 
Ruseløkkveien 26 
0251 Oslo 
Norway 

Chair Reinfeldt, 

Respectfully, 

Greg Gould 
Director, Office of Natural Resources Revenue and 
USEITI Government Sector Co Chair 
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Official - SBU  
From: @state.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 5:39 PM 
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >; Wilson, Judith 
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; McEnery, Tess M. EOP/NSC < >; Gould, Greg 
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov> 
Subject: EITI Standard rankings and suspensions 
 
Briefly, the 2016 Standard uses 34 indicators across seven broad areas:  MSG oversight, licenses and 
contracts, monitoring production, revenue collection, revenue allocation, socio-economic contribution, 
and outcomes and impact.    The Standard provides four possible assessments for a country’s overall 
progress: 

• Satisfactory: gold star, you did everything right [you’re compliant and will be evaluated again in 
3-5 years] 

• Meaningful: good job, you’ve got a few areas for improvement but your intent is obvious [the 
Board will impose corrective actions that you must complete in 12-18 months] 

• Inadequate: significant requirements are not being met [you’re suspended and the Board will 
impose corrective actions that you must complete in 12-18 months] 

• No progress: you’re not making any discernible effort to comply [you’re delisted, i.e. thrown out 
of EITI implementation entirely] 

 
Thirteen countries have been validated against the 2016 Standard: 

• Three scored INADEQUATE and were suspended with corrective actions – Tajikistan, Solomon 
Islands, and Kyrgyz Republic 

• Ten scored MEANINGFUL and were given corrective actions – Azerbaijan (which later withdrew 
under threat of suspension for civil society violations), Mongolia, Nigeria, Peru, Timor-Leste, 
Ghana, Mauritania, Sao Tome and Principe, Liberia, and Mali. 

 
Countries are often suspended for short periods of time for technical violations, e.g. missing a reporting 
deadline.  At least nine countries have been suspended at some point since 2011.  The Board will 
probably suspend Ethiopia next month for missing a reporting deadline.  Only two countries have been 
fully delisted – Gabon and Equatorial Guinea, for repeated reporting violations. 
 
From: Jennifer Lewis [mailto:jenlewis@usaid.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, September 7, 2017 2:06 PM 
To: @state.gov> 
Cc: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >; Wilson, Judith 
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; McEnery, Tess M. EOP/NSC < >; Gould, Greg 
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Erik Pacific <epacific@usaid.gov> 
Subject: Re: EITI Standard rankings and suspensions 
 
Jim and Tess, 
Just to follow up on  email, and per your request at last week's subPCC, attached please find a 
summary document on country membership and participation in EITI. This includes some of the 
information  has already provided. It also includes a general background on both supporting and 
implementing EITI countries, details the current status of each country (including when validation is 
expected), and lists which countries have been suspended, delisted and withdrawn. The document also 
summarizes the United States' participation in EITI both as an implementing and supporting country.  
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Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) 

 Country Summary 
 
A. General background on EITI and United States’ engagement in the initiative 
 
1. Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (EITI) membership: EITI – established in 2003 – is a 
voluntary, global partnership between governments, extractive industry companies, and civil society 
designed to promote the open and accountable management of oil, gas and mineral resources. There 
are currently 52 Implementing Countries (see below), including six countries currently in suspended 
(must take corrective actions to remain members) status. In addition to implementing countries, there 
are 15 current Supporting Countries who provide leadership and financial support to the initiative, but 
who do not necessarily implement EITI. 2017 Supporting Countries include: 

● Australia (has announced intention to join as an Implementing Country) 
● Belgium 
● Canada 
● Denmark 
● Finland 
● France  
● Germany (also an Implementing Country) 
● Italy 
● Japan 
● Norway  (also an Implementing Country) 
● Spain 
● Sweden 
● The Netherlands 
● The United Kingdom  (also an Implementing Country) 
● The United States  (also an Implementing Country, see below) 

 
2. Country implementation of EITI. Countries wishing to join EITI apply for candidacy status. If 
accepted, they remain candidates until they undergo validation. Validation is the process under which 
every EITI member country is routinely assessed against the EITI Standard, including reviewing progress 
against EITI Requirements and making recommendations for improvements. EITI candidate countries are 
required to commence the first validation within two and a half years of becoming an EITI candidate. 
EITI countries are required to be re-validated every three years.  
 
3. The United States as an EITI Supporting Country: The United States is an EITI Supporting 
Country, and has maintained strong, high-level commitment to EITI since inception (2003), both through 
the State Department and USAID. The State Department/ENR holds the EITI Supporting Country Board 
seat for the United States. In this role the State Department provides critical U.S. leadership on the 
governance, financial management, and strategic direction of the global initiative. USAID has 
complemented this international leadership by providing significant support and funding to EITI 
implementation. Between FY 2006 and FY 2016, based on a clear Congressional directive, USAID has 
supported over $32 million worth of EITI implementation, peer exchange and research around the 
world, including $13.5 million in multilateral support for the World Bank-managed EITI Single Donor 



Trust Fund, and nearly $17 million in bilateral support through USAID missions1. USAID is currently in the 
procurement stage of a planned grant to provide direct funding to the EITI Secretariat from the FY17 EITI 
Congressional directive.  
 
4. The United States as an EITI Implementing Country: The United States began the process of 
joining EITI in 2012 as an Implementing Country as part of the first U.S. Open Government Partnership 
(OGP) National Action Plan. The EITI-required U.S. Multi-Stakeholder Group (MSG) was formed in 
December 2012, and in December 2013, after significant MSG engagement with stakeholders across the 
country, the U.S. submitted an application to the EITI International Board. The Board officially accepted 
the United States EITI as an Implementing Country (candidate status) in March 2014, and USEITI was 
established under the U.S. Department of the Interior.  
 
B. Summary of EITI implementation standards and country statuses 
 
1. Validation and status categories: Country validation results in one of the following designations: 
satisfactory progress, meaningful progress, inadequate progress, or no progress (see below). Countries 
achieving satisfactory progress pass validation. Countries achieving meaningful progress are deemed 
candidate countries and are requested to take corrective actions prior to the next validation. Countries 
achieving inadequate progress – or countries who fail to achieve satisfactory progress on EITI’s four core 
requirements (government engagement, company engagement, civil society engagement, or timely EITI 
reporting) – are suspended. Countries achieving no progress are delisted. Details on the specific 
categories are as follow: 
 

● Satisfactory progress: All aspects of each requirement have been implemented and the broader 
objectives of the requirements have been fulfilled.  

● Meaningful progress: Significant aspects of each requirement have been implemented and the 
broader objectives of the requirements are being fulfilled. A country will be given a timeline to 
meet the outstanding requirements. If it does not meet the deadline, it might be suspended.  

● Inadequate progress: Significant aspects of each requirement have been not been implemented 
and the broader objectives of the requirements are far from being fulfilled. A country will be 
suspended and given a timeline to meet the outstanding requirements before being delisted. 

● No progress: All or nearly all aspects of each requirement remain outstanding and the broader 
objectives of the requirements are not fulfilled. A country is deemed to have made no progress 
and is delisted.  

2. Current country statuses: To date, only 13 countries have been assessed against the 2016 EITI 
Standard and undergone validation. There are currently four countries in suspended status due to not 
meeting the EITI Standard (Ethiopia, Kyrgyz Republic, Solomon Islands and Tajikistan), including not 
reporting on time. Two additional countries - Central African Republic and Yemen – are currently in 
suspended status due to internal conflict.  Most countries - including the United States - have yet to be 
assessed against the Standard. The EITI Secretariat has an ambitious program of upcoming validations 
through 2019. The United States is currently set to commence validation on April 1, 2018. Current 
members, their statuses, and scheduled validations are as follows: 

 

                                                           
1 See Annex 1 for a listing of USAID’s bilateral mission support for EITI implementation. 



Current Members and Status (52, as of September 2017)2: 
 

● Afghanistan (Validation underway) 
● Albania (Validation underway) 
● Armenia (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Burkina Faso (Validation underway) 
● Cameroon (Validation underway) 
● Central African Republic (Suspended due to political instability) 
● Chad (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Colombia (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Côte d'Ivoire (Validation underway) 
● Democratic Republic of Congo (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Dominican Republic (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Ethiopia (Suspended)  
● Germany (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Ghana (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Guatemala (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Guinea (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Honduras (Validation underway) 
● Indonesia (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Iraq (Validation underway) 
● Kazakhstan (Validation underway) 
● Kyrgyz Republic (Suspended) 
● Liberia (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Madagascar (Validation underway) 
● Malawi (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Mali (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Mauritania (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Mongolia (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Mozambique (Validation underway) 
● Myanmar (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Niger (Validation underway) 
● Nigeria (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Norway (Validation underway) 
● Papua New Guinea (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Peru (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Philippines (Validation underway) 
● Republic of the Congo 
● Sao Tome and Principe (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Senegal (Validation underway) 
● Seychelles (Validation scheduled for 2018) 

                                                           
2 Full validation results are available at https://eiti.org/document/validation-schedule-decisions 
 



● Sierra Leone (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Solomon Islands (Suspended) 
● Suriname (Validation scheduled for 2019) 
● Tajikistan (Suspended) 
● Tanzania (Validation underway) 
● Timor-Leste (Validated under 2016 Standard: Meaningful Progress) 
● Togo (Validation underway) 
● Trinidad and Tobago (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Ukraine (Validation underway) 
● United Kingdom (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● United States of America (Validation scheduled for 2018) 
● Yemen (Suspended due to political instability) 
● Zambia (Validation underway) 

2. New EITI countries. Several countries have announced their intention to join EITI. These 
include the following: 

● Australia 
● France 
● Guyana 
● Mexico 

3. Former EITI countries (expelled and withdrawn): Very few countries have been expelled from 
EITI, and to date only one country has withdrawn from the initiative. These include the following. 

Countries who have been delisted (expelled): 

● Equatorial Guinea 
● Gabon 

Countries who have withdrawn: 

● Azerbaijan (following the March 2017 Board decision to suspend) 
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Conversation Contents
Norway mainstreaming application

Attachments:

/8. Norway mainstreaming application/1.1 eiti-board-circular-238.pdf

" @state.gov>

From: " @state.gov>
Sent: Mon Sep 11 2017 12:15:26 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To:
"Mazzarella, Jim A. EOP/NSC"
< >, "Gould, Greg"
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>, Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>,
Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov>

Subject: Norway mainstreaming application
Attachments: eiti-board-circular-238.pdf

Please note, in the attached very tentative Manila Board Meeting agenda, the Board is to discuss
Norway’s application for mainstreaming.  (The actual Board papers referenced will not be available until
Oct 16.)  I’ve heard informally that Norway was to be assigned corrective actions because CSOs have not
been participating in the MSG.  We don’t know what their application actually looks like.  I’d bet the
Secretariat’s report will be very critical of the request, but we don’t know for sure what the Secretariat’s
recommendation will be.
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" <James.A.Mazzarella@nsc.eop.gov>

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Mon Sep 11 2017 13:39:18 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To:
" @state.gov>, "Gould, Greg"
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>, Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>,
Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov>

Subject: RE: Norway mainstreaming application

What is the implications of that either way on our assertion that we can not mainstream?
 
From: @state.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 2:15 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >; Gould, Greg
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; Jennifer Lewis
<jenlewis@usaid.gov>
Subject: Norway mainstreaming application
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Please note, in the attached very tentative Manila Board Meeting agenda, the Board is to discuss
Norway’s application for mainstreaming.  (The actual Board papers referenced will not be available until
Oct 16.)  I’ve heard informally that Norway was to be assigned corrective actions because CSOs have not
been participating in the MSG.  We don’t know what their application actually looks like.  I’d bet the
Secretariat’s report will be very critical of the request, but we don’t know for sure what the Secretariat’s
recommendation will be.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

" @state.gov>

From: " @state.gov>
Sent: Mon Sep 11 2017 13:49:59 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To:
"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >, "Gould, Greg"
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>, Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>,
Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov>

Subject: RE: Norway mainstreaming application

Greg and Judith can correct me if this is wrong, but I believe the Norway application is only the second
mainstreaming request made by an MSG.  The first was by USEITI for subnational participation.  So
Norway’s application may, depending on its scope and basis, be a useful test-case for the United States to
consider.  I continue to believe that the U.S. would fail to convince the Board to approve a mainstreaming
request, even if USEITI agreed to make that request.  And I predict that, unless the Norway request is
very narrowly tailored to address one or two very technical issues, the Board will reject Norway’s request
and assign Norway corrective actions.  Norway would have no ability to “appeal” and would have two
choices – complete the corrective actions in the prescribed time period, or withdraw and declare victory.
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
From: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC [mailto: ] 
Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 3:39 PM
To: ; Gould, Greg; Judith Wilson; Jennifer Lewis
Subject: RE: Norway mainstreaming application
 

 
From: L@state.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 2:15 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >; Gould, Greg
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; Jennifer Lewis
<jenlewis@usaid.gov>
Subject: Norway mainstreaming application
 
Please note, in the attached very tentative Manila Board Meeting agenda, the Board is to discuss
Norway’s application for mainstreaming.  (The actual Board papers referenced will not be available until
Oct 16.)  I’ve heard informally that Norway was to be assigned corrective actions because CSOs have not
been participating in the MSG.  We don’t know what their application actually looks like.  I’d bet the
Secretariat’s report will be very critical of the request, but we don’t know for sure what the Secretariat’s
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I believe the Norway application is the first mainstreaming application and the US sub-national
was the first adapted implementation application.  With that said, and as  pointed out in an
earlier email, I don't think that Norway will be approved for mainstreaming, which would be a
clear sign that we would have no chance as well.

On a related note, I have been asked by my leadership to withdraw our application and disband
our FACA committee on Oct 6th, so please let me know how that impacts our next steps.

Thanks,

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

On Mon, Sep 11, 2017 at 1:49 PM, @state.gov> wrote:
Greg and Judith can correct me if this is wrong, but I believe the Norway application is only the second
mainstreaming request made by an MSG.  The first was by USEITI for subnational participation.  So
Norway’s application may, depending on its scope and basis, be a useful test-case for the United States
to consider.  I continue to believe that the U.S. would fail to convince the Board to approve a
mainstreaming request, even if USEITI agreed to make that request.  And I predict that, unless the
Norway request is very narrowly tailored to address one or two very technical issues, the Board will
reject Norway’s request and assign Norway corrective actions.  Norway would have no ability to
“appeal” and would have two choices – complete the corrective actions in the prescribed time period,
or withdraw and declare victory.
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
From: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC [mailto: ] 
Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 3:39 PM
To: ; Gould, Greg; Judith Wilson; Jennifer Lewis
Subject: RE: Norway mainstreaming application
 

 
From: @state.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 2:15 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >; Gould, Greg
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; Jennifer Lewis
<jenlewis@usaid.gov>
Subject: Norway mainstreaming application
 
Please note, in the attached very tentative Manila Board Meeting agenda, the Board is to discuss
Norway’s application for mainstreaming.  (The actual Board papers referenced will not be available
until Oct 16.)  I’ve heard informally that Norway was to be assigned corrective actions because CSOs
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have not been participating in the MSG.  We don’t know what their application actually looks like.  I’d
bet the Secretariat’s report will be very critical of the request, but we don’t know for sure what the
Secretariat’s recommendation will be.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Mon Sep 18 2017 13:59:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>, 
@state.gov>

CC:
Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>, Jennifer Lewis
<jenlewis@usaid.gov>, "McEnery, Tess M. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: RE: Norway mainstreaming application

We may have to call a PCC at the asst level.  Let me check with my bosses. 
 
From: Gould, Greg [mailto:greg.gould@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 18, 2017 2:44 PM
To: @state.gov>
Cc: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >; Judith Wilson
<judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; Jennifer Lewis <jenlewis@usaid.gov>
Subject: Re: Norway mainstreaming application
 
I believe the Norway application is the first mainstreaming application and the US sub-national was the
first adapted implementation application.  With that said, and as  pointed out in an earlier email, I
don't think that Norway will be approved for mainstreaming, which would be a clear sign that we would
have no chance as well.
 
On a related note, I have been asked by my leadership to withdraw our application and disband our FACA
committee on Oct 6th, so please let me know how that impacts our next steps.
 
Thanks,
 
Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
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responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.

 

 
On Mon, Sep 11, 2017 at 1:49 PM, @state.gov> wrote:

Greg and Judith can correct me if this is wrong, but I believe the Norway application is only the second
mainstreaming request made by an MSG.  The first was by USEITI for subnational participation.  So
Norway’s application may, depending on its scope and basis, be a useful test-case for the United States
to consider.  I continue to believe that the U.S. would fail to convince the Board to approve a
mainstreaming request, even if USEITI agreed to make that request.  And I predict that, unless the
Norway request is very narrowly tailored to address one or two very technical issues, the Board will
reject Norway’s request and assign Norway corrective actions.  Norway would have no ability to
“appeal” and would have two choices – complete the corrective actions in the prescribed time period,
or withdraw and declare victory.
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
 
From: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC [mailto: ] 
Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 3:39 PM
To: ; Gould, Greg; Judith Wilson; Jennifer Lewis
Subject: RE: Norway mainstreaming application
 

 
From: @state.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 11, 2017 2:15 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >; Gould, Greg
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>; Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>; Jennifer Lewis
<jenlewis@usaid.gov>
Subject: Norway mainstreaming application
 
Please note, in the attached very tentative Manila Board Meeting agenda, the Board is to discuss
Norway’s application for mainstreaming.  (The actual Board papers referenced will not be available
until Oct 16.)  I’ve heard informally that Norway was to be assigned corrective actions because CSOs
have not been participating in the MSG.  We don’t know what their application actually looks like.  I’d
bet the Secretariat’s report will be very critical of the request, but we don’t know for sure what the
Secretariat’s recommendation will be.
 
 
Official - SBU 
UNCLASSIFIED
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Board Circular 238
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2 Board changes – for decision 
The country constituency has nominated Rhona Birchall of the UK (DFID) to take up the alternate board 

seat to Bent Graff of Denmark.  Unless Leah Krogsund hears otherwise by 19 September, we will consider 

the nomination agreed. 

3 38th EITI Board Meeting – for decision 
Please find attached draft Board agenda for the 38th Board meeting in Manila.  Please let know Jonas know 

by 19 September if you are comfortable with the proposed agenda.   

4 39th EITI Board Meeting – for decision 
I propose that the 39th EITI Board Meeting is held in Oslo on 13-14 February 2018. Unless Sam hears 

otherwise by 19 September, we will consider these dates confirmed. I have asked the Secretariat to 

propose dates for the second and third meeting in 2018 ahead of the Manila meeting.  

5 Field visit after the Board meeting in Manila – for information 
The Philippine MSG is organising a field visit for Board members and observers on 27 October in Puerto 

Princesa, Palawan. Palawan hosts three large-scale metallic mining operations as well as the Malampaya 

project which is the largest oil and gas project in the country. The objective of the field visit is to gather 

extractives stakeholders in Palawan to discuss experiences and challenges in governing the oil and mining 

sector in the province. It will provide an opportunity for Board members to learn more about the impact 

that the EITI is having on these discussions. The event format will be a town hall meeting where 

stakeholders from government, industry and CSOs in Palawan will deliver short presentations to stimulate 

plenary discussion on the following topics: 

• Natural resource governance in Palawan: a SWOT assessment by the Provincial Office

• The mining sector within the Palawan ecosystem

• How the offshore can shore up the local economy: government shares in the proceeds of Palawan

oil and gas projects

• Royalties for Indigenous Peoples

• The role of CSOs in natural resource governance and local development in Palawan

The forum is scheduled from 14:00-17:00. You may refer to the attached concept note prepared by PHEITI 

for further details.  

Those who wish to join the visit should notify Shemshat Kasimova by Friday 22 September.  Participants 

are expected to book their flights directly. Below are the flight options. Please let Shem know the flight 

numbers once tickets are confirmed.   

Travel between Manila (MNL) and Puerto Princesa (PPS): 
Flight number 5J 643 (Operated by Cebu Pacific), departure Friday 27 Oct 1125, arrival 1255 

Travel between Puerto Princesa (PPS) and Manila (MNL): 
Flight number PR2788 (Operated by PAL Express), departure Friday 27 Oct 2000, arrival 2105 
Flight number 5J 646 (Operated by Cebu Pacific), departure Friday 27 Oct 1855, arrival 2020  
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6 Postponement of Afghanistan Validation – for decision  
The Validation Committee recommends to the Board that Afghanistan’s Validation is postponed for four 

months due to exceptional circumstances. Unless Sam Bartlett hears otherwise by 19 September, we will 

consider this agreed. This follows a deadly attack on employees of the Ministry of Mines and Petroleum on 

24 July 2017 alongside a number of recent security incidents in Kabul. The proposed decision would set a 

new start date for Afghanistan’s Validation of 1 November 2017, taking into account progress at that date. 

Additional information is provided in the paper attached. 

7 EITI Beneficial Ownership Transparency Conference – update  
Preparations for the first EITI Beneficial Ownership Transparency Conference “Opening up ownership – 

sharing practice, building systems” on 23-24 October 2017 are well underway. President Joko Widodo is set 

to welcome participants on the first day of the Conference, followed by a high-level opening plenary lead 

by our stakeholders in the region and more globally and continued with in-depth discussions in various 

workshops throughout the two days of the Conference.  

The Secretariat is working closely with our implementing countries to ensure accurate representation of 

relevant government agencies that are working on beneficial ownership transparency in their respective 

countries in the nearest future. Please let Shemshat Kasimova know if you plan on attending the 

Conference.  

We remind the Board that this Conference aims to bring our countries together to discuss the challenges 

they have been facing to-date and share examples and lessons learnt. The Conference will be limited to 300 

people from EITI implementing countries. 

8 Access to EITI internal website 
To access the internal sections of the website, you will need to be logged in. Please find the login details 

below. 

Username: Board 

Password: secmuy832T 

 

Best wishes, 

 

Fredrik Reinfeldt 

EITI Chair 
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38th EITI Board Meeting | October 2017, Manila 

HOST COUNTRY FIELD VISIT  

Extracting Value in Transparency at the Local Level:  
A Glimpse of Extractives Governance in the Province of Palawan 

27 October 2017, Friday 
2:00/3:00PM – 5:00PM 

Provincial Capitol, Puerto Princesa City, Palawan 
 
 

CONCEPT NOTE 
 
 
On the western border of the Philippines, in the Southern Tagalog region, one province stands 
out as an embodiment of Filipino pride. Renowned for its rich biocultural diversity, it has been 
the receptacle of titles that avow its national and international significance as well as its appeal 
as a subject of study. 
 
The country’s largest province in terms of total area of jurisdiction, the province of Palawan 
has been called “the cradle of Philippine civilization” after the discovery of the famed Tabon 
Man and “the last frontier of the Philippines” for its unique ecosystem, not to mention “World 
Best Island” for several straight years, among other accolades it has received as a tourist 
destination. 
 
Yet behind or beyond the labels lies an even more remarkable picture of community dynamics 
and local governance within a place so blessed with an abundance of natural reources. In the 
evidently critical area of extractives, particularly in mining,1 Palawan has been a locus of 
conflict and debate, with concomitant efforts on the part of its various stakeholders to address 
the issues and move their shared patrimony forward in sustainable development. 
 
Several facets of extractives governance in Palawan are worth mentioning: 
 

PH-EITI participation.  An industry representative in the PH-EITI MSG is 
President and CEO of a mining company that has operations in Bataraza, Palawan. 
A CSO representative in the MSG is Director of the Center for Strategic Policy and 
Governance of the Palawan State University. Further, the provincial government 
of Palawan and three of its municipalities that host large-scale metallic mining 
operations have participated in the PH-EITI Reports.2  Two of the three major 
metallic mining companies in the area have likewise participated.3 
 
Incidentally, one of the mining companies operating in Palawan has been selected 
as the Philippines’ bet for the first ASEAN Mineral Awards (AMA) for the 
Recognition of Best Practices in Environmentally and Socially Sustainable Mineral 
Development (Best Practices in Mineral Mining category). The AMA is a project of 

                                                        
1 Mineral resources that can be found in Palawan include nickel, chromites, copper, iron, pyrite, sulphur, guano 
and rock phosphates, mercury, gold manganese, oil, marble, silica, and limestone. There is a marked and well-
publicized anti-mining sentiment in the province.    
2 Municipalities of Bataraza, Narra, and Sofronio Española 
3 Rio Tuba Nickel Mining Corporation and Citinickel Mines and Development Corporation. The third company, 
Berong Nickel Corporation, has committed to participate in the 4th PH-EITI Report, having been unable to do so 
for the past reports due to transition in company ownership. 
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the Special Task Force under the ASEAN Senior Officials Meeting on Minerals 
(ASOMM). 

Functioning multipartite regulation of mining.  Palawan has an operational 
Provincial Mining Regulatory Board headed by the Regional Director of the Mines 
and Geosciences Bureau and composed of representatives of the Office of the 
Governor, the Chamber of Mines of the Philippines, the Association of Sand and 
Gravel Permittees of Aborlan, and Haribon Palawan (a CSO). 

Activist civil society organizations.  Palawan has a strong and vibrant civil 
society movement, counting among its leading organizations the Environmental 
Legal Action Center (ELAC) and the Palawan NGO Network, Inc. (PNNI), who have 
consistently been present in discourse about the environment, especially in the 
province. 

Engaged Indigenous Peoples (IP) sector.  Among the more organized and 
progressive IPs affected by extractive activities, the indigenous cultural 
communities of Palawan have actively engaged legal processes involved in mining 
within ancestral domains, such as the free, prior and informed (FPIC) process. 
Together with diligent leadership at the National Commission on Indigenous 
Peoples (NCIP) Regional Office, Palawan IPs agreed the first mandatory 
Community Royalty Development Plan (CRDP) on record at the NCIP. 

Special governance structure.  Further testament to the exceptional nature and 
attributes of Palawan is the adoption of a special law, Republic Act No. 7611, or 
the Strategic Environmental Plan (SEP) for Palawan Act, creating administrative 
machinery to implement the SEP through the establishment of, among others, 
environmentally critical areas network (ECAN), environmental monitoring and 
evaluation system (EMES), and the Palawan Council for Sustainable Development 
(PCSD), for the purpose of preserving and enhancing the environment and natural 
resources while pursuing the socio-economic development goals of Palawan. 

Mining is a major industry in the region.  While mining (including quarrying) 
contributed a relatively insignificant value of 1.1% to the national economy in 2015 
per official data of the Philippine Statistics Authority (PSA), the industry took top 
spot in terms of Gross Regional Domestic Product (GRDP) and gross value added 
(GVA), particuarly in Region IV-B (MIMAROPA) where Palawan belongs. For 
MIMAROPA, mining accounted for 20.4% of the total GRDP (followed by 
Agriculture and Forestry at 17.2%) and for 31% of the total GVA by industrial origin 
for 2015. PSA data also show that mining has consistently led over other 
industries/sectors in terms of GRDP in the region since year 2010. (Reference: 
http://region4b.mgb.gov.ph/14-articles/119-mining-sector-of-mimaropa-tops-grdp-in-2015) 

Majority of the Philippine oil and gas industry is within Palawan jurisdiction. 
More than half of Petroleum Service Contracts (SC) in the Philippines are in 
offshore Palawan, including SC6 (Octon and Bonita), SC14 (Nido, Matinloc, and 
Galoc), and SC38 (Malampaya). The Malampaya project is said to be the largest 
single investment in the country, which was expected to generate around $8 billion 
to $10 billion for the government. 

As a visit to an actual mine site in Palawan (or elsewhere in the country, for that matter) would 
require considerable travel and logistical arrangements, the PH-EITI, led by the Department 
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of Finance, proposes to take the EITI International audience a little closer to the ground, to a 
provincial forum where guests can hear from and interact with key players and stakeholders 
in the governance of extractives in a nationally-significant and extraordinary local setting. 

OVERVIEW AND OBJECTIVES 

The Field Visit will be to an afternoon forum that will gather extractives stakeholders in 
Palawan and share and showcase local knowledge and experiences in governing the sector 
in the province. The Office of the Governor will receive and host the international guests and 
local participants in the Provincial Capitol in Puerto Princesa City. 

The objectives of the Field Visit include: 

1. To share and showcase local knowledge and experiences in governing the extractives
sector in Palawan;

2. To present the role and impact that EITI and transparency in general have had in/on
natural resource governance at the subnational level in the Philippines;

3. To have a multi-stakeholder gathering and forum to exchange updates and learning
on and explore prospects in enhancing transparency and openness in the governance
of extractives and natural resources in general at the country level.

FORMAT AND PROGRAM 

The event format will be a town hall meeting where leaders in extractives governance in the 
province will deliver short (20-minute) presentations to stimulate plenary discussion on the 
following topics/issues, circumscribed by the stated theme and objectives of the Field Visit: 

▪ Natural resource governance in Palawan: a SWOT assessment (Provincial Office,
PCSD)

▪ Thriving in the final frontier: the mining sector within the Palawan ecosystem (MGB,
Industry)

▪ How the offshore can shore up the local economy: government shares in the proceeds
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Supporting documentation 

None 

Has the EITI competence for any proposed actions been considered? 

The EITI Articles of Association (Article 12.1 subsections ix and x) mandate the EITI Board to establish its procedures regarding 

the Validation process. 

Financial implications of any actions  

There are no financial implications of this request for the EITI International Management, other than the administrative 

processing.  There are no costs expected outside the budget in the agreed workplan.   

Document history 

Submitted to the Validation Committee 28 July 2017 

Discussed by the Validation Committee 

Approval by the Validation Committee 

Submitted to the EITI Board (BC XXX) 

1. Recommendation

The Validation Committee makes the following recommendation to the Board: 

The EITI International Board extends its condolences to the Government of Afghanistan 

following the deadly attack on employees of the Ministry of Mines and Petroleum on 24 July 

2017 alongside a number of other recent security incidents in Kabul. In recognition of the 

exceptional circumstances following these attacks, the Board postpones Afghanistan’s 

Validation for four months. The Validation will commence on 1 November 2017, taking into 

account progress at that date.  
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2. Summary 

The EITI Standard requires that countries’ progress in complying with each of the EITI Requirements 

be assessed through Validation (EITI Standard, requirement 8.3). Afghanistan’s first Validation under 

the EITI Standard began on 1 July 2017 (https://eiti.org/document/validation-schedule-decisions). 

On 24 July, 18 staff members of the Ministry of Mines and Petroleum (MoMP) were killed by a car-

bomb that detonated next to their vehicle.1 The Minister of Mines and Petroleum, Nargis Nehan, is 

the EITI Champion and the MoMP leads on EITI implementation together with the Ministry of 

Finance (MoF). The explosion coincided with the MSG’s internal deadline for collection of data as 

part of the initial assessment. This work has now been put on hold. The MSG has not been able to 

meet since the attack, which is the latest of a number of deadly attacks in the capital. One of the 

deadliest attacks in years, an attack on the German Embassy on 31 May, left at least 150 people dead 

and over 300 wounded.2 

The International Secretariat is in regular touch with the AEITI national secretariat and can confirm 

that all secretariat members and MSG members are safe although naturally affected by the attacks. 

Under these circumstances, the International Secretariat recommends that the Validation Committee 

recommends to the EITI Board that Afghanistan Validation be postponed for four months to give 

MoMP staff and other stakeholders time to recover from these incidents. This would also allow 

sufficient time for the International Secretariat to prepare for the country visit, which requires 

considerable planning to address security risks.  

3. Background  

3.1 Validation 

The EITI Standard requires that implementing countries regularly undergo Validation (EITI Standard, 

Requirement 8). At its meeting in Astana in October 2016, the EITI Board decided that Afghanistan’s 

Validation should commence on 1 July 2017. Afghanistan did not send an extension request before 

this deadline and on 4 July the MSG was informed that Validation had commenced. An internal 

deadline for the MSG to prepare documentation to facilitate the International Secretariat’s data 

gathering and stakeholder consultations was proposed for the week of 24 July, while a tentative date 

for the International Secretariat’s mission to Kabul was set for the first week of October.  

3.2 Progress against the Standard 

Afghanistan was admitted as an EITI Candidate in February 2010 and has since published five EITI 

reports covering 8 fiscal years (2008-2015). The latest report, covering 2014 and 2015, was published 

in April 2017 and showed that Afghanistan had earned USD 42 million in 2015, up from USD 27 

million in 2014.3 The last two reports are qualitatively different from previous reports, enabling 

stakeholders to use the process as a diagnostics tool to a higher degree than before. In 2017 

                                                           
1 See https://www.nytimes.com/2017/07/24/world/asia/kabul-explosion-afghanistan.html and 
http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/at-least-24-people-killed-in-kabul-car-bombing-afghan-
ministry.aspx?pageID=238&nID=115890&NewsCatID=352.  
2 See https://www.nytimes.com/2017/06/06/world/asia/kabul-bombing-death-toll-increases.html.  
3 https://eiti.org/news/second-wind-for-afghanistans-mining-sector.  
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Afghanistan’s MSG has also published a BO roadmap and an open data policy.  

President Ashraf Ghani has repeatedly expressed strong commitment to the EITI and to beneficial 

ownership disclosure.4 The nomination of his long-trusted advisor Nargis Nehan as Minister of Mines 

and Petroleum in April 2017 was generally regarded by observers as a sign that the Government of 

Afghanistan would prioritise addressing the governance of the sector. President Ghani has also 

named Minister Nehan EITI Champion, succeeding former Minister of Finance, Omar Zakhilwal. 

A pre-Validation self-assessment exercise carried out by the MSG in May 2017 with support from the 

International Secretariat, identified a significant number of areas where additional work would be 

necessary to demonstrate satisfactory progress against the EITI Standard. Priority areas requiring 

particular attention as identified by the MSG include production values, transportation revenues, 

social expenditures and export data, among others. The findings of the self-assessment were actively 

used by partners in the development of milestones and commitments as part of the mutual 

accountability framework agreed to between the Government of Afghanistan and international 

partners in June 2017. 

3.3 Attack of 24 July and broader context 
On 24 July, a suicide bomb in West Kabul killed 38 people and wounded dozens more. Among the 

deceased were 18 MoMP staff members who were commuting to work in a Ministry bus. Besides the 

significant loss of life, the attack is said to have taken an important toll on the capacity of the MoMP.  

In a country where there is a strong demand for skilled workers, the loss of 15 experienced staff will 

no doubt have repercussions for the work of the Ministry.  

The attack was the latest in the so-called warm-weather offensive that the Taliban launches annually 

during the spring and summer months. As an illustration of the situation, in the seven days preceding 

the car bomb the Taliban attacked eight district centres, captured two cities, stormed a district 

hospital, killed 32 members of the local police in Tagab district, rammed three vehicles laden with 

explosives into government security outposts in Helmand province and abducted 60 villagers in 

Kandahar province, killing at least seven.5 The attack took place while Kabul was in high alert due to 

the one-year anniversary of an attack by Islamic State against members of the Shi’a minority Hazaras 

which led to the deaths of 84 people. According to the UN, more than 1,662 civilians have been killed 

in the first half of 2017 and more than 3,500 have been injured.6 Concomitantly, the political crisis 

continues to escalate. A conflict between President Ghani and his First Vice President Abdul Rashid 

Dostum following allegations that the latter abducted and raped a political opponent has opened a 

new, destabilising front within the government.7 General Dostum, an ethnic Uzbek warlord barred 

from entering the United States due to allegations of human rights violations, has been exiled to 

Turkey where he recently created a new political alliance of Afghan minority groups in opposition 

                                                           
4 https://eiti.org/news/president-ghani-puts-mining-reform-at-heart-of-governments-anticorruption-efforts.  
5 See https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/jul/24/afghanistan-dozens-dead-kabul-bombing-politicians 
and https://www.voanews.com/a/taliban-kidnaps-sixty-kills-seven-southern-afghanistan/3955058.html.  
6 http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2017/07/condemns-jump-afghan-civilian-deaths-170717085257088.html.  
7 See https://www.rferl.org/a/afghanistan-dostum-failed-homecoming-political-crisis-ghani/28623447.html, 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/asia_pacific/political-storm-brews-in-afghanistan-as-officials-from-
ethnic-minorities-break-with-president-call-for-reforms-and-protests/2017/07/01/ab9419ea-5e6f-11e7-aa69-
3964a7d55207 story.html?utm term=.91f0324183eb and http://thediplomat.com/2017/07/kabuls-dostum-
problem/.  
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against President Ghani. This is in addition to the political paralysis that observers say has plagued 

the National Unity Government following the power-sharing agreement between President Ghani 

and Chief Executive Officer Abdullah Abdullah after the elections of 2014.8 Support for the 

government is said to have hit a new low following a particularly deadly attack against the German 

Embassy on 31 May that led to the deaths of more than 150 people and was followed by rare public 

protests against the government.9  

Natural resources are an important element underpinning the violence and political crisis. A recent 

study by the United States Institute of Peace found “industrial-scale looting” of Afghanistan’s mineral 

resources which “has occurred not through surreptitious smuggling but openly, in significant mining 

operations”. According to the authors, “the current political and security climate favours continued 

and even further increased looting, which strengthens and further entrenches warlords, corrupts the 

government, partly funds the Taliban and reportedly [Islamic State] and fuels both local conflicts and 

the wider insurgency” 10. The study echoes the findings in Global Witness’ 2016 report, “War in the 

Treasury of the People”, according to which “the Taliban and other armed groups are earning up to 

20 million dollars per year from Afghanistan’s lapis mines”.11 To put this into perspective, this is 

slightly less than the total revenues that Afghanistan received from the whole extractive sector in 

2014 (USD 27 million), according to the latest AEITI Report.  

4. Conclusion

Afghan stakeholders are no strangers to political instability or conflict, and the Government of 

Afghanistan has demonstrated commendable commitment to implementation under particularly 

difficult circumstances. Against this background, the suicide attack of 24 June was a particularly 

serious event that has had tragic consequences for the Ministry of Mines and Petroleum and its staff. 

The Secretariat’s assessment is that it will be difficult to make progress on Validation at this time. 

Accordingly, the International Secretariat recommends that the Validation Committee recommends 

to the Board a four-month postponement of Validation. The new date for the commencement of 

Afghanistan’s Validation would be 1 November 2017, taking into account progress at that date. 

8 https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/asia_pacific/divisions-within-afghanistans-government-reach-a-
new-crisis-point/2016/11/15/4b18bc70-aa87-11e6-8f19-
21a1c65d2043 story.html?tid=a inl&utm term=.719b51f7e66a.  
9 https://apnews.com/fad5e3352ca04edb9d11c8f4ce804e25/Authorities:-Several-demonstrators-killed-in-
Kabul-protest. 
10 Byrd, William and Javed Noorani (2017), Industrial-Scale Looting of Afghanistan’s Mineral Resources, United 
States Institute of Peace, https://www.usip.org/publications/2017/05/industrial-scale-looting-afghanistans-
mineral-resources.  
11 Global Witness (2016), War in the Treasury of the People; Afghanistan, Lapis Lazuli and the battle for mineral 
wealth, https://www.globalwitness.org/en/reports/war-treasury-people-afghanistan-lapis-lazuli-and-battle-
mineral-wealth/.  
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Please let me know if you have any additional suggesitons for the agenda.
 
Please RSVP via this WAVES link:  
 
 
_____________________________________
Jim Mazzarella | Director for International Development | National Security Council |  |

 
 
 

"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>

From: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Sent: Thu Aug 24 2017 16:20:35 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: " @state.gov>

CC:
Judith Wilson <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>, Jennifer Lewis
<jenlewis@usaid.gov>, " @state.gov>,
"Mazzarella, Jim A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: FW: EITI Sub-PCC | Wednesday, Aug 30 | 3pm in 176 EEOB
Attachments: Talking Points on USEITI July2017v1 - ggedt.docx

,

Sorry for the delayed response, juggling a few balls these days.  See attached, just a minor edit
related to the Royalty Policy Committee.  I think Judy may have a few talking points related to
the data portal to add.  If not, then we are all set.

Thanks, I'll see you next week.

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.
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Conversation Contents
pre-meeting

Attachments:

/10. pre-meeting/1.1 invite.ics

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 16:26:30 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>, "greg.gould@onrr.gov"
<greg.gould@onrr.gov>

Subject: pre-meeting
Attachments: invite.ics

You can use the same WAVES link as our 3pm meeting 

"Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>

From: "Gould, Greg" <greg.gould@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 16:42:38 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

CC: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: Re: pre-meeting

Thanks, all checked-in, I'll see you in a few weeks.

Greg

Gregory J. Gould 
___________________________________ 
Director 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Warning:  This message is intended only for use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged or
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail.
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On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:26 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
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You can use the same WAVES link as our 3pm meeting
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From: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
To: Wilson, Judith; greg.gould@onrr.gov
Subject: pre-meeting
Start: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 2:30:00 PM
End: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 3:00:00 PM
Location: 367 EEOB

You can use the same WAVES link as our 3pm meeting

(b) (5)



Label: "ONRR/FOIA Request EITI/FOIA
Request, OS-2018-00350"

Created by:judith.wilson@onrr.gov

Total Messages in label:106 (11 conversations)

Created: 01-30-2018 at 15:20 PM



Conversation Contents
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"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 10:50:40 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: USEITI Withdrawal

James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 11:05:03 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 11:13:47 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st.  Did

you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly meet

one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
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(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: < >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 11:17:07 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on the
afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday.  I’ll set up
two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work for you and I will
poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st.  Did

you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly meet

one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 11:21:33 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on the
afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday.  I’ll set up
two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work for you and I
will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st. 

Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly

meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 

> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)



-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 13:21:30 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on the
afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday.  I’ll set up
two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work for you and I
will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st. 

Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly

meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
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(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us to

have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 13:24:29 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
>

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day drop

off.

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
gov> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on the
afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday.  I’ll set
up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work for you
and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st. 

Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly

meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us

to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)



judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 14:51:42 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.
Agenda

 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day drop

off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on the
afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday.  I’ll set
up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work for you
and I will poll the group. 

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)



 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the 31st. 

Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very briefly

meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with the
interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for us

to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:02:45 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
>

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

This looks good. Where would you like to meet?  At Main Interior?

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
> wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (5)



the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday. 
I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work
for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very

briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as
well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" <James.A.Mazzarella@nsc.eop.gov>

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:25:14 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

I’ve booked a room here at EEOB. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:03 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
This looks good. Where would you like to meet?  At Main Interior?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
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The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on
the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday. 
I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work
for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very

briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as
well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:26:03 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
>

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
> wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on
the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday. 
I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work
for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very

briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

 wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as
well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
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Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" < >

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
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From:

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:27:41 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

Let me see if I can get a room at that time.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:26 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor day
drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time on
the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next Monday. 
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I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what times work
for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could very

briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the 31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

 wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here as
well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:31:23 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
<

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

ok thank you.

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 5:27 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
> wrote:

Let me see if I can get a room at that time.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:26 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 

> wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda
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From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor
day drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC 
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time
on the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next
Monday.  I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what
times work for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could

very briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the

31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here
as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
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Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>

From: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>



Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:34:40 GMT-0600 (MDT)

To: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal

It is OK, Greg rearranged the conflict.  We are all set for 2 pm the 30th at EEOB

On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 5:27 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
< > wrote:

Let me see if I can get a room at that time.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:26 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor
day drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

 wrote:
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Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time
on the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next
Monday.  I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what
times work for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could

very briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the

31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes.  My Thursday the 29th is currently wide open.  Does he want to meet one on one or with
the interagency?   I had planned to pull together an interagency meeting while he was here
as well.
 
 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 12:51 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: USEITI Withdrawal
 
James,

Greg Gould will be in D.C. August 29-31.  Do you have any availability for

us to have a face to face meeting on the 30th or the 31st?

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410
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--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

 
--
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

-- 
Judy Wilson
Program Manager USEITI Secretariat 
Office of Natural Resources Revenue
judith.wilson@onrr.gov
202-208-4410

"Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC" <James.A.Mazzarella@nsc.eop.gov>

From: "Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC"
< >

Sent: Tue Aug 08 2017 15:41:39 GMT-0600 (MDT)
To: "Wilson, Judith" <judith.wilson@onrr.gov>
Subject: RE: USEITI Withdrawal

I literally just gave up that room and got a new one at 3.  Let’s keep it at 3. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:35 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
It is OK, Greg rearranged the conflict.  We are all set for 2 pm the 30th at EEOB

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 5:27 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
wrote:

Let me see if I can get a room at that time.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 5:26 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
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Is it possible to move the meeting back one hour to 3 pm instead of 2 pm?

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 4:51 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Do you edits/additions to this agenda.  We are on for 2pm on the 30th.

Agenda

 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 3:24 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC < >
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
The 30th can also work, not a problem.  It may be better in light of Labor Day

drop off.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 3:21 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Just to clarify, when you say perfect you want to do the 31st or does the 30th work to avoid labor
day drop off?.
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:22 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Perfect!  The afternoon (12:30 - 4pm) is currently wide open

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:17 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC

> wrote:

Yes, sorry read the dates wrong.  Thursday the 31st currently works best for me.  I have time
on the afternoon of the 30th as well, which may work better because of labor day the next
Monday.  I’ll set up two meetings, one with us and one with the interagency.  Let me know what
times work for you and I will poll the group. 
 
From: Wilson, Judith [mailto:judith.wilson@onrr.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 8, 2017 1:14 PM
To: Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC <
Subject: Re: USEITI Withdrawal
 
Just to clarify, Greg would be available on Wed. the 30th or Thursday the

31st.  Did you mean you would be open on Thursday the 31st?  We could

very briefly meet one-on one immediately prior to an Interagency on the

31st.

 
On Tue, Aug 8, 2017 at 1:05 PM, Mazzarella, James A. EOP/NSC
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