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From national parks to national forests, our 
system of public lands is quintessentially 

American, accessible to all while conserving our 
natural heritage for future generations. As our 
parks and public lands become more popular than 
ever, there is an intense need for increased funding 
to repair existing infrastructure, conserve habitat, 
and provide increased access. Right now, America 
needs leadership and innovation from elected 
officials to identify funding sources to ensure those 
public lands are conserved for future generations.

Throughout the country, 640 million acres,1 from 
national monuments to wildlife refuges, are owned 
by and managed for the benefit of all Americans, 
used for everything from energy development to 
outdoor recreation. Public lands are an important 
asset that can drive robust local economies and 
help provide clean air and water. Communities 
adjacent to public lands are capitalizing on the 
burgeoning outdoor recreation industry for healthy 
and steady rural economies. Protected habitats 
support biodiversity, which is threatened by 
climate change and increasing human impact
on the land.

Traditionally, Congress has provided funding for 
managing our public lands, bolstered in part by 
revenue from extractive industries operating on our 
public lands and waters. Companies leasing public 
lands are required to pay royalties, rent, and other 
fees in exchange for extracting publicly-owned 
resources and using the public’s land. In recent 
years, funding to manage and conserve our public 
lands has not kept pace with what’s necessary to 
take care of the public’s resources. In this report, 
we discuss the state of conservation funding for
our public lands and recommend options to
boost funding in the years to come.

INTRODUCTION
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Agencies within the Department of the Interior 
and Department of Agriculture play a critical 

role in managing our parks and public lands, 
balancing uses and conserving our natural heritage 
for future generations.

In recent decades, the Bureau of Land 
Management, Fish and Wildlife Service, National 
Park Service, and Forest Service have all received 
a smaller share of the federal budget, but face 
increasing challenges, including climate change, 
development, and increasing visitation.

Inadequate funding has left those four land 
management agencies with a collective 
maintenance backlog of $19.38 billion.

Congress has permanently authorized the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund, a critical program 

that helps conserve public lands and enhance 
recreation opportunities, but has yet to ensure full, 
dedicated funding going forward.

To ensure funding to manage our public lands and 
conserve our natural heritage, policymakers should 
consider establishing a Conservation Trust Fund 
with diverse funding streams that could augment 
general fund appropriations.

Funding options include:

Oil and gas: Increase rent and royalty rates for 
drilling on public lands to match leading states

Coal: Close loopholes that allow companies to skirt 
royalty payments and update royalty rates

Renewable energy: Establish a framework for 
wind and solar leases on public lands, including a 
royalty on generation

Hardrock mining: Update the Mining Law of 
1872 by instituting a system of bids, rental rates, 
and royalties for the extraction of publicly-owned 
minerals

Outdoor recreation: Similar to existing taxes on 
hunting and fishing gear, institute a small tax on 
outdoor recreation equipment

Other: Use a portion of revenue from efforts 
to legalize sports gambling and marijuana for 
conservation 

KEY
FINDINGS
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Four agencies are responsible for managing the 
vast majority of the 640 million acres of public 

land throughout the country. Housed within the 
Department of the Interior and the Department of 
Agriculture, each agency has a different mission 
that directs their management of the land. 

The National Park Service manages2 over 85 
million acres of land, including national parks and 
wild and scenic rivers. The mission3 of this agency 
is to preserve natural and cultural resources in 
designated areas for present and future generations 
to enjoy. The agency strives to create accessible, 
informative, and enjoyable ways for the public to 
experience these areas.

The Bureau of Land Management oversees the 
largest amount of land of any agency, mostly 
located in the western United States. The agency 
manages 245 million acres of surface land and 700 
million acres of subsurface minerals for “multiple 

uses4,” including conventional and renewable 
energy development, livestock grazing, hardrock 
mining, timber harvesting, and outdoor recreation. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is responsible5 
for enforcing the nation’s wildlife laws and 
conserving wildlife habitat on 150 million acres6 
of land and water across the country. The agency 
manages the National Wildlife Refuge System and 
partners with states to enact comprehensive habitat 
management across public and private land. 

The U.S. Forest Service manages 193 million7 acres 
of national forests and grasslands. Unlike the other 
three agencies which are housed in the Department 
of the Interior, the Forest Service is within the 
Department of Agriculture, which results in a 
focus8 on productivity and forest sustainability for 
present and future generations. The agency aims to 
balance resource use and extraction with outdoor 
recreation and preservation of wilderness areas.

LANDS IN THE CONTINENTAL U.S. HELD BY THE FOUR PRIMARY
FEDERAL LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCIES

National Park Service

Bureau of Land Management

U.S. Forest Service

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

MANAGEMENT OF AMERICA’S 
PUBLIC LANDS

Data f rom USGS PAD-US 72
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BENEFITS OF 
PUBLIC LANDS
Cultural
Public lands protect historical and culturally 
significant sites, including Chaco Canyon, 
Gettysburg, and more. From national monuments 
to national historic places, land management 
agencies are responsible for educating the public 
about these special places. 

Healthy communit ies
Public lands benefit public health through clean 
air and water and access to recreation. Forests and 
rivers naturally filter9 air and water, and outdoor 
spaces have been shown to have positive impacts10 
on physical and psychological health.

Climate Change
Although fossil fuels extracted from public lands 
account for roughly a quarter11 of all greenhouse 
gas emissions in the United States, public lands are 
poised to be a climate solution. Forests, vegetation, 
and soils on public lands can sequester carbon, 
and new renewable energy generation can tap 
significant wind and solar resources.

Wildl i fe
Public lands, including national wildlife refuges, 
provide key habitat for wildlife. With a recent 
United Nations report finding that 1 million 
species12 face extinction, protected lands are vital 
for maintaining biodiversity. As a result of human 
encroachment throughout the West, an animal 
can travel an average of only 3.5 miles13 before 
encountering significant human development. 
Continuous habitat is vital for the survival of 
species, and this fragmentation is an increasing 
threat.

Economic
From recreation to drilling, activities on public 
lands have a significant economic impact. 
According to the Interior Department14, lands 
and activities managed by the agency generated 
$315 billion in Fiscal Year 2018. Public lands 
are the foundation of the $887 billion15 outdoor 
recreation economy, supporting 7.6 million jobs15 
and providing $65.3 billion15 in federal tax revenue. 
National parks have a particularly significant 
impact on local economies, with every federal 
dollar invested creating a $10 return.16 

From boosting local economies 
to improving publ ic health, 
publ ic lands have broad posit ive 
impacts on our everyday l ives. 

5
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THE CURRENT STATE
OF LAND MANAGEMENT

AND CONSERVATION
FUNDING

Managing such an expansive and diverse set 
of landscapes requires sustained investment. 

Each year, Congress decides how much funding 
to allocate to each federal agency through the 
appropriations process. In recent years, competing 
priorities have resulted in land management 
agencies receiving insufficient funding. From the 
skyrocketing cost of fighting wildfires to rising 
park visitation, increased investment is imperative 
for conservation and land management. 

6
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Unfortunately, the Trump administration has 
not recognized the importance of sustained 
investment, as its proposed budgets have annually 
attempted to gut funding for land management 
agencies, including zeroing out the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund, an important and popular 
conservation program. Thankfully, Congress 
has pushed back on such cuts, allocating agency 
funding at relatively steady levels17 over the past 
decade.

Not all agency funding goes to conservation efforts 
specifically. From the BLM’s oil and gas leasing 
activities to the Forest Service’s timber harvesting 
program, some agency spending follows “multiple 
use” mandates.

Throughout the last century, Congress and the 
executive branch have not relied solely on the 
annual budgeting process to advance conservation 
efforts; they’ve also identified creative funding 

mechanisms and instituted innovative programs. 
Most notably, the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund uses royalties from offshore drilling to 
provide federal and local funding for conservation 
at no added cost to taxpayers. Reauthorized earlier 
this year, its bipartisan popularity demonstrates 
the importance of these issues to all Americans. 
Similarly, for over half a century, hunters and 
anglers have paid a tax on equipment that has 
provided billions18 to state habitat restoration 
and conservation efforts. Major federal programs 
such as the Civilian Conservation Corps19 and 
Mission 6620 developed and maintained much of 
the infrastructure that forms the foundations of our 
parks and public lands experiences today.
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Fal l ing short :
Our publ ic lands 

maintenance backlog

As a result of insufficient funding, imperative 
projects fall by the wayside every year, which has  
created a significant maintenance backlog21 across 
all land management agencies over the past decade. 

As of Fiscal Year 2018, the four land management 
agencies had a collective maintenance backlog 
of $19.38 billion.21 The Interior Department 
reports deferred maintenance projects within four 
categories:21 roads, bridges, and trails; irrigation, 
dams, and other water structures; buildings; and 
other structures, which includes recreation sites. 

There is a clear need for additional funding, both 
to catch up on deferred maintenance projects and 
to prevent future projects from being added to 
the list. However, adding billions of dollars to 
the Interior Department’s budget each year is not 
realistic within the current system, leading to the 
need for innovative funding methods to eliminate 
the backlog and provide for comprehensive 
management to protect and conserve public lands.

Data f rom Congress ional  Research Serv ice 21

U.S. Forest Service
$5.2 billion27%

Total
maintenance backlog

$19.38 billion

National Park Service
$11.9 billion61%

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
$1.3 billion7%

Bureau of Land Management
$0.96 billion5%

FEDERAL LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
MAINTENANCE BACKLOG AS OF FISCAL YEAR 2018
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Colorado
Since 1992, Colorado has allocated a portion 
of its lottery revenue to conservation 
projects through Great Outdoors Colorado 
(GOCO). To date, GOCO has awarded 
$1.2 billion to 5,200 projects in each of 
Colorado’s 64 counties.22 GOCO’s mission 
includes protecting more land for people 
and wildlife, increasing access and 
opportunities on public land, and inspiring 
more people to get outdoors, with a focus 
on children and their families.

STATE 
CONSERVATION 

FUNDING

Nevada
In 2002, Nevada voters approved “Question 
1,” approving the issuance of $200 million 
in bonds, with proceeds going towards23 
improvements to trails, parks, and habitat 
conservation. Of that, $65.5 million was 
given to Nevada’s Division of State Lands 
to provide grants for state agencies, local 
governments, and qualifying nonprofit 
organizations. In the 2019 legislative 
session, Nevada authorized an additional 
$217 million24 in bonds for the program, 
providing critical funding going forward.  

Wyoming
The Wyoming Wildlife and Natural 
Resource Trust Fund protects wildlife 
and habitat throughout the state. Funded 
through interest earned on a permanent 
account, donations, and annual legislative 
appropriation, it has funded 750 projects 
in all 23 counties.25 Since its inception in 
2015, the program has allocated nearly $97 
million, with every dollar matched with an 
average of $6 from other sources.25 

Wyoming Trust Fund dollars have protected crucial mule deer 
migration corridors near Dubois, WY

A snapshot of 
innovative state 
programs

Eldorado State Park, CO, a popular recreation area, recieved 
GOCO funding for its entrance station

Nevada’s Conservation Bond Program funded the Springs Preserve 
in Las Vegas, NV, a 180-acre sustainability education institution

9
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From the coastal plain of the Alaskan Arctic to 
Arizona’s Sonoran Desert, our public lands face 
a wide range of growing challenges. The impacts 
of climate change are becoming more apparent, 
including longer and hotter wildfire seasons, 
shifting wildlife habitat, and decreased water 
supply. 

In recent years, agency budgets have been 
stretched thin26 fighting wildfires. In 2018, over 
52,000 wildfires27 burned 8.5 million acres of 
federal, tribal, state, and private land. In 2017, 

the Forest Service alone spent over $2 billion28 
fighting wildfires, not including spending by the 
other federal and state agencies involved in fire 
response efforts. After relying on emergency funds 
and diverted resources almost every year for a 
decade, Congress addressed the problem29 of “fire 
borrowing” in 2018, creating an emergency fund 
external to agencies’ operating budgets. 

At the same time, our parks and public lands have 
seen a dramatic rise in visitation, driving a need for 
additional funding. In 2018, national parks saw an 

Public land managers 
face more chal lenges 
than ever before

Western voters who support increased 
spending on public lands81%

Western voters who believe that there 
should be increased funding for 

recreation amenities on public lands
70%

THE AMERICAN PUBLIC UNDERSTANDS THE 
IMPORTANCE OF INVESTING IN PUBLIC LANDS

Results from the Center for Western Priorities’ 2020 Winning the West poll33
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excess of more than 318 million visits30, the third 
highest year on record. Similarly, public lands in 
the West have seen more than 290 million visits30 
per year. Increased visitation is being driven by 
a booming outdoor recreation industry that is 
growing more than twice as fast31 as the national 
economy. 

Wildlife and wild places are feeling the crunch of 
development. A recent study13 found that natural 
areas in the Western United States are disappearing 
at a rate of one football field every 2.5 minutes. 
Migrating animals, from elk to pronghorn, face 
pressure from energy development within their 
migration corridors. And North America’s bird 
population has declined by nearly 30 percent32 
since 1970.

The American public understands the importance 
of investing in public lands. Polling by the Center 
for Western Priorities in the summer of 2019 
found that 81 percent33 of Western voters support 
increased spending on public lands to ensure 
that our national parks, wildlife refuges, and 
monuments have necessary funding. In addition, 
70 percent33 believe that there should be increased 
funding for recreation amenities, such as trails and 
campgrounds on public lands.

11
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THE LAND AND WATER 
CONSERVATION FUND
America’s most important parks program

Since 1965, the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund (LWCF) has been an integral part 

of protecting our parks and public lands and 
enhancing recreation opportunities across the 
United States. Since its inception, the fund has 
conserved special places, such as wilderness areas 
and national park inholdings, and helped establish 

and grow community parks. Notably, LWCF 
projects have been completed in every county34 
in the United States. LWCF is a point of political 
consensus, with strong bipartisan support35 from 
elected officials and 91 percent36 of voters believe 
that this program is important.

12
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Each year LWCF receives a portion of royalties 
from offshore oil and gas development to support 
conservation and recreation across the country. The 
premise is simple: revenues from the extraction of 
publicly-owned oil and gas are dedicated to the 
protection of America’s public lands at no cost to 
taxpayers. Allocated funds are divided between 
two sources37: national public land projects and 
state and local grants. For national public land 
projects, there are four agencies that are given these 
funds: the U.S. Forest Service, the Bureau of Land 
Management, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
and the National Park Service. Projects range from 
improving wildlife habitat to purchasing privately-
owned “inholdings” from willing sellers to create 
continuity and access throughout parks and public 
lands. For state and local grants, funds are used 
to implement their recreation and conservation 
priorities, from state parks to local bike paths 
and baseball diamonds. LWCF has funded 40,000 

projects34 in urban and suburban communities, 
increasing accessibility to recreation and open 
space.

The program has a significant economic impact—
every dollar spent on LWCF projects creates a $4 
return37 on investment. An analysis37 by The Trust 
for Public Land looked at 16 completed LWCF 
projects and found that “approximately 10.6 
million people visit these sixteen federal units each 
year and spend $511 million in the surrounding 
local communities,” demonstrating the significant 
economic benefit that this program provides. LWCF 
is an important tool for addressing the maintenance 
backlog on our public lands. In addition to the 
federal backlog, states have reported $27 billion38 
worth of projects that qualify for LWCF’s state or 
local grants.

70% of western voters support 
permanent funding for LWCF, at 
or above $900 million annually.

Results from the Center for Western Priorities’ 2020 Winning the West poll33

LWCF PERMANENTLY REAUTHORIZED

In a 2019 bipartisan effort, 
LWCF reauthorization was 
included in a sweeping 
public lands package, but 
did not include funding. 

How the Land and Water 
Conservat ion Fund works

There is broad public support for taking 
the next step.

13
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$900
million

1965
$0

2019

ZERO
tax dollars

LWCF REVEALED
How the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
is funded and benefits the American public

1 Receipts are col lected

2 Funds are appropriated

3 Funds are distr ibuted

Without using any taxpayer 
dol lars,  funds for the Land and 
Water Conservat ion Fund come 
from oi l  and gas receipts from 
the Outer Continental  Shelf.

Congress decides how much of 
the authorized $900 mil l ion to 
give to LWCF. Over the years, 
LWCF has only been fully 
funded twice ,  and Congress 
has withheld over $22 bi l l ion 
intended for the fund.39, 40$

Funds al located to LWCF 
are distr ibuted among 
diverse recreation and land 
management programs 
accessible to all  Americans .

An analysis by the Trust for 
Publ ic Land found that every 
dol lar spent on LWCF projects 
creates a $4 return on 
investment . 37
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While LWCF has a strong, decades-long track 
record, Congress must act to ensure the program 
can execute its mission for decades to come. First, 
the program should receive full and dedicated 
funding, indexed to inflation43, to ensure its 
financial strength is not diminished over time. As 
of 2019,  LWCF’s original authorization would 
be equivalent to $3.6 billion43. The Land and 
Water Conservation Fund Permanent Funding 
Act44, introduced in the Senate in the spring of 
2019, proposes dedicated funding of $900 million 
annually. This is critical legislation, but does not 
include a provision to account for inflation. 

Second, comprehensive data on projects and 
funding supported by LWCF should be included 
within the program to better understand its impact 
and ensure funding is evenly distributed across 
the country. Currently, such a database does 
not exist, as LWCF provides funding to many 
different agencies across federal, state, and local 
governments, but does not house data in any one 
centralized place. 

Although LWCF has broad bipartisan support in 
Congress, the program has long faced uncertain 
funding levels. The program is authorized to 
receive $900 million each year; however, actual 
funding for LWCF is determined by Congress’ 
annual appropriations process. This annual 
scramble for money has nearly always39 resulted 
in LWCF receiving significantly less funding than 
originally intended. Over the years, Congress has 
diverted $22 billion40 that was intended for LWCF 
projects. 

After allowing LWCF to expire twice in recent 
years, Congress permanently reauthorized the 
program in a sweeping bipartisan public lands 
package41 that became law early in 2019, marking a 
major success for conservation. Importantly, while 
reauthorization allows for the continued existence 
of the program, it does not guarantee funding. 
Around the same time, the Trump administration 
proposed a Fiscal Year 2020 budget that would 
have effectively zeroed out the program. Congress 
appears poised to reject the administration’s 
proposal, with both the House and Senate 
proposing to fund LWCF at roughly half42 its 
authorized amount.

Guaranteeing the Land 
and Water Conservat ion 
Fund’s future
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BEYOND
LWCF

Options for funding
publ ic lands

management 
and conservat ion

While programs like the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund have provided critical 

funding to conserve and maintain our parks and 
public lands, it is clear that a larger solution is 
necessary to meet long-term funding needs. In 
assessing options, policymakers should seek to 
increase funding levels and increase the certainty of 
those funding levels from year to year.

One such option would be for Congress to 
establish a “Conservation Trust Fund,” drawing on 
funding from an increased range of sources, such 
as  resource extraction and outdoor recreation, 

to augment general fund appropriations. The 
fund could receive revenue, accrue interest, 
and provide reliable support for managing and 
conserving public lands. Such a program is not 
unprecedented—the Highway Trust Fund is 
another example of a long-term funding source that 
has helped build and maintain a transportation 
system relied on by all Americans. 

In establishing a Conservation Trust Fund, 
Congress could consider the following revenue 
sources:

One option for conservation funding would be to 
establ ish a Conservation Trust Fund
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Drilling for oil and natural gas is widespread on 
our public lands and off our coasts, and proceeds 
from drilling comprise the bulk of revenue 
collected by the Interior Department. Companies 
pay for the right to extract publicly-owned oil 
and gas, bidding to secure leases, paying rent to 
maintain those leases, then paying royalties on 
the oil and gas they extract. Unfortunately for 
taxpayers, the current system of minimum bids and 
royalty rates is vastly outdated. 

The Bureau of Land Management offers oil and gas 
leases at auction with a minimum bid of $2.00 per 
acre. If a lease fails to sell at auction, a company 
can purchase it noncompetitively without a bid, 
simply paying the first year’s rent of $1.50 per 
acre. These minimum bid and rental rates have not 
been changed in decades, and no longer reflect an 
adequate value for taxpayers. According to a recent 
analysis45 by the Center for Western Priorities and 
The Wilderness Society, 32 percent of public acres 
leased by oil and gas companies cost them $2 or 
less. In addition, 47 percent of all leases in the West 
are sitting idle, generating no royalties while the 
companies pay just $1.50 per acre to hold onto 
them.

Currently, companies pay a 12.5 percent46 royalty 
for extracting oil and gas on federal public land, 

a rate far below those charged by key energy-
producing states, such as Texas, which receives up 
to 25 percent47 for oil and gas from state land. A 
2017 report found that even increasing the onshore 
royalty rate to 18.75 percent would generate an 
extra $400 million48 over ten years. Similarly, the 
Government Accountability Office found that 
loopholes have allowed offshore drilling companies 
to avoid $18 billion49 in royalty payments since 
1996. 

The current leasing system should be updated to 
provide a fair return to taxpayers. Royalty rates 
should be updated to 25 percent to match leading 
state rates. Minimum bid and rental rates should 
also be updated and indexed to inflation to prevent 
them from becoming outdated again. A 
portion of the increased revenue 
should be diverted to the 
trust fund. This idea is 
supported by Westerners, 
80 percent33 of whom 
support reinvesting 
energy royalties into 
public lands. O

il a
nd

 gas leas ing near Dinosaur Nat ional  Monument45

Public acres leased by oil and gas 
companies for less than $2 per bid32%

Oil and gas leases in the West sitting idle, 
generating low rent and no royalties for 

the public
47%

AMERICAN TAXPAYERS ARE GETTING RIPPED OFF 
BY OIL AND GAS LEASING ON PUBLIC LANDS

Analysis by the Center for Western Priorities45

Oil and gas
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Trust Fund 
Models 
The idea of using a trust fund to address 
large-scale funding gaps is not new; these 
federal programs are examples that prove 
the model’s efficacy and provide lessons to 
incorporate going forward. 

Highway Trust Fund
This trust fund50 finances road and transit 
projects throughout the country. The fund 
primarily receives revenue from an excise 
tax of 18.4 cents per gallon on gasoline and 
ethanol-based fuel and a 24.4 cents per 
gallon tax on diesel fuel. These rates have 
not been updated to account for inflation 
since 1993, and declining revenue has 
required significant additional infusions of 
funding to keep the fund solvent.

Leaking Underground 
Storage Tank Trust 
Fund
This trust fund51 is used to monitor 
petroleum tanks stored underground, as 
well as remediate leaks when they occur. 
This program works preemptively and 
in remediation to mitigate the impacts of 
leaking petroleum. It is funded by a 0.1 
percent tax on all motor fuel, which is 
included in the excise tax.

Lessons Learned
From these models, it is clear that small 
percentages of revenue on individual 
products can result in enough funding 
to maintain considerable programs. We 
also see the importance of updating rates 
regularly to keep up with inflation.

Coal
Roughly 40 percent of all coal mined in the United 
States comes from public lands, primarily in the 
Powder River Basin in Montana and Wyoming. 
However, the federal coal program has long allowed 
coal companies to shortchange taxpayers. When 
leasing publicly-owned coal, the Bureau of Land 
Management must assess the fair market value, with 
a minimum rent of $3 per acre;52 however, the agency 
has frequently undervalued53 those leases. Similarly, 
while coal produced on public land is subject to a 
12.5 percent52 royalty rate for surface mining and 
8 percent52 for underground mining, regulators 
can lower royalty rates for specific projects and 
companies can exploit loopholes to skirt payments to 
taxpayers.

One provision allows coal companies to avoid 
paying the full royalty by selling their product 
at an artificially depressed price to subsidiaries. 
Through this mechanism, companies avoid paying 
an estimated $85 million54 annually. In addition, 
deductions for transportation costs and purifying 
coal after it is mined, a process called “washing,” 

18



19

Renewable energy
Public land can also be used for renewable 
energy production, specifically solar, wind, and 
geothermal, with companies paying rent and a 
capacity fee on each megawatt generated. While the 
Bureau of Land Management manages more than 
19 million acres58 with solar potential and more 
than 20 million acres59 with wind potential, only 
5 percent60 of renewable energy generation in the 
United States comes from public lands. As of 2018, 
there were 35 utility-scale wind projects59 on public 
land, along with 25 solar projects.58

Unlike oil, gas, and coal, Congress has not passed 
legislation providing an overarching framework 
regarding wind and solar development on public 
lands. In 2016, the BLM finalized a rule61 to 
update the agency’s renewable rates and fees and 
incentivize development in areas with fewer land 
use conflicts. The regulation built upon previous 
efforts to create Solar Energy Zones,62 areas with 
high solar potential and energy transmission 
capacity. If fully developed, these zones could 
produce 27,000 MW,58 enough energy for 8 million 
homes.

Going forward, public lands should play a key 
role in increasing renewable energy generation 
in the United States. Similar to oil, gas, and 
coal extraction, renewable energy generation 
can provide a benefit to taxpayers. To do that 
effectively, Congress should pass a framework 
for developing wind and solar on public lands, 
including the introduction of a royalty on 
generation. A bipartisan bill63 introduced in July 
2019 proposes a revenue sharing mechanism, 
distributing certain revenue64 back to states and 
counties, as well as earmarking a percentage for 
conservation and recreation. As trends in energy 
generation shift toward renewables, these royalties 
could provide an increased source of funding in the 
future.

further decrease the royalties returned to taxpayers. 
Even though the royalty rate is supposed to be 
no less than 12.5 percent, the actual percentage 
is much lower after the subsidies and loopholes. 
A 2015 study55 found that if the statutory royalty 
rate (12.5 percent) was actually applied to the net 
market price of coal, an additional $865 million 
would have been paid in royalties from 2008 
through 2012.

In 2016, the Obama administration placed a 
moratorium56 on new federal coal leases and began 
a systematic review of ways to close loopholes 
and improve the program. However, shortly after 
taking office, the Trump administration lifted57 
the leasing moratorium, eliminated regulations 
attempting to close loopholes, and began the 
process of issuing new coal leases. 

The federal coal program should be updated, first 
by reinstating regulations to close loopholes to 
ensure companies are paying their fair share. As 
with oil and gas leasing, royalty rates should be 
increased and rental rates should be updated and 
indexed to inflation. 
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Hardrock minerals such as gold, silver, iron, and 
copper, have long been mined on public lands. The 
legal framework governing hardrock mining dates 
back to the Mining Law of 1872, legislation that was 
intended to drive the development and settlement 
of the West, and which has not been substantially 
updated since then. Under this woefully outdated 
system, companies do not pay rent for mining 
on public lands or pay royalties for extracting 
publicly-owned minerals. Adding insult to injury, 
taxpayers have been left on the hook for cleaning 
up abandoned mines, with federal agencies 
spending between $80 and $85 million annually65 to 
remediate abandoned hardrock mines.  

Data collection on hardrock mining is extremely 
insufficient. A recent Government Accountability 
Office report66 found that no agency tracks the 
potential quantity of hardrock minerals on 

public lands or the amount of acres available for 
hardrock mining, and a 2012 report67 found that the 
government has no idea of the quantity and value 
of hardrock minerals extracted from public lands. 

Taxpayers should be compensated for the 
extraction of publicly-owned minerals, and 
instituting a system of leasing bids, rental rates, 
and royalties could provide an important source of 
conservation funding going forward. According to 
Taxpayers for Common Sense,68 even instituting a 
small royalty would have generated $1.6 billion on 
gold extracted in Nevada from 2008 to 2017 alone. 
There have been efforts to reform the hardrock 
mining system, including bills69 introduced earlier 
this year by Senator Tom Udall and Representative 
Raúl Grijalva, which would instate a 12.5 percent 
royalty rate, similar to oil and gas.

Hardrock mining
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Outdoor recreation
Outdoor recreation is a $887 billion15 industry, with 
public lands as the foundation. In the West, public 
lands see over 290 million visits30 each year. From 
trails in national parks to ski resorts in national 
forests, the outdoor recreation industry relies on 
access to and maintenance of public lands. Sales 
of recreation equipment are substantial, with the 
Outdoor Industry Association reporting $184.5 
billion15 in sales of outdoor goods in 2017. 

For decades, hunters and anglers have paid taxes 
that are put towards conservation and wildlife 
management. The Pittman-Robertson Act (1937) 
and Dingell-Johnson Act (1950) both levy a tax 
between 3 percent and 12 percent on everything 
from guns to fishing tackle, with revenue directed 
to state wildlife agencies. States must agree to the 
terms of both laws and pass state laws in line with 
them in order to receive funding. Hunters and 
anglers have been doing their part for years, and 
expanding this to the greater outdoor recreation 
community is an important next step.

Taxing outdoor recreation goods is controversial in 
the industry, with opposition primarily stemming 
from concerns over the difficulty of distinguishing 
which products will be taxed and how that will 
impact retailers and consumers. However, even 
a minute tax could generate significant revenue, 
while hardly affecting individual purchases. In 
Washington, a proposed outdoor recreation gear 
tax70 is limited to purchases over $200, which 
more effectively targets the tax to outdoor users. 
With the continued growth of outdoor recreation 
and increased need for funding to maintain and 
increase access to public lands, it makes sense to 
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Other
Ensuring adequate funding for public land 
management and conservation will require 
creativity, including exploring funding streams 
outside of public land users. Efforts are proceeding 
to legalize sports gambling and marijuana at the 
state and federal level, and policymakers could 
seek to use portions of the resulting revenue for 
conservation. In Colorado, voters approved a 
measure legalizing sports gambling, with tax 
revenue directed to implementing Colorado’s 
Water Plan.74

explore options for outdoor gear sales to support 
public land conservation.

Such a tax could be advertised so that consumers 
of outdoor goods are conscious of their impact on 
public lands and their involvement in protecting 
them. In Colorado College’s 2019 Conservation in 
the West poll,71 68 percent of Western voters said 
that they would support a small increase in taxes 
in order to protect water, wildlife, and recreation 
opportunities; capitalizing on that public support 
could enhance the success of an imposed tax. To 
avoid outsized impacts on manufacturers and 
businesses, current import tariffs, which can be 
particularly high on outdoor gear, could be altered 
so that some of the existing fees are shifted towards 
conservation funding. In such a scenario, legislation 
could either decrease tariffs to account for an excise 
tax that would go to the trust fund, or a percentage 
of the import tariffs could be directly diverted 
to the fund. Both of these options could provide 
critical funding for the lands upon which outdoor 
recreation depends, while minimizing impacts on 
the industry.

22
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Managing our public lands and conserving 
our natural heritage for future generations 

are broadly supported priorities. As development 
continues to grow, threats from climate change 
mount, and parks continue to see increased 
visitation, it is critical that policymakers take action 
to conserve our public lands. Currently, the lack 

of sufficient funding allows important projects 
to fall by the wayside and threatens the future of 
our lands, water, and wildlife. It is time to show 
creativity and leadership in establishing a new 
funding model for public land management and 
conservation now and into the future. 

CONCLUSION

23



24

PHOTO CREDITS
Cover:  Cadiz Wilderness
Bob Wick, BLM, Publ ic Domain Mark 
1 .0

Vermill ion Cliffs National Monument
Bob Wick, BLM, CC-BY-2.0

Glacier National Park Hidden Lake
Tim Rains,  NPS, Publ ic Domain Mark 
1 .0

The Organ, Arches National Park
Neal Herbert ,  NPS, Edited, Publ ic 
Domain Mark 1 .0

Yellowstone Soda Butte Creek
Jacob Frank, NPS, Publ ic Domain

Eldorado Canyon State Park
Max and Dee Bernt ,  CC-BY-2.0

Springs Preserve
Renee Grayson, CC-BY-2.0

Migratory Mule Deer
Gregory Nickerson, CC-BY-2.0
 
Drought
Jose Antonio Alba, CC-BY-NC-2.0

Wildfire
Josh O’Connor,  USFWS, Publ ic 
Domain Mark 1 .0

Yellowstone Eclipse
Jacob Frank, NPW, Publ ic Domain 
Mark 1 .0

Jerry Peak Wilderness Eclipse
Bob Wick, BLM, CC-BY-2.0

Devil ’s Tower
B.J.  Bumgarner,  Edited, CC-BY-NC-
SA-2.0

Tetons
Bonney, NPS, Publ ic Domain Mark 1 .0

Cycling Bay Trail
Richard Masoner,  CC-BY-SA-2.0

Boar’s Tusk
Bob Wick, BLM, CC-BY-2.0

Spring Creek Mine
Montana BLM, Publ ic Domain Mark 
1 .0

Crescent Dunes Solar Array
Nevada BLM, CC-BY-2.0

Gold King Mine
USEPA, Government Work

Skiing South Fork Salmon 
Watershed
Todd Leeds, USFS, Publ ic Domain 
Mark 1 .0

Supermoon at the Windows
Jacob Frank, NPS, Publ ic Domain 
Mark 1 .0

Canyon
Bob Wick, NPS, CC-BY-2.0

Arches Watercolor Sunset
Jacob Frank, NPS, Publ ic Domain 
Mark 1 .0



25

REFERENCES
[1]  Congressional Research Service. (March 3,  2017) .  “Federal Land Ownership:  Overview and Data.” 
Last accessed October 18,  2019: fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/R42346.pdf

[2]  National Park Service. (August 6,  2019) .  “National Park System.” Last accessed October 3,  2019: 
nps.gov/aboutus/nat ional-park-system.htm

[3]  National Park Service. (August 16,  2019) .  “About Us.” Last accessed October 18,  2019: nps.gov/
aboutus/ index.htm

[4]  Bureau of Land Management.  “What We Manage.” Last accessed October 18,  2019: blm.gov/about/
what-we-manage/national

[5]  U.S. Fish and Wildl i fe Service. (October 16,  2018) .  “About the U.S. Fish and Wildl i fe Service.” Last 
accessed October 3,  2019: fws.gov/help/about_us.html

[6]  U.S. Fish and Wildl i fe Service. (November,  2013) .  “National Wildl i fe Refuge System.” Last accessed 
November 4,  2019: fws.gov/refuges/about/pdfs/NWRSOverviewFactSheetApr2013revNov032013.pdf

[7]  U.S. Forest Service. (November 2013) .  “By the Numbers.” Last accessed October 18,  2019: fs .fed.
us/about-agency/newsroom/by-the-numbers

[8]  U.S. Forest Service. “Meet the Forest Service.” Last accessed October 18,  2019: fs .fed.us/about-
agency/meet-forest-service

[9]  Nowak, David J.  and Gordon M. Heisler.  (2010) .  “Air  qual i ty effects of urban trees and parks.” Last 
accessed November 4,  2019: nrpa.org/uploadedFi les/nrpa.org/Publ icat ions_and_Research/Research/
Papers/Nowak-Heisler-Summary.pdf

[10]  Mozur,  Theresa. (August 22, 2016) .  “6 reasons why parks matter for health.” Last accessed 
November 4,  2019: rwjf.org/en/blog/2016/08/6_reasons_why_parks.html

[11]  U.S. Geological Survey. (2018) .  “Federal Lands Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sequestrat ion 
in the United States:  Est imates for 2005-14.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: pubs.usgs.gov/
sir/2018/5131/sir20185131.pdf

[12]  Fears,  Darryl .  (May 6, 2019) .  “One mil l ion species face ext inct ion, U.N. report says.  And humans 
wi l l  suffer as a result .”  The Washington Post.  Last accessed November 4,  2019: washingtonpost.com/
cl imate-environment/2019/05/06/one-mil l ion-species-face-ext inct ion-un-panel-says-humans-wil l -
suffer-result /

[13]  Center for American Progress. (May 19, 2016) .  “The Disappearing West.”  Last accessed 
November 4,  2019: disappearingwest.org/ land.html#land_big_picture

[14]  U.S. Department of the Interior.  “FY 2018 Economic Contr ibut ions.” Last accessed November 4, 
2019: doi .sciencebase.gov/doidv/

[15] Outdoor Industry Associat ion. (2017) .  “The Outdoor Recreation Economy.” Last accessed October 
30, 2019: outdoorindustry.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/OIA_RecEconomy_FINAL_Single.pdf

[16]  National Park Service. (August 21 ,  2016) .  “National Park Visi tor Spending Contr ibutes $32 
bi l l ion to Economy: Every publ ic dol lar invested in National Park Service returns $10.” Last accessed 
October 30, 2019: nps.gov/aboutus/news/release.htm?id=1821

[17]  U.S. Department of the Interior.  “Department of the Interior Appropriat ions History Table”. 
Last accessed October 30, 2019: doi .gov/si tes/doi .gov/f i les/uploads/ten_year_budget_history_
table_20161104.pdf

http://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/R42346.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/aboutus/national-park-system.htm
https://www.nps.gov/aboutus/index.htm
https://www.nps.gov/aboutus/index.htm
https://www.blm.gov/about/what-we-manage/national
https://www.blm.gov/about/what-we-manage/national
https://www.fws.gov/help/about_us.html
https://www.fws.gov/refuges/about/pdfs/NWRSOverviewFactSheetApr2013revNov032013.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/about-agency/newsroom/by-the-numbers
https://www.fs.fed.us/about-agency/newsroom/by-the-numbers
https://www.fs.fed.us/about-agency/meet-forest-service
https://www.fs.fed.us/about-agency/meet-forest-service
https://www.nrpa.org/uploadedFiles/nrpa.org/Publications_and_Research/Research/Papers/Nowak-Heisler-Summary.pdf
https://www.nrpa.org/uploadedFiles/nrpa.org/Publications_and_Research/Research/Papers/Nowak-Heisler-Summary.pdf
https://www.rwjf.org/en/blog/2016/08/6_reasons_why_parks.html 
https://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2018/5131/sir20185131.pdf
https://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2018/5131/sir20185131.pdf
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/2019/05/06/one-million-species-face-extinction-un-panel-says-humans-will-suffer-result/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/2019/05/06/one-million-species-face-extinction-un-panel-says-humans-will-suffer-result/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/2019/05/06/one-million-species-face-extinction-un-panel-says-humans-will-suffer-result/
https://disappearingwest.org/land.html#land_big_picture
https://doi.sciencebase.gov/doidv/
https://outdoorindustry.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/OIA_RecEconomy_FINAL_Single.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/aboutus/news/release.htm?id=1821
https://www.doi.gov/sites/doi.gov/files/uploads/ten_year_budget_history_table_20161104.pdf
https://www.doi.gov/sites/doi.gov/files/uploads/ten_year_budget_history_table_20161104.pdf


26

REFERENCES
[18]  Congressional Research Service. (July 20, 2018) .  “U.S. Fish and Wildl i fe Service: 
An Overview.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: everycrsreport .com/f i les/20180720_
R45265_64ff0d0ba2d1887c8de4af535e3b820b8c6645a3.pdf

[19]  National Park Service. (Apri l  10,  2015) .  “Civi l ian Conservat ion Corps.” Last accessed November 4, 
2019: nps.gov/thro/ learn/historyculture/civi l ian-conservat ion-corps.htm

[20]  Carr,  Ethan. (June 2007).  “Mission 66: Modernism and the National Park Di lemma.” Last 
accessed November 4,  2019: umass.edu/umpress/t i t le/mission-66

[21]  Congressional Research Service. (Apri l  30, 2019) .  “Deferred Maintenance of Federal Land 
Management Agencies:  FY2009-FY2018 Est imates and Issues.” Last accessed October 30, 2019: fas.
org/sgp/crs/misc/R43997.pdf

[22]  Great Outdoors Colorado. “About Us.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: goco.org/about-us

[23]  Nevada Division of State Lands. “Question 1  Program.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: lands.
nv.gov/resource-programs/question-1

[24]  State of Nevada. A.B. 84. (November 21,  2018) .  “An act relat ing to state resources; providing 
for the issuance of state general obl igat ion bonds to protect ,  preserve and obtain the benefi ts of 
the property and natural  and cultural  resources of the State of Nevada.” Last accessed November 4, 
2019: leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/80th2019/Bi l l /6040/Text

[25]  State of Wyoming. (2013) .  “Wyoming Wildl i fe and Natural  Resource Trust Fund.” Last accessed 
November 4,  2019: wwnrt .wyo.gov/

[26]  Levy, Gabriel le.  (August 1 ,  2018) .  “Wildf ires are gett ing worse, and more cost ly,  every year.” 
U.S. News and World Report .  Last accessed November 4,  2019: usnews.com/news/data-mine/
art ic les/2018-08-01/wi ldf i res-are-gett ing-worse-and-more-cost ly-every-year

[27]  Department of the Interior.  (March 14,  2019) .  “President Proposes $919 mil l ion for Department 
of the Interior Wildland Fire Management in Fiscal Year 2020.” Last accessed October 30, 2019: doi .
gov/pressreleases/president-proposes-919-mil l ion-department- interior-wi ldland-f i re-management-
f iscal

[28]  U.S. Department of Agriculture. (September 14,  2017) .  “Forest Service Wildland Fire 
Suppression Costs Exceed $2 Bi l l ion.” Last accessed October 30, 2019: usda.gov/media/press-
releases/2017/09/14/forest-service-wi ldland-f i re-suppression-costs-exceed-2-bi l l ion

[29]  Scruggs, Gregory.  (March 26, 2018) .  “Wildf ire funding f ix wi l l  tax ‘a period of years’  to protect 
U.S. forests.”  Reuters.  Last accessed November 4,  2019: reuters.com/art ic le/us-usa-f i res-forests/
wi ldf i re-funding-f ix-wi l l - take-a-period-of-years-to-protect-u-s-forests- idUSKBN1H21AT

[30]  Center for Western Prior i t ies.  (March 2018) .  “290 mil l ion reasons to invest in America’s publ ic 
lands.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: westernprior i t ies.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/290-
Mil l ion-Visi ts-Report .pdf

[31]  Headwaters Economics. (October 2019) .  “The Outdoor Recreation Economy by State.” Last 
accessed November 4,  2019: headwaterseconomics.org/economic-development/trends-performance/
outdoor-recreation-economy-by-state/

[32]  Brul l iard,  Karin.  (September 19,  2019) .  “North America has lost 3 bi l l ion birds in 50 years.” The 
Washington Post.  Last accessed November 4,  2019: washingtonpost.com/science/2019/09/19/north-
america-has-lost-bi l l ion-birds-years/

[33]  Center for Western Prior i t ies.  (October 2019) .  “Winning the West 2020.” Last accessed October 
30, 2019: westernprior i t ies.org/winning-the-west-2020/

https://www.everycrsreport.com/files/20180720_R45265_64ff0d0ba2d1887c8de4af535e3b820b8c6645a3.pdf
https://www.everycrsreport.com/files/20180720_R45265_64ff0d0ba2d1887c8de4af535e3b820b8c6645a3.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/thro/learn/historyculture/civilian-conservation-corps.htm
https://www.umass.edu/umpress/title/mission-66
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/R43997.pdf
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/R43997.pdf
https://www.goco.org/about-us
http://lands.nv.gov/resource-programs/question-1
http://lands.nv.gov/resource-programs/question-1
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/App/NELIS/REL/80th2019/Bill/6040/Text
https://wwnrt.wyo.gov/
https://www.usnews.com/news/data-mine/articles/2018-08-01/wildfires-are-getting-worse-and-more-costly-every-year
https://www.usnews.com/news/data-mine/articles/2018-08-01/wildfires-are-getting-worse-and-more-costly-every-year
https://www.doi.gov/pressreleases/president-proposes-919-million-department-interior-wildland-fire-management-fiscal
https://www.doi.gov/pressreleases/president-proposes-919-million-department-interior-wildland-fire-management-fiscal
https://www.doi.gov/pressreleases/president-proposes-919-million-department-interior-wildland-fire-management-fiscal
https://www.usda.gov/media/press-releases/2017/09/14/forest-service-wildland-fire-suppression-costs-exceed-2-billion
https://www.usda.gov/media/press-releases/2017/09/14/forest-service-wildland-fire-suppression-costs-exceed-2-billion
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-fires-forests/wildfire-funding-fix-will-take-a-period-of-years-to-protect-u-s-forests-idUSKBN1H21AT
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-fires-forests/wildfire-funding-fix-will-take-a-period-of-years-to-protect-u-s-forests-idUSKBN1H21AT
http://westernpriorities.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/290-Million-Visits-Report.pdf
http://westernpriorities.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/290-Million-Visits-Report.pdf
https://headwaterseconomics.org/economic-development/trends-performance/outdoor-recreation-economy-by-state/
https://headwaterseconomics.org/economic-development/trends-performance/outdoor-recreation-economy-by-state/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/science/2019/09/19/north-america-has-lost-billion-birds-years/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/science/2019/09/19/north-america-has-lost-billion-birds-years/
https://westernpriorities.org/winning-the-west-2020/


27

[34]  Department of the Interior.  “Land and Water Conservat ion Fund: Giving Back to You and Your 
Community.”  Last accessed October 30, 2019: doi .gov/si tes/doi .gov/f i les/migrated/lwcf/about/upload/
LWCF_Urban.pdf

[35]  LWCF Coal i t ion. (February 26, 2019) .  “House Del ivers Historic Victory for Publ ic Lands, Votes 
to Save America’s Most Important Conservat ion Program.” Last accessed October 30, 2019: stat ic1 .
squarespace.com/stat ic/58a60299ff7c508c3c05f2e1/t /5c75d5031905f480f9e58d50/1551226115638/
LWCF+Coal i t ion+News+Release+-+House+Victory+on+S.+47+-+Final .pdf

[36]  Global Strategy Group. (September 27, 2019) .  “LWCF Research Findings and Messaging 
Recommendations.” Last accessed October 30, 2019: westernprior i t ies.org/wp-content/
uploads/2019/10/LWCF-Pol l -Summary-Memo-.pdf

[37]  Trust for Publ ic Land. “Return on the Investment from the Land and Water Conservat ion Fund.” 
Last accessed October 30, 2019: tpl .org/si tes/default / f i les/cloud.tpl .org/pubs/benefi ts-LWCF-ROI%20
Report-11-2010.pdf

[38]  LWCF Coal i t ion. “About LWCF.” Last accessed October 18,  2019: lwcfcoal i t ion.com/about- lwcf

[39]  Congressional Research Service. (August 17,  2018) .  “Land and Water Conservat ion Fund: 
Overview, Funding History,  and Issues.”  Last accessed October 30, 2019: everycrsreport .com/
f i les/20180817_RL33531_078678d3a4a08865548f4687140add350326a418.pdf

[40]  LWCF Coal i t ion. “FundLWCF.” Last accessed October 18,  2019: lwcfcoal i t ion.com/fundlwcf

[41]  Publ ic Law 116-9. (March 12,  2019) .  “S.47- John D. Dingel l ,  Jr.  Conservat ion, Management,  and 
Recreation Act.”  Last accessed October 30, 2019: congress.gov/bi l l / 1 16th-congress/senate-bi l l /47/text

[42]  LWCF Coal i t ion. (September 24, 2019) .  “LWCF Coal i t ion Statement of Senate 
Interior Appropriat ions.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: stat ic1 .squarespace.com/
stat ic/58a60299ff7c508c3c05f2e1/t /5d8bb560eb5f9447673c7854/1569437024285/
LWCF+Coal i t ion+News+Release+-+Senate+Appropriat ions+FY20.pdf

[43]  Prentice-Dunn, Jesse. (Apri l  1 ,  2019) .  “What’s next for America’s most important parks program?” 
Westwise. Last accessed October 30, 2019: medium.com/westwise/whats-next-for-america-s-most-
important-parks-program-9064f22809c2

[44]  U.S. Senate. S.1081.  (Apri l  9,  2019) .  “Land and Water Conservat ion Fund Permanent Funding Act.” 
Last accessed November 4,  2019: congress.gov/bi l l / 1 16th-congress/senate-bi l l / 1081/text

[45]  Center for Western Prior i t ies.  (September 19,  2019) .  “Story Map: America’s Publ ic Lands 
Giveaway.” Westwise. Last accessed October 30, 2019: medium.com/westwise/story-map-americas-
publ ic- lands-giveaway-dad328ca5423

[46]  Congressional Research Service. (January 19,  2015) .  “Mineral Royalt ies on Federal Lands: 
Issues for Congress.” Last accessed October 30, 2019: everycrsreport .com/f i les/20150119_
R43891_937af0ff22083dfee0d6597a0f41b1109cf4cfbe.html#_Toc410713802

[47]  Texas General Land Off ice. (2015) .  “Overview.” Last accessed October 30, 2019: glo.texas.gov/
energy-business/oi l -gas/mineral- leasing/overview/index.html

[48]  Taxpayers for Common Sense. (October 3,  2017) .  “Locked Out:  The Cost of Speculat ion in 
Federal Oi l  and Gas Leases.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: taxpayer.net/energy-natural-
resources/ locked-out-the-cost-of-speculat ion-in-federal-oi l -and-gas-leases/

[49]  Tabuchi ,  Hiroko. (October 24, 2019) .  “Government Loophole Gave Oil  Companies $8 Bi l l ion 
Windfal l .”  The New York Times. Last accessed November 4,  2019: nyt imes.com/2019/10/24/cl imate/
oi l - lost-revenue-gao.html

[50]  Tax Pol icy Center.  “Brief ing Book: What is the Highway Trust Fund, and how is i t  f inanced?” Last 
accessed November 4,  2019: taxpol icycenter.org/brief ing-book/what-highway-trust- fund-and-how-it-
f inanced

REFERENCES

https://www.doi.gov/sites/doi.gov/files/migrated/lwcf/about/upload/LWCF_Urban.pdf
https://www.doi.gov/sites/doi.gov/files/migrated/lwcf/about/upload/LWCF_Urban.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58a60299ff7c508c3c05f2e1/t/5c75d5031905f480f9e58d50/1551226115638/LWCF+Coalition+News+Release+-+House+Victory+on+S.+47+-+Final.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58a60299ff7c508c3c05f2e1/t/5c75d5031905f480f9e58d50/1551226115638/LWCF+Coalition+News+Release+-+House+Victory+on+S.+47+-+Final.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58a60299ff7c508c3c05f2e1/t/5c75d5031905f480f9e58d50/1551226115638/LWCF+Coalition+News+Release+-+House+Victory+on+S.+47+-+Final.pdf
https://westernpriorities.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/LWCF-Poll-Summary-Memo-.pdf
https://westernpriorities.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/LWCF-Poll-Summary-Memo-.pdf
https://www.tpl.org/sites/default/files/cloud.tpl.org/pubs/benefits-LWCF-ROI%20Report-11-2010.pdf
https://www.tpl.org/sites/default/files/cloud.tpl.org/pubs/benefits-LWCF-ROI%20Report-11-2010.pdf
https://www.lwcfcoalition.com/about-lwcf
https://www.everycrsreport.com/files/20180817_RL33531_078678d3a4a08865548f4687140add350326a418.pdf
https://www.everycrsreport.com/files/20180817_RL33531_078678d3a4a08865548f4687140add350326a418.pdf
https://www.lwcfcoalition.com/fundlwcf
https://www.congress.gov/bill/116th-congress/senate-bill/47/text
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58a60299ff7c508c3c05f2e1/t/5d8bb560eb5f9447673c7854/1569437024285/LWCF+Coalition+News+Release+-+Senate+Appropriations+FY20.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58a60299ff7c508c3c05f2e1/t/5d8bb560eb5f9447673c7854/1569437024285/LWCF+Coalition+News+Release+-+Senate+Appropriations+FY20.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58a60299ff7c508c3c05f2e1/t/5d8bb560eb5f9447673c7854/1569437024285/LWCF+Coalition+News+Release+-+Senate+Appropriations+FY20.pdf
https://medium.com/westwise/whats-next-for-america-s-most-important-parks-program-9064f22809c2
https://medium.com/westwise/whats-next-for-america-s-most-important-parks-program-9064f22809c2
https://www.congress.gov/bill/116th-congress/senate-bill/1081/text
https://medium.com/westwise/story-map-americas-public-lands-giveaway-dad328ca5423
https://medium.com/westwise/story-map-americas-public-lands-giveaway-dad328ca5423
https://www.everycrsreport.com/files/20150119_R43891_937af0ff22083dfee0d6597a0f41b1109cf4cfbe.html#_Toc410713802
https://www.everycrsreport.com/files/20150119_R43891_937af0ff22083dfee0d6597a0f41b1109cf4cfbe.html#_Toc410713802
https://www.everycrsreport.com/files/20150119_R43891_937af0ff22083dfee0d6597a0f41b1109cf4cfbe.html#_Toc410713802
https://www.everycrsreport.com/files/20150119_R43891_937af0ff22083dfee0d6597a0f41b1109cf4cfbe.html#_Toc410713802
https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/locked-out-the-cost-of-speculation-in-federal-oil-and-gas-leases/
https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/locked-out-the-cost-of-speculation-in-federal-oil-and-gas-leases/
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/10/24/climate/oil-lost-revenue-gao.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/10/24/climate/oil-lost-revenue-gao.html
https://www.taxpolicycenter.org/briefing-book/what-highway-trust-fund-and-how-it-financed
https://www.taxpolicycenter.org/briefing-book/what-highway-trust-fund-and-how-it-financed


28

REFERENCES
[51]  Environmental Protect ion Agency. “Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) Trust Fund.” Last 
accessed November 4,  2019: epa.gov/ust/ leaking-underground-storage-tank-lust-trust- fund#what

[52]  Bureau of Land Management.  “Coal :  Lease Management.” Last accessed October 30, 2019: blm.
gov/programs/energy-and-minerals/coal/ lease-management

[53]  Taxpayers for Common Sense. (September 18,  2013) .  “Federal Coal Leasing: Fair  Market Value 
and a Fair  Return for Taxpayers.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: taxpayer.net/energy-natural-
resources/federal-coal- leasing-fair-market-value-and-a-fair-return-for-the-american-t/#Introduction

[54]  The House Committee on Natural  Resources. (May 4,  2017) .  “Gri jalva Letter to Zinke on ONRR 
Valuat ion Rule Cancel lat ion May 5.” Last accessed October 30, 2019: naturalresources.house.gov/
gri jalva- letter-to-zinke-on-onrr-valuat ion-rule-cancel lat ion-may-4

[55]  Headwaters Economics. (January 2015) .  “An Assessment of U.S. Federal Coal Royalt ies:  Current 
Royalty Structure, Effect ive Royalty Rates, and Reform Options.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: 
headwaterseconomics.org/wp-content/uploads/Report-Coal-Royalty-Valuat ion.pdf

[56]  Congressional Research Service. (May 30, 2017) .  “The Federal Coal Leasing Moratorium.” Last 
accessed November 4,  2019: everycrsreport .com/reports/ IN10460.html

[57]  Henry,  Devin.  (March 29, 2017) .  “Trump administrat ion ends Obama’s coal- leasing freeze.” The 
Hi l l .  Last accessed November 4,  2019: thehi l l .com/pol icy/energy-environment/326375-interior-
department-ends-obamas-coal- leasing-freeze

[58]  Bureau of Land Management.  “Renewable Energy: Solar Energy.” Last accessed October 30, 
2019: blm.gov/programs/energy-and-minerals/renewable-energy/solar-energy

[59]  Bureau of Land Management.  “Renewable Energy: Wind Energy.” Last accessed October 30, 
2019: blm.gov/programs/energy-and-minerals/renewable-energy/wind-energy

[60]  Congressman Paul Gosar.  (July 18,  2019) .  “Press Release: Reps. Gosar,  Levin,  LaMalfa, 
Lowenthal ,  Tipton, Huffman, and Bishop Introduce Bi l l  to Increase Renewable Energy on 
Publ ic Lands.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: gosar.house.gov/news/documentsingle.
aspx?DocumentID=3851

[61]  U.S. Department of the Interior.  (November 10, 2016) .  “ Inter ior Department Final izes Rule 
Providing a Foundation for the Future of BLM’s Renewable Energy Program.” Last accessed 
November 4,  2019: doi .gov/pressreleases/ interior-department-f inal izes-rule-providing-foundation-
future-blms-renewable-energy

[62]  Bureau of Land Management.  “Solar Energy Program: Solar Energy Zones.” Last accessed 
October 30, 2019: blmsolar.anl .gov/sez/

[63]  U.S. House of Representat ives. H.R. 3794. (July 17,  2019) .  “Publ ic Land Renewable Energy 
Development Act of 2019.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: congress.gov/bi l l / 1 16th-congress/
house-bi l l /3794/text?q=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%22hr+3794%22%5D%7D&r=1&s=1

[64]  Congressman Mike Levin.  (July 18,  2019) .  “Press Release: Representat ives Mike Levin and 
Paul Gosar Introduce Bipart isan Bi l l  to Increase Renewable Energy on Publ ic Land.” Last accessed 
November 4,  2019: mikelevin.house.gov/media/press-releases/representat ives-mike-levin-and-paul-
gosar- introduce-bipart isan-bi l l - increase

[65]  Bureau of Land Management.  “About Abandoned Mines.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: 
abandonedmines.gov/about_hardrock_mines

[66]  U.S. Government Accountabi l i ty Off ice. (May 16, 2019) .  “Hardrock Mining: Avai labi l i ty of 
Selected Data Related to Mining on Federal Lands.” Last accessed October 30, 2019: gao.gov/
assets/700/699153.pdf

https://www.epa.gov/ust/leaking-underground-storage-tank-lust-trust-fund#what
https://www.blm.gov/programs/energy-and-minerals/coal/lease-management
https://www.blm.gov/programs/energy-and-minerals/coal/lease-management
https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/federal-coal-leasing-fair-market-value-and-a-fair-return-for-the-american-t/#Introduction
https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/federal-coal-leasing-fair-market-value-and-a-fair-return-for-the-american-t/#Introduction
https://naturalresources.house.gov/grijalva-letter-to-zinke-on-onrr-valuation-rule-cancellation-may-4
https://naturalresources.house.gov/grijalva-letter-to-zinke-on-onrr-valuation-rule-cancellation-may-4
https://headwaterseconomics.org/wp-content/uploads/Report-Coal-Royalty-Valuation.pdf
https://www.everycrsreport.com/reports/IN10460.html
https://thehill.com/policy/energy-environment/326375-interior-department-ends-obamas-coal-leasing-freeze
https://thehill.com/policy/energy-environment/326375-interior-department-ends-obamas-coal-leasing-freeze
https://www.blm.gov/programs/energy-and-minerals/renewable-energy/solar-energy
https://www.blm.gov/programs/energy-and-minerals/renewable-energy/wind-energy
https://gosar.house.gov/news/documentsingle.aspx?DocumentID=3851
https://gosar.house.gov/news/documentsingle.aspx?DocumentID=3851
https://www.doi.gov/pressreleases/interior-department-finalizes-rule-providing-foundation-future-blms-renewable-energy
https://www.doi.gov/pressreleases/interior-department-finalizes-rule-providing-foundation-future-blms-renewable-energy
http://blmsolar.anl.gov/sez/
https://www.congress.gov/bill/116th-congress/house-bill/3794/text?q=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%22hr+3794%22%5D%7D&r=1&s=1
https://www.congress.gov/bill/116th-congress/house-bill/3794/text?q=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%22hr+3794%22%5D%7D&r=1&s=1
https://mikelevin.house.gov/media/press-releases/representatives-mike-levin-and-paul-gosar-introduce-bipartisan-bill-increase
https://mikelevin.house.gov/media/press-releases/representatives-mike-levin-and-paul-gosar-introduce-bipartisan-bill-increase
https://www.abandonedmines.gov/about_hardrock_mines
https://www.gao.gov/assets/700/699153.pdf
https://www.gao.gov/assets/700/699153.pdf


29

[67]  Ei lperin,  Jul iet .  (December 11 ,  2012) .  “Mining f i rm prof i ts from publ ic lands remains a mystery, 
new GAO study shows.” The Washington Post.  Last accessed November 4,  2019: washingtonpost.
com/national/health-science/mining-f i rm-prof i ts-from-publ ic- lands-remain-a-mystery-new-gao-study-
shows/2012/12/11/c3416110-43c1-11e2-8061-253bccfc7532_story.html

[68]  Taxpayers for Common Sense. (February 5, 2019) .  “Hardrock Mining on Federal Lands: One law 
from 1872 prevents taxpayers from gett ing paid for gold, s i lver,  and other minerals on federal lands.” 
Last accessed November 4,  2019: taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/hardrock-mining-on-federal-
lands/

[69]  Congressman Raul Gri jalva.  (May 9, 2019) .  “Chair Gri jalva,  Sen. Udal l  Introduce Hardrock Mining 
Reform Legislat ion to Modernize Mining Royalt ies,  Address Taxpayer-Funded Mine Cleanups.” Last 
accessed October 30, 2019: gr i jalva.house.gov/press-releases/chair-gr i jalva-sen-udal l - introduce-
hardrock-mining-reform-legislat ion-to-modernize-mining-royalt ies-address-taxpayerfunded-mine-
cleanups/

[70]  State of Washington. House Bi l l  2122. (February 25, 2019) .  “An act relat ing to imposing a sales 
and use tax on recreational equipment and apparel to provide funding to the state wi ldl i fe account.” 
Last accessed November 4,  2019: lawfi lesext. leg.wa.gov/biennium/2019-20/Pdf/Bi l ls/House%20
Bil ls/2122.pdf

[71]  Colorado Col lege. (January 2019) .  “State of the Rockies Conservat ion in the West Pol l : 
2019 Western States Survey.” Last accessed November 4,  2019: coloradocol lege.edu/other/
stateoftherockies/documents/FINAL%202019%20Western%20States%20-%20Interview%20Schedule_
COMBINED.pdf

[72]  US Geological Survey (USGS).  2018. “Gap Analysis Project Protected Areas Database of the 
United States (PAD-US).”  Last accessed November 4,  2019: usgs.gov/core-science-systems/science-
analyt ics-and-synthesis/gap/science/pad-us-data-download?qt-science_center_objects=0#qt-
science_center_objects

[73]  Budget data for the Bureau of Land Management,  Fish and Wildl i fe Service, and National 
Park Service are from United States Department of the Interior.  “Budget Just i f icat ions and 
Performance Information: Fiscal Years 2001-2019.” Last accessed March 19, 2018: doi .gov/budget/
appropriat ions/ ;  Budget data for the Forest Service are avai lable at United States Department of 
Agriculture. Search engine. “Budget Summary.” Last accessed March 19, 2018: usdasearch.usda.gov/
search?utf8=%E2%9C%93&aff i l iate=usda&query=budget+summary; Annual totals for the discret ionary 
federal budget are avai lable at Off ice of Management and Budget.  Historical  tables.  “Table 5.6—
Budget Authori ty for Discret ionary Programs: 1976–2023.” White House. Last accessed March 19, 
2018: whitehouse.gov/omb/historical- tables/ ;  Data for the Fiscal Year 2019 discret ionary federal 
budget are from Off ice of Management and Budget.  (February 2018) .  “An American Budget:  Fiscal 
Year 2019 Budget of the U.S. Government.”  White House. Last accessed March 19, 2018: whitehouse.
gov/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/budget-fy2019.pdf

[74]  State of Colorado. “Proposit ion DD: Legal izat ion and Taxation of Sports Bett ing.” Last accessed 
November 6, 2019: leg.colorado.gov/si tes/default / f i les/ ini t iat ive%2520referendum_2019-2020%20
hb%2019-1327v3.pdf

REFERENCES

https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/health-science/mining-firm-profits-from-public-lands-remain-a-mystery-new-gao-study-shows/2012/12/11/c3416110-43c1-11e2-8061-253bccfc7532_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/health-science/mining-firm-profits-from-public-lands-remain-a-mystery-new-gao-study-shows/2012/12/11/c3416110-43c1-11e2-8061-253bccfc7532_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/health-science/mining-firm-profits-from-public-lands-remain-a-mystery-new-gao-study-shows/2012/12/11/c3416110-43c1-11e2-8061-253bccfc7532_story.html
https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/hardrock-mining-on-federal-lands/
https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/hardrock-mining-on-federal-lands/
https://grijalva.house.gov/press-releases/chair-grijalva-sen-udall-introduce-hardrock-mining-reform-legislation-to-modernize-mining-royalties-address-taxpayerfunded-mine-cleanups/
https://grijalva.house.gov/press-releases/chair-grijalva-sen-udall-introduce-hardrock-mining-reform-legislation-to-modernize-mining-royalties-address-taxpayerfunded-mine-cleanups/
https://grijalva.house.gov/press-releases/chair-grijalva-sen-udall-introduce-hardrock-mining-reform-legislation-to-modernize-mining-royalties-address-taxpayerfunded-mine-cleanups/
http://lawfilesext.leg.wa.gov/biennium/2019-20/Pdf/Bills/House%20Bills/2122.pdf
http://lawfilesext.leg.wa.gov/biennium/2019-20/Pdf/Bills/House%20Bills/2122.pdf
https://www.coloradocollege.edu/other/stateoftherockies/documents/FINAL%202019%20Western%20States%20-%20Interview%20Schedule_COMBINED.pdf
https://www.coloradocollege.edu/other/stateoftherockies/documents/FINAL%202019%20Western%20States%20-%20Interview%20Schedule_COMBINED.pdf
https://www.coloradocollege.edu/other/stateoftherockies/documents/FINAL%202019%20Western%20States%20-%20Interview%20Schedule_COMBINED.pdf
https://www.usgs.gov/core-science-systems/science-analytics-and-synthesis/gap/science/pad-us-data-download?qt-science_center_objects=0#qt-science_center_objects
https://www.usgs.gov/core-science-systems/science-analytics-and-synthesis/gap/science/pad-us-data-download?qt-science_center_objects=0#qt-science_center_objects
https://www.usgs.gov/core-science-systems/science-analytics-and-synthesis/gap/science/pad-us-data-download?qt-science_center_objects=0#qt-science_center_objects
https://www.doi.gov/budget/appropriations/
https://www.doi.gov/budget/appropriations/
https://usdasearch.usda.gov/search?utf8=%E2%9C%93&affiliate=usda&query=budget+summary
https://usdasearch.usda.gov/search?utf8=%E2%9C%93&affiliate=usda&query=budget+summary
https://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/historical-tables/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/budget-fy2019.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/budget-fy2019.pdf
https://leg.colorado.gov/sites/default/files/initiative%2520referendum_2019-2020%20hb%2019-1327v3.pdf
https://leg.colorado.gov/sites/default/files/initiative%2520referendum_2019-2020%20hb%2019-1327v3.pdf


3


