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Key Findings

Key Vulnerabilities

Section 1: Zinke Is Bad For Montana

» Zinke Has Left Montana Behind, Living In His $3.9 Million California Mansion: Over the last three years,
a wide variety of evidence, including campaign finance and SEC filings, more than a dozen distinct property
records, posts on the Instagram account of Zinke’s wife, and in-person reporting have indicated that Zinke either
lives or spends a significant portion of his time at the property his wife owns in Santa Barbara, California. It’s no
wonder Zinke listed the California property as his mailing address in so many places either — the Santa Barbara
house was more than three times as expensive as Zinke’s so-called primary residence in Montana. Zinke and his
campaign have insisted that Zinke lives in Montana full-time while his wife lives at her Santa Barbara house, with
the couple traveling back and forth to see each other, a claim that one law professor labeled “a hard sell to any tax
authority.”

e A Mountain Of Evidence Indicated That Zinke Lived In Santa Barbara, Not Montana: A wide array of
press coverage and public records indicated that Zinke spent much of his time in Santa Barbara, including:

o Property Records: Press coverage from Politico and other outlets noted that the Santa Barbara property,
which was owned solely by Zinke’s wife, had a homestead tax exemption, indicating that it was Lolita
Zinke’s primary residence. This was still true as of July 2024. In contrast, Zinke did not claim a primary
residence tax deduction on his home in Whitefish, where he ostensibly lived full-time when not in D.C.

Moreover, from 2021 to 2024, Zinke listed his wife’s California home as his mailing address on six distinct
property records, with his adult children and wife listing California addresses on an additional six distinct
records that did not involve Zinke himself. Specifically, in 2021, both the quit claim deed and mortgage for
Zinke’s property in Whitefish were signed by Zinke and his wife from Santa Barbara, California.
Moreover, from 2022 to 2024, Zinke’s mailing address was listed on four property records for his property
in Whitefish. These records included the deed for the property itself, the property report card, the assessor’s
website, and a property appraisal notice.

Five other property records indicated that Zinke’s wife and adult children lived in California. Additionally,
between 2021 and 2024, five property records for property in Lupfer Heights, Montana, that was owned by
Zinke’s wife and his sons, Konrad and Frederick, indicated that their mailing address was in Santa Barbara.
These records included the deed for the property itself, two property appraisal notices, the property report
card, and the assessor’s website.

o Campaign Finance Filings: In 2020, Zinke’s address was listed in Santa Barbara, California, when he was
paid speaker fees by the St. Lucie County Republican Executive Committee in Florida — a fact that has not
been covered by the press. Additionally, a 2022 Politico story noted that Zinke’s wife had listed her address
as being in Santa Barbara multiple times after Zinke resigned from the Trump Administration.

o An SEC Filing: Press coverage noted that an SEC filing of Zinke’s consulting contract with U.S. Gold
Corp. listed his mailing address in Santa Barbara, while also listing his “Main Office” in Whitefish.

o Instagram: Press coverage noted that Zinke appeared numerous times alongside his wife on her Instagram
account, with many of the posts being tagged from Santa Barbara. In one post, Zinke’s wife called him her
“Quarenteammate” in Santa Barbara, indicating that Zinke did not live in Montana during the COVID-19
pandemic.
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o In-Person Reporting: In one Politico article about Zinke’s residency, the reporter wrote that they had
visited Zinke’s alleged primary residence in Montana, and that, “Exiting the property, Nikita Packard
identified herself as Zinke’s son’s 22-year-old girlfriend and told a POLITICO photographer that she lived
in the house, but that Zinke did not. Packard did not say where the former secretary resides permanently,
and she did not respond to later attempts to confirm details. A former tenant of Zinke’s, who until 2019
lived at a rental property of his next door and who asked not to be named for privacy reasons, described
interacting with the Zinkes but said they did not appear to live in the Snowfrog building full-time. [...] The
former Zinke tenant told me the Snowfrog had been used as a multiunit rental property, and two other
Montana sources said they had heard the same.”

o Zinke’s Wife’s House In Santa Barbara Was Far More Expensive And Nicer Than Zinke’s So-Called
Primary Residence In Whitefish: Zinke’s California house was far nicer than his Montana house. Zillow
indicated that the Zinkes’ Santa Barbara property had an estimated value of $3,967,700, a value in line with
Zinke’s most recent financial disclosure, which indicated the property had a value between $1 million and $5
million. Additionally, Zillow estimated that if the Santa Barbara property were rented, it would fetch a
whopping $12,737 per month — more than seven times the median rent in Montana, which was $1,800 in July
2024. A Google Maps satellite view suggested that the house was also situated on a large plot of surrounding
land.

In contrast, Zinke’s property in Whitefish — his primary residence, according to his voter registration, political
contributions, FEC filings, spokesperson, and Zinke himself — was assessed to be worth $910,500 in 2024, with
Zillow estimating that the property would fetch rent of $1,535 a month.

e In Response, Zinke Claimed That His Wife Lived In California And He Lived In Montana, An
Explanation That One Law Professor Called “A Hard Sell To Any Tax Authority”: In response to
reporting about his residence, Zinke claimed that his wife lived in California full time and that he lived in
Montana full time, noting that his wife was “a person in her own right” and that the homestead deduction on the
California property only applied to his wife, as he did not own the property with her. Zinke said, “Lola pays
California taxes, so we operate exactly under the law within the guidelines of the homestead act... it wasn’t
mine, it was Lola’s.”

Zinke claimed that he and his wife traveled back and forth between Montana and California to be with each
other and insisted that his primary residence was in Montana. In response, Andrew Hayashi, a law professor at
the University of Virginia, wrote, “The details for determining residency will depend on the state or local laws,
but I would think that it would be a hard sell to any tax authority that the candidate and his wife do not have the
same primary residence (assuming they are not separated).”

» Zinke’s Proposed “Solutions” To Montana’s Housing Crisis Included Handouts To His Developer Donors
And Longer Mortgages That Would Prevent People From Ever Fully Owning Their Homes: Zinke’s public
statements about the housing crisis reveal that his “solutions” to the crisis would be woefully inadequate at doing
anything other than enriching his donors in the real estate and construction industries. Zinke said he supported
offering 50 year mortgages as an affordability solution, which would effectively guarantee buyers would never
fully own their home and would lock them into longer, more expensive mortgages. He also called for cutting costs
and regulations for builders and developers — a clear giveaway to the industry that constituted his largest lifetime
donor over his congressional career. Zinke also said he preferred incentivizing private sector housing over public
housing and drew criticism from the press and Montana Democrats for failing to offer a comprehensive plan on
housing and being “nowhere to be found” on the issue.

e Zinke Called For Offering 50 Year Mortgages To Solve The Housing Crisis, Which Would Force
Borrowers To Pay More In Interest And Reduce Their Ability Ever Fully Own Their Homes: In 2022,
Zinke repeatedly argued for offering 50 year mortgages as a solution for housing affordability, saying, “It
doesn’t mean people are going to live in a house for 50 years, it just means they’re able to buy and I can tell
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you, most Americans, how you build long-term wealth is you own a home.” Critics noted that Zinke’s proposal
would prevent people from fully owning their home and lock them into higher interest payments. For example,
the Billings Gazette wrote, “Critics note that overall payments would rise over the life of the loan compared to
a standard 15- or 30-year mortgage.” Zinke’s Democratic opponent, Monica Tranel, slammed him for backing
50-year mortgages in an op-ed, writing, “A 50-year mortgage locks buyers into longer, higher debt, essentially
guarantees the buyer will never actually own their home, and limits the equity they will obtain. [...] Zinke’s
pandering to corporate profits is nothing new, but be clear: Zinke’s ‘solution’ does not help homeowners but
ensures large corporate lenders make more money.”

e Zinke Called For A Regulatory Holiday And Cutting Costs For Builders, A Clear Giveaway For
Developers: In 2022, Zinke said that to address the housing crisis in Montana, “The answer is to get
government out of the way and reduce costs and timelines for builders. The federal government can... promote
the affordable and stable supply of building materials... [by] implementing a series of regulatory holidays. ..
We also need meaningful permitting relief; lengthy and costly permitting processes also unnecessarily tie up
construction projects.” Zinke’s call to cut costs and permitting regulations for builders and implement
regulatory holidays would effectively be a giveaway to real estate developers. Regulatory holidays were
periods during which private firms were temporarily exempted from regulation to foster investments under
uncertain conditions, often used to help incentivize large telecommunications infrastructure projects. Critics
noted that regulatory holidays often benefited the largest companies in a given market by exempting them from
taxes and regulation, cementing monopolistic market dominance over the long term.

e Zinke Said He Opposed Public Housing And Wanted To Incentivize Private Sector Housing: In 2022,
Zinke said, “I’m a big advocate for private housing, but not government housing, and we can incentivize on the
private side. We all got to work together. But also, the county is growing and it’s going to continue to grow.”
That year, Zinke similarly argued, “The answer to Montana’s housing crisis is not more government housing.
The answer is to get government out of the way and reduce costs and timelines for builders.”

e Zinke’s Top Lifetime Donor By Industry Was The Real Estate Industry, And His Top Donors By
Employer Included Multiple Realtor And Construction Entities: OpenSecrets found that over the course of
his congressional career, Zinke’s top donor by industry was real estate, when excluding retired people and
conservative groups. Specifically, Zinke accepted $974,736 in contributions from people employed in the real
estate industry. Moreover, Zinke’s top lifetime donors by employer included multiple entities associated with
building, construction, and realtors, such as $41,950 from employees of Langlas & Associates (a construction
general contractor based in Bozeman), $30,000 from the National Association of Home Builders PAC, $28,100
from employees of Barnard Construction, and $25,000 from the National Association of Realtors PAC.

e Zinke Received Criticism By The Press And Montana Democrats For Being Absent On The Housing
Crisis: Zinke was criticized by the Daily Inter Lake in 2022, which wrote, “Zinke has also been outspoken
about the housing crisis, yet has not released a comprehensive plan like Tranel’s.” The Inter Lake noted that
when reached for comment, Zinke’s spokesperson pointed to a bill “to support housing for police officers, first
responders and teachers.”

Elsewhere, Sheila Hogan, the executive director of the Montana Democratic Party, wrote an op-ed slamming
Zinke as “nowhere to be found” on the housing crisis in Montana. Hogan argued, “It might be easy for a
millionaire like Zinke, who spends part of his time at his home in Santa Barbara, California, to ignore how
costs have gone up across our state, but the reality is dire for Montana families who suddenly have to choose
between paying their mortgage or rent, or putting food on the table. [...] We need leaders in Congress who will
hold bad actors, hedge funds, and out-of-state corporations accountable for driving up the cost of living,
ensuring Montanans have a level playing field in the housing market.”

» Zinke Repeatedly Voted Against Funding For Affordable Housing: Zinke repeatedly voted against funding
for affordable housing after being re-elected to Congress in 2022. He voted for appropriations bills that would have
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gutted federal programs to fund affordable housing and slashed funding for public housing, putting tens of
thousands of people at risk of eviction.

o Zinke Voted In Committee To Slash Funding For Affordable Housing And Cut Public Housing Funding,
Cuts Which Could Have Caused Tens Of Thousands Of Evictions: As a member of the House
Appropriations Committee, Zinke’s votes on the annual bills funding the Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) backed versions of the bills that slashed funding for affordable housing. In 2023, he voted
in committee for a fiscal 2024 HUD appropriations bill that would have eliminated the Choice Neighborhoods
program, a $185 million fund that provided grants to encourage local residential developments, and would have
cut funding for public housing by $150 million compared to the previous year. During the amendment process
for that bill, Zinke voted three times to cut $3.62 million for earmarks funding community housing projects run
by LGBT organizations. Zinke also voted to preserve a provision in the bill cutting funding for a HUD rule
meant to combat segregation in housing projects that received grants from HUD.

In July 2024, Zinke voted in committee for the fiscal 2025 HUD appropriations bill, which would have cut
funding for the only federal program dedicated to new affordable rental and homeownership housing — the
HOME program — by 60 percent, from $1.25 billion to $500 million. The bill Zinke supported also included
provisions to cut funding for public housing by $600 million — a seven percent cut that Appropriations
Committee Democrats argued could cause tens of thousands of evictions. The bill would have also eliminated a
program to help mayors and governors fund expansions of affordable housing and would have eliminated the
Choice Neighborhoods initiative, which helped communities redevelop distressed housing. Moreover, it would
have eliminated targeted funding to reduce the hazard of lead paint in public housing, affecting up to 700,000
families.

e Zinke Voted Against Affordable Housing And Equal Access To Federal Housing Programs On The
House Floor: In 2023, Zinke voted against an amendment to move $100 million within the budget for the
Housing and Urban Development Department’s (HUD) Community Development Fund to promote removing
barriers to affordable housing production and preservation. That year, Zinke also voted to cut the salary of Julia
Gordon, the assistant secretary for housing and the federal housing commissioner, to $1. Zinke also voted three
times in 2023 against measures to promote equal access for federal housing programs. He voted to cut $25.2
million from the budget for HUD’s Office of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity. Zinke also voted to block
funding for a HUD rule that ensured that federal housing programs accommodated transgender and gender non-
conforming individuals and voted to block funding for HUD’s Equity Action Plan.

» While Zinke’s Wall Street Donors Caused Skyrocketing Housing Prices By Buying Up Single-Family
Homes, Zinke Was Nowhere To Be Found: While other Members of Congress proposed legislation to rein in
Wall Street’s buying spree of single-family homes, Zinke was silent on the issue. Zinke took $758,667 in campaign
contributions from the investment industry, which included the hedge funds and private equity firms which, in
2019, began outbidding ordinary Americans for residential single-family homes, worsening the housing shortage
that has pushed prices, particularly for first-time buyers, through the roof. This problem has extended to Montana,
with at least 22 percent of single-family homes being bought by investors as of the end of 2023. While bills have
been proposed to ban institutional investors and hedge funds from buying or owning these properties in the 118"
Congress, Zinke did not cosponsor any of them, nor did any of his 249 press releases address the topic of Wall
Street’s residential property buying spree. Zinke also did not cosponsor a bill to double the tax on foreign investors
who bought up residential property in the United States, whereas his Democratic opponent has called for banning
hedge funds from buying up single-family homes and cracking down on foreign investors.

e Zinke Did Not Support Attempts To Rein In Wall Street’s Buying Spree Of Single Family Homes: As of
July 2024, Zinke had failed to cosponsor multiple pieces of legislation to stop Wall Street hedge funds from
buying up single-family homes. Zinke did not cosponsor the End Hedge Fund Control of American Homes Act,
a bill that would have banned hedge funds and private equity firms from buying single-family homes, forcing
them to sell 10 percent of their holdings per year until they had none left. Moreover, Zinke did not cosponsor
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the American Neighborhoods Protection Act, a bill to impose a $10,000 per-home annual tax of corporate
owners of more than 75 single-family homes.

e Throughout His Time In Congress, Zinke Did Not Issue A Single Press Release Addressing Wall Street’s
Role In Rising Home Prices: From January 2015 to July 2024, Zinke’s congressional office issued 249 press
releases, none of which highlighted Wall Street investors’ role in inflating home prices by purchasing single-
family homes. In fact, Zinke’s entire website contained no mention of Wall Street, save for mentions of articles
by the Wall Street Journal. Clearly, Zinke failed to recognize the importance of the issue.

e Zinke Did Not Support Attempts To Reduce The Number Of Foreign Investors Buying Up Residential
Property: As of July 2024, Zinke had failed to cosponsor the Home Advantage For American Families Act, a
bill introduced by Republican Representative Maria Elvira Salazar that would double the tax paid by foreign
investors when purchasing real property in the United States, from 15 percent to 30 percent. The bill also
increased funding for affordable housing construction in certain census tracts.

e Zinke’s Democratic Opponent Supported Banning Wall Street From Buying Up Residential Homes And
Cracking Down On Foreign Investors That Bought Up Property: The housing plan posted on the website
of Zinke’s Democratic opponent, Monica Tranel, included a section reading, “Ban Hedge Funds from Buying
Homes and Crack Down on Land Speculators and Foreign Investors. We need to eliminate the incentives that
push private equity firms into buying nursing homes and mobile home parks and sucking the money out of
them or razing them to the ground and selling off lots at high prices. Congress should structure our tax code to
discourage corporate ownership of multiple homes or housing units that are held as investment vehicles rather
than as homes for people who live and work in our communities. [...] We also need to clamp down on foreign
adversaries buying up farmland and water rights in Montana.”

e Zinke’s Third Largest Lifetime Donor Was Wall Street And The Investment Industry: OpenSecrets found
that people employed in the “Securities and investment” industry constituted Zinke’s third largest lifetime
donor by industry, contributing a combined $758,667, assuming the exclusion of retired people, leadership
PACs, and conservative groups. When including those groups, people employed in securities and investment
constituted Zinke’s sixth largest donor industry. The securities and investment industry included hedge funds,
private equity & investment firms, and venture capital firms, with the first two groups being the primary
culprits in the trend towards buying residential homes as investment properties.

e The Wall Street Firms Zinke Accepted Money From Were Partly Responsible For Skyrocketing Housing
Prices, As They Outbid Ordinary People For Single Family Homes And Converted The Homes Into
Profitable Rental Investments: Major Wall Street firms have increasingly financed companies that have
gobbled up single-family homes and converted them to profitable rental investments, hiking both rents and
home prices nationwide. This trend has rapidly accelerated since 2019. While no entity owned more than 1,000
single-family homes in 2011, major institutional investors now own a combined 700,000 homes. The firms
participating in this trend, either directly or by serving as private equity for other companies, included many
notable hedge funds, private equity, and investment firms, including Vanguard, Blackstone, Blackrock,
Goldman Sachs, Pretium Partners, and J.P. Morgan.

o Wall Street Buyers Have Significant Advantages Over Families Competing With Them To Buy A
Home: Extensive reporting by various news outlets noted that Wall Street buyers had significant
advantages and would outbid ordinary people. Firms often offered to buy homes without inspection,
entirely in cash, and at prices higher than the asking price — which they could afford to do because they had
access to lower interest rates than the mortgage interest rates available to normal buyers. Reporting by the
Wall Street Journal, New York Times, and others documented cases where often young couples who were
first-time homebuyers were directly outbid by Wall Street-backed companies offering to pay a higher price
in cash. In some cases, investors bought up entire blocks or neighborhoods for conversion into rentals, with
investigative reporting finding that Wall Street landlords often pursued aggressive rent increases on their
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tenants while failing to address habitability and safety issues. The problem is not isolated to a few
communities either.

25% Of Single Family Home Purchases From 2021-2023 Were Made By Investors — And The
Problem Could Get Worse: Data from the analytics company CoreLogic indicated that investors
accounted for roughly 25 percent of single-family home purchasing from 2021 to 2023, with the exact
percentage fluctuating quarter to quarter. Other estimates reached similar figures. One 2022 article noted
that at time of writing, the 80,000 homes owned by Invitation Homes — which was financed by Blackstone
and later had the majority of its shares bought by Vanguard and Goldman Sachs — was more than all of the
homes listed for sale on Zillow in the top 10 most populous U.S. cities, combined. Distressingly, the
problem is only getting worse. An analysis by MetLife estimated that by 2030, institutional investors will
go from owning 3 percent of single-family rental homes to 40 percent of them. One 2022 report noted that
Wall Street had collectively set aside a whopping $110 billion slated to be spent purchasing single-family
homes — enough to add 400,000 homes to the 700,000 already owned by institutional investors.

Wall Street Investors Are Driving Housing Prices Up: Wall Street’s actions have increased housing
prices. As John Burns, owner of John Burns Real Estate Consulting, explained to the Wall Street Journal,
“You now have permanent capital competing with a young couple trying to buy a house... that’s going to
make U.S. housing permanently more expensive.” Slate similarly noted, “The median price of an American
house has increased by 28 percent over the last two years... Might the fact that corporate investors snapped
up 15 percent of U.S. homes for sale in the first quarter of this year have something to do with it?”” Jordan
Ash, at the nonprofit Private Equity Stakeholder Project, warned that these companies have “been very
explicit about how people are shut out of the homebuying market and are going to be perpetual renters.”

The Impacts Of Wall Street’s Homebuying Spree Extended To Montana: CoreLogic estimated that in
mid-2023, between 21.6 and 23.4 percent of purchases of single-family homes in Montana were made by
investors, as opposed to ordinary people. The trend has only gotten worse since then, with CoreLogic’s data
for quarter four of 2023 indicating that the share of single-family Montana homes being bought by
investors was between 22.2 and 24.4 percent.

Unsurprisingly, Montanans have been raising the alarm. Two former mayors of Bozeman, Steve Kirchhoff
and Jeff Krauss, wrote a 2022 op-ed arguing, “Bozeman’s affordable housing crisis [is] tied to newcomers
and Wall Street.” Kirchoff and Krauss continued, “We don’t have a supply problem in our market; instead,
we have a market that caters to Wall Street [...] If we woke up tomorrow to 1,000 brand-new housing
units. .. 20 percent would go to wealthy people from Bozeman who can afford to move up or invest; fifty
percent would go to wealthy newcomers; and the remaining thirty percent would go to out-of-state
investors. [...] The same fist of the investment class is pounding down the gates and staging hostile
takeovers of housing markets in larger cities across the US. [...] If there is an invisible hand guiding the
housing markets in ‘hot’ US cities and Montana towns, it’s studded with diamond rings.”

» Zinke Voted To Remove Country Of Origin Labeling Requirements For Beef, Decimating Montana’s
Cattle Industry, And Supported The TPP, A Free Trade Agreement That Would Have Worsened The
Problem: Zinke decimated the U.S. cattle industry, voting to repeal country of origin labeling requirements that
caused the industry to crash, costing Montana ranchers billions of dollars. Zinke also supported the TPP, a trade
agreement that would have harmed domestic cattle producers through its country of origin labeling rules.

e Zinke Voted To Remove Country Of Origin Labeling Requirements For Imported Beef, Decimating The
Cattle Industry In Montana Overnight: In 2015, Zinke published a press release touting that he had voted to
repeal country of origin labeling requirements for imported beef, which indicated in which country an animal
was born, raised, and slaughtered. Zinke said that doing so would allow U.S. producers to “maintain ‘made in
the U.S.A.’ labels,” which he claimed would “return certainty to our agriculture industry and allow Montana
farmers, ranchers and related trades to compete globally for years to come.”
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Zinke’s vote had the opposite effect — shortly after the vote, a flood of imported beef into the U.S. market
caused the domestic cattle industry to crash by nearly half, costing billions to ranchers in Montana and across
the country. An op-ed by Rhonda Perry, the executive director of the Missouri Rural Crisis Center, noted,
“Immediately after country of origin labeling was rescinded, the price of cattle plummeted and cow/calf
producers’ profit dropped by 30%, the largest one-year drop in history.” The Washington Post reported in 2019
that the price of 100 pounds of cattle had crashed from $171 in November 2014 to $94 in late 2016, which
ranchers claimed was due to the repeal of labeling requirements. The price drop severely impacted ranchers —
150,569 cattle operations in the U.S. shut down between 2017 and 2022, and the Northern Plains Resource
Council, a Montana-based conservation and agriculture group, argued that the repeal of labeling requirements
had cost 14,000 jobs in the meatpacking industry alone. Montana Senator Jon Tester concurred, noting in a
2020 press release that he had opposed the repeal of country of origin labeling, which had forced domestic
producers “to compete with foreign meat without any way of showing where product comes from.”

Gilles Stockton, the president of the Montana Cattlemen’s Association, noted that Zinke had not repudiated his
vote against country of origin labeling as of October 2022. In a letter to the editor, Stockton argued, “I don’t
know how any other single congressional vote could have had a greater negative consequence to Montana as
did Zinke’s rescinding of country-of-origin labeling.”

In May 2022, Zinke said at a candidate forum that he supported country of origin labeling for meat,
conveniently failing to mention that he had voted to remove the requirement seven years earlier.

» Zinke Took $7,500 From A CCP-Owned Company That Bought Farmland In The U.S. While Saying
China Was An “Adversary”: Across the 2022 and 2024 elections, Zinke accepted $7,500 in contributions from a
Syngenta, corporation owned by the Chinese government. Syngenta also owned 1,500 acres of U.S. farmland.
During this time, Zinke repeatedly said that China was “our adversary,” making it all the more confusing that he
would accept campaign cash from Syngenta. In fact, Zinke himself said, ““There is no difference between a business
and the Communist Party if they are both Chinese” — yet he was fine accepting money from a company he alleges is
controlled by the CCP.

e Zinke Took $7,500 From Syngenta, A Company Owned By The Chinese Government Which Owned
1,500 Acres Of U.S. Farmland: In the 2022 and 2024 election cycles, Zinke accepted $2,500 contributions
from Syngenta’s corporate PAC, for a total of $7,500. Syngenta was owned by ChemChina, a Chinese state-
owned company, and owned 1,500 acres of U.S. farmland.

As recently as 2023, Zinke said “There is no difference between a business and the Communist Party if they are
both Chinese,” meaning Zinke apparently thinks it’s fine to effectively accept campaign cash from the Chinese

Communist Party. ChemChina was designated as a Chinese military company operating in the United States by
the Department of Defense in 2022.

e Zinke Made Contradictory Statements About China, Calling It “Not An Enemy” In 2017 While Labeling
The Nation An “Adversary” In 2023: Zinke has contradicted himself on China. In 2017, he said, “I view
China as a competitor, not an enemy.” However, more recently, Zinke said in 2023 that he saw China as a “near
adversarial” nation, and was quoted in a 2024 article as saying, “Make no mistake: China is not our
competitor... China is an adversary.” In 2024, Zinke also said, “China is not our friend. They are a competitor
at best, enemy at worst and I would say right now they are clearly our adversary.”

» Zinke Caused The Largest Ever Reduction In Public Land In U.S. History By Shrinking Numerous
National Monuments So That Energy Companies Could Drill On Previously Protected Land: Zinke
successfully oversaw the largest ever reduction in public land in American history, shrinking some national
monuments by as much as 85 percent to allow oil, gas, coal, and uranium interests to drill on protected lands. His
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actions were tailored to benefit energy industry interests seeking to drill on revered monuments, like Bears Ears
National Monument in Utah, which had sacred ties to Tribal communities. While Zinke claimed that his decision to
shrink monuments was not based on special interests, internal documents obtained by the press revealed that when
the Interior Department was not being lobbied to shrink boundaries by mining companies, the department’s own
staff was directed to prioritize commercial development over tourism revenue, cultural, and environmental
concerns. Zinke’s actions were widely condemned by advocates and the public.

e As Interior Secretary, Zinke Successfully Pushed To Shrink Multiple National Monuments, Including
Reducing The Size Of One By 85 Percent: In May 2017, Zinke released a list of 27 national monuments
designated under the Antiquities Act that he planned to review for potential shrinkage or elimination after
President Trump signed an executive order calling for such a review. Zinke’s final recommendations led to two
sites in Utah — Bears Ears National Monument and Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument — being
shrunk by 85 percent and 50 percent, respectively. Other monuments suffering tightened boundaries included
Cascade-Siskiyou National Monument, Gold Butte National Monument, Northeast Canyons and Seamounts
National Monument, Pacific Remote Islands Marine National Monument, and Rose Atoll Marine National
Monument. After facing pressure from lawsuits and outdoors retailers criticizing his proposals to shrink the
monuments, Zinke doubled down, claiming he did not “yield to pressure, only higher principle.”

e Zinke’s Actions Were Deliberately Designed To Benefit OQil, Gas, Coal, And Uranium Companies That
Wanted To Drill On Land That Had Previously Been Protected As A National Monument: While Zinke
denied that his decisions to shrink national monuments had anything to do with energy interests, multiple
mining and oil interests had lobbied the Interior Department to shrink both Bears Ears and Grand Staircase-
Escalante. Energy Fuels Resources USA wrote a letter to the Interior Department highlighting uranium deposits
within the bounds of Bears Ears just two weeks after Zinke toured the monument, urging the department to
shrink the monument as far as possible to open access to uranium ore. A New York Times investigation
uncovered that over 300 uranium mining claims existed within the original Bears Ears boundaries, with nearly
all of them being placed neatly outside of Zinke’s new boundaries.

Additionally, internal agency documents obtained by the Times revealed that an aide to Utah Republican
Senator Orrin Hatch sent a proposed boundary change for Bears Ears to a senior Interior Department official,
noting the proposal would “resolve all known mineral conflicts” and would benefit oil and gas development.
The aide’s proposed map was incorporated with almost no changes in Trump’s final order revising the
monument’s boundaries. Zinke denied that any reductions to Bears Ears National Monument had anything to
do with oil, gas, or mining interests, declaring that “this [was] not about energy.”

In the case of Grand Staircase Escalante, Zinke’s staff ensured that the new boundaries would help coal
companies. According to internal agency documents obtained by the New York Times, Zinke’s staff estimated
the value of coal that could be mined in Grand Staircase, with one memo directing staff to prepare a report on
how the monument’s protected status harmed mining in the area. In contrast, thousands of pages of accidentally
released emails showed a pattern in Zinke’s Interior Department of emphasizing the value of commercial
development on monument sites while ignoring the benefits of keeping existing boundaries for tourism revenue
and cultural and archaeological values.

e Zinke’s Actions Were Investigated For Directly Benefiting Utah State Representative Mike Noel’s
Financial Interests, As He Owned Land That Was Previously Protected As A Monument: The Interior
Department’s inspector general opened an investigation into Zinke’s decision to shrink Bears Ears National
Monument for benefiting a Utah State representative. State Rep. Mike Noel praised Zinke’s decision to shrink
Bears Ears Monument, telling reporters, “when you turn the management over to the tree-huggers, the bird and
bunny lovers and the rock lickers, you turn your heritage over.” The investigation opened after the inspector
general learned that Noel’s land in Utah had previously been affected by the old monument’s boundaries but
was freed under Zinke’s proposals. The investigation ultimately cleared Zinke of wrongdoing.
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e Zinke Drew Criticism For “Ring-Fencing” National Monuments With New Qil, Gas, And Uranium
Leases On The Land Surrounding Multiple Monuments: In addition to shrinking national monuments,
Zinke drew flack for selling leases to oil, gas, and uranium companies on the land immediately next to multiple
national monuments, with critics accusing Zinke of “ring-fencing” the monuments. For example, Zinke’s
Interior Department sold 94,000 acres near Dinosaur National Monument to oil and gas companies for drilling,
endangering fossil research in an area that already had exceeded federal clean air limits. Zinke’s Interior
Department also sold a collection of leases next to Hovenweep National Monument for less than $3 an acre,
despite pleas from the National Park Service, and was forced to postpone a lease sale near sacred Tribal land in
New Mexico following protests from locals.

e Zinke’s Decision To Shrink National Monuments Was Widely Condemned As The Largest Ever
Reduction Of Public Land In U.S. History: Numerous critics noted that Zinke’s shrinking of national
monuments constituted the largest ever reduction in public land in U.S. history, with Zinke cutting two million
acres from federal protection. More than 90 percent of the 2.7 million public comments submitted to the
Interior Department over Zinke’s proposed monument reduction plan were opposed to the drastic cuts.
EarthJustice lawyer Heidi Mclintosh called the plans a slap in the face to tribal groups, while author Stephen
Trimble slammed Zinke in an op-ed, noting that Zinke spent just one hour with Tribal groups in Utah and
multiple days with Republican politicians when making his plans. Daniel Rossman at the Wilderness Society
called Zinke’s proposals “unconscionable” and an “unprecedented assault on our public lands.”

» Zinke’s Tenure As Interior Secretary Was A Disaster For National Parks, Drawing Widespread
Condemnation And Putting Yellowstone At Risk: Zinke drew widespread backlash after he proposed more than
doubling the entrance fee at the busiest national parks during peak season and eliminating the $20 daily pass, which
would have affected Yellowstone National Park and Glacier National Park in Montana. Though public backlash
forced Zinke to retract his proposal and push through a more modest fee hike instead, his refusal to properly
steward national parks or meet with the National Parks System Advisory Board even once caused a majority of the
board to resign in protest of Zinke’s management in 2018 shortly after it was reported that Zinke’s Interior
Department would sell oil and gas leasing rights near Yellowstone National Park. Multiple nonprofits slammed
Zinke’s “anti-park pattern” of management following the resignations. Zinke also earned an “F” rating in 2016
from the National Parks Conservation Association’s Action Fund over his votes in Congress.

e Zinke Proposed More Than Doubling The Entrance Fees At The Busiest National Parks As Interior
Secretary: In October 2017, Zinke proposed increasing the peak season gate fee at the 17 busiest national
parks from $30 to $70 and eliminating the $20 daily pass, a cost-effective option for day trippers. The Interior
Department eventually retracted the proposal following widespread public backlash. In 2018, Montana Public
Radio noted that the department had raised fees at the same 17 national parks from $30 per vehicle to $35 per
vehicle, with Montana parks including Yellowstone National Park and Glacier National Park being included in
the fee hike.

Zinke’s initial move to hike fees to $70 was slammed by the Center for Western Priorities’ spokesperson Aaron
Weiss, who argued, “This is not a solution to the parks maintenance backlog, and it’s laughable for Zinke to
pretend the fee hike would even make a dent in it... This is simply a move to make America’s most popular
national parks less accessible to middle and lower income families.”

e Zinke’s Poor Management Of National Parks Pushed The Majority Of The National Parks System
Advisory Board To Resign In Protest Shortly After It Was Reported That The Interior Department
Would Lease Land Near Yellowstone National Park For Oil And Gas Drilling: In early January 2018, it
was reported that Zinke’s Interior Department had scheduled a sale of leases for oil and gas drilling on sensitive
federal land near Yellowstone National Park in Montana and near Canyonlands National Park in Utah, with the
auction scheduled for March 2018.




) nece

A little more than a week later in mid-January 2018, the majority of the National Parks System Advisory Board
resigned to protest Zinke’s handling of national parks. The resigning board president, Tony Knowles, said,
“From all of the events of this past year | have a profound concern that the mission of stewardship, protection,
and advancement of our national parks has been set aside. [...] We resigned because we were deeply
disappointed with the department and we were concerned... [Zinke] appears to have no interest in continuing
the agenda of science, the effect of climate change, pursuing the protection of the ecosystem.” Knowles also
said that Zinke had refused to meet with the park advisory board a single time during his tenure as Interior
secretary.

Following the resignations, multiple nonprofits criticized Zinke’s management of national parks. Phil Francis,
the chairman of the Coalition to Protect America’s National Parks, accused Zinke of “discourteous and
disrespectful treatment of the board... consistent with a decidedly anti-park pattern demonstrated by Secretary
Zinke’s department.” Similarly, Aaron Weiss, the spokesperson for the Center for Western Priorities, said,
“Secretary Zinke has made it clear who he is listening to and that is oil and gas and uranium companies.
Everything he has done has been through that lens. The resignations on Monday are just par for the course. It’s
just amateur hour over there.”

e Prior To Joining The Interior Department, Zinke Received An F Rating From The National Parks
Conservation Association’s Action Fund: In 2016, the National Parks Action Fund, an arm of the National
Parks Conservation Association, issued Zinke an “F” rating based on his votes in Congress.

Section 2: Zinke Is A Far-Right Extremist

» Zinke Supported Banning Abortion Nationally And Allowing States To Ban Abortion With No
Exceptions, Calling Himself “Adamantly Unambiguous” In His Pro-Life Views: Zinke was staunchly anti-
choice, consistently backing Republican attempts to curtail reproductive rights. Zinke cosponsored and voted for a
national abortion ban at 20 weeks and indicated he supported a 12-week ban on a questionnaire. He lavished praise
on the Supreme Court’s decision overturning Roe v. Wade, which allowed states to ban abortion without exception,
and was a member of the Republican Study Committee, which backed a total national abortion ban with no
exceptions for rape, incest, or the life of the mother. The same bill would effectively ban IVF. Zinke said he was
“adamantly unambiguous in I’'m pro-life” and said he was “proud” of his pro-life positions. Zinke voted repeatedly
to bar public funding for abortions, including for the troops and veterans, while also supporting anti-choice
messaging bills, the global gag rule, and other attempts to curtain abortion access. As a result, Zinke earned a 100
percent rating from the National Right to Life Committee.

e Zinke Supported Banning Abortion Nationally, Despite Publicly Claiming Otherwise: As early as 2008,
Zinke indicated on a questionnaire for Montana’s state legislative election that he believed abortion should only
be legal within the first trimester of pregnancy, implying support for a ban at 12 weeks. In 2015, he co-
sponsored, and later voted for, a bill in Congress banning abortion nationally after 20 weeks. The bill contained
exceptions for rape, incest, and the life of the woman. Additionally, Zinke voted twice in Congress to block an
FDA rule allowing the abortion medication mifepristone to be dispensed without a prescription, a clear attempt
to restrict abortion access nationally.

Zinke publicly claimed that he did not support a national ban on abortion, saying in a 2022 debate, “Life is not
perfect, is it?... Wouldn’t it be nice if we didn’t have any unwanted pregnancy? Really nice if there wasn’t
incest, rape, issues of health of the mother or child? Wouldn’t it be nice? But that’s not true, is it? Well, I think
a ban is too harsh.”

e Zinke Supported Allowing States To Ban Abortion With No Exceptions For Rape Or Incest, Despite
Publicly Claiming Otherwise: In 2022, Zinke praised the Supreme Court decision overturning Roe v. Wade,
writing, “I applaud the court’s decision and agree there is no constitutional right to murder an unborn child.”
Zinke also said at multiple debates that he supported letting states decide on abortion. The Dobbs decision
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overturning Roe v. Wade enabled states to ban abortion with no or extremely limited exceptions. However, the
Billings Gazette noted in 2022 that Zinke “has consistently said during his campaign that he favors exceptions
for allowing abortion such as pregnancy due to rape or to save the life of the mother.”

Additionally, in 2011, while serving in Montana’s State Senate, Zinke voted for a bill to put a constitutional
amendment on the ballot declaring that the Montana constitution’s right to privacy did not imply that state
residents had the right to an abortion or the right to public funding of an abortion — making it possible for the
state to enact an abortion ban.

e Zinke Called Himself “Adamantly” Pro-Life: In 2022, Zinke said, “I’m adamantly unambiguous in I’m pro-
life,” and elsewhere called himself “pro-life and proud of it.” Zinke’s campaign also criticized other
Republicans in the 2022 primary for “attempts to smear Secretary Ryan Zinke’s pro-life record” and called him
a “committed pro-life conservative.”

e Zinke Was A Member Of The Republican Study Committee, Which Supported A Bill To Completely
Outlaw Abortion And IVF With No Exceptions: Zinke advertised that he was a member of the Republican
Study Committee, which released a fiscal 2025 budget proposal endorsing numerous anti-abortion bills. Among
the bills endorsed by the RSC budget was the Life at Conception Act, which would have declared the right to
life to be guaranteed by the constitution from the moment of fertilization. One article fact-checking claims
about the bill concluded that it “aims to block abortions at all stages... [and] would outlaw all abortions with no
exceptions in cases of rape, incest or risk to the pregnant person.” The RSC budget also endorsed a bill to
outlaw abortion nationally after six weeks, and one to do so after 15 weeks, with both bills including exceptions
for rape, incest, and the mother’s life.

The RSC’s endorsement of the Life at Conception Act would also imperil access to in-vitro fertilization (IVF).
Following the February 2024 Alabama Supreme Court ruling restricting in vitro fertilization (IVF), press
coverage noted that the Life at Conception Act would restrict or completely ban IVF. Multiple articles noted
that the Life at Conception Act would imperil access to I\VF because it declared that life began at the moment
of “fertilization” and did not include any exceptions or carveouts clarifying that the bill would not restrict IVF.
Because IVF typically involved discarding unused fertilized eggs, many warned that the bill would have a
similar effect on I\VF as the 2024 Alabama Supreme Court ruling, which caused providers in the state to halt
IVF treatments after the court declared that fertilized eggs were “unborn children” subject to the state’s
Wrongful Death of a Minor Act.

e Zinke Opposed Abortion Coverage For Veterans And The Troops: Zinke voted 10 times to block funding
for abortions sought by veterans and active-duty service members. These including repeated votes to block
funds for a Defense Department policy allowing for travel reimbursements for service members who traveled
across state lines to receive an abortion and multiple votes for block funds from the VA appropriations bill from
being used to provide abortions to veterans.

e Zinke Wants To Restrict Insurance Coverage For Abortion: In 2023, Zinke co-sponsored H.R. 7, a bill
that, in addition to making the Hyde Amendment permanent, would require that ACA health care plans stop
providing any coverage for abortion.

Across his time in Congress, Zinke cast four votes for legislation to not cover abortions sought by federal
employees who had health care plans covering the procedure, a vote to bar discrimination in grant funding
against health care providers that refused to provide abortions, and similar measures. Additionally, Zinke voted
five times to block Washington, D.C., from using its federally-allocated budget to publicly fund abortions.

Zinke voted four times for the Mexico City Policy, also known as the global gag rule, which banned foreign aid
from going to any non-governmental organization that provided abortions or discussed abortion as an option.
He also voted three times to bar the use of federal funds to provide abortions to immigrants in ICE detention.
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Finally, Zinke voted to define any federal rule that expanded abortion access as a major rule during the
amendment process for a bill asserting greater congressional authority over major rules.

e Zinke Voted For Republican Messaging Bills To Stigmatize Abortion And Support Pro-Life Groups: In
Congress, Zinke voted twice for the Born-Alive Survivors Protection Act, a Republican messaging bill which
criminalized doctors who killed a child if it was “born alive” after a failed abortion attempt — a literally non-
existent practice that critics argued was meant to stigmatize medically-necessary late-term abortions. Zinke also
voted to block the denial of federal funds to crisis pregnancy centers, voted for a messaging resolution praising
crisis pregnancy centers and pro-life groups, and voted for a bill requiring colleges to tell pregnant students that
abortion could cause mental health issues. In 2011, while serving in Montana state government, Zinke
sponsored an anti-abortion bill to protect “unborn victims” from violent crimes which would have criminalized
an offense that resulted in the death of an unborn child.

e Zinke Received High Ratings From Pro-Life Groups And A Zero Percent Rating From NARAL Pro-
Choice Montana: As a state senator, Zinke received a 0 percent rating from NARAL Pro-Choice Montana in
2011. In his 2014 run for Congress, Zinke was endorsed by Montana Right to Life. In Congress, he received
100 percent ratings from the National Right to Life Committee.

» Zinke Said Social Security, Medicare, And Medicaid Were Too Expensive And That “Everything Should
Be Looked At” To Ensure The Programs Remained Solvent: Zinke said that Social Security, Medicare, and
Medicaid were like sinking ships and that “everything should be looked at” to “save” the programs. Zinke’s method
of “saving” the programs would likely entail significant cuts; he repeatedly railed against mandatory spending for
taking up a majority of the federal budget in 2023 and was a member of the Republican Study Committee. The RSC
proposed a fiscal 2025 budget to raise the Social Security retirement age and convert Medicare into a privatized
“premium support” model where tax dollars would subsidize private healthcare plans instead of traditional
Medicare. Zinke’s election would imperil the 254,175 Montanans on Medicare and 258,613 on Social Security.

e Zinke Said That “Everything Should Be Looked At” To Cut Spending From Social Security, Medicare,
And Medicaid: In multiple comments in 2023, Zinke criticized the large amount of mandatory spending
associated with Medicare and Social Security. Zinke argued that discretionary spending was at 28 percent,
whereas the remainder of the budget was mandatory spending for programs that were putting more money out
than they were taking in. Zinke argued that those programs should be reviewed because they were likely to
have neglected programs that were not doing what they were supposed to. Most alarmingly, Zinke said in 2024
that “everything should be looked at” to address Social Security and Medicare’s solvency. In an appearance on
Fox Business, Zinke said, “Seventy percent of the budget is in overdrive with mandates, they’re the big three:
Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid. And I want to save that... I want to solve security, you know, people have
earned it. [...] We got to get people working. Number one, there’s a lot of ways to save it and I think everything
should be looked at, but you’re right. I mean, we see that the three ships out there, Social Security, Medicare
and Medicaid all sinking. We know the rates they’re sinking, but no one has the courage to go out and address
it and we’re, we’re going to have to.

e Zinke Is A Member Of The Republican Study Committee, Which Advocated For Raising The Social
Security Retirement Age And Subsidizing Private Plans To Compete With Traditional Medicare: Zinke
is a member of the Republican Study Committee, which proposed a fiscal 2025 budget that would have cut
Social Security and Medicare.

Indeed, the RSC budget proposals for both fiscal 2024 and fiscal 2025 included provisions to raise the
retirement age for Social Security from 67 to 69. The Biden White House claimed that the RSC budget would
amount to a $1.5 trillion cut to Social Security payments through raising the retirement age and cutting
disability payments.
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Moreover, both the 2024 and 2025 RSC budgets called for converting Medicare into a “premium support
model” whereby people would receive subsidies to purchase private health plans or traditional Medicare on a
competitive exchange. The premium support model was originally backed by Paul Ryan and was blasted by
President Obama during the 2012 campaign as a plan to “end Medicare as we know it.”

As of 2023, 254,175 Montanans were enrolled in Medicare and 258,613 were enrolled in Social Security.

» Zinke Opposed Efforts To Force Big Pharma To Negotiate Prescription Drug Prices While Taking Tens
Of Thousands In Campaign Contributions From The Industry: Zinke opposed successful efforts to cut
prescription drug costs for millions of Americans while taking over $14,000 in contributions from his
pharmaceutical industry donors.

Zinke Opposed The Inflation Reduction Act, Which Allowed For Prescription Drug Price Negotiation
And Capped Out Of Pocket Costs For Medicare Recipients: In 2022, Zinke called the Inflation Reduction
Act an “oxymoron” and claimed it would “raise costs, if you have private medical insurance.” Zinke introduced
legislation in 2023 to repeal the Inflation Reduction Act alongside other Republican members of Congress. The
Inflation Reduction Act allowed Medicare to negotiate prescription drug prices with pharmaceutical companies
and capped out of pocket costs for people on Medicare Part D at $2,000 per year. However, Zinke’s
spokeswoman claimed that the bill’s provisions to cut prescription drug costs would just cause the costs to be
passed to people covered on private plans. Notably, Zinke was also a member of the Republican Study
Committee, which released a fiscal year 2025 budget that advocated for taking away Medicare’s ability to
negotiate prescription drug costs and repealing the $2,000 out of pocket cap on drugs from the Inflation
Reduction Act. Zinke’s stance drew criticism from his Democratic opponent Monica Tranel, who wrote in an
op-ed that Zinke “allied himself with extremists in his party who would... stop allowing Medicare to negotiate
drug prices, and repeal both the $35 Medicare cap on the price of insulin and $2,000 cap on Part D out-of-
pocket costs.”

Zinke Accepted $14,116 In Campaign Contributions From The Pharmaceutical Industry: OpenSecrets
found that Zinke accepted $14,116 from the pharmaceutical manufacturing industry over the course of his
congressional career. Moreover, much of that money came during the 2024 election cycle, during which Zinke
accepted $5,738 in contributions from employees of pharmaceutical companies and the companies’ PACs.

» Zinke Bragged That He Supported Repealing The Affordable Care Act And Repeatedly Voted To Neuter
Or Repeal The Law: Zinke proudly boasted that he opposed the Affordable Care Act and voted to repeal it, even
though the law resulted in 58,000 Montanans gaining healthcare and 426,000 Montanans being protected from price
discrimination for having a pre-existing condition. Zinke repeatedly voted to repeal the law and eliminate many of
its most important provisions and co-sponsored bills to overturn the law.

Zinke Publicly Said That He Opposed The Affordable Care Act And Wanted To Repeal It: In 2016,
Zinke said he supported repealing and replacing the Affordable Care Act, claiming it was a “one size fits all”
solution that “probably had a noble purpose, but the execution of it has hurt Montana and it has hurt the people
that need health care the most.”

In fact, the opposite was true. At least 58,000 Montanans gained access to health care because of the ACA, and
426,000 Montanans with pre-existing conditions were protected from price discrimination due to the law.
Moreover, 12,736 Montana seniors saved approximately $12.3 million on drugs per year due to the ACA, while
7,000 young adults in Montana were able to stay on their parents’ healthcare until age 26.

Zinke Repeatedly Voted To Repeal The ACA And Its Most Popular Provisions: Zinke took numerous
votes against the ACA and its provisions. In 2016, he voted for a bill to repeal an ACA provision barring
Health Savings Accounts (HSAs) from covering over the counter medication. That year, Zinke also voted for a
bill to temporarily exempt individuals who lost health care coverage by the closure of a consumer plan from
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penalties set by the ACA’s individual mandate, weakening one of the law’s primary mechanisms of
enforcement.

Zinke voted against protecting the ACA’s popular provisions concerning pre-existing conditions, gender
discrimination, Medicare Part D drug prices, and children on their parents” health care plans from being
affected by Republican legislation changing the federal rulemaking process. In 2017, Zinke voted against
adding language to a bill to ensure that rules prohibiting health insurance companies from discriminating based
on gender or preexisting conditions and prohibiting higher premiums or out-of-pocket costs for seniors on
Medicare Part D would not be negatively affected by the bill. That year, Zinke also voted against adding an
exemption to a bill so that any rule that barred health insurance issuers from eliminating health coverage for
dependents younger than 26 years old would not be affected by the bill.

In 2023, Zinke voted to pass the Custom Health Option and Individual Care Expenses (CHOICE) Arrangement
Act, which would have allowed employers to provide cash reimbursements to employees to purchase individual
health care plans and legalized group health plans between employers, which would have severely undermined

the ACA’s requirements concerning employer-provided health care.

e Zinke Co-Sponsored Bills To Overturn The ACA And Its Most Popular Provisions: In 2015, Zinke co-
sponsored H.R. 596, a bill that would have fully repealed the ACA. That year, he also co-sponsored a bill
repealing a provision of the ACA that imposed an annual fee on health insurance providers. Zinke also co-
sponsored a 2015 bill repealing most of the core provisions of the ACA, including provisions barring
discrimination against people with pre-existing conditions, requiring dependent coverage until age 26, requiring
coverage for preventative care, and more.

e Zinke Accepted More Than $400,000 In Contributions From The Health Sector: OpenSecrets found that
over the course of his candidacy for Congress, Zinke accepted $314,693 in contributions from people employed
in the health sector and $89,600 from health sector PACs, for a total of $404,293.

» Zinke Opposed Making It Easier For Veterans To Obtain Their Benefits And Said They Should Get A
Job Instead Of Being “Economic Slaves” Dependent On Government Benefits: Zinke opposed a bill to make it
easier for veterans to access their benefits and claimed veterans should get a job to avoid being “economic slaves”
who needed to be “wean[ed]” off dependence on government assistance, drawing sharp criticism from other
veterans for his insensitive comments and suggesting that Zinke has a general opposition to benefits for veterans.

e Zinke Opposed The Veterans First Act, A Bill To Make It Easier For Veterans To Access The Disability
Benefits They Deserved: In a 2016 debate, Zinke said he opposed the Veterans First Act after his Democratic
opponent called the bill a good start to make funding more flexible. The Veterans First Act was a bipartisan bill
to reform the disability claims process at the VA so that veterans could more easily access the disability
benefits they were entitled to and aimed to address the longstanding backlog of claims. The Veterans First Act
was co-sponsored by Montana senators Jon Tester and Steve Daines, and was sponsored Johnny Isakson, the
Republican chair of the Senate Veterans Affairs Committee.

e Zinke Said Veterans Who Depended On Government Assistance Were “Economic Slaves” Who Needed
To Get A Job, Arguing, “Don’t Be A Victim. Be A Value-Added Part Of Society”: In 2016, Zinke
reportedly said veterans should work on getting jobs and called dependence on government services “economic
slavery.” When asked about the comments, he doubled down, saying, “We have to wean them off the
dangerous cycle of economic dependency on the government... Don’t be a victim. Be a value-added part of
society.”

Zinke’s opposition to veterans’ benefits drew sharp criticism from other veterans, with former U.S. Navy
Captain John Hollow and Former Army Nurse Corps Captain Diane Carlson-Evans slamming Zinke in an op-
ed for “shamelessly touting his military service” while “disparaging and undermining veterans.” Hollow and
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Carlson-Evans blasted Zinke for comparing “veterans who receive VA benefits to ‘economic slaves.” How can
he equate men and women who served our nation and earned the benefits that come with that service to slaves?
At the same time, Zinke himself has received almost $2,000 each month in veterans’ benefits.” Hollow and
Carlson-Evans continued, “how can the VA improve if Congressman Zinke stands in the way of efforts to make
it work better? We’re also appalled that Zinke skips votes on veterans’ issues to promote his own brand on
cable news stations.”

» Zinke Voted To Let The U.S. Default On Its Debt, Which Would Have Instantly Caused A “Cataclysmic”
Recession, Wiped Out $10 Trillion In Household Wealth, And Destroyed Millions Of Jobs: Zinke recklessly
voted for a debt default, which would have instantly crashed the U.S. economy. In 2023, Zinke voted against the
bipartisan deal between President Biden and then-House Speaker Kevin McCarthy to raise the debt ceiling and
prevent the federal government from defaulting on its debt. Zinke argued that the bill was “not enough,” claiming,
“more has to be done to cut the budget.”

Had Zinke not been outvoted by other Members of Congress, the United States would have breached the debt limit
and been forced to default on its debt, which Cornell trade policy professor Eswar Prasad argued would have had a
“cataclysmic” impact on the global economy. Mark Zandi at Moody Analytics projected that a U.S. default lasting
just one week would kill 1.5 million jobs in the U.S., with a longer default wiping out $10 trillion in household
wealth and destroying 7.8 million jobs, causing the unemployment rate to rise from 3.4 percent to 8 percent or
higher. PBS similarly noted, “much financial activity hinges on confidence that America will always pay its
financial obligations. Its debt, long viewed as an ultra-safe asset, is a foundation of global commerce, built on
decades of trust in the United States. A default could shatter the $24 trillion market for Treasury debt, cause
financial markets to freeze up and ignite an international crisis.”

» Zinke Repeatedly Voted To Shut Down The Government And Force The Troops And Border Patrol
Agents To Work Without Pay: During the budget negotiation process for fiscal 2024, Zinke repeatedly voted for
a government shutdown that would have left the military and border patrol agents working without pay. His votes
against continuing resolutions (CRs) in October and November 2023 came after Zinke had slammed far-right
Republicans for voting down the October CR, with Zinke arguing that the far-right wanted to “burn it down” and
leave the troops without pay — the very thing he would vote to do himself.

e September 2023: Zinke Supported A Continuing Resolution To Avoid A Government Shutdown, Citing
The Need To Pay The Troops And Border Patrol Agents So That They Didn’t Miss A Rent Or Car
Payment: In September 2023, Zinke said he would support a continuing resolution to avoid a government
shutdown and subsequently voted for the CR. He explained his vote by arguing that a shutdown would force
border patrol agents to work without pay and said, “If we go to a shutdown our military is not going to be
paid... And these are the corporals, the young petty officers. That means they’re likely to miss a rent payment,
maybe a car payment. Their credit score is going to be affected.”

e October 2023: Zinke Voted Against A Continuing Resolution While Criticizing Far-Right Republicans
For Wanting To “Burn It Down” — Despite Taking The Same Vote As Them: In October 2023, when
another CR was necessary to avoid a shutdown, Zinke criticized far-right holdouts, saying, “When you come
from the position that ‘there is nothing I will vote for...” Why are you here? Are you in Washington DC to fix
it? Or are you here to burn it down?”” However, Zinke subsequently voted with the far-right against a clean CR,
while voting for a partisan CR that had no chance of passing. After Zinke’s vote, his Democratic opponent,
Monica Tranel, slammed him for “playing with people’s lives and only for political gain,” noting that Zinke’s
“mean-spirited” partisan CR would have cut funding for people on food stamps and cut funds for baby formula
for low-income mothers.

e November 2023: Zinke Voted Against A Continuing Resolution Again: In November 2023, Zinke
optimistically said “the wagon’s moving forward” when discussing ongoing budget negotiations, claiming that
the House was making progress on the major appropriations bills. However, when another CR was needed to
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prevent a government shutdown that month, Zinke again voted against the CR and for a government shutdown.
Zinke took to Twitter to explain his vote, saying, “No spending cuts? No policy changes? No CR. I can’t justify
a yes vote when it’s just prolonging the status quo to punt again.”

» Despite Portraying Himself As An Advocate For Ending Sexual Harassment, The Problem Worsened
During Zinke’s Tenure As Interior Secretary: When Zinke took charge of the Interior Department, he pledged a
“zero tolerance” policy for sexual harassment and misconduct. The Interior Department’s inspector general
consistently found that Zinke’s department was riddled senior employees engaging in harassment, with 39 percent
of National Park Service employees reporting being harassed at work. The IG also reported that the department was
resistant to change, with complaints of sexual harassment and assault rising in Zinke’s second year atop the
department. In one notable case, the inspector general reported that a National Park superintendent was internally
found to have sexually harassed two employees, but was rewarded with a transfer to another park, his same salary,
and a $1,000 cash bonus. Zinke was also named in a lawsuit by a female park ranger alleging sex discrimination.

e Zinke Claimed He Would Fight Sexual Harassment At The Interior Department But Failed To Stop
Rising Report Rates: When Zinke arrived at Interior, he claimed on his first day in office that there would be a
“zero tolerance” policy for sexual misconduct. After an April 2017 survey found that nearly 39 percent of
National Park Service employees had been harassed at work, an inspector general report found that despite the
department’s attempts to address harassment, the department was not holding employees to “the highest
standards of ethical conduct.” The IG report warned that some employees, including senior officials, had
engaged in “unethical or illegal conduct” and in some recent cases, had been promoted or retained in their
positions. After the inspector general’s scathing assessment, Zinke told reporters that he had fired four of his
senior Interior Department managers for inappropriate conduct, including sexual harassment, vowing to
“remove four hundred more if necessary.”

Despite Zinke’s “zero tolerance” policy, harassment complaints continued to rise amid insufficient attempts at
changing the Interior Department’s workplace culture and ethics. In 2017, the inspector general identified
“workplace culture and ethics” at the department as a major management and performance challenge for the
first time. The following year, “workplace culture and ethics” was featured again, with the IG’s report noting
that despite “heightened efforts” within the department, investigators had found a “resistance to change.”
According to the IG, under Zinke’s leadership, complaints of sexual harassment and sexual assault rose from 33
in 2017 to 37 in 2018. The 1G’s office opened 22 new sexual harassment investigations and “numerous other
misconduct investigations” within the department between 2016 and 2019, including one “recent case” where a
manager had made “inappropriate and unwelcome sexual comments” to a subordinate despite receiving
counseling for similar problems in 2013 and 2016.

e Under Zinke’s Leadership, A National Park Superintendent’s Consistent Harassment Of His Employees
Was Shoved Under The Rug: One of the first IG investigations into workplace ethics at Zinke’s Interior
Department revealed that a National Park superintendent had been moved to a different park after department
officials learned that he had been harassing two female employees. De Soto National Park Superintendent Jorge
Acevedo was found to have made inappropriate comments and unwanted advances to a woman he supervised,
and one he had previously supervised. After department officials learned of Acevedo’s harassment, he was
transferred to serve as a partnerships manager at two Alabama national parks, where he kept his $82,000 salary
and no longer supervised employees. Just before his transfer, Acevedo received a $1,000 cash bonus. The
National Park Service handed out talking points to staff to answer media inquiries regarding Acevedo’s new
position, instructing employees to praise Acevedo for making a “substantial contribution” during his four years
at De Soto.

e Zinke Was Later Named In A Sex Discrimination Lawsuit Alleging That A Woman Had Been
Overlooked For Promotion Because Her Supervisor Did Not Believe Women Should Lead In Law
Enforcement: To make matters worse, in December 2018, Zinke was named in his official capacity in a
lawsuit alleging sex discrimination and retaliation by a female National Parks employee, Michelle Schonzeit.
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Schonzeit, a park ranger, claimed she had been overlooked for a promotion because her supervisor said that he
did not believe women should have leadership positions in law enforcement.

Section 3: Zinke Is A Corrupt, Unethical Fraud

P Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke: 21 Months In Office, 18 Ethics Investigations: Zinke’s tenure at the Interior
Department saw him face a whopping 18 investigations into ethics abuses spanning just 21 months in office. In
response, Zinke parroted conservative talking points about the so-called deep state and labeled the investigations as
“political hit jobs” against Donald Trump.

o Zinke Faced At Least 18 Ethics Investigations During His 21 Months As Interior Secretary, Resigning In
Disgrace: Throughout Zinke’s 21 months at the Interior Department, he was investigated at least 18 times for
allegations ranging from Hatch Act violations to serious conflicts of interest. Despite Zinke resigning after the
announcement of the 12" investigation, Interior Department Inspector General Spokeswoman Nancy DiPaolo
said that at least two investigations were “going forward” despite Zinke’s resignation.

e Zinke Lashed Out At The Investigations, Blaming The “Deep State” And Decrying “Political Hit Jobs”:
Zinke refused to admit wrongdoing, claiming that his then-15 ethics probes in July 2019 were the result of the
deep state and an “angry and hateful” D.C environment. Zinke continually minimized his alleged misdeeds,
preferring to focus on less perilous investigations, like a Hatch Act complaint into a pair of “Make America
Great Again” socks that he featured on his official Twitter account. After an IG report found that Zinke
committed wrongdoing by lying to investigators about a land deal that he made with a Halliburton executive,
Zinke called the investigation a “political hit job” by the Biden Administration, branding it “shots fired by the
Deep State.”

» Zinke Misled Federal Investigators About His Involvement In A Real Estate Deal Between His Family’s
Foundation And Halliburton’s Chairman: Zinke violated ethics rules by engaging in development negotiations
between his family’s foundation and David Lesar, the chairman of the oil giant Halliburton, and misled federal
investigators about his involvement. After being appointed as Interior secretary, Zinke obfuscated official ethics
forms by stating that he would step away from his family’s foundation, which owned land in Montana. However,
Zinke continued his involvement in negotiations between the foundation and developers from Halliburton who
were pushing for a real estate development in Zinke’s hometown of Whitefish that would involve some of the land
owned by the Zinkes’ foundation. Zinke would have financially benefited from the deal, with his property values
appreciating due to their proximity to the new development. Critics argued that the deal posed a clear conflict of
interest, not only because Zinke’s campaign had taken significant sums from Halliburton employees, but because
Halliburton’s oil operations on public land were regulated by the Interior Department.

In 2022, the Interior Department inspector general released a report detailing Zinke’s ethics violations and stating
that Zinke had made “inaccurate and incomplete statements” when asked about his involvement. Emails and text
messages uncovered during the investigation showed that Zinke had personally communicated with developers 64
times between August 2017 and July 2018 to discuss project details, including hosting the developers for meetings
in his office at the Interior Department’s D.C. headquarters and offering times that the developers could “walk the
property.” The inspector general then referred his findings to the Department of Justice, which declined to pursue
charges. Zinke called the report a “political hit job.”

e Halliburton Was One Of Zinke’s Biggest Lifetime Donors: OpenSecrets found that Halliburton and its
employees constituted Zinke’s 14" largest lifetime donor by employer, contributing $26,000 to Zinke since
2013.

o Between 2017 And 2018, Zinke Violated Ethics Rules By Engaging In Development Negotiations Between
His Family’s Foundation And Halliburton’s Chairman And Misled Federal Investigators About His
Involvement: In 2018, a developer funded by Daivd Lesar, the chairman of Halliburton, announced that it
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planned to build a development with shops, a hotel, and a brewery along the Whitefish River known as the 95
Karrow project. Zinke’s family foundation agreed to donate land for a parking lot for the 95 Karrow project, a
project that had the potential to increase the value of multiple nearby land parcels owned by the Zinke family.

Upon entering office as Interior secretary, Zinke signed an ethics document pledging that he would resign as
president of the family foundation. The mere existence of the agreement between Zinke and the developer
raised significant conflict of interest concerns because Zinke, who was in charge of regulating Halliburton’s oil
operations, stood to receive a significant personal financial benefit from the success of the 95 Karrow project.

Alarmingly, Zinke ignored the ethics document he had signed and continued to be involved in the 95 Karrow
project. Zinke claimed he had minimal involvement, had done nothing improper with the 95 Karrow project,
and that the deal was proceeding without him. However, in February 2022, an Interior Department Inspector
General report revealed the existence of dozens of emails and text messages between Zinke and the developers,
finding that Zinke communicated with developers 64 times between August 2017 and July 2018 to discuss
project details. The report noted that Zinke had “personally acted for or represented the foundation” and
“played an extensive, direct, and substantive role in representing the foundation during negotiations with the 95
Karrow project developers.” Emails from Zinke to the developers showed Zinke telling one developer when “it
may be a good idea to walk the property” and negotiating with developers for “an exclusive right to produce
alcohol” on the property, which would have allowed him to operate a microbrewery that locals claimed had
long been a goal of his.

The IG report concluded that Zinke made “inaccurate and incomplete statements” when asked about his
involvement in foundation-related matters because of his “extensive and in-depth involvement” with the project
in the months after he resigned from the foundation. The report found that Zinke knowingly misled an
investigator by claiming that he had not represented the foundation in any capacity. Emails and messages
produced by the developers showed that Zinke “repeatedly communicated with the developers of the 95
Karrow project and negotiated with them on behalf of the foundation by discussing the use of foundation
property for the project, specific design aspects of the project, and the development of a microbrewery on the
property.”

The report additionally found that Zinke misused his office for private gain by using his office at the
Department of the Interior to host a meeting with project developers and directing his staff to print documents
related to the land deal. Records showed that Zinke met with developers at the Interior Department, gave them
a personal Lincoln Memorial tour, ate with them at a German beer garden, and that the developers had shown
Zinke a plan for the 95 Karrow parking lot during the trip.

The IG report also noted that although Zinke claimed his wife had taken over the project as director of the
foundation, investigators found only one email mentioning Lola Zinke’s involvement in the project from one
developer to another noting that Lola Zinke had rescinded the parking lot deal. Unsurprisingly, Zinke sought to
hide his role in the discussions when a reporter started asking questions, writing in a text to a developer, “[The
News Organization] is not our friend.”

o The Inspector General’s Report Led To An Investigation By The Department Of Justice: In October
2018, the Interior Department’s inspector general referred the investigation of Zinke to the Justice Department,
and in January 2019, the Justice Department began investigating whether Zinke misled the Interior
Department’s inspector general, a potential violation of criminal law. Then-Deputy Attorney General Jeffrey
Rosen directed Justice Department prosecutors to hold off on bringing charges against Zinke, on the basis that
Rosen believed the case was not yet strong enough. In 2021, prosecutors declined to pursue criminal charges
against Zinke and dropped the case. Notably, the inspector general’s report had not yet been released, and the
report was re-referred to the Justice Department, which declined to pursue criminal charges.
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e Zinke Blasted The IG Report, Calling It A “Political Hit Job”: Following the release of the damning I1G
report, Zinke called it a “political hit job”” by the Biden Administration and called it “shots fired by the deep
state.” Zinke added, “When you start exposing the serpents when you drain the swamp, they don’t like it, and
they attack... And time and time again, they attack me, and time and time again if you read the IG Report
closely, no wrongdoing.”

e Critics Called The Deal “A Classic Conflict Of Interest: The One Benefiting Financially From An
Energy Company Also Regulates That Industry On Behalf Of The American People”: Independent
Record columnist Jock Conyngham wrote, “[Zinke] is currently under investigation for a sweetheart real estate
deal backed by the chairman of Halliburton, America’s largest oil-services company — All ironed out while he
was at the helm of the Interior Department. Ethics experts call this a classic conflict of interest: the one
benefiting financially from an energy company also regulates that industry on behalf of the American people.”
University Of Montana political science professor Rob Saldin argued, “The findings in the report seem to be
significant, that he behaved unethically, misused his office and then tried to cover it up— those are serious
findings.” Al Olszewski, one of Zinke’s Republican primary opponents, called Zinke “One of the most corrupt
person’s in Washington” and “a dishonest man” following the release of the 1G report.

» Zinke Misled Federal Investigators About His Conversations With MGM Lobbyists And Lawmakers
Who Pushed Him To Deny A Petition For A Tribal Casino That Would Have Competed With MGM: Zinke
was investigated by the Interior Department’s inspector general and the Justice Department over his decision to
block a petition by the Mashantucket Pequot and Mohegan Tribes for a jointly-operated casino, which the Tribes
alleged was influenced by MGM lobbyists to avoid competition with MGM’s nearby casino. The inspector
general’s investigation found that Zinke had misled investigators about having discussions with MGM lobbyists
and other stakeholders about the casino proposal, despite evidence proving Zinke had met with the MGM
representatives on multiple occasions and even hosted a dinner where they discussed the proposal. Zinke said that
his decision to block the Tribes’ petition resulted from conversations with the Interior Department’s lawyers, who
denied having spoken with Zinke about the petition. Ultimately, the IG report concluded that Zinke had
intentionally misled investigators, and the inspector general referred the report to the Justice Department.

e Zinke Denied A Petition By Two Tribal Groups To Open A Casino After MGM Lobbied Him To Deny
The Petition, Which Would Have Introduced Competition To A Nearby MGM Casino: In2017, MGM
Resorts International launched a lobbying campaign against two Native American Tribes’ joint proposal to
operate a casino nearby. The Mashantucket Pequot and Mohegan Tribes wanted to open a casino in East
Windsor, Connecticut and petitioned the Interior Department to approve amendments, saying their plans to
jointly operate the facility would not violate their existing gambling agreements. The Tribes’ petition sparked a
lobbying campaign by MGM Resort International, which operated a nearby casino. MGM’s lobbying campaign
included meeting with Zinke and urging him to not sign off on the Tribes’ plans. Zinke did MGM’s bidding,
sending back the Tribes’ petition to open the casino as “premature” — a denial by any other name. In 2018, the
two Tribes filed a lawsuit, alleging that Zinke’s actions were due to “improper political influence.”

e In 2022, The Interior Department’s Inspector General Found That Zinke Had Misled Investigators
About Conversations He Had With Lobbyists And Lawmakers Concerning The Tribes’ Casino Bid:
Zinke was investigated by the Interior Department’s inspector general over his decision to, against the advice of
Interior Department employees, block the Tribes from building the casino after being lobbied by MGM. Zinke
had neither granted nor denied the Tribes’ petition but had sent it back and noted it was “premature and likely
unnecessary,” halting progress on the casino.

The IG’s report found that Zinke misled investigators when he denied having been involved in significant
conversations with MGM lobbyists, contrary to evidence. From spring 2017 to fall 2017, lobbyists for MGM, a
political consultant, and a U.S. Senator spoke multiple times with Zinke and his chief of staff to urge them to
reject the Tribal casino, including at a dinner that Zinke hosted at his residence with the political consultant and
an MGM lobbyist. The IG report found that MGM’s lobbyist texted a casino executive with updates on his
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discussion with Zinke during the dinner. The report also noted that Zinke claimed to have denied the Tribes’
application based on advice from the Interior Department’s lawyers, but the department’s lawyers insisted that
they had never spoken to Zinke about the petition.

The IG report concluded that Zinke intentionally misled investigators, finding that he made statements “with
the overall intent to mislead them... [and] presented an inaccurate version of the circumstances in which
(Interior) made key decisions on the casino project.” The IG report stated, “As a result, we concluded that
Secretary Zinke And [his chief of staff] did not comply with their duty of candor when questioned.” Following
the release of the report, Zinke doubled down and denied wrongdoing, claiming that the report was “distorted
and misleading.”

e The Interior Department’s Inspector General Referred The Investigation To The Justice Department,
Which Investigated Zinke But Declined To Press Charges: In October 2018, it was reported that the Interior
Department’s inspector general had referred an investigation of Zinke to the Justice Department, but it was not
known which investigation was referred. In January 2019, the DOJ began investigating whether Zinke misled
the IG’s investigators over his involvement in discussions with lobbyists and his decision to block a casino
proposal by two Tribal groups. However, the DOJ ultimately declined to prosecute Zinke over the case’s
allegations.

> After Resigning As Interior Secretary, Zinke Ballooned His Net Worth By Consulting For Companies
That He Had Previously Regulated: Zinke waltzed through the revolving door after resigning from the Trump
cabinet, working as an advisor for a D.C. lobbying firm that lobbied the Interior Department on behalf of oil, gas,
and Tribal clients — three groups that Zinke had previously regulated as Interior secretary. Zinke leveraged his
connections to enrich himself, working as a consultant for multiple oil and mining companies from 2020 to 2022,
raking in more than $1 million in consulting income from these companies whose industries he had previously
overseen. Unsurprisingly, Zinke’s personal wealth ballooned as a result. Financial disclosures from when Zinke left
the Interior Department and from when he ran for Congress again show that the value of Zinke’s assets more than
doubled between 2018 and 2021.

e Within Months Of Resigning, Zinke Went To Work For A Lobbying Firm With Oil And Gas Clients
Which Lobbied The Interior Department: In February 2019, just a few months after having resigned as
Interior secretary, Zinke joined the D.C. lobbying firm Turnberry Solutions as a senior advisor, joining at the
same time as ex-Trump campaign manager Corey Lewandowski. Zinke never registered as a lobbyist himself,
but said, “T promote energy... it is better to produce energy in this country with reasonable regulation than
watch it get produced overseas with none.” While Zinke worked at Turnberry Solutions, the Associated Press
reported that the firm’s clients included oil and gas companies and multiple Tribal groups, along with other
clients, meaning Zinke was helping clients that he had previous overseen as Interior secretary — a classic case of
the revolving door.

Critical press coverage noted that Zinke’s work at Turnberry broke the spirit of Donald Trump’s pledge to not
allow ex-administration officials to lobby the White House, though Zinke technically did not lobby the
administration directly himself. However, the firm did lobby. In 2019, 2020, and 2021, Turnberry Solutions
disclosed that it lobbied the Interior Department, with the issues it lobbied on including energy & nuclear
power and Indian/Native American affairs, among others. Turnberry Solutions’ income grew significantly after
Zinke joined, with the firm billing $790,000 to its clients for lobbying fees in 2018 and $1.2 million in 2019,
the year Zinke joined.

e Zinke’s Financial Disclosures Reveal That He Made Hundreds Of Thousands Each Year From
Consulting For Oil, Gas, And Mining Companies That He Had Previously Regulated: Across his most
recent financial disclosures from 2021 and 2022, Zinke reported raking in huge sums as a consultant for
industries he once regulated. For instance, Zinke was hired as a consultant for and appointed to the board of
U.S. Gold Corp., a mining company that did business with the Interior Department’s Bureau of Land
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Management (BLM). When Zinke was hired, the company’s CEO cited Zinke’s “excellent relationship” with
the BLM as a factor explaining his hiring — a clear sign that Zinke was chosen for his connections. Zinke’s
2021 and 2022 financial disclosures indicated that he was paid $203,025 by the company from 2020 to 2022 for
his consulting work and participation on the company’s board of directors.

In addition to U.S. Gold, in 2021 and 2022, Zinke reported receiving consulting income of more than $5,000
from the oil companies ConocoPhillips and Oasis Petroleum, the pipeline construction company U.S. Trinity,
the Domestic Energy Producers Alliance, JVL Enterprises, and the Keelen Group, a lobbying firm. All of these
companies did business with the Interior Department or had a financial reason to be interested in Zinke’s
connections to the Trump Administration.

While the exact amount that Zinke was paid by these clients is mostly unknown, Zinke did disclose the income
he received from a few of his consulting clients. Zinke was paid a whopping $220,000 by ConocoPhillips in
2020 and $240,000 by the company in 2020, while JVL Enterprises paid him $350,000 in 2021 at $60,000 in
2020.

o The Value Of Zinke’s Assets More Than Doubled Between His Exit From The Interior Department And
His Decision To Run For Office Again: Zinke’s trip through the revolving door paid off. In his 2018 financial
disclosure submitted as he exited the Trump Administration, Zinke reported 12 assets worth between
$1,812,010 and $2,831,000+. In his next financial disclosure, which covered 2021, Zinke reported 19 assets
worth between $8,033,018 and $34,397,000. Much, but not all of the change in the value of Zinke’s reported
assets can be explained by different reporting requirements. The disclosure filed in 2018 listed the property
owned by Zinke’s wife as having an unspecified value of greater than $1 million, whereas in 2021, that
property was listed as two assets, one with a value between $1 million and $5 million, and another with a value
between $5 million and $25 million.

If the property owned by Zinke’s wife is excluded from his 2018 and 2021 disclosures, the value of his assets
increased from between $812,010 to $1,831,000 in 2018 to between $2,033,018 and $4,397,000 in 2021. This
means Zinke likely more than doubled his wealth in just a few years on the other side of the revolving door.

» Zinke Spent Hundreds Of Thousands Of Dollars Of Taxpayer Money On Office Customizations As
Interior Secretary: Zinke used taxpayer money for office renovations at the Interior Department, including
making history as the first cabinet secretary to commission personalized commemorative coins and attempting to
spend up to $200,000 for large custom flags to be raised when he was physically present at work. Zinke also spent
at least $139,000 to renovate two doors in his office.

e Zinke Attempted To Order Custom Flags To Be Raised Each Time He Was Physically Present At Work,
Which Would Have Cost Up To $200,000: Zinke carried military tradition into the Interior Department,
requesting that a custom flag be raised each time he or his deputy was physically present at the department’s
D.C. office. The Interior Department took estimates to set up four new flag poles, as Zinke’s requested flags
were larger than previous flags and would have compromised the existing poles, and found that the new poles
would have cost $200,000. The agency ultimately did not move forward with Zinke’s request, instead
purchasing smaller custom flags to be used atop existing flagpoles when Zinke was in the building.

e Zinke Spent At Least $139,000 To Renovate The Doors In His Interior Department Office: Zinke was
listed alongside fellow disgraced Trump appointees Scott Pruitt and Ben Carson in reports of extravagant office
upgrades. While Zinke’s office claimed he was unaware of the contract, the Interior Department spent $139,000
to renovate three sets of double doors in Zinke’s department office. Montana residents Archie Thomas and
Merry Schrumpf slammed Zinke in a letter to the editor, asking fellow Montanans, “Have you ever priced out
the cost of a door? Think about that a minute. Probably not, but as a taxpayer you have paid $139,000 for new
office doors and remodel for Ryan Zinke’s Washington office as Secretary of the Department of Interior.”
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e Zinke Was The First Cabinet Secretary In History To Commission $2,000 In Personalized
Commemorative Coins With His Name Around The Ring: Zinke made history as the first cabinet secretary
to commission a personalized commemorative coin, which featured his name stamped around the ring. The
coins, which were meant to be given out to visitors, reportedly cost $2,000 to create.

» Zinke Spent Taxpayer Dollars On A $12,000 Private Jet To Speak With His Biggest Donor’s NHL Team
& Tested Ethics Rules On Travel For His Family Members: Zinke was frequently under the spotlight for
spending taxpayer dollars on questionable travel for himself and his family during his tenure as Interior secretary,
including a $12,000 taxpayer-funded private flight to give a pep talk to a hockey team owned by one of his most
prolific donors. After attending a team dinner for the Las Vegas Golden Knights, owned by Fidelity National
Financial executive Bill Foley, Zinke chartered a $12,375 taxpayer-funded flight to Montana for his next official
business. The Interior Department inspector general later reported that Zinke’s luxurious jet price “might have been
avoided” had he flown commercial, which reportedly cost as little as $300. Zinke continued testing ethics rules
throughout his tenure, attempting to extend travel privileges to his wife. Zinke was again investigated, with the
resulting report finding that Zinke had his staff research making his wife an official Interior Department volunteer,
which would have circumvented ethics rules prohibiting her from traveling in government vehicles.

e Zinke Used Taxpayer Dollars For A $12,00 Private Jet Bill To Speak With An NHL Hockey Team
Owned By His Top Donor, When He Could Have Flown Commercial For $300: In June 2017, Zinke
traveled to Nevada on official department business before heading to Montana for a Western Governors
Association meeting the following day. After wrapping his official business in Nevada, Zinke stayed to give a
motivational speech at a team dinner for the Las Vegas Golden Knights, a new NHL hockey team owned by
Fidelity National Financial chairman Bill Foley. Foley was one of Zinke’s most prolific donors, with Fidelity
National Financial employees and the company’s PAC contributing nearly $200,000 to Zinke’s congressional
campaign, and the company remaining Zinke’s top lifetime donor by employer as of 2024. After his speech in
Vegas, Zinke chartered a private jet to Montana, costing taxpayers $12,375. The jet was owned by oil and gas
executive Jay Nielson, though the plane was chartered through a third-party company.

Zinke’s expenses raised flags when the press coverage noted that daily flights between Nevada and Montana
costed as little as $300 but would have required Zinke to miss the hockey dinner. The Interior Department
inspector general’s office opened an investigation into Zinke’s private flight, but wrote in a letter to Zinke’s
office that their investigation had been “delayed by absent, or incomplete documentation for several pertinent
trips.” After concluding the investigation, the office reported in April 2018 that Zinke’s expensive travel “might
have been avoided.” The inspector general’s investigation found that Zinke’s staff had withheld information
from the ethics officials who approved the travel and that Zinke’s travel would not have been approved had the
full picture been visible. The investigation also found that Zinke’s official business in Nevada was scheduled
after Zinke and his staff had planned to attend the Golden Knights event in Las Vegas, suggesting that Zinke
may have retroactively concocted official business just so he could attend the hockey dinner.

Members of Congress and advocacy organizations slammed Zinke’s abuse of taxpayer funds. The Campaign
for Accountability requested an investigation into whether Zinke had violated the Hatch Act by looping his
official duties in with the speaking engagement, though the subsequent investigation did not find a Hatch Act
violation. Center for Western Priorities spokesman Aaron Weiss characterized Zinke’s trip as “a flimsy excuse
for... a thank-you dinner with his biggest campaign bundler.”

e Zinke Tested Interior Department Ethics Rules By Trying To Have His Wife To Travel With Him In
Government Vehicles And By Procuring A $25,000 Security Detail For Their Family Vacation: In
October 2018, an Interior Department inspector general investigation concluded that Zinke had violated
department policies prohibiting his wife from traveling with him in government vehicles. The report found that
despite these policies, Interior’s Solicitor’s office had approved Zinke’s wife, Lolita, and others to ride with
Zinke in government vehicles after Deputy Secretary David Bernhardt and Deputy Solicitor Edward Keable
said Zinke was “not bound by DOI policy.”
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The investigators reported that Zinke’s staff had gone so far as to research making Lolita Zinke a department
volunteer, which would have negated the requirement for the Zinkes to reimburse the department for her travel
expenses and eliminated ethics questions about whether she could use government vehicles. Zinke denied that
the volunteer research was an attempt circumvent this requirement. The same investigation uncovered a
$25,000 taxpayer-funded protective security detail for Zinke and his family on a vacation to Turkey and
Greece. While the investigation found that Zinke’s unarmed detail did not violate any prohibitions, the U.S.
Park Police had no “finalized policy” governing the detail’s activities.

» Zinke Improperly Billed Travel To The Government While Serving As A Navy SEAL, Which Caused
Superiors To Block Him From Ever Moving Up In Command: Zinke was investigated during his Navy SEAL
career and was found to have improperly billed the government for two trips that he took to Montana, which was
flagged by officials after he charged extra baggage despite traveling solo. Zinke claimed that this blunder did not
stifle his “brilliant” career, but his former commander contradicted these claims in 2017, recalling that the incident
had been so significant that he and other senior officers had used it to block Zinke from ever being promoted to
command. Most alarmingly, Zinke’s travel fraud happened while he was supposed to be investigating ethics issues
among other officers. Zinke’s last commanding officer before leaving SEAL Team Six told interviewers that even
if Zinke’s fitness report had been stellar in other areas, language like, “Hey, this officer has questionable judgment”
would keep someone from command. Zinke did not earn a command promotion and was described by his final boss
as “embarrassed and humbled” when he left SEAL Team Six.

e Zinke Improperly Billed Travel To The Government While He Served As A Navy SEAL, But Claimed
That It Did Not Affect His “Brilliant” Career: While serving as a midlevel SEAL Team Six officer in the
late 1990s, Zinke improperly billed the government for personal travel to his Montana home. Zinke
acknowledged the error but claimed it did not stifle his “brilliant” career. Zinke claimed that his trips home
were for identifying training locations, but officials doubted his reasoning because he was finishing up a two-
year tour as an assault team leader at the time. Zinke also reported excess airline baggage charges for one of the
trips, despite traveling alone.

e Senior Officers Were In Consensus That Zinke’s Travel Fraud Was Such A Severe Ethical Breach That
He Should Be Severely Punished, With Zinke’s Commanding Officer Writing A Fitness Report To
Ensure Zinke Would Not Ever Be Promoted: Zinke’s former commanding officer, retired Vice Admiral
Albert Calland III, said that Zinke’s fraudulent travel reimbursements were uniquely alarming because part of
Zinke’s job description in the Navy included preventing similar abuses. Calland recalled in a 2017 interview
that there was “a lot of discussion” among senior officers about how to punish Zinke, but that it was “an easy
decision” to make that punishment severe.

Calland recalled that he gave Zinke “a fitness report that I thought would not allow [Zinke] to get to captain,
and that seemed, in that regard, to work O.K,” noting that Zinke “never got command.” Retired Vice Admiral
Sean Pybus, Zinke’s last commanding officer before leaving SEAL Team Six, told the New York Times that
Calland’s decision to cite Zinke’s “lapses in judgment” in setting a poor example on his fitness report likely
kept Zinke from being selected for a command job. Pybus told interviewers that even if Zinke’s fitness report
had demonstrated top marks in other areas, “language there like ‘hey, this officer has questionable judgment,’
that would keep him from being selected for a command position.” Pybus said that Zinke was “embarrassed
and humbled” when he left SEAL Team Six.

» Zinke Inflated His Resume As A Navy SEAL And Geologist In Order To Pursue His Own Agenda: Zinke
made a habit of exaggerating his experience both as a Navy SEAL and as a geologist, which he repeatedly utilized
on the campaign trail and to argue for oil and gas interests. Zinke’s autobiography, “American Commander,” and
his official congressional biography claimed that Zinke served as a commander in the Navy SEALs. Zinke’s
commanding officer called that “a stretch” while detailing Zinke’s 1.5 weeks in service as an “acting commander”
to temporarily cover for his commander, who was traveling back to the states. Zinke also claimed dozens of times
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that he was a geologist, despite never holding a full-time job in the field. Zinke reportedly invoked his “experience”
as a geologist as Interior Secretary while pushing to take actions to benefit oil, gas, and mining companies.

Zinke Exaggerated His Accomplishments As A Navy SEAL, Calling Himself A Commander Despite
Only Serving As A Temporary “Acting Commander” For Just 1.5 Weeks: Zinke’s 2016 autobiography,
“American Commander,” drew criticism from his former boss for misrepresenting Zinke’s Navy SEAL service
in Iraq. While Zinke’s congressional biography described him as a “deputy and acting commander” in Iraq,
retired Army Major General Michael Repass told reporters in 2017 that Zinke’s claims in the book “might be a
stretch.” General Repass noted that while Zinke served as a deputy commander for four months, Zinke’s tenure
as “acting commander” lasted just 1.5 weeks while the general visited the U.S. As the New York Times wrote,
Zinke “exaggerated what he did in his later military jobs to obscure that he never received commands of his

2

own.

Zinke Misrepresented Himself As A Geologist Dozens Of Times, Despite Never Holding A Job As One,
And Used That “Experience” To Push For Oil & Mining Priorities: Between May 2017 and April 2018,
Zinke repeatedly claimed in public that he was either a geologist or a former geologist, including making the
claim several times under oath. Zinke wrote in his autobiography that he had majored in and even considered a
career in geology prior to joining the military, but the Interior Department refused to answer whether Zinke had
ever joined any professional organizations, like the American Institute of Professional Geologists. The New
York Times noted that Zinke had claimed “on dozens of occasions that he is a geologist, though he has never
held a job as one.”

Despite never working as one, Zinke told the Senate Appropriations Committee in July 2017 that he was a
geologist at least four times while discussing potential drilling sites and coal revenues. While defending his
decision to shrink Bears Ears National Monument, Zinke told lawmakers that he was “a geologist” and could
assure them that “oil and gas in Bears Ears was not part of [his] decision matrix.” Professional geologists
criticized Zinke’s self-titling as a geologist, noting that he was out of touch with “modern geologic knowledge,”
especially when it came to climate change.

> Zinke Was Accused Of Steering A $300 Million Federal Contract To His Friend’s Two-Person Company:
In 2017, Zinke drew media scrutiny after Whitefish Energy, an inexperienced two-person company from his
hometown, was awarded a $300 million contract to rebuild part of the electric grid in Puerto Rico following
multiple devastating hurricanes. Zinke denied influencing the contract decision, but the company’s CEO said he
knew Zinke personally, Zinke’s son had worked for the company, and Zinke’s wife had liked posts by the wife of
the company’s CEO on Facebook. The contract was blasted by both U.S. and Puerto Rican officials, with reporting
noting that it was awarded without conducting standard background checks to a company that had little to no
experience with the work it was hired to do.

After A Small Company With Ties To Zinke Received A $300 Million Contract To Build 100 Miles Of
Power Lines In Puerto Rico, Critics Alleged That Zinke Had Abused His Power As Secretary Of The
Interior To Direct The Contract To His Friend’s Company: In October 2017, Montana-based utility-
contracting company Whitefish Energy was awarded a $300 million contract by the Trump administration to
build 100 miles of power transmission lines in Puerto Rico after multiple hurricanes brought down the island’s
power grid. The company was based in Whitefish, Montana — Zinke’s hometown — and had only two full-time
employees, with the New York Times branding the company “tiny and inexperienced” and noting that the scale
of the job awarded to it was “raising question about how the contract was awarded.”

Zinke and Interior Department officials denied that he had anything to do with the contract’s approval, despite
his personal ties to the company. Zinke’s son had worked a summer job at Whitefish Energy in 2017 and the
company’s CEO, Andy Techmanski, said, “We both come from the same town. I knew him before he was a
politician.” Technmanski claimed that “other than informing [Zinke] that we were here, we have not requested
anything from him.” The Washington Post reported that Zinke’s wife had liked family and profile pictures on
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Facebook uploaded by Techmanski’s wife at least four times, providing further proof that the families knew
each other.

e Both U.S. And Puerto Rican Officials Criticized The Contract: Officials in Puerto Rico criticized the
contract, and the Governor of Puerto Rico moved to cancel the contract amid the backlash in October 2017.
Puerto Rican Opposition Sen. Eduardo Bhatia called Whitefish Energy’s contract “absolutely outrageous,”
stating, “A two-employee company from Whitefish, Mont., gets a $300 million contract out of nowhere? Based
on what?” Bhatia said that the Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority had not made any open requests for
proposals, performed background checks, or followed normal safeguards before awarding the Whitefish Energy
contract.

U.S. officials called for an investigation into the contract, with Senator Maria Cantwell asking the Government
Accountability Office to investigate the Whitefish Contract. Additionally, the House Committee on Natural
Resources launched an investigation, with Reps. Raul Grijalva and Rob Bishop arguing that the “details of this
contract raise numerous questions” and that Congress “needs to understand why the Whitefish contract was
awarded and whether other, more cost-effective options were available.” The Federal Emergency Management
Agency also expressed “significant concerns” about the contract and warned that it might not help pay for
storm recovery in Puerto Rico if the contract was found to be improper.

» Zinke Was Implicated In A Pay To Play Scandal Involving A Residential Development In Arizona,
Prompting Calls For A DOJ Investigation: While Zinke was Interior Secretary, he and his deputy pushed for an
Arizona housing development backed by the Trump campaign. According to a May 2022 referral for a Department
of Justice investigation into the matter by Democrats on the House Natural Resources Committee, Arizona donors
made coordinated political contributions to Trump’s campaign for the purpose of advancing a land development
project to create a 28,000 home project named “Villages At Vigneto” near Arizona’s threatened San Pedro River.
The referral for investigation suggested “pay-to-play” politics had helped advance the development deal.

The House Natural Resources Committee’s report alleged that Zinke knew about an undisclosed meeting between a
developer associated with the project and Zinke’s deputy, David Bernhardt, in August 2017 — a meeting which had
not been disclosed on the official calendar or in travel records. The report alleged that Zinke was substantially
involved, noting the existence of an email from the developer to Zinke informing him that the developer was
meeting with Bernhardt about the development, with the email calling for “high level action” to ensure the correct
application of Fish and Wildlife Service regulations. Zinke failed to transmit the personal emails to his government
email records, as federal law required.

The congressional report alleged that two weeks after the meeting between Bernhardt and the developer, Bernhardt
directed a lawyer for the Interior Department to pressure a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service field supervisor to change
his view on the development project. The next month, the developer coordinated with a group of Arizonans to
donate $241,600 in campaign donations to the Trump Victory Fund and the Republican National Committee.
Weeks later, the development received its permits from the Fish and Wildlife Service.

» Zinke Took Actions As Interior Secretary To Benefit PROOF Research, A Montana Company He Was
Invested In: As Interior secretary, Zinke acted in the interests of PROOF Research, a Montana-based gun company
focused on hunting that Zinke owned stock in. Critics suggested that Zinke was “at least partially motivated” to
open more federal land for hunting as secretary of the Interior due to his financial stake in PROOF Research, Inc., a
company specialized in producing lightweight, high-precision rifles for hunting and military applications. Soon
after Zinke became secretary of the Interior, he and other Interior Department staff met with executives from the
company.

Zinke had a longstanding relationship with the company. Zinke’s personal financial disclosures from 2016, 2018,
and 2021, reported that he owned PROOF Research stock as an asset valued up to $1,000. After winning a House
seat in November 2014, Zinke reportedly told a local newspaper that he planned to retain a small stake in PROOF
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Research “because it’s a great company.” Before that, between 2012 and 2014, Zinke was paid at least $17,000 in
compensation from PROOF Research for consulting services.

» Zinke Used His Political Power To Help His Friends In The Drone Industry, Which He Promoted Before
Joining Congress: Zinke abused his power as Interior Secretary and in Congress to help out his friends in the
drone industry. As Interior secretary, Zinke planned to increase the use of drones for fighting wildfires, including
awarding a series of contracts to drone companies. In 2018, the New York Times reported that Zinke had ties to a
Boeing subsidiary named Insitu which had received a $1.1 million contract from the Department of Interior. The
Times wrote that the company had “past ties to Mr. Zinke’s efforts on behalf of the industry,” referring to Zinke’s
work with the Center for Remote Integration, a non-profit that Zinke co-founded to promote the drone industry in
Montana. Zinke was a board member of the group between 2012 and 2013.

After resigning as Interior Secretary, Zinke continued to leverage his connections and authority to provide payouts
to the drone industry, including calling for the increased use of drones in Ukraine and co-sponsoring a bill in
Congress to create a pilot research program to study the use of drones by law enforcement agencies.

» Zinke Faced Numerous Hatch Act Complaints As Interior Secretary: Zinke faced numerous Hatch Act
complaints throughout his tenure as Interior Secretary as he repeatedly pushed the boundaries of political activity.
Zinke was reprimanded for violating the Hatch Act. Zinke faced allegations of political favoritism for appearing
with Florida Gov. Rick Scott to announce an exemption for Florida from expanded offshore drilling and taking
taxpayer-funded trips to speak alongside Republican politicians.

e Zinke Faced Numerous Hatch Act Complaints As Interior Secretary, Including Over Taxpayer-Funded
Trips To Speak Alongside Republican Politicians And Allegations Of Using A Grant To Sway An
Election: Zinke faced numerous other Hatch Act complaints over his public appearances with Republican
politicians. The Office of Special Counsel investigated whether Zinke had violated the Hatch Act when he
appeared alongside Florida Gov. Rick Scott to announce an exemption for Florida in offshore drilling
expansions. It also investigated Zinke’s public appearance alongside Pennsylvania Republican Rick Saccone to
announce the award of a grant for a mine cleanup project. Both cases were eventually dropped or closed.

» Zinke Had Significant Ties To Turkey: Zinke had unusually strong ties to Turkey. In 2019, the Zinkes hosted
former Turkish Prime Minister Binali Yildrim for a brunch at their home in Santa Barbara after Zinke had resigned
from his position in the Department of the Interior. Additionally, Zinke’s wife reportedly had family ties to Turkey
and the Zinkes traveled there often, including at least three separate trips documented on Lolita Zinke’s Instagram
in 2019. The Zinkes’ 2018 vacation to Turkey and Greece drew a reprimand by the Interior Department inspector
general for hiring a $25,000 security detail for the trip. In 2021, the Zinkes also took a beach vacation in Turkey
while Montana was suffering from dangerous air pollution caused by large wildfire in Idaho and Oregon.

After leaving the Department of the Interior, Zinke joined the D.C. lobbying firm Turnberry Solutions, where he
used his connections to Turkey to benefit clients. For example, in 2019, Zinke led a business delegation to Turkey
that was slated to include textile recycling company 7" Generation Recycling Inc., which was owned by Charlene
Nijmeh, the Chairwoman of the Muwekma Ohlone Tribe, which was a Turnberry client.

Section 4: Zinke Sold Out His Constituents To The Energy Industry

» After Resigning, Zinke Received Hundreds Of Thousands In Consulting Fees And Thousands In
Campaign Dollars From The Very Same Oil Giants That Received Land Leases While Zinke Was Interior
Secretary: While Zinke was Interior Secretary, major oil companies such as ConocoPhillips, Chevron, Exxon
Mobil, and Marathon Qil won millions in leases on federal land. Once Zinke resigned, he cashed out with those
very same companies, raking in at least $460,000 in consulting fees from ConocoPhillips over just two years, and
receiving tens of thousands in campaign donations from ConocoPhillips, Chevron, Exxon Mobil, and Marathon Oil.
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e While Zinke Was Interior Secretary, ConocoPhillips, Chevron, Exxon Mobil, And Marathon Oil Won
Millions In Leases For Oil Drilling Onshore Or Offshore: During Zinke’s tenure as Interior Secretary, the
Bureau of Ocean Energy Management sold $111,638,485 in offshore leasing rights to Chevron across 64 bids
at various lease sales. Similarly, Exxon Mobil won $82,850,900 in offshore leasing rights across 51 bids at
various lease sales. Moreover, during Zinke’s tenure at Interior, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) — an
agency within the department — sold $1,431,264 of leasing rights for onshore drilling to ConocoPhillips in
Alaska across 11 bids. The BLM also sold leasing rights to Marathon Oil while Zinke was atop the department.

e 2020-2021: Zinke Was Paid At Least $460,000 In Consulting Income By ConocoPhillips: After Zinke
resigned from the Interior Department, he successfully leveraged his ties to the Trump Administration to boost
his own consulting business. Zinke reported on his 2021 financial disclosure that he had been paid a whopping
$220,000 by ConocoPhillips that year and had made $240,000 from consulting for the company in the previous
year. Zinke indicated on his 2022 financial disclosure that he had stopped working for ConocoPhillips in
December 2021.

e Zinke Received Tens-Of-Thousands In Campaign Contributions From The Same Companies That His
Interior Department Sold Drilling Leases To: Since he decided to run for office following his resignation
from the Interior Department, Zinke has raked in thousands in campaign donations from the same companies
that his Interior Department sold leases to. As of July 2024, Zinke’s top donor by employer for the 2024
election cycle was ConocoPhillips, with the company’s employees — including senior figures like its chairman,
executive, and senior vice president — contributing $27,425 and the company’s PAC donating $7,500 to Zinke.
Employees of ConocoPhillips constituted Zinke’s third largest lifetime donor by employer. Moreover, from
2021 to 2024, Exxon Mobil’s PAC and Marathon Oil’s PAC contributed $1,000 each to Zinke, while
Chevron’s PAC contributed $5,000 to him.

» Zinke Expanded Land Leases For The Oil And Gas Industry As Interior Secretary & Zinke Later
Received Hundreds Of Thousands In Campaign Donations: Zinke’s was blasted for being a “pawn for the oil
and gas industry” as Interior Secretary, and it’s not hard to see why. Zinke sold an unprecedented amount of public
land to oil and gas companies for drilling, opened more than a billion acres to offshore drilling, and staffed the
Interior Department with ex-oil and gas lobbyists who took nearly 180 meetings with industry representatives in
Zinke’s first year alone. Under Zinke’s leadership, the Interior Department effectively eliminated required
environmental reviews for new oil and gas leases, opened the fragile Arctic National Wildlife Refuge for drilling,
eliminated safety regulations on fracking, came close to another catastrophic oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico on par
with Deepwater Horizon, and eliminated royalty payments from oil and gas companies that had previously
generated hundreds of millions of dollars per year in revenue. Zinke was handsomely rewarded by the industry,
which was his largest campaign donor pre-Interior and remains his second largest lifetime donor to this day. Since
resigning from Interior and running for Congress again, Zinke has taken approximately $500,000 from the oil and
gas industry, including tens of thousands in contributions from corporate PACs for major oil and gas companies
like ConocoPhillips, Halliburton, Chord Energy (formerly Oasis Petroleum), and others.

e As Interior Secretary, Zinke Dramatically Expanded The Amount Of Public Land Leased For Onshore
Drilling And Opened 90 Percent Of The Country’s Waters To Offshore Drilling:

o Zinke Dramatically Expanded Onshore Drilling On Federal Land: In early 2017, shortly after he was
appointed, Zinke moved to expand oil and gas drilling on federal land, signing an order in July 2017 to
clear the backlog of federal drilling permits and speed up permit processing. That month, he also scheduled
lease sales for drilling in areas that had been previously ruled off-limits during the Obama administration.
That year, Zinke’s Interior Department sent a memo directing field offices to get rid of “unnecessary
impediments and burdens” to the expansion of federal land leases.

The effect of this push was dramatic. By July 2018, oil production on federal land had increased by 25
percent compared to 2016, with Zinke touting his success by claiming that critics were “eating their words
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and once again President Trump’s policies are bearing fruit for the American people.” In his first year in
office, Zinke’s Bureau of Land Management offered 11.9 million acres of public land at oil and gas lease
sales — a six-fold increase over 2016’s 1.9 million acres — with 792,823 acres receiving bids. In 2018, Zinke
offered just under five million acres for sale, with 1,488,300 acres receiving bids. In early 2018, only 27
million acres were under lease, meaning if more companies had bid on the offered land, the amount of land
under lease could have increased by nearly 50 percent. Overall, more than 300 oil and gas companies
successfully bid for federal land during Zinke’s tenure.

o Zinke Opened 90 Percent Of The Country’s Waters To Offshore Drilling, Igniting A Political
Firestorm While Selling Over $688 Million Of Offshore Leasing Rights: In 2017, Zinke drew press
coverage for lowering the price that drilling companies were required to pay for offshore leases,
announcing the largest ever offshore oil and gas lease sale in American history near the end of the year by
putting 77 million acres up for bid. The real action started in 2018, when Zinke announced that his Interior
Department would open 25 of 26 offshore regions to drilling, effectively opening 90 percent of the entire
Outer Continental Shelf —more than a billion acres — for drilling overnight. During the Obama
Administration, 94 percent of this area had been off-limits.

Zinke quickly ran into problems — he tried to unilaterally declare that Florida’s waters would be exempt,
drawing widespread condemnation by observers who speculated that Zinke was trying to help Florida
Republican Governor Rick Scott’s electoral chances in his U.S. Senate campaign. Soon, all but one coastal-
state governor had opposed Zinke’s plan, with most requesting that their state’s waters be exempt from
Zinke’s offshore drilling expansion. Nonetheless, Zinke remained committed to expanding offshore
drilling, though he was forced to walk back his carveout for Florida, which had not even requested an
exemption, unlike other states.

By the end of Zinke’s tenure, the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management had sold an astonishing
$688,657,749 of leasing rights for offshore drilling to 50 oil and gas companies.

Zinke Eliminated Safety Regulations, Weakened Environmental Review, Pushed To Open Drilling In A
Wildlife Refuge, And Eliminated Pollution Payments For Oil And Gas Projects As Interior Secretary:

o Zinke Used A Bureaucratic Loophole To Effectively Eliminate Required Environmental Reviews Of
New Oil And Gas Leases: In 2018, the New York Times reported that Zinke’s Interior Department had
issued a memo instructing the Bureau of Land Management to skip environmental assessments that had
historically been required before issuing new drilling leases on public lands, using a bureaucratic loophole
to do away with assessments altogether in an effort to expedite the processing of permits. Zinke had
previously called the long permitting process for new leases “un-American” and said permits should not
take more than two years to obtain.

o Zinke Eliminated Safety Regulations For Fracking And Did The Bidding Of Lobbyists To Allow
Fracking In The Habitat Of An Endangered Species: In 2017, Zinke’s Interior Department filed a legal
proposal to rescind the nation’s first safety regulations on fracking, prompting a lawsuit in California. The
push to eliminate the safety regulations was estimated to provide a $300 million benefit to the industry at
the expense of public health. Additionally, in 2017, after multiple industry lobbyists requested a repeal of
Obama-era protections for the Sage Grouse bird — a threatened species — Zinke changed policy to enable a
3,500-well drilling project in the bird’s habitat.

o Zinke’s Interior Department Explored Plans To Eliminate Safety Regulations That Were Put In
Place After The 2010 BP Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill, Only To Nearly Avoid A Catastrophe In The
Gulf Of Mexico Less Than A Year Later: In 2017, the New York Times reported that Zinke’s Interior
Department was exploring plans to loosen safety regulations on underwater drilling equipment in the Gulf
of Mexico that had been put in place after the disastrous 2010 BP Deepwater Horizon oil spill. Less than a
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year later, Zinke was forced to send 50 safety inspectors to conduct surprise inspections on dozens of
offshore rigs in the Gulf of Mexico after reports of “potentially catastrophic crane and lifting incidents.”
One Interior official said, “There are still some major incidents that are occurring.”

o Zinke’s Interior Department Eliminated Royalties That Energy Companies Were Required To Pay
For Polluting Federal Land, Costing Hundreds Of Millions Of Dollars In Lost Revenue: In 2018,
Zinke eliminated a regulation requiring oil and gas companies to pay penalties if they damaged or polluted
federal land that they had leased, which was estimated to cost hundreds of millions of dollars per year in
lost revenue. Moreover, Zinke eliminated a different rule closing a loophole which had enabled the industry
to underpay required royalties by $75 million per year.

o Zinke Pushed To Open The Fragile Arctic National Wildlife Refuge In Alaska To Oil And Gas
Drilling: In June 2017, Zinke issued a directive to compel a rewrite of a 2013 plan limiting oil and natural
gas development in Alaska’s national petroleum reserve, undoing Obama-era restrictions meant to protect
the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR). In September, Zinke’s Interior Department circulated a
memo arguing for lifting restrictions on seismic studies in ANWR that had been banned for decades over
the risk of harm to threatened wildlife, including polar bears and caribou. By late 2018, Zinke had gotten
his wish, opening oil drilling along the coast of the refuge and having successfully appointed pro-drilling
officials to oversee the project.

e Zinke Had A Very Close Relationship With Oil And Gas Lobbyists, With The Industry Reportedly
Being “Delighted” By His Approach And Zinke Staffing The Department With Ex-Industry Lobbyists:
In 2018, Zinke argued that the Interior Department should be ““a partner” to oil and gas companies. Zinke would
later brag in 2022 that he had expanded domestic oil drilling by nearly 50 percent while he was Interior
Secretary, from 8.3 million barrels per year to 12.5 million per year.

More significantly, a 2018 report by the environmental nonprofit Friends of the Earth highlighted that during
the first year of Zinke’s time atop Interior, officials in the department had held nearly 180 meetings with oil and
gas industry representatives. Unsurprisingly, the New York Times reported that the oil and gas industry was
“delighted” with Zinke, quoting Michael McKenna, a Republican energy lobbyist, who said Zinke’s department
was “going back to the Bush Administration... All these guys have been in Interior before and they know a hell
of alot.”

Indeed, the New York Times reported, “Many of [Zinke’s]... appointees spent the Obama years working for
the oil and gas industry — and they come to the Interior Department with an insider’s knowledge of how its
levers work and a wish list of policies from their former employers. Their work has been swift.”

o Both Before And After Serving As Interior Secretary, Zinke Raked In Massive Campaign Contributions
From Oil And Gas Companies: Prior to becoming Interior Secretary, Zinke had accepted campaign
contributions from many oil and gas companies, with one article noting, “In 2015-16, energy and natural
resources political action committees contributed $126,000 to Zinke’s campaign... That includes $3,000 from
the Halliburton Company PAC, $5,000 from both the ExxonMaobil PAC and Conoco Phillips, $2,500 from the
Koch Industries Inc. PAC and $1,000 from the Peabody Energy PAC. All of them represent companies that do
business with the interior Department.” The same article noted that prior to becoming Interior secretary, Oasis
Petroleum, which drilled for oil on 50,000 acres of public land in Montana and North Dakota was one of
Zinke’s largest benefactors, with employees of the company having donated $41,750 to Zinke. As of December
2016, the oil and gas industry was Zinke’s largest industry donor, having contributed $345,136 to Zinke.

Zinke continued to rake in huge sums from the industry after resigning as Interior secretary. As of July 2024,
the oil and gas industry was Zinke’s third largest donor industry in the 2024 election cycle, when excluding
retired people and Republican groups. The industry contributed $220,155 to Zinke in the cycle, with $56,930
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coming from PACs. The industry also contributed $218,746 to Zinke in the 2022 cycle, meaning he took at
least $438,901 from oil and gas after resigning as Interior secretary.

Additionally, from 2021 to 2024, Zinke received at least $58,548 in contributions from the corporate PACs for
prominent energy companies, including Halliburton, ConocoPhillips, NorthWestern Energy, the Western
Energy Alliance PAC, U.S. Energy PAC, the Domestic Energy Producers Alliance PAC, the Montana Gas &
Oil PAC, and the Marathon Oil Company Employees PAC. During the same time period, Zinke also accepted
$10,100 from employees of Oasis Petroleum, $5,000 from employees of the pipeline company U.S. Trinity, and
$27,425 from employees of ConocoPhillips. In fact, employees of ConocoPhillips were Zinke’s largest
contributor by employer for the 2024 election cycle.

Overall, Zinke’s second largest lifetime industry donor was the oil and gas industry, which had given him
$850,827 over his entire congressional career as of 2024. Additionally, Zinke’s largest lifetime donors by
employer included Chord Energy (formerly known as Oasis Petroleum), ConocoPhillips, and Halliburton,
which had contributed $68,600, $47,560, and $10,468 to Zinke across his career, respectively.

e Critics Savaged Zinke As A “Pawn” For The Oil And Gas Industry Who Was “The Most Anti-
Conservation Interior Secretary In Our Nation’s History”: Numerous non-profits and news organizations
criticized Zinke’s pro-industry record as Interior Secretary. Center for Western Priorities executive director
Jennifer Rokala said following his resignation that Zinke would “go down as the most anti-conservation
Interior secretary in our nation’s history... Surrounding himself with former lobbyists, it quickly became clear
that Ryan Zinke was a pawn for the oil and gas industry.”

Zinke’s decision to open the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge drew sharp condemnation. The New York Times
Editorial Board wrote, “Alaska is ‘open for business!” With these words, delivered before an appreciative
audience of oil producers in anchorage in May, Zinke reaffirmed the Trump Administration’s determination to
open Alaska’s fragile environment to commercial exploitation.” In an op-ed, former park ranger Kim Heacox
similarly slammed Zinke for moving to “drill for oil in wildlife refuges” and said he needed to “Get away from
those sticky oilmen who can hear a dollar bill fall on the rimrock — men who would watch the world burn to
increase their profits.”

Others criticized Zinke for aggressively pushing for offshore drilling. OCEANA’s Vice President for U.S.
Oceans, Jacqueline Savitz, wrote, “Last year, Zinke promised to ‘listen to state and local stakeholders’ as his
department reviewed offshore oil and gas. [...] So far, the only stakeholders this administration has listened to
are industry lobbyists.” Lorne Stockman, a senior research analyst at Oil Change International, wrote that there
was “no economic justification for going to the Outer Continental Shelf, and there probably never will be.”

» Zinke Had A Consistent Legislative Record Of Backing Fossil Fuel Interests In Congress: Zinke
consistently supported fossil fuel interests in Congress, voting 39 times to expand oil and gas leasing on federal
land, as well as taking numerous votes to lower taxes on oil and gas companies, increase funding for fossil fuel
research, and more. Zinke also cosponsored and voted in committee for numerous bills to expand oil and gas
production, fast-track new pipelines, expand oil and gas drilling on federal land, and more.

e Zinke Consistently Voted In Favor Of Qil, Gas, And Coal Interests On The House Floor:

o Zinke Voted To Expand Oil & Gas Leases On Federal Land: Zinke voted 39 times to expand oil and
gas leasing on federal land. Most of these votes were on amendments to H.R. 21, a bill pushed by House
Republicans to require increases in the amount of federal land being leased for oil and gas drilling, with
Zinke voting against more than a dozen amendments to exempt certain regions like California, Washington,
Oregon, Florida, Virginia, the Great Lakes, the Gulf of Mexico, the Outer Continental Shelf, and other
areas from being required to lease land for oil and gas drilling. Zinke also voted against numerous
amendments on the same bill that would have delayed the bill’s implementation unless various agencies
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certified that the bill would not increase air pollution, greenhouse gas emissions, carbon emissions, gas
prices, disproportionately impact low-income communities, and similar provisions intending to neuter the
bill’s impact. Zinke also opposed attempts to neuter the bill by requiring federal agencies to consult with
the EPA, tribal groups, and other federal agencies before issuing new leases. Zinke also voted twice for
H.R. 1, a bill pushed by House Republicans to expand domestic oil and gas production.

Zinke Voted To Fund Fossil Fuel Research: Zinke voted four times for fossil energy research funding.
These included two votes for higher funding, to the tune of $45 million and $600 million respectively, and
two votes against lower funding, to the tune of $13 million and $285 million respectively.

Zinke Voted To Cut Taxes On Oil And Gas Companies: Zinke voted six times for lower royalties and
taxes on oil and gas companies. These votes included one vote opposing a $10 per barrel tax on oil and two
votes to overturn provisions of the Inflation Reduction Act imposing higher royalties on offshore and
onshore oil and gas. They also included one vote against updating royalty rates for federally leased oil, gas
and coal, one vote expressing disapproval of President Biden for asking to repeal pro-oil and gas tax
provisions, and one vote against an amendment to allow the creation of rules determining when flared
natural gas qualified as waste that was subject to royalties.

Zinke Voted Against Lowering Gas Prices Via The Strategic Petroleum Reserve: Zinke voted five
times to restrict the ability of the executive branch to use the Strategic Petroleum Reserve. He voted against
three amendments allowing the Energy Department to draw from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve to lower
gas prices, inflation, or deal with a supply shock. Zinke also voted against an amendment allowing the
president to use the reserve to lower gas prices and voted for a bill barring drawdowns from the reserve
until oil and gas leasing increased on federal lands.

Zinke Voted To Expand The FERC’s Authority: Zinke voted twice to expand the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission’s authority, taking one vote to give it jurisdiction over natural gas pipelines in
hydropower and another vote to give it the authority instead of the Energy Department to approve natural
gas imports and exports.

Zinke Voted For Plutonium Mining: In 2016, Zinke voted against an amendment to bar the use of funds
to expand plutonium pit production capacity.

e Zinke Cosponsored Numerous Bills To Expand Oil, Gas, And Coal Extraction:

O

Zinke Supported Expanding Drilling On Public Land: Zinke cosponsored three bills to expand leasing
on federal land. These bills included one to delegate states the authority for leasing and permitting of oil
and natural gas, one requiring congressional approval before the executive could delay oil, gas or mineral
leases on federal lands, and H.R. 1, which was House Republicans’ major energy bill to expand the
production of oil and gas, including on federal land.

Zinke Supported Expanding Oil And Gas Exports: In 2015, Zinke cosponsored a bill to remove
restrictions on U.S. oil exports and another to expedite exports of natural gas to World Trade Organization
member countries.

Zinke Supported Expanding Pipelines, Including In National Parks: Zinke cosponsored three bills in
2015 to expand pipelines, including one to authorize the Keystone XL pipeline, one expediting the
permitting process for gas pipelines, and one authorizing the Interior Department to approve gas pipelines
within national parks.

Zinke Supported Pro-Oil And Gas Messaging Bills: From 2023 to 2024, Zinke cosponsored four pro-oil
and gas messaging bills. These included a bill expressing the sense of Congress that the U.S. should
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increase domestic oil and gas production, a bill requiring reviews of state and federal policies to evaluate
their impacts on energy costs, a bill barring state and local governments from restricting energy services
based on the source of the energy, and a bill criticizing the Biden Administration’s energy policies and
advocating for greater domestic oil and gas production.

o Zinke Supported Other Fossil Fuel Industry Priorities: Zinke backed three other miscellaneous pro-
industry bills. These included a bill to allow “intangible” drilling and development costs to be taken into
account when computing financial statement income for tax purposes, a bill expanding the Indian coal
production tax credit, and a bill limiting the Department of Energy’s ability to set energy conservation
standards for gas stoves.

Zinke Voted In Committee To Expand Leasing For Extractive Industries: In June 2023, Zinke voted to
report the Energy-Water Appropriations bill, which included provisions to increase funding for the
development of nuclear power. That year, Zinke also voted three times in committee to expand oil and gas
leasing. Specifically, Zinke voted to require the Interior secretary to issue a five-year plan for expanding
offshore oil and gas leasing, encourage the Interior Department to maximize the amount of land available for
energy leasing sales in Gulf of Mexico and Alaska, and to restart quarterly oil and gas leasing sales.

> Zinke Repeatedly Criticized And Voted Against Renewable Energy: Zinke consistently opposed renewable
energy. In public statements, Zinke claimed solar energy was a waste of land and that wind turbines had large
carbon footprints and “chop[ped] up” hundreds of thousands of birds per year. In Congress, Zinke voted repeatedly
to cut billions in funding for clean energy programs, including voting three times to cut funding for clean energy
projects in rural America.

Across His Public Statements, Zinke Was Frequently Critical Of Renewable Energy: Zinke was critical of
clean energy. In 2017, he said that solar cells rendered land “no longer useful for anything else but energy, but
there’s a lot of roofs when you fly over... I think the greatest opportunity, quite frankly, for the solar industry is
look at all the roofs in America.” That year, Zinke criticized the Ivanpah solar plant in Nevada, saying, “is that
the future of having these three or four 80-foot towers with reflector cells the size of garage doors where it
makes this cone, this sphere of death, so as birds go through it they get zapped?”” As of September 2017,
Zinke’s Interior Department had only approved a single solar project, and in March 2018, Zinke reportedly
claimed that solar projects were incompatible with wildlife, recreation, and hunting.

Zinke was also critical of wind energy, claiming in 2018 that it had a “significant” carbon footprint and that
turbines “chop up” thousands of birds per year. Zinke similarly claimed in 2022, “Wind’s not free. An
enormous amount of mining material costs up front goes into a wind farm. It also chops up at least 750,000
birds a year, and if you add bats, which are an important part of the environment, that’s a consequence.” That
year, Zinke also said, “Yes energy is important in this country, but to think you’re going to make Montana into
one giant windmill and hydrogen is going to provide the power... [that’s] just simply nuts.”

Zinke Consistently Voted Against Funding For Clean Energy: Zinke’s legislative record showed his
opposition to clean energy. For example, Zinke introduced an amendment in 2023 to prohibit funding for an
executive order that promoted clean energy. Zinke also repeatedly voted against funding for clean energy in
committee, including voting three times to cut $500 million from the Rural Energy for America program, which
funded renewable energy projects for rural small businesses and agricultural producers. Zinke’s committee
votes in 2023 also included votes to cut $3.25 billion in funding for clean energy programs, cut $4.5 billion in
funding for home electrification, defunding the General Services Administration’s electric vehicle and energy
efficiency programs, and defunding the Energy Department’s Office of Energy Efficiency.

Zinke also took numerous votes on the House floor against funding for renewable energy. Zinke voted four
times to cut renewable energy funding, taking votes to cut $50 million, $13 million, and $1.1 billion in funding
from various clean energy programs, and once to cut funding for renewable energy mandates. He also voted
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three times to bar the use of funds for executive orders that promoted clean energy and voted to ban the
Department of Defense from buying renewable energy if it was more expensive than conventional energy.
Moreover, Zinke voted to exclude wind and solar production from a bill that allowed for expedited federal
permitting for new energy production, meaning he supported speeding up permitting for new fossil fuel projects
but not renewables. Zinke also voted to require the Government Accountability Office to publish a report on the
adverse effects of wind energy development in the North Atlantic Planning Area.

» Zinke Opposed Taking Action To Address Climate Change Or Protect The Environment: Zinke voted
dozens of times against addressing climate change and protecting the environment. He claimed climate change was
“not proven science” and that “climate has always changed” while claiming that plastic pollution was more
concerning than greenhouse gas emissions. Zinke also took dozens of votes against regulations concerning
greenhouse gas emissions and air pollution by power plants, voted to cut the EPA’s funding by 40 percent, and took
numerous other votes against climate change initiatives, protecting the ozone, protecting clean water from mining
spills, and more.

e Zinke Repeatedly Downplayed The Importance Of Climate Change In His Public Statements: When
asked about climate change in 2014, Zinke said, “It’s not a hoax, but it’s not proven science either.” He
continued to voice skepticism of climate science in 2016, saying, “The climate is changing; I don’t think you
can deny that. But climate has always changed... [ don’t think there’s any question that man has had an
influence... What that influence is, exactly, is still under scrutiny.” More recently in 2022, Zinke repeatedly
argued that oil and gas would need to be a part of the U.S. energy mix for at least the next 50 years. That year,
the Sidney Herald reported that Zinke “said he’d rather see greenhouse gas-emitting projects developed under
America’s regulatory framework than in poorer countries with laxer standards, and said he’s more concerned
about the environmental impacts associated with poverty and plastics pollution in oceans than carbon dioxide
entering the atmosphere.” Zinke also criticized the Inflation Reduction Act, which was the largest federal
climate package ever passed in the U.S., as a “wish list for the climate change people.”

Zinke also cosponsored a bill calling for the Paris Climate Agreement to be submitted to the Senate for
consideration — which would have required two-thirds support by the Senate, thereby opening the agreement to
being Killed by Republicans. Zinke also sponsored a bill declaring that a carbon tax would be harmful to the
U.S. economy. He also cosponsored five bills to nullify various environmental rules or require reports
concerning the costs of federal environmental laws. These bills included attempts to block EPA standards for
vehicles, heaters and furnaces, and the ozone, alongside bills to require reports on the cost of environmental
laws on electricity bills and the cost of environmental reviews required by the National Environmental
Protection Act.:

» As Interior Secretary, Zinke Conducted A “Soviet Style Purge” Of Senior Climate Staff And Removed
References To Climate Change In Official Reports: Zinke was open about his disdain for the career civil
servants at the Interior Department, claiming that 30 percent of the department was disloyal and comparing the
agency to a pirate ship. Zinke further tanked morale by arbitrarily reassigning senior executive staff from crucial
climate roles to positions they had no experience with, earning him an inspector general investigation and a
whistleblower complaint. Staff reassignment was only one part of Zinke’s efforts to decenter climate change at
Interior; under Zinke, the department’s website was stripped of climate change references and official reports
omitted mentions of “human-caused climate change.”

e Zinke Complained That 30 Percent Of Interior Department Staff Were Disloyal And Tanked Morale
After He Reassigned Dozens Of Senior Employees In Alleged Retaliation For Their Work On Climate
Change: When Zinke arrived at the Interior Department, he claimed that he had “30 percent of the crew that is
not loyal to the flag,” comparing the department to a pirate ship. Experienced civil servants reviled Zinke’s
remarks, including a series of former top Interior executives under presidents Nixon, Ford, Bush, Obama, and
others who wrote a letter defending department employees who “do not swear personal allegiance to individual
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secretaries or to anyone else.” Democratic Rep. Raul Grijalva called for Zinke to apologize to his staff and
reminded Zinke, as a former Navy SEAL, that he “should be well aware that loyalty is earned.”

Rather than attempting to win over his staff, Zinke faced an inspector general investigation after he unilaterally
and arbitrarily reassigned 35 senior department executives, 16 of whom told investigators they viewed their
reassignments as retaliation. While the investigators were unable to conclude whether the staffers were
reassigned as retribution, former climate scientist and department employee Joel Clement filed a whistleblower
complaint and went to the press, claiming that he and other senior employees had been reassigned to less
important roles because they worked on climate change at the department. Clement was reassigned from
protecting an Alaskan village from rising sea levels to overseeing oil and gas lease audits and described Zinke’s
reassignments as a “Soviet-style purge” which afflicted “dozens of executives in one fell swoop.”

Zinke Removed Climate Change References From Official Reports And The Interior Department
Website: In February 2017, the Interior Department’s website featured information about climate change
effects like rising sea levels, pervasive wildfires, and endangered wildlife. The following month, the website’s
content changed to omit all but one mention of “climate change,” replacing informative content with links to
other agency websites on climate change. After the switch, House Science, Space, and Technology Committee
Vice Ranking Member Rep. Don Beyer called on Zinke to take climate change seriously, recalling when Zinke
was “once reasonable” when the two served together in Congress. The censorship continued despite public
backlash, with Democrats calling for an investigation after a 2018 National Park Service report omitted any
references to human-caused climate change. Zinke denied that he had any role in changing the report.

» Zinke Supported Policies To Expand Mineral Mining While Taking Tens Of Thousands In Campaign
Cash From The Industry: Zinke repeatedly supported easing restrictions and expanding leasing on public lands
for mineral mining while raking in $64,000 in campaign donations from the industry over his congressional career.
Zinke self-described as a “pro-mining guy,” and as Interior secretary, he renewed leases for mineral mining on
public lands — including for a South American-owned company with ties to the Trump family — and eased
restrictions on mineral mining near protected spaces. In Congress, Zinke sponsored and voted for legislation to
block mining bans, expand leasing, and expedite permitting for mineral mining on public land.

Throughout His Congressional Career, Zinke Received More Than $64,000 From The Mining Industry:
OpenSecrets found that over the course of his congressional candidacy, Zinke’s campaign accepted $64,000 in
contributions from mining industry companies and their employees.

As Interior Secretary, Zinke Renewed Leases For Mineral Mining For Foreign-Owned Mining
Companies And Eased Restricting On Mineral Mining, Decreasing Protections For Preserved Land:

o Zinke Authorized Copper And Nickel Mining In A Previously Protected Wilderness Area In
Minnesota: In December 2017, Zinke’s Interior Department renewed leases for copper and nickel mining
on the border of Minnesota’s Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness, which had been ruled out by the
Obama administration. The lease was owned by a Chilean mining firm belonging to the family of
billionaire Andronico Luksic, who rented a home to lvanka Trump and her husband, Jared Kushner, in
Washington. The decision shocked some U.S. officials. Democratic Minnesota Rep. Betty McCollum said
that Zinke had assured her earlier that week that he was committed to letting science guide the federal
mining decision, but “Twenty-four hours later, [Zinke] broke his word and issued mining leases footsteps
from the BWCA to a foreign-owned mining company.” McCollum called Zinke’s previous assurances
“worthless and deceitful.”

o Zinke Authorized Sulfide Ore And Copper Mining In Minnesota, Over The Advice Of The Forest
Service: In July 2018, Zinke overruled a Forest Service decision that banned industrial sulfide ore copper
mining near the boundary waters wilderness in Minnesota. The decision was criticized as one that would
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negatively impact the “most visited wilderness area in the nation,” where local communities relied on the
nearly 4,500 jobs generated by the outdoor recreation industry.

Zinke Authorized Mining On Previously Restricted Land Near Multiple National Parks: In March
2018, Zinke announced that the Bureau of Land Management would ease mining restrictions on 1.3 million
acres of land bordering Death Valley and Joshua Tree National Parks. The land had previously been more
tightly regulated. Conservationists expressed concerns that industrial mining interests would push for road
construction in areas of previously preserved wilderness.

In October 2018, Zinke Described Himself As A “Pro-Mining Guy”: Zinke stated, “I’m a Pro mining
guy. I love hardrock mining.” In 2021, Zinke similarly said, “I am pro-mining,” caveating that he did not
support mining adjacent to Yellowstone.

e In Congress, Zinke Repeatedly Sponsored And Voted For Legislation To Ease Mineral Mining
Restrictions And Expand Leasing Of Public Land:

O

Zinke Tried To Block A Ban On Nickel Mining In Minnesota: In 2023, Zinke introduced an amendment
to block the Department of Interior from imposing a 20-year mining ban in northeast Minnesota where
there was a large nickel deposit. Zinke argued, “This mine has critical minerals that are necessary in
combat in defense of this country.”

Zinke Cosponsored Two Bills To Expand Mining On Federal Land: In 2023, Zinke cosponsored two
bills to expand leasing for mineral mining on public land. Specifically, Zinke co-sponsored H.R. 923, a bill
requiring the executive branch to receive congressional approval before delaying oil, gas, or mineral leases
or permits on federal lands. In March 2023, Zinke co-sponsored H.R. 1, a bill expanding and expediting the
production of oil, gas, and minerals on federal lands.

Zinke Cosponsored Two Bills To Expedite Permitting For Mining On Federal Land: In April 2015,
Zinke co-sponsored H.R. 1937, a bill expediting the federal permitting process for domestic mining, and, in
January 2023, Zinke co-sponsored H.R. 209, a bill expediting the federal permitting process for mining on
federal lands.

Zinke Tried To Ensure Mining Continued In A Region Of New Mexico: In July 2023, Zinke co-
sponsored H.R. 4374, a bill nullifying the withdrawal of certain federal lands in San Juan County, New
Mexico, from mining claims.

Zinke Voted Twice In Committee In Favor Of Mineral Leasing On Public Lands: In July 2023, Zinke
voted to preserve language that reinstated hardrock mineral leases in the Superior National Forest, and
Zinke voted to preserve language removing restrictions on mineral and geothermal leasing in Northern
Minnesota.
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Section 1: Zinke Is Bad For
Montana
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Zinke Has Left Montana Behind, Living In His $3.9 Million California

Mansion

A Mountain Of Evidence Indicated That Zinke Lived In Santa Barbara

¢ A Mountain Of Evidence Indicated That Zinke Lived In Santa Barbara, Not Montana: A wide array of press
coverage and public records indicated that Zinke spent much of his time in Santa Barbara, including:

o Property Records: Press coverage from Politico and other outlets noted that the Santa Barbara home
property, which was owned solely by Zinke’s wife, had a homestead tax exemption, indicating that it Was
Lolita Zinke’s primary residence. This was still true as of July 2024. In contrast, Zinke did not claim a
primary residence tax deduction on his home in Whitefish, where he ostensibly lived full-time when not in
D.C.

Moreover, from 2021 to 2024, Zinke listed his wife’s California home as his mailing address on six distinct
property records, with his adult children and wife listing California addresses on an additional six distinct
records that did not involve Zinke himself. Specifically, in 2021, both the quit claim deed and mortgage for
Zinke’s property in Whitefish were signed by Zinke and his wife from Santa Barbara, California. Moreover,
from 2022 to 2024, Zinke’s mailing address was listed as his Santa Barbara address on four property
records for one of his properties in Whitefish. These records included the deed for the property itself, the
property report card, the assessor’s website, and a property appraisal notice.

Five other property records indicated that Zinke’s wife and adult children lived in California. Additionally,
between 2021 and 2024, five property records for property in Lupfer Heights, Montana, that was owned by
Zinke’s wife and his sons, Konrad and Frederick, indicated that their mailing address was in Santa
Barbara. These records included the deed for the property itself, two property appraisal notices, the
property report card, and the assessor’s website.

o Campaign Finance Filings: In 2020, Zinke’s address was listed in Santa Barbara, California, when he
was paid speaker fees by the St. Lucie County Republican Executive Committee in Florida — a fact that has
not been covered by the press. Additionally, a 2022 Politico story noted that Zinke’s wife had listed her
address as being in Santa Barbara multiple times after Zinke resigned from the Trump Administration.

o An SEC Filing: Press coverage noted that an SEC filing of Zinke’s consulting contract with U.S. Gold
Corp. listed his mailing address in Santa Barbara, while also listing his “Main Office” in Whitefish.

o Instagram: Press coverage noted that Zinke appeared numerous times alongside his wife on her Instagram
account, with many of the posts being tagged from Santa Barbara. In one post, Zinke’s wife called him her
“Quarenteammate ” in Santa Barbara, indicating that Zinke did not live in Montana during the COVID-19
pandemic.

o In-Person Reporting: In one Politico article about Zinke’s residency, the reporter wrote that they had
visited Zinke's alleged primary residence in Montana, and that, “EXxiting the property, Nikita Packard
identified herself as Zinke’s son’s 22-year-old girlfriend and told a POLITICO photographer that she lived
in the house, but that Zinke did not. Packard did not say where the former secretary resides permanently,
and she did not respond to later attempts to confirm details. A former tenant of Zinke’s, who until 2019
lived at a rental property of his next door and who asked not to be named for privacy reasons, described
interacting with the Zinkes but said they did not appear to live in the Snowfrog building full-time. [...] The
former Zinke tenant told me the Snowfrog had been used as a multiunit rental property, and two other
Montana sources said they had heard the same.”
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2020: Zinke’s Address Was Listed In Santa Barbara, California When

He Was Paid Speaker Fees By A County’s Republican Executive
Committee In St. Lucie County, Florida

2020: Zinke’s Address Was Listed In Santa Barbara, California When He Was Paid Speaker Fees By A
County’s Republican Executive Committee In St. Lucie County, Florida. [St. Lucie County Campaign Finance
via lllumis Search, accessed 7/18/24]

Ryan Zinke St. Lucie County Contributions

Recipient Recipient Date Candidate Amount Recipient Type
Address
Ryan Zinke Santa Barbara 06/10/2020 Republican $2,853.20 LDD
CA Executive 2020SpeakerFees
Committee
062210

[St. Lucie County Campaign Finance via Illumis Search, accessed 7/18/24]

2021-2024: Zinke Listed His Wife’s California Home As His Mailing
Address On Six Distinct Property Records, With His Children And Wife
Listing California Addresses On An Additional Six Distinct Records

Zinke’s Wife Had A Homestead Exemption On Her Home At 1292 Las Manos
Ln In Santa Barbara, California

2018 — 2024: Lolita Zinke Had A $7,000 Homeowner Exemption On Her Home In Santa Barbara. According
to the County of Santa Barbara Online Property Tax System, Lolita Zinke had a $7,000 homeowner exemption on
her home from 2018 to 2023. [County of Santa Barbara Online Property Tax System, accessed 7/16/24]

Cancelled No No No No No No
Bill Date 09/07/2023 09/13/2022 09/15/2021 09/14/2020 09/16/2019 09/14/2018
Bill Number 20231025886 20221025906 20211025923 20201025953 20191025998 20181026036
Value Type Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual Annual
Bill Type Secured Secured Secured Secured Secured Secured
TaxYear-BillYear 2023-2023 2022-2022 2021-2021 2020-2020 2019-2019 2018-2018
Land $109,923 $107,768 $105,655 $104,572 $102,522 $100,512
Improvements $157,308 $154,224 $151,200 $149,650 $146,716 $143,840
Trade Fixtures $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Personal Property $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Penalties $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Gross Value $267,231 $261,992 $256,855 $254,222 $249,238 $244,352
HomeOwner Exemp $7,000 $7,000 $7,000 $7,000 $7,000 $7,000

[County of Santa Barbara Online Property Tax System, accessed 7/16/24]

Press Coverage Highlighted Numerous Pieces Of Evidence That Zinke
Lived In Santa Barbara, Rather Than Montana



https://mytaxes.sbtaxes.org/WebPages/PropertySearch.aspx?SearchParameterList=Secured-AddressAll&SearchString=1292%20LAS%20MANOS%20LN,%20SANTA%20BARBARA%20CA%2093109&SearchStringDisplayed=1292%20LAS%20MANOS%20LN,%20SANTA%20BARBARA%20CA%2093109
https://mytaxes.sbtaxes.org/WebPages/PropertySearch.aspx?SearchParameterList=Secured-AddressAll&SearchString=1292%20LAS%20MANOS%20LN,%20SANTA%20BARBARA%20CA%2093109&SearchStringDisplayed=1292%20LAS%20MANOS%20LN,%20SANTA%20BARBARA%20CA%2093109
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Zinke’s Wife Claimed A Homestead Tax Exemption On Her Property In Santa
Barbara, While Zinke Did Not Claim One On His Alleged Primary Residence In
Whitefish

May 2022: When Zinke Ran For Election, The Zinkes Used Their Santa Barbara Address As A Mailing
Address And They Had A Homeowner Exemption Property Tax Deduction On Their California Home,
Which California Law Stated Had To Be For The “Place At Which They Intend To Live Permanently.”
Politico reported, “Ryan Zinke, the former Trump Interior secretary now running for Congress again in Montana,
has long faced questions about whether he lives in the state or in California. Now, new tax records uncovered by
POLITICO show that Zinke’s wife has designated the home she inherited years ago from her parents in Santa
Barbara as her primary residence, as he wages a comeback campaign a thousand-plus miles north and east. When
Zinke filed his candidacy papers with the Federal Election Commission, he listed his family house in Whitefish,
Montana, as his place of residence. But he and his wife have used Lola Zinke’s home in Santa Barbara as a mailing
address for fundraising invitations, Lola’s own campaign contributions and a business contract his consulting firm
filed with the Securities and Exchange Commission. Meanwhile, a tax filing submitted with the Santa Barbara
county government shows a homeowner exemption for the California home for the fiscal year that started last July.
The exemption, which offers a $7,000 deduction on property value assessments, applies to homes that ‘must have
been the principal place of residence of the owner’ at the beginning of the calendar year. ‘Where a husband and
wife have more than one residence, their principal residence is the residence at the place at which they intend to live
permanently,” according to a California state statute.” [Politico, 5/13/22]

e May 2022: Politico Reported That Zinke’s Wife, Lola Zinke, Had Claimed A Home In California As Her
Primary Residence To Obtain A $7,000 Deduction On Property Value Assessments For Tax Purposes.
The Billings Gazette reported, “Lola Zinke, the wife of Montana congressional candidate Ryan Zinke,
designated a home in California as her primary residence for tax purposes, according to a new report from
Politico, that is sure to provide fodder for political opponents. In an interview Friday with the Montana State
News Bureau, Ryan Zinke said the residence is her legal primary residence but that his legal residence is and
has been in Montana. Lola Zinke has a long family history at the California property and currently operates a
business there. A tax filing obtained by Politico shows that last August Lola Zinke received a homeowner tax
exemption for the home in Santa Barbara County. The exemption offers a $7,000 deduction on property value
assessments, with regulations stating that homes ‘must have been the principal place of residence of the owner’
at the beginning of the calendar year.” [Billings Gazette, 5/14/22]

e Zinke Did Not Have A Homestead Declaration On His Home In Whitefish, Montana. Politico reported,
“Ryan Zinke, the former Trump Interior secretary now running for Congress again in Montana, has long faced
guestions about whether he lives in the state or in California. Now, new tax records uncovered by POLITICO
show that Zinke’s wife has designated the home she inherited years ago from her parents in Santa Barbara as
her primary residence, as he wages a comeback campaign a thousand-plus miles north and east. [...] But
Zinke’s residence could be a big political issue as he tries to rejoin Congress. In Montana, there’s enough
wariness of outsiders that Democrats in 2018 tagged then-GOP Senate candidate and now-Rep. Matt Rosendale
as ‘Maryland Matt” — even though he’d moved to Montana a decade-and-a-half earlier. The Zinkes have listed
the California home as their mailing address several times since he decamped from Interior in January 2018.
Examples include federal campaign donation forms and an SEC filing of his consulting business’ contract with
mining company US Gold Corp. Ryan Zinke lists a home in Whitefish as his address on his campaign
paperwork. County tax records show that Whitefish home as being the mailing address for Continental Divide
International LLC, the consulting firm that Zinke operates, Great Northern Veterans Peace Park, the non-profit
Zinke’s family runs, and other businesses. But a search through the recorder’s office at Flathead County, where
Whitefish is located, shows no homestead declaration for a primary residence for Zinke.” [Politico, 5/13/22]

An SEC Filing Of Zinke’s Consulting Contract With U.S. Gold Corp Listed The
Couple’s Santa Barbara Home As His Mailing Address


https://www.politico.com/news/2022/05/13/zinkes-wife-primary-residence-california-montana-00032405
https://www.politico.com/news/2022/05/13/zinkes-wife-primary-residence-california-montana-00032405
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Politico: “The Zinkes Have Listed The California Home As Their Mailing Address Several Times Since He
Decamped From Interior In January 2018. Examples Include Federal Campaign Donation Forms And An
SEC Filing Of His Consulting Business’ Contract With Mining Company US Gold Corp.” Politico reported,
“But Zinke’s residence could be a big political issue as he tries to rejoin Congress. In Montana, there’s enough
wariness of outsiders that Democrats in 2018 tagged then-GOP Senate candidate and now-Rep. Matt Rosendale as
‘Maryland Matt’ — even though he’d moved to Montana a decade-and-a-half earlier. The Zinkes have listed the
California home as their mailing address several times since he decamped from Interior in January 2018. Examples
include federal campaign donation forms and an SEC filing of his consulting business’ contract with mining
company US Gold Corp.” [Politico, 5/13/22]

Zinke Repeatedly Appeared In Santa Barbara On His Wife’s Instagram
Account

October 2021: Locals Said That Zinke Did Not Have A Noticeable Presence In Whitefish, And Zinke’s Wife
Made An Instagram Post Calling Zinke Her “Quarenteammate” In Santa Barbara. Politico reported, “Ryan
Zinke likes to tout his fifth-generation Montana roots. [...] But his opponents have seized on a weak point for a
politician running as a son of Montana. Instagram photos of the Zinkes in Montana. ‘We really haven’t seen him in
Montana,” said Cora Neumann, a Democrat from Bozeman who is one of four candidates running against Zinke so
far. [...] Since then, several locals I spoke with said he has not been a noticeable presence in Whitefish. Lolita
Zinke’s photos on Instagram show that in recent years she and her family have bought Christmas trees, celebrated
Easter, worked on backyard renovations and gone horseback riding in and around the beachside enclave of Santa
Barbara, which is two hours north of Los Angeles and home to celebrities including Ellen DeGeneres and Meghan
Markle. The Zinkes also appear to have quarantined together in Santa Barbara, with Lolita posting a photo of a
shirtless Zinke on Memorial Day 2020, alongside a caption referring to him as ‘my quarenteammate’ and the
hashtags #godblessamerica #workoutmotivation and, puzzlingly, #bengazi. (The Instagram account is private, but
Lolita accepted my request to follow her from an account where | identify myself as a journalist.) Lolita was born
and raised in Santa Barbara. Property records show she owns two parcels on more than 10 acres in a community
locals call The Mesa because of the table-like formation the hill makes as it juts out over the Pacific Ocean.”

[Politico, 10/8/21]

Zinke’s Son’s Girlfriend Told A Reporter That She Lived In Zinke’s Montana
Home And That Zinke Did Not, Which Zinke’s Campaign Denied, Despite
Multiple Sources Claiming That The Property Was A Rental

October 2021: Zinke’s Son’s Girlfriend Said That She Lived In Zinke’s Montana Home But That Zinke Did
Not, And A Former Tenant Of Zinke Said That The Zinkes Did Not Live In Their Snowfrog Building Full-
Time. Politico reported, “Ryan Zinke likes to tout his fifth-generation Montana roots. [...] But his opponents have
seized on a weak point for a politician running as a son of Montana. Instagram photos of the Zinkes in Montana.
“We really haven’t seen him in Montana,” said Cora Neumann, a Democrat from Bozeman who is one of four
candidates running against Zinke so far. [...] In 2013, Zinke petitioned the city of Whitefish to let him convert the
home he and his wife had built into a bed-and-breakfast; that didn’t happen, but a sign outside still advertises the
building as The Snowfrog Inn. On a 98-degree day over the summer, there were several cars and trucks parked in
the driveway of the building. Exiting the property, Nikita Packard identified herself as Zinke’s son’s 22-year-old
girlfriend and told a POLITICO photographer that she lived in the house, but that Zinke did not. Packard did not
say where the former secretary resides permanently, and she did not respond to later attempts to confirm details. A
former tenant of Zinke’s, who until 2019 lived at a rental property of his next door and who asked not to be named
for privacy reasons, described interacting with the Zinkes but said they did not appear to live in the Snowfrog
building full-time.” [Politico, 10/8/21]

e Politico: “The Former Zinke Tenant Told Me The Snowfrog Had Been Used As A Multiunit Rental
Property, And Two Other Montana Sources Said They Had Heard The Same. But In Comments To
Politico, The Zinke Campaign Said One Portion Of The Property Had Been Rented Only ‘Briefly’ When


https://www.politico.com/news/2022/05/13/zinkes-wife-primary-residence-california-montana-00032405
https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2021/10/08/ryan-zinke-congress-montana-santa-barbara-2022-514780
https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2021/10/08/ryan-zinke-congress-montana-santa-barbara-2022-514780
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Zinke Was At Interior And That Packard ‘Does Not And Never Has Lived At The Zinkes’ Home’ And
Was Likely Visiting Zinke’s Son.” The Politico reported, “Speaking on behalf of the campaign, a consultant
said the idea that Zinke does not live in Montana is ‘absurd.” ‘It’s flat out wrong. All the Pinocchios,” Heather
Swift wrote through a Twitter direct message. ‘He travelled a lot for work and pleasure but he still lived in
Montana. It’s not a hard concept.” Swift said Zinke’s permanent residence for years has been the site of the
Snowfrog Inn. The former Zinke tenant told me the Snowfrog had been used as a multiunit rental property, and
two other Montana sources said they had heard the same. But in comments to POLITICO, the Zinke campaign
said one portion of the property had been rented only ‘briefly’ when Zinke was at Interior and that Packard
‘does not and never has lived at the Zinkes’ home’ and was likely visiting Zinke’s son. The campaign did not
respond when asked whether Zinke lives at the Snowfrog full-time.” [Politico, 10/8/21]

In Response, Zinke Claimed That His Wife Lived In California And He
Lived In Montana, An Explanation That One Law Professor Called “A
Hard Sell To Any Tax Authority”

Zinke Claimed That His Wife Lived In California Full Time And That
He Lived In Montana Full Time, Claiming That The California Property
Was Owned Solely By His Wife And That They Both Traveled Back And
Forth To See Each Other

May 2022: Politico Reported That Zinke’s Wife, Lola Zinke, Had Claimed A Home In California As Her
Primary Residence To Obtain A $7,000 Deduction On Property Value Assessments For Tax Purposes. The
Billings Gazette reported, “Lola Zinke, the wife of Montana congressional candidate Ryan Zinke, designated a
home in California as her primary residence for tax purposes, according to a new report from Politico, that is sure to
provide fodder for political opponents. In an interview Friday with the Montana State News Bureau, Ryan Zinke
said the residence is her legal primary residence but that his legal residence is and has been in Montana. Lola Zinke
has a long family history at the California property and currently operates a business there. A tax filing obtained by
Politico shows that last August Lola Zinke received a homeowner tax exemption for the home in Santa Barbara
County. The exemption offers a $7,000 deduction on property value assessments, with regulations stating that
homes ‘must have been the principal place of residence of the owner’ at the beginning of the calendar year.”
[Billings Gazette, 5/14/22]

¢ In Response, Zinke Claimed That His Legal Residence Was In Montana, But His Wife’s Was In
California, As She Operated A Business In California And Had A Long Family History In The State. The
Billings Gazette reported, “Lola Zinke, the wife of Montana congressional candidate Ryan Zinke, designated a
home in California as her primary residence for tax purposes, according to a new report from Politico, that is
sure to provide fodder for political opponents. In an interview Friday with the Montana State News Bureau,
Ryan Zinke said the residence is her legal primary residence but that his legal residence is and has been in
Montana. Lola Zinke has a long family history at the California property and currently operates a business
there. A tax filing obtained by Politico shows that last August Lola Zinke received a homeowner tax exemption
for the home in Santa Barbara County. The exemption offers a $7,000 deduction on property value
assessments, with regulations stating that homes ‘must have been the principal place of residence of the owner’
at the beginning of the calendar year.” [Billings Gazette, 5/14/22]

e Zinke: “Lola Pays California Taxes, So We Operate Exactly Under The Law Within The Guidelines Of
The Homestead Act... It Wasn’t Mine, It Was Lola’s.” The Billings Gazette reported, “Politico further
reports that the Zinkes had listed the California home as their mailing address on various legal forms. [...] The
issue of how strong Ryan Zinke’s ties are to Montana has been a long-simmering political issue in the state,
with political opponents questioning how much time he spends in California compared to Whitefish. [...] Lola
Zinke inherited the Santa Barbara property years ago following the death of her mother. Ryan Zinke said his



https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2021/10/08/ryan-zinke-congress-montana-santa-barbara-2022-514780
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wife is the sole owner of the property, while the couple owns properties in Whitefish that have been in Ryan
Zinke’s family for years. The former Secretary of the Interior also owns property as part of a family partnership
in Whitefish. ‘Lola pays California taxes, so we operate exactly under the law within the guidelines of the
Homestead Act,” Ryan Zinke said Friday, adding that the property became her legal primary residence when
she took over the title. ‘It wasn’t mine, it was Lola’s.”” [Billings Gazette, 5/14/22]

e Zinke Said He Did Spend Time At The California Property Working On Wildfire Mitigation And That
He And His Wife Went Back And Forth Between Montana And California, Calling His Wife “A Person
In Her Own Right.” The Billings Gazette reported, “Ryan Zinke does go to the property, where he says he has
done a lot of work on things like wildfire mitigation. Ryan Zinke said the couple has been supportive of each
other, going back and forth between Montana and California, or meeting in other places to allow them both to
pursue career goals and maintain ties to both their families’ properties. ‘I don’t think a husband worth his merit
would do anything less,” he said. © ... She loves me and I’'m her husband but she loves that property too.” While
publicly Lola Zinke often thought of as only his wife, Ryan Zinke said she is an accomplished attorney and
business woman. ‘Lola’s a person in her own right,” he said. ‘... She’s a force of nature.” The Zinkes’ main
property in Whitefish is his grandmother’s former home, which was remodeled as a bed and breakfast. Ryan
Zinke said it took several years working through city zoning and the couple had planned to open the business
before he was nominated as Interior secretary. ‘That has been our residence,” he said. The Zinkes also own
adjacent property in Whitefish and Ryan Zinke owns property with his sister as well, he said.” [Billings
Gazette, 5/14/22]

Zinke: “The Idea That I’m Not A Montanan, That’s Absurd. ... What Became, I Think, Inappropriate, Is ...
My Wife Has Her Property In Santa Barbara, Which She Inherited, And My Wife Has Also Has A Right To
Work.” The Independent Record reported, “It was clear in a post-election interview that dings over his residency
were top of mind for Zinke. ‘The idea that ’'m not a Montanan, that’s absurd. ... What became, I think,
inappropriate, is ... my wife has her property in Santa Barbara, which she inherited, and my wife has also has a
right to work,” Zinke said. ‘We’ve been married almost 30 years, we’ve raised children in our house in Montana. ...
I’ve been a congressman, a state (representative), same house, you know, all the all the way through. But my wife
and I are both passionate about her ability to keep her family’s property intact. And it’s not easy.” On his poor
performance in Flathead County, Zinke cited low voter turnout working in concert with the ads against him.
Turnout statewide was 39.2%, while it was 35.65% in the Flathead. That’s down from 41% there in the 2018
midterm and up from 29% in 2014. “You throw enough mud, sure, it began to stick,” Zinke said.” [Independent
Record, 6/12/22]

o Zinke: “We’ve Been Married Almost 30 Years, We’ve Raised Children In Our House In Montana. ...
I’ve Been A Congressman, A State (Representative), Same House, You Know, All The All The Way
Through. But My Wife And | Are Both Passionate About Her Ability To Keep Her Family’s Property
Intact.” The Independent Record reported, “It was clear in a post-election interview that dings over his
residency were top of mind for Zinke. ‘The idea that I’'m not a Montanan, that’s absurd. ... What became, I
think, inappropriate, is ... my wife has her property in Santa Barbara, which she inherited, and my wife has also
has a right to work,” Zinke said. ‘We’ve been married almost 30 years, we’ve raised children in our house in
Montana. ... I’ve been a congressman, a state (representative), same house, you know, all the all the way
through. But my wife and I are both passionate about her ability to keep her family’s property intact. And it’s
not easy.” On his poor performance in Flathead County, Zinke cited low voter turnout working in concert with
the ads against him. Turnout statewide was 39.2%, while it was 35.65% in the Flathead. That’s down from 41%
there in the 2018 midterm and up from 29% in 2014. “You throw enough mud, sure, it began to stick,” Zinke
said.” [Independent Record, 6/12/22]
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A Law Professor At The University Of Virginia Said, “It Would Be A
Hard Sell To Any Tax Authority That The Candidate And His Wife Do
Not Have The Same Primary Residence (Assuming They Are Not
Separated)”

A Law Professor At The University Of Virginia Said, “It Would Be A Hard Sell To Any Tax Authority That
The Candidate And His Wife Do Not Have The Same Primary Residence (Assuming They Are Not
Separated).” Politico reported, “Ryan Zinke, the former Trump Interior secretary now running for Congress again
in Montana, has long faced questions about whether he lives in the state or in California. Now, new tax records
uncovered by POLITICO show that Zinke’s wife has designated the home she inherited years ago from her parents
in Santa Barbara as her primary residence, as he wages a comeback campaign a thousand-plus miles north and east.
[...] A home being considered the primary residence for one spouse would normally indicate that it is the primary
residence of both spouses, said Andrew Hayashi, director of the Virginia Center for Tax Law at the University of
Virginia Law School. ‘The details for determining residency will depend on the state or local laws, but | would
think that it would be a hard sell to any tax authority that the candidate and his wife do not have the same primary
residence (assuming they are not separated),” Hayashi said via email. The issue has become one of the main
political weapons some of Zinke’s competitors in the Republican primary have used against him. ‘This is just
another example of Ryan not being fully honest and transparent with the people of Montana about where exactly he
lives,” said Montana state Sen. Albert Olszewski, who is Zinke’s main rival in the June 7 primary. ‘What I’ve
heard across the state is people just saying “look, Ryan doesn’t even live here, Ryan lives in California,”” said
Olszewski, who frequently mentions the residency issue in campaign stump speeches.” [Politico, 5/13/22]

Zinke’s Wife’s House In Santa Barbara Was Far Larger, More
Expensive, And Nicer Than His So-Called Primary Residence In
Whitefish

2024: The Zinke’s 3 Bed, 3 Bath, 2,622 Square Foot Santa Barbara
Home Had An Estimated Value Of $3.9 Million, And May Have Been
Situated On Land Worth As Much As $25 Million

Zinke’s Wife’s House In Santa Barbara Was Far More Expensive And Nicer Than Zinke’s So-Called
Primary Residence In Whitefish: Zinke’s California house was far nicer than his Montana house. Zillow
indicated that the Zinkes’ Santa Barbara property had an estimated value of $3,967,700, a value in line with Zinke’s
most recent financial disclosure, which indicated the property had a value between $1 million and $5 million.
Additionally, Zillow estimated that if the Santa Barbara property were rented, it would fetch a whopping $12,737
per month — more than seven times the median rent in Montana, which was $1,800 in July 2024. A Google Maps
satellite view suggested that the house was also situated on a large plot of surrounding land.

In contrast, Zinke’s property in Whitefish — his primary residence, according to his voter registration, political
contributions, FEC filings, spokesperson, and Zinke himself — was assessed to be worth $910,500 in 2024, with
Zillow estimating that the property would fetch rent of $1,535 a month.

2022: Zinke Reported That His Wife’s Property In Santa Barbara Was Worth
Between $1 Million And $5 Million

2022: Zinke Reported That His Wife’s Property In Santa Barbara Was Worth Between $1 Million And $5
Million. [United States House Financial Disclosures, Ryan Zinke Amended Member Report, filed 5/13/23]

Zinke 2022 Financial Disclosure Assets



https://www.politico.com/news/2022/05/13/zinkes-wife-primary-residence-california-montana-00032405
https://disclosures-clerk.house.gov/public_disc/financial-pdfs/2022/10053424.pdf
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Asset Owner | Min Value Max Value Income Income Income
Type(s) Current Preceding
Year Year
Hand Property [RP] SP $1,000,001 $5,000,000 None N/A N/A

LOCATION: SANTA
BARBARA, CA, US

DESCRIPTION: Hand
Family Residence

LC Hand Holdings SP $5,000,000 | $25,000,000 | Rent $50001 - $50001 -
[RP] $100000 $100000

LOCATION: Santa
Barbara, CA, US

DESCRIPTION:
Family Rental
Property

Grand Total $7,833,014 | $33,846,000 $77,508 - $70,006 -
$185,600 $165,600

[United States House Financial Disclosures, Ryan Zinke Amended Member Report, filed 5/13/23]

Montana’s Median Rent Was $1,800 A Month

As Of July 2024, Montana’s Median Rent Was $1,800 A Month. [Zillow, accessed 7/18/24]

Montana Rental Market

Choose another area All beds v | ‘ All home types v

ast updated July 16, 2024

Market Summary

The median rent for all bedrooms and all property types in Montana is $1,800.

Median Rent Month-Cver-Month Change Year-Over-Year Change Available Rentals

$1,800 -$35 -$100 1,543

Source: Zillow Rentals Data

[Zillow, accessed 7/18/24]

Reporting About Zinke’s Residency Indicated That His Primary Residence
Was The Home That He Tried To Convert Into The Snowfrog Inn

Politico: “In 2013, Zinke Petitioned The City Of Whitefish To Let Him Convert The Home He And His Wife
Had Built Into A Bed-And-Breakfast; That Didn’t Happen, But A Sign Outside Still Advertises The Building
As The Snowfrog Inn.” Politico reported, “When I contacted Zinke’s campaign to ask about his residence, I was
told he still lives in his hometown of Whitefish, at the address given on his April FEC campaign filing. In July, |
flew to Montana and drove to that address, a handsome, two-story, chalet-style home within walking distance of
downtown. In 2013, Zinke petitioned the city of Whitefish to let him convert the home he and his wife had built
into a bed-and-breakfast; that didn’t happen, but a sign outside still advertises the building as The Snowfrog Inn.


https://disclosures-clerk.house.gov/public_disc/financial-pdfs/2022/10053424.pdf
https://www.zillow.com/rental-manager/market-trends/mt/
https://www.zillow.com/rental-manager/market-trends/mt/
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On a 98-degree day over the summer, there were several cars and trucks parked in the driveway of the building.
Exiting the property, Nikita Packard identified herself as Zinke’s son’s 22-year-old girlfriend and told a POLITICO
photographer that she lived in the house, but that Zinke did not. Packard did not say where the former secretary
resides permanently, and she did not respond to later attempts to confirm details. A former tenant of Zinke’s, who
until 2019 lived at a rental property of his next door and who asked not to be named for privacy reasons, described
interacting with the Zinkes but said they did not appear to live in the Snowfrog building full-time.” [Politico,
10/8/21]

e Politico: “Speaking On Behalf Of The Campaign, A Consultant Said The Idea That Zinke Does Not Live
In Montana Is ‘Absurd.’ ‘It’s Flat Out Wrong. All The Pinocchios,” Heather Swift Wrote Through A
Twitter Direct Message. [...] Swift Said Zinke’s Permanent Residence For Years Has Been The Site Of
The Snowfrog Inn.” The Politico reported, “Speaking on behalf of the campaign, a consultant said the idea
that Zinke does not live in Montana is ‘absurd.’ ‘It’s flat out wrong. All the Pinocchios,” Heather Swift wrote
through a Twitter direct message. ‘He travelled a lot for work and pleasure but he still lived in Montana. It’s not
a hard concept.” Swift said Zinke’s permanent residence for years has been the site of the Snowfrog Inn. The
former Zinke tenant told me the Snowfrog had been used as a multiunit rental property, and two other Montana
sources said they had heard the same. But in comments to POLITICO, the Zinke campaign said one portion of
the property had been rented only ‘briefly’ when Zinke was at Interior and that Packard ‘does not and never has
lived at the Zinkes” home’ and was likely visiting Zinke’s son. The campaign did not respond when asked
whether Zinke lives at the Snowfrog full-time.” [Politico, 10/8/21]

e Politico: “The Former Zinke Tenant Told Me The Snowfrog Had Been Used As A Multiunit Rental
Property, And Two Other Montana Sources Said They Had Heard The Same. But In Comments To
Politico, The Zinke Campaign Said One Portion Of The Property Had Been Rented Only ‘Briefly’ When
Zinke Was At Interior And That Packard ‘Does Not And Never Has Lived At The Zinkes’ Home’ And
Was Likely Visiting Zinke’s Son.” The Politico reported, “Speaking on behalf of the campaign, a consultant
said the idea that Zinke does not live in Montana is ‘absurd.” ‘It’s flat out wrong. All the Pinocchios,” Heather
Swift wrote through a Twitter direct message. ‘He travelled a lot for work and pleasure but he still lived in
Montana. It’s not a hard concept.” Swift said Zinke’s permanent residence for years has been the site of the
Snowfrog Inn. The former Zinke tenant told me the Snowfrog had been used as a multiunit rental property, and
two other Montana sources said they had heard the same. But in comments to POLITICO, the Zinke campaign
said one portion of the property had been rented only “briefly” when Zinke was at Interior and that Packard
‘does not and never has lived at the Zinkes’ home’ and was likely visiting Zinke’s son. The campaign did not
respond when asked whether Zinke lives at the Snowfrog full-time.” [Politico, 10/8/21]

Zinke Himself Claimed That His Personal Residence Was The Home He Had
Tried To Remodel Into A Bed And Breakfast

2022: Zinke Claimed That His Personal Residence In Montana Was His Grandmother’s Former Home,
Which He Had Attempted To Remodel As A Bed And Breakfast Before Abandoning The Plan After Years
Of Working Through City Zoning. The Billings Gazette reported, “Ryan Zinke does go to the property, where he
says he has done a lot of work on things like wildfire mitigation. Ryan Zinke said the couple has been supportive of
each other, going back and forth between Montana and California, or meeting in other places to allow them both to
pursue career goals and maintain ties to both their families’ properties. ‘I don’t think a husband worth his merit
would do anything less,” he said. © ... She loves me and I’'m her husband but she loves that property too.” While
publicly Lola Zinke often thought of as only his wife, Ryan Zinke said she is an accomplished attorney and
business woman. ‘Lola’s a person in her own right,” he said. ‘... She’s a force of nature.” The Zinkes’ main property
in Whitefish is his grandmother’s former home, which was remodeled as a bed and breakfast. Ryan Zinke said it
took several years working through city zoning and the couple had planned to open the business before he was
nominated as Interior secretary. ‘That has been our residence,’ he said. The Zinkes also own adjacent property in
Whitefish and Ryan Zinke owns property with his sister as well, he said.” [Billings Gazette, 5/14/22]


https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2021/10/08/ryan-zinke-congress-montana-santa-barbara-2022-514780
https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2021/10/08/ryan-zinke-congress-montana-santa-barbara-2022-514780
https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2021/10/08/ryan-zinke-congress-montana-santa-barbara-2022-514780
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Zinke’s Proposed “Solutions” To Montana’s Housing Crisis Included

Handouts To His Developer Donors And Longer Mortgages That
Would Prevent People From Ever Fully Owning Their Homes

Zinke Called For Offering 50 Year Mortgages To Solve The Housing
Crisis, Which Would Force Borrowers To Pay More In Interest And
Reduce Their Ability Ever Fully Own Their Homes

Zinke Repeatedly Called For Offering 50 Year Mortgages As A Solution
For Housing Affordability

2022: Zinke Said He Supported Opening Federal Financing Programs To More Types Of Housing And
Offering 50-Year Mortgages To Address Affordability. The Billings Gazette reported, “Zinke has also proposed
ideas to address housing affordability, such as opening up federal financing programs to more types of housing, or
offering 50-year mortgages. ‘I hear a lot about affordable housing, just the concern that property values have gone
up, that means taxes will go up, rental costs have gone up, it’s the lack of ability and affordability of housing across
the board,” he said in an interview.” [Billings Gazette, 10/16/22]

2022: Zinke Said 50 Year Mortgages Would Reduce Monthly Loan Payments And Would Make It So That
People Would Be Able To Buy A Home. The Billings Gazette The Billings Gazette reported, “The housing crisis
is unmistakable in the Clark Fork Valley as it is for the rest of the state, and Zinke endorses cutting regulations
where possible and backing purchases of condos or other multi-family units with federal mortgage programs. He
also supports offering 50-year mortgages, touting the ability to bring monthly loan payments down, although critics
note that overall payments would rise over the life of the loan compared to a standard 15- or 30-year mortgage. ‘It
doesn’t mean people are going to live in a house for 50 years, it just means they’re able to buy and I can tell you,
most Americans, how you build long-term wealth is you own a home,” he said.” [Billings Gazette, 11/6/22]

Critics Slammed Zinke For Backing Mortgages That Would Have
Longer, Higher Interest Payments That Would Effectively Guarantee
That Buyers Could Never Own Their Home

Billings Gazette: “Critics Note That Overall Payments Would Rise Over The Life Of The Loan Compared
To A Standard 15- Or 30-Year Mortgage.” The Billings Gazette The Billings Gazette reported, “The housing
crisis is unmistakable in the Clark Fork Valley as it is for the rest of the state, and Zinke endorses cutting
regulations where possible and backing purchases of condos or other multi-family units with federal mortgage
programs. He also supports offering 50-year mortgages, touting the ability to bring monthly loan payments down,
although critics note that overall payments would rise over the life of the loan compared to a standard 15- or 30-
year mortgage. ‘It doesn’t mean people are going to live in a house for 50 years, it just means they’re able to buy
and | can tell you, most Americans, how you build long-term wealth is you own a home,” he said.” [Billings
Gazette, 11/6/22]

2023: Zinke’s Democratic Opponent, Monica Tranel, Slammed His Proposal For 50-Year Mortgages In An
Op-Ed, Arguing, “A 50-Year Mortgage Locks Buyers Into Longer, Higher Debt, Essentially Guarantees The
Buyer Will Never Actually Own Their Home, And Limits The Equity They Will Obtain.” According to an op-
ed by Monica Tranel in the Ravalli Republic, “Western Montana is facing huge population growth and increasing
housing costs. For folks whose homes are valued at over $400,000, the temporary rebate doesn’t cover the
permanent increase on your property taxes beginning this November. The 2023 median value of a home in
Flathead, Gallatin, Madison and Missoula counties is well north of that. The tiny band-aid of a temporary rebate
does nothing to help. Ryan Zinke’s ‘answer’ is 50-year mortgages. A 50-year mortgage locks buyers into longer,
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higher debt, essentially guarantees the buyer will never actually own their home, and limits the equity they will
obtain. Zinke’s pandering to corporate profits is nothing new, but be clear: Zinke’s ‘solution’ does not help
homeowners but ensures large corporate lenders make more money.” [Ravalli Republic, Op-Ed, 8/22/23]

e Tranel: “Zinke’s Pandering To Corporate Profits Is Nothing New, But Be Clear: Zinke’s ‘Solution’ Does
Not Help Homeowners But Ensures Large Corporate Lenders Make More Money.” According to an op-
ed by Monica Tranel in the Ravalli Republic, “Western Montana is facing huge population growth and
increasing housing costs. For folks whose homes are valued at over $400,000, the temporary rebate doesn’t
cover the permanent increase on your property taxes beginning this November. The 2023 median value of a
home in Flathead, Gallatin, Madison and Missoula counties is well north of that. The tiny band-aid of a
temporary rebate does nothing to help. Ryan Zinke’s ‘answer’ is 50-year mortgages. A 50-year mortgage locks
buyers into longer, higher debt, essentially guarantees the buyer will never actually own their home, and limits
the equity they will obtain. Zinke’s pandering to corporate profits is nothing new, but be clear: Zinke’s

‘solution’ does not help homeowners but ensures large corporate lenders make more money.” [Ravalli
Republic, Op-Ed, 8/22/23]

Zinke Called For A Regulatory Holiday And Cutting Costs For Builders,
A Clear Giveaway For Developers

2022: Zinke Said, “The Answer To Montana’s Housing Crisis Is Not
More Government Housing. The Answer Is To Get Government Out Of
The Way And Reduce Costs And Timelines For Builders”

2022: Zinke Said, “The Answer To Montana’s Housing Crisis Is Not More Government Housing. The
Answer Is To Get Government Out Of The Way And Reduce Costs And Timelines For Builders.” The
Montana Free Press reported, “Q4: Housing costs are an increasing concern for many Montanans. What federal
action would you support to promote housing affordability in Montana? Ryan Zinke (R) The answer to Montana’s
housing crisis is not more government housing. The answer is to get government out of the way and reduce costs
and timelines for builders. The federal government can take action to promote the affordable and stable supply of
building materials to include implementing a series of regulatory holidays, increasing domestic production of raw
materials and minerals, and ending covid-era policies and spending that are driving up inflation. We also need
meaningful permitting relief; lengthy and costly permitting processes also unnecessarily tie up construction
projects.” [Montana Free Press, 9/1/22]

Zinke: “The Federal Government Can Take Action To Promote The
Affordable And Stable Supply Of Building Materials To Include
Implementing A Series Of Regulatory Holidays, Increasing Domestic
Production Of Raw Materials And Minerals, And Ending Covid-Era
Policies And Spending That Are Driving Up Inflation”

Zinke: “The Federal Government Can Take Action To Promote The Affordable And Stable Supply Of
Building Materials To Include Implementing A Series Of Regulatory Holidays, Increasing Domestic
Production Of Raw Materials And Minerals, And Ending Covid-Era Policies And Spending That Are
Driving Up Inflation.” The Montana Free Press reported, “Q4: Housing costs are an increasing concern for many
Montanans. What federal action would you support to promote housing affordability in Montana? Ryan Zinke (R)
The answer to Montana’s housing crisis is not more government housing. The answer is to get government out of
the way and reduce costs and timelines for builders. The federal government can take action to promote the
affordable and stable supply of building materials to include implementing a series of regulatory holidays,
increasing domestic production of raw materials and minerals, and ending covid-era policies and spending that are


https://montanafreepress.org/2022/09/01/western-montana-us-house-candidates-on-the-issues/
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driving up inflation. We also need meaningful permitting relief; lengthy and costly permitting processes also
unnecessarily tie up construction projects.” [Montana Free Press, 9/1/22]

Regulatory Holidays Were Periods During Which Private Firms Were
Temporarily Exempted From Regulation To Foster Investments Under
Uncertain Conditions And Were Criticized For Benefiting Large
Companies That Received Preferential Treatment

Regulatory Holidays Were Periods During Which Private Firms Were Temporarily Exempted From
Regulation To Foster Investments Under Uncertain Conditions. According to a paper published by researchers
at the University of Groningen SOM Research School, “However, in recent years stakeholders have argued that
with high powered incentive regulation, firms postpone socially efficient investments in durable assets, especially
in risky environments, and that a different form of regulation is necessary. For instance, in response to large
investment needs, the UK electricity and gas regulator OFGEM modernized its price cap mechanism by explicitly
taking into account these investment needs.2 European energy directives allow specific network investments to be
exempted from regulation in order to foster investments if uncertainty is large in a regime which is often called a
‘regulatory holiday’.3 For the telecom sector, ETNO, the industry association representing European telecom
operators, recommends relaxing access regulation, as it sees it as the main reason for European infrastructure
investments lagging those in the U.S.” [University of Groningen SOM Research School, 2016]

e Regulatory Holidays Were Often Used To Finance Public Infrastructure, But Produced Monopolistic
Conditions Because The Large Companies That Benefited From Regulatory Holidays Frequently Tried
To Retain A Dominant Status. According to LinkedIn, George Mouzourakis posted, “It was very interesting
to learn through this article that in the course of the coalition talks between Christian Democrats and Social
Democrats in Germany, a proposal from SPD was discussed, on the provision of regulatory holidays to big
telcos, up to seven years it seems, if they invest in fast internet networks. And that conservative MEPs wrote to
Chancellor Merkel against it. The core idea in itself is far from absurd. Historically, the vast majority of public
infrastructure in many States, be it telecoms, electricity, water, you name it, has been implemented though
concession agreements with special rights to one (monopoly) or more licensees. [...] The ‘special rights’
approach to development has of course one glitch: special rights prohibit effective competition, hence they are
not “future proof’. They create a situation that has to be dealt with after the initial objective has been achieved.
And, quite naturally, the ‘special rights’ holders aren’t too eager to let go their perks. [...] Can one achieve
major investments in infrastructure avoiding concession of special rights to one or a handful of companies?”
[LinkedIn, George Mouzourakis, 2/5/18]

e 2018: After Germany Considered Exempting Large Telecom Companies From Regulation For Seven
Years If They Build Faster Internet Networks, Critics Argued That Doing So Would Help Larger
Companies At The Expense Of Smaller Ones. The Euractiv reported, “Eight German conservative MEPs
have written to Chancellor Angela Merkel to complain about a controversial telecoms investment plan, which
crept into coalition talks this week between Christian Democrats and Social Democrats. MEPs wrote that they
are concerned about ‘the threat of a remonopolised telecommunications market in Germany’, according to the
letter seen by EURACTIV.com, which is dated 31 January. Their letter took aim at a proposal from the Social
Democrats (SPD) to include in a potential coalition between the parties a guarantee that big telecoms firms
could face no regulation for up to seven years if they invest in building fast internet networks. The SPD plan
aims to speed up Germany’s telecoms infrastructure, but critics argue that smaller competing firms will suffer if
large operators are not forced to follow the same rules. EURACTIV reported on Wednesday (31 January) that
the SPD had included the proposal in a negotiating document. The MEPs do not mention Deutsche Telekom by
name, but criticise the relaxed rules because they would help the ‘market-dominating company’. The German
government owns 32% of the telecoms giant.” [Euractiv, 2/1/18]


https://montanafreepress.org/2022/09/01/western-montana-us-house-candidates-on-the-issues/
https://pure.rug.nl/ws/portalfiles/portal/33514118/16007_EEF_def.pdf
https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/regulatory-holidays-can-we-live-without-them-george-mouzourakis/
https://www.euractiv.com/section/digital/news/conservative-meps-ask-merkel-to-reverse-telecoms-talks-in-coalition-negotiation/
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Zinke Said He Opposed Public Housing And Wanted To Incentivize
Private Sector Housing

2022: Zinke Said He Supported Private Solutions To Housing Affordability, Claiming, “I’m A Big Advocate
For Private Housing, But Not Government Housing, And We Can Incentivize On The Private Side. We All
Got To Work Together. But Also, The County Is Growing And It’s Going To Continue To Grow.” The
Ravalli Republic reported, “‘The valley is facing the same problems as the Flathead high gas prices, we drive big
trucks,” Zinke said. ‘Inflation is out of control, mostly because of spending. Affordable housing is a big issue
because people would love to come here and people would love to work here, but they can’t afford it. 'm a big
advocate for private housing, but not government housing, and we can incentivize on the private side. We all got to
work together. But also, the county is growing and it’s going to continue to grow. The big question we have to have
to ask is, how is it going to grow?’” [Ravalli Republic, 9/1/22]

2022: Zinke Said, “The Answer To Montana’s Housing Crisis Is Not More Government Housing. The
Answer Is To Get Government Out Of The Way And Reduce Costs And Timelines For Builders.” The
Montana Free Press reported, “Q4: Housing costs are an increasing concern for many Montanans. What federal
action would you support to promote housing affordability in Montana? Ryan Zinke (R) The answer to Montana’s
housing crisis is not more government housing. The answer is to get government out of the way and reduce costs
and timelines for builders. The federal government can take action to promote the affordable and stable supply of
building materials to include implementing a series of regulatory holidays, increasing domestic production of raw
materials and minerals, and ending covid-era policies and spending that are driving up inflation. We also need
meaningful permitting relief; lengthy and costly permitting processes also unnecessarily tie up construction
projects.” [Montana Free Press, 9/1/22]

Zinke’s Top Lifetime Donor By Industry Was The Real Estate Industry,
And His Top Donors By Employers Included Multiple Realtor And
Construction Entities

2013 — 2024: Zinke’s Top Donor By Industry, Excluding Retired And
Political Industries, Was Real Estate, Followed By Oil & Gas

2013 — 2024: Zinke’s Top Donor By Industry, Excluding Retired And Political Industries, Was Real Estate,
Followed By Oil & Gas. [OpenSecrets, accessed 7/9/24]

Rya e e e 1op a DONO

Industry Total

Retired $4,821,986
Republican/Conservative $1,856,129
Real Estate $974,736
Leadership PACs $952,485
Oil & Gas $850,827
Securities & Investment $758,667
Lawyers/Law Firms $335,895
Candidate Committees $258,660
Livestock $237,853
Health Professionals $227,945
General Contractors $227,590



https://montanafreepress.org/2022/09/01/western-montana-us-house-candidates-on-the-issues/
https://www.opensecrets.org/members-of-congress/ryan-zinke/pacs?cid=N00035616&cycle=CAREER
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Automotive $215,294
Crop Production & Basic Processing $203,384
Misc Manufacturing & Distributing $183,421
Gun Rights $159,969
Insurance $142,692
Misc Finance $132,093
Lobbyists $131,202
Business Services $129,130
Electronics Mfg & Equip $120,664

[OpenSecrets, accessed 7/9/24]

Zinke’s Top Lifetime Donors By Employer Included Langlas &
Associates, The National Association Of Home Builders, Barnard
Construction, And The National Associate Of Realtors

2013 - 2024: Zinke’s Top Lifetime Donors By Employer Included Langlas & Associates, The National
Association Of Home Builders, Barnard Construction, And The National Association Of Realtors. [Open

Secrets, accessed 7/9/24]

Rya e e e Top Dono
Contributor Individuals PACs Total

Fidelity National Financial $166,900 | $19,423 | $186,323
Chord Energy $68,600 | $4,000 | $72,600
ConocoPhillips $47,560 | $15,000 | $62,560
Langlas & Assoc $41,950 $0 | $41,950
Eye of the Tiger PAC $0 | $34,000 | $34,000
Berkshire Hathaway $6,664 | $26,000 | $32,664
Majority Cmte PAC $0 | $30,000 | $30,000
National Assn of Home Builders $0 | $30,000 | $30,000
National Auto Dealers Assn $0 | $30,000 | $30,000
Town Pump Inc $30,000 $0 | $30,000
Barnard Construction $28,100 $0 | $28,100
Fldel_lty National Information $27.854 $0 | $27.854
Services

Deason Capital Services $27,500 $0 | $27,500
Halliburton Co $10,468 | $16,300 | $26,768
71 Ranch LP $26,500 $0 | $26,500
Murphy Plywood $26,331 $0 | $26,331
Kootenai Resource Group $25,950 $0 | $25,950
Honeywell International $1,726 | $23,998 | $25,724
Southern Eagle Distributing $25,200 $0 | $25,200
American Crystal Sugar $0 | $25,000 | $25,000
National Assn of Realtors $0 | $25,000 | $25,000
Supporting Electing American

el 9 $0 | $25,000 | $25,000



https://www.opensecrets.org/members-of-congress/ryan-zinke/pacs?cid=N00035616&cycle=CAREER
https://www.opensecrets.org/members-of-congress/ryan-zinke/contributors?cid=N00035616&cycle=CAREER
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[Open Secrets, accessed 7/9/24]

e Langlas & Associates Was A General Contractor And Construction Manager. [Langlas.com, accessed

7/14/24]

= L l ABOUT ~ PROJECTS ~ GREEN BUILDING ~ PRESS ACHIEVEMENTS CAREERS CONTACT
= J L GENERAL g
CONTRACTORS

QUALITY / SERVICE / DELIVERY
AL

Langlas & Associates has 50 years of experience as a General Contractor and Construction Manager. We believe competitive costs,
aggressive schedules, and quality craftsmanship are the qualities that will make a project successful and ultimately a satisfied
customer.

At Langlas & Associates we work in partnership with Owners and Design Team Professionals to accomplish common project goals. Our
teamwork attitude is apparent through our repeat business and client referrals received throughout our company’s history.

[Langlas.com, accessed 7/14/24]

Zinke Received Criticism By The Press And Montana Democrats For
Being Absent On The Housing Crisis

Zinke Was Criticized By The Daily Inter Lake For Not Having A
Comprehensive Plan To Address The Housing Crisis

2024 — Daily Inter Lake: “Zinke Has Also Been Outspoken About The Housing Crisis, Yet Has Not Released
A Comprehensive Plan Like Tranel’s.” The Daily Inter Lake reported, “Democratic congressional candidate
Monica Tranel last month joined a chorus of calls to ban hedge funds from buying up homes as a way to alleviate
the housing crisis at the federal level. [...] Tranel’s plan also seeks to provide stability for seniors by requiring
Medicaid and Medicare to provide adequate reimbursements for long-term care and incentivizing the construction
of more housing for seniors through tax credits and community grants, for example. Zinke has also been outspoken
about the housing crisis, yet has not released a comprehensive plan like Tranel’s. The congressman blamed the
issue on ‘Bidenomics’ in an April interview with NBC Montana. ‘It comes from mismanagement of the economy,
when prices goes up, inflation goes up, housing costs go up, and when interest rates go up, it’s unaffordable for a
lot of Montanans,” Zinke told NBC Montana. While Zinke could not be reached for comment, his staff pointed
toward previous efforts to address the housing crisis, including cosponsoring a bill to support housing for police
officers, first responders and teachers.” [Daily Inter Lake, 6/7/24]

e Daily Inter Lake: “While Zinke Could Not Be Reached For Comment, His Staff Pointed Toward
Previous Efforts To Address The Housing Crisis, Including Cosponsoring A Bill To Support Housing
For Police Officers, First Responders And Teachers.” The Daily Inter Lake reported, “Democratic
congressional candidate Monica Tranel last month joined a chorus of calls to ban hedge funds from buying up
homes as a way to alleviate the housing crisis at the federal level. [...] Tranel’s plan also seeks to provide
stability for seniors by requiring Medicaid and Medicare to provide adequate reimbursements for long-term
care and incentivizing the construction of more housing for seniors through tax credits and community grants,
for example. Zinke has also been outspoken about the housing crisis, yet has not released a comprehensive plan
like Tranel’s. The congressman blamed the issue on ‘Bidenomics’ in an April interview with NBC Montana. ‘It
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comes from mismanagement of the economy, when prices goes up, inflation goes up, housing costs go up, and
when interest rates go up, it’s unaffordable for a lot of Montanans,” Zinke told NBC Montana. While Zinke
could not be reached for comment, his staff pointed toward previous efforts to address the housing crisis,

including cosponsoring a bill to support housing for police officers, first responders and teachers.” [Daily Inter
Lake, 6/7/24]

The Executive Director Of The Montana Democratic Party Slammed
Zinke As Being “Nowhere To Be Found” On The Housing Crisis

2024: Sheila Hogan, The Executive Director Of The Montana Democratic Party, Wrote An Op-Ed Slamming
Zinke As “Nowhere To Be Found” On The Housing Crisis In Montana. According to an op-ed by Sheila
Hogan, executive director of the Montana Democratic Party, in the Ravalli Republic, “Montana has long been an
affordable place for hard-working families to call home. Unfortunately, the dream of homeownership or even
finding affordable rental housing has become harder and harder for many Montana families. The housing crisis is
hurting our communities, and the root of this problem is the unchecked influence of out-of-state hedge funds, land
speculators, and corporate landlords who have driven up prices and squeezed out local residents across our state.
And at this moment of crisis, when we need leadership in the U.S. House of Representatives to protect our families
and lower the cost of living for Montanans, Ryan Zinke is nowhere to be found. Zinke has failed to take meaningful
action to address the housing crisis, instead prioritizing partisan politics and attacking our individual rights and
freedoms. It might be easy for a millionaire like Zinke, who spends part of his time at his home in Santa Barbara,
California, to ignore how costs have gone up across our state, but the reality is dire for Montana families who
suddenly have to choose between paying their mortgage or rent, or putting food on the table.” [Ravalli Republic,
Op-Ed, 5/25/24]

e Op-Ed: “Zinke Has Failed To Take Meaningful Action To Address The Housing Crisis, Instead
Prioritizing Partisan Politics And Attacking Our Individual Rights And Freedoms.” According to an op-
ed by Sheila Hogan, executive director of the Montana Democratic Party, in the Ravalli Republic, “Montana
has long been an affordable place for hard-working families to call home. Unfortunately, the dream of
homeownership or even finding affordable rental housing has become harder and harder for many Montana
families. The housing crisis is hurting our communities, and the root of this problem is the unchecked influence
of out-of-state hedge funds, land speculators, and corporate landlords who have driven up prices and squeezed
out local residents across our state. And at this moment of crisis, when we need leadership in the U.S. House of
Representatives to protect our families and lower the cost of living for Montanans, Ryan Zinke is nowhere to be
found. Zinke has failed to take meaningful action to address the housing crisis, instead prioritizing partisan
politics and attacking our individual rights and freedoms. It might be easy for a millionaire like Zinke, who
spends part of his time at his home in Santa Barbara, California, to ignore how costs have gone up across our
state, but the reality is dire for Montana families who suddenly have to choose between paying their mortgage
or rent, or putting food on the table.” [Ravalli Republic, Op-Ed, 5/25/24]

e Op-Ed: “It Might Be Easy For A Millionaire Like Zinke, Who Spends Part Of His Time At His Home In
Santa Barbara, California, To Ignore How Costs Have Gone Up Across Our State, But The Reality Is
Dire For Montana Families Who Suddenly Have To Choose Between Paying Their Mortgage Or Rent,
Or Putting Food On The Table.” According to an op-ed by Sheila Hogan, executive director of the Montana
Democratic Party, in the Ravalli Republic, “Montana has long been an affordable place for hard-working
families to call home. Unfortunately, the dream of homeownership or even finding affordable rental housing
has become harder and harder for many Montana families. The housing crisis is hurting our communities, and
the root of this problem is the unchecked influence of out-of-state hedge funds, land speculators, and corporate
landlords who have driven up prices and squeezed out local residents across our state. And at this moment of
crisis, when we need leadership in the U.S. House of Representatives to protect our families and lower the cost
of living for Montanans, Ryan Zinke is nowhere to be found. Zinke has failed to take meaningful action to
address the housing crisis, instead prioritizing partisan politics and attacking our individual rights and
freedoms. It might be easy for a millionaire like Zinke, who spends part of his time at his home in Santa
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Barbara, California, to ignore how costs have gone up across our state, but the reality is dire for Montana

families who suddenly have to choose between paying their mortgage or rent, or putting food on the table.”
[Ravalli Republic, Op-Ed, 5/25/24]

o Op-Ed: “We Need Leaders In Congress Who Will Hold Bad Actors, Hedge Funds, And Out-Of-State
Corporations Accountable For Driving Up The Cost Of Living, Ensuring Montanans Have A Level
Playing Field In The Housing Market.” According to an op-ed by Sheila Hogan, executive director of the
Montana Democratic Party, in the Ravalli Republic, “Leadership in the House of Representatives is urgently
needed to provide federal resources to support efforts on the ground in our communities. We need leaders in
Congress who will hold bad actors, hedge funds, and out-of-state corporations accountable for driving up the
cost of living, ensuring Montanans have a level playing field in the housing market. Ensuring Montanans have
access to affordable housing should be bipartisan. Our leaders in Congress must work together to enact policies
that reflect the urgency of this crisis and ensure that every individual has access to safe and stable housing. We
cannot afford to repeat the failures of the past it’s time we vote Zinke out and replace him with accountable
and proactive leadership in Washington.” [Ravalli Republic, Op-Ed, 5/25/24]
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Zinke Repeatedly Voted Against Funding For Affordable Housing

2023-2024: Zinke Voted For HUD Appropriations Bills That Slashed
Funding For Affordable Housing And Could Have Resulted In Tens Of
Thousands Of Evictions

2023: Zinke Voted To Report The HUD Appropriations Bill, Which
Eliminated Funding For Programs That Provided Grants To Encourage
Local Residential Developments, Cut Public Housing Funding By $150
Million, And Blocked Funding For A Rule To Reduce Segregation

2023: Zinke Voted To Report The HUD Appropriations Bill, Which Eliminated
Funding For Programs That Provided Grants To Encourage Local Residential
Developments, Cut Public Housing Funding By $150 Million

July 2023: Zinke Voted To Report The Transportation-HUD Appropriations Bill, Which Eliminated
Funding For Programs That Provided Grants To Encourage Local Residential Developments, Including
Eliminating The $185 Million Choice Neighborhoods Program. According to CQ, Zinke voted to report the
Transportation-HUD appropriations bill, which would, “provide $8.4 billion for the Public Housing Fund, down
$150 million from fiscal 2023 enacted level. [...] It would eliminate spending for the Choice Neighborhoods
program, which received $185 million in fiscal 2023. It also would eliminate spending for Yes in My Backyard, a
grant program to encourage changes to local zoning and land-use to encourage residential development. [...] It also
would include policy riders that would prohibit the administration from implementing a greenhouse gas
performance rule for the national highway system, ban the procurement of Chinese-manufactured drones and
prevent HUD from enforcing a proposed fair housing rule that would direct grantees to proactively seek to fix
patterns of segregation. [...] As amended, it would no longer provide three projects with community project
funding, which includes $850,000 for a senior affordable housing project in Massachusetts for the LGBTQ Senior
Housing, Inc.; $1.8 million for the William Way Renovation and Expansion project in Pennsylvania for the Gay
Community Center of Philadelphia; and $970,000 for the Center of Greater Readi—g - Transitional House Program
in Pennsylvania for the LGBT Center of Greater Reading.” The bill was reportedly favorably to the full House,
with 34 Republicans voting to report and 27 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 7/18/23]

July 2023: Zinke Voted To Report The Transportation-HUD Appropriations Bill, Which Reduced Funding
For The Public Housing Fund By $150 Million From The Previous Year. According to CQ, Zinke voted to
report the Transportation-HUD appropriations bill, which would, “provide $8.4 billion for the Public Housing
Fund, down $150 million from fiscal 2023 enacted level. [...] It would eliminate spending for the Choice
Neighborhoods program, which received $185 million in fiscal 2023. It also would eliminate spending for Yes in
My Backyard, a grant program to encourage changes to local zoning and land-use to encourage residential
development. [...] It also would include policy riders that would prohibit the administration from implementing a
greenhouse gas performance rule for the national highway system, ban the procurement of Chinese-manufactured
drones and prevent HUD from enforcing a proposed fair housing rule that would direct grantees to proactively seek
to fix patterns of segregation. [...] As amended, it would no longer provide three projects with community project
funding, which includes $850,000 for a senior affordable housing project in Massachusetts for the LGBTQ Senior
Housing, Inc.; $1.8 million for the William Way Renovation and Expansion project in Pennsylvania for the Gay
Community Center of Philadelphia; and $970,000 for the Center of Greater Readi—g - Transitional House Program
in Pennsylvania for the LGBT Center of Greater Reading.” The bill was reportedly favorably to the full House,
with 34 Republicans voting to report and 27 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 7/18/23]
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2023: Zinke Voted To Block The Implementation Of A Rule To Reduce
Segregation In Housing And Voted Repeatedly To Eliminate Earmarks For
Community Housing Projects Run By LGBT Organizations

July 2023: Zinke Voted To Preserve Language Blocking HUD From Implementing A Rule To Combat
Patterns Of Segregation In Housing. According to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep. Lee’s amendment to the
Transportation-HUD appropriations bill, which would, “remove a policy rider in the bill to bar the Department of
Housing and Urban Development from implementing a proposed rule directing HUD and its grantees to
‘proactively take meaningful actions’ to fix patterns of segregation in housing as well as advance ‘fair’ housing
options.” The amendment was rejected, with 27 Democrats voting in favor and 34 Republicans voting against. [CQ,
7/18/23]

July 2023: Zinke Voted To Defund Community Housing Projects Run By LGBT Organizations. According to
CQ, Zinke voted in favor of Rep. Cole’s amendment to the Transportation-HUD appropriations bill, which would,
“strike language to provide three projects with community project funding, including: $850,000 for a senior
affordable housing project in Massachusetts for the LGBTQ Senior Housing, Inc. $1.8 million for the William Way
Renovation and Expansion project in Pennsylvania for the Gay Community Center of Philadelphia. $970,000 for
the Center of Greater Reading - Transitional House Program in Pennsylvania for the LGBT Center of Greater

Reading.” The amendment was adopted, with 32 Republicans voting in favor and 26 Democrats voting against.
[CQ, 7/18/23]

e July 2023: Zinke Voted Against Restoring Earmarks To Community Housing Projects Run By LGBT
Organizations. According to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep. Quigley’s amendment to the Transportation-HUD
appropriations bill, which would, “restore community project funding for three projects as follows: $850,000
for a senior affordable housing project in Massachusetts for the LGBTQ Senior Housing, Inc. $1.8 million for
the William Way Renovation and Expansion project in Pennsylvania for the Gay Community Center of
Philadelphia $970,000 for the Center of Greater Readi—g - Transitional House Program in Pennsylvania for the
LGBT Center of Greater Reading.” The amendment was rejected, with 27 Democrats voting in favor and 30
Republicans voting against. [CQ, 7/18/23]

e July 2023: Zinke Voted To Report The Transportation-HUD Appropriations Bill, Which Removed
Earmarks For Three Community Housing Programs Run By LGBT Organizations. According to CQ,
Zinke voted to report the Transportation-HUD appropriations bill, which would, “provide $8.4 billion for the
Public Housing Fund, down $150 million from fiscal 2023 enacted level. [...] It would eliminate spending for
the Choice Neighborhoods program, which received $185 million in fiscal 2023. It also would eliminate
spending for Yes in My Backyard, a grant program to encourage changes to local zoning and land-use to
encourage residential development. [...] It also would include policy riders that would prohibit the
administration from implementing a greenhouse gas performance rule for the national highway system, ban the
procurement of Chinese-manufactured drones and prevent HUD from enforcing a proposed fair housing rule
that would direct grantees to proactively seek to fix patterns of segregation. [...] As amended, it would no
longer provide three projects with community project funding, which includes $850,000 for a senior affordable
housing project in Massachusetts for the LGBTQ Senior Housing, Inc.; $1.8 million for the William Way
Renovation and Expansion project in Pennsylvania for the Gay Community Center of Philadelphia; and
$970,000 for the Center of Greater Readi—g - Transitional House Program in Pennsylvania for the LGBT
Center of Greater Reading.” The bill was reportedly favorably to the full House, with 34 Republicans voting to
report and 27 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 7/18/23]

2024: Zinke Voted For A HUD Appropriations Bill That Cut The Only
Federal Program For New Affordable Housing By 60 Percent And Was
Likely To Cause Tens Of Thousands Of Evictions
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DCCC: “Yesterday, Zinke Voted For The... Housing And Urban Development
Appropriations Bill In Committee, Threatening The Sole Federal Program
Dedicated To New Affordable Housing Construction. His Bill Could Also
Potentially Force Tens Of Thousands Of Evictions”

DCCC: “Yesterday, Zinke Voted For The Transportation And Housing And Urban Development
Appropriations Bill In Committee, Threatening The Sole Federal Program Dedicated To New Affordable
Housing Construction.” According to a press release from the DCCC, “As Montana families continue to grapple
with high costs and an affordable housing crisis, Ryan Zinke wants to make it more difficult for families to get to
work and afford housing. Yesterday, Zinke voted for the Transportation and Housing and Urban Development
appropriations bill in committee, threatening the sole federal program dedicated to new affordable housing
construction. His bill could also potentially force tens of thousands of evictions and totally eliminate support for the
roughly 700,000 families in public housing at risk of exposure to lead-based paint.” [DCCC, Press Release,
7/11/24]

e DCCC: “His Bill Could Also Potentially Force Tens Of Thousands Of Evictions And Totally Eliminate
Support For The Roughly 700,000 Families In Public Housing At Risk Of Exposure To Lead-Based
Paint.” According to a press release from the DCCC, “As Montana families continue to grapple with high costs
and an affordable housing crisis, Ryan Zinke wants to make it more difficult for families to get to work and
afford housing. Yesterday, Zinke voted for the Transportation and Housing and Urban Development
appropriations bill in committee, threatening the sole federal program dedicated to new affordable housing
construction. His bill could also potentially force tens of thousands of evictions and totally eliminate support
for the roughly 700,000 families in public housing at risk of exposure to lead-based paint.” [DCCC, Press
Release, 7/11/24]

The Fiscal 2025 Housing Appropriations Bill Cut The Home Program, Which
Built New Affordable Housing, 60 Percent, Cut Public Housing Funding By
$600 Million, And Eliminated Other Programs To Expand Affordable Housing

2024: The Fiscal Year 2025 Housing Appropriations Bill Gutted The Only Federal Program Dedicated To
New Affordable Rental And Homeownership Housing By 60 Percent, Cutting The HOME Program From
$1.25 Billion To $500 Million. According to the House Appropriations Committee Democrats, “The fiscal year
2025 Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies (THUD) funding bill provides
$90.4 billion, including $378 million for maritime defense programs at the Department of Transportation. [...]
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) — The bill provides a total of $73.2 billion for HUD for
fiscal year 2024 — $2.3 billion below fiscal year 2024. The legislation: » Guts the sole Federal program dedicated to
new affordable rental and homeownership housing construction by 60 percent, cutting the HOME program from
$1.25 billion to a mere $500 million, despite a 12 percent increase in homelessness nationally.” [House
Appropriations Committee Democrats, accessed 7/14/24]

e 2024: The Fiscal Year 2025 Housing Appropriations Bill Eliminated A Program To Help Mayors And
Governors Fund Expansions Of Affordable Housing And Eliminated The Choice Neighborhoods
Initiative, Which Helped Communities Redevelop Distressed Housing. According to the House
Appropriations Committee Democrats, “The fiscal year 2025 Transportation, and Housing and Urban
Development, and Related Agencies (THUD) funding bill provides $90.4 billion, including $378 million for
maritime defense programs at the Department of Transportation. [...] Eliminates the Yes, In My Backyard
program which helps mayors and governors fund locally driven solutions for land-use and expanding affordable
housing and transit-oriented development, and the neighborhood and housing revitalization program, Choice
Neighborhoods Initiative, which helps communities redevelop distressed housing and attract economic
development.” [House Appropriations Committee Democrats, accessed 7/14/24]


https://dccc.org/ryan-zinke-votes-to-raise-costs-for-families/
https://dccc.org/ryan-zinke-votes-to-raise-costs-for-families/
https://democrats-appropriations.house.gov/sites/evo-subsites/democrats-appropriations.house.gov/files/evo-media-document/Transportation%20and%20Housing%20and%20Urban%20Development%20and%20Related%20Agencies%20Summary.pdf
https://democrats-appropriations.house.gov/sites/evo-subsites/democrats-appropriations.house.gov/files/evo-media-document/Transportation%20and%20Housing%20and%20Urban%20Development%20and%20Related%20Agencies%20Summary.pdf
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e The Bill Also Cut $600 Million In Public Funding Housing, A Seven Percent Cut, Which Democrats
Claimed Would Force Tens Of Thousands Of Evictions. According to the House Appropriations Committee
Democrats, “The fiscal year 2025 Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies
(THUD) funding bill provides $90.4 billion, including $378 million for maritime defense programs at the
Department of Transportation. [...] The bill also includes: « $8.2 billion for Public Housing, a cut of nearly $600
million, or 7 percent, below fiscal year 2024 and $326 million below the President’s fiscal year 2025 request,
forcing tens of thousands of evictions, while also eliminating targeted funding that reduces the harms imposed
by lead-based paint hazards in public housing where the HUD Inspector General estimates nearly 700,000
public housing families reside in housing built before 1978 and are at risk of exposure.” [House Appropriations
Committee Democrats, accessed 7/14/24]

e The Bill Also Eliminated Targeted Funding For Lead Paint Hazard Harm Reduction In Public Housing,
Putting Nearly 700,000 Families At Risk. According to the House Appropriations Committee Democrats,
“The fiscal year 2025 Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and Related Agencies (THUD)
funding bill provides $90.4 billion, including $378 million for maritime defense programs at the Department of
Transportation. [...] The bill also includes: ¢ $8.2 billion for Public Housing, a cut of nearly $600 million, or 7
percent, below fiscal year 2024 and $326 million below the President’s fiscal year 2025 request, forcing tens of
thousands of evictions, while also eliminating targeted funding that reduces the harms imposed by lead-based
paint hazards in public housing where the HUD Inspector General estimates nearly 700,000 public housing
families reside in housing built before 1978 and are at risk of exposure.” [House Appropriations Committee
Democrats, accessed 7/14/24]

Zinke Took Multiple Votes Against Affordable Housing On The House
Floor

2023: Zinke Voted Against An Amendment To Move $100 Million
Within The Budget To Promote Removing Barriers To Affordable
Housing Production And Preservation

2023: Zinke Voted Against An Amendment To Move $100 Million Within The Budget To Promote
Removing Barriers To Affordable Housing Production And Preservation. In November 2023, Zinke voted
against: “Blunt Rochester, D-Del., that would increase by $100 million, and decrease by the same amount, funding
for the Housing and Urban Development Department’s Community Development Fund, intended to promote
identifying and removing barriers to affordable housing production and preservation.” The amendment was adopted
by a vote of 238-185. [H.R. 4820, Vote #610, 11/7/23; CQ, 11/7/23]

Zinke Voted Three Times Against Measures To Promote Equal Access
For Federal Housing Programs

2023: Zinke Voted For An Amendment To H.R. 4820 To Prohibit The Use Of Funds Provided By The Bill
To Implement The Sept. 21, 2016, Department Of Housing And Urban Development Rule, “Equal Access In
Accordance With An Individual’s Gender Identity In Community Planning And Development Programs.”
According to the House Clerk, Zinke voted for “Norman, R-S.C., amendment no. 66 that would prohibit the use of
funds provided by the bill to implement the Sept. 21, 2016, Department of Housing and Urban Development rule,
“Equal Access in Accordance With an Individual’s Gender Identity in Community Planning and Development
Programs.” The motion failed the House on November 7, 2023 by a vote of 212-217, with 0 voting present and 9
not voting. 0 Democrats and 212 Republicans voted for the motion, while 212 Democrats and 5 Republicans voted
against the motion. [H.R. 4820, Vote #619, 11/7/23; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 11/7/23]



https://democrats-appropriations.house.gov/sites/evo-subsites/democrats-appropriations.house.gov/files/evo-media-document/Transportation%20and%20Housing%20and%20Urban%20Development%20and%20Related%20Agencies%20Summary.pdf
https://democrats-appropriations.house.gov/sites/evo-subsites/democrats-appropriations.house.gov/files/evo-media-document/Transportation%20and%20Housing%20and%20Urban%20Development%20and%20Related%20Agencies%20Summary.pdf
https://clerk.house.gov/evs/2023/roll610.xml
https://plus.cq.com/doc/floorvote-302035000?11
https://clerk.house.gov/Votes/2023619
https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-bill/4820
https://plus.cq.com/vote/2023/H/619
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o The Rule Ensured That The Housing And Urban Development Department Housing Programs
Accommodated Transgender And Gender Non-Conforming Individuals. “Through this final rule, HUD
ensures equal access for individuals in accordance with their gender identity in programs and shelter funded
under programs administered by HUD's Office of Community Planning and Development (CPD). This rule
builds upon HUD's February 2012 final rule entitled ‘Equal Access to Housing in HUD Programs Regardless
of Sexual Orientation or Gender Identity’ (2012 Equal Access Rule), which aimed to ensure that HUD's
housing programs would be open to all eligible individuals and families regardless of sexual orientation, gender
identity, or marital status. The 2012 Equal Access Rule, however, did not address how transgender and gender
non-conforming individuals should be accommodated in temporary, emergency shelters, and other buildings
and facilities used for shelter, that have physical limitations or configurations that require and that are permitted
to have shared sleeping quarters or shared bathing facilities.” [Federal

Register, 9/21/16]

2023: Zinke Voted For An Amendment To H.R. 4820 To Bar Funds Provided By The Bill To Implement,
Administer Or Enforce The Housing And Urban Development Department’s Equity Action Plan. According
to the House Clerk, Zinke voted for “Self, R-Texas, amendment no. 74 that would bar funds provided by the bill to
implement, administer or enforce the Housing and Urban Development Department’s equity action plan. The
motion failed the House on November 7, 2023 by a vote of 211-219, with 0 voting present and 8 not voting. 0
Democrats and 211 Republicans voted for the motion, while 212 Democrats and 7 Republicans voted against the
motion. [H.R. 4820, Vote #621, 11/7/23; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 11/7/23]

2023: Zinke Voted For An Amendment To Decrease Funding For The Department Of Housing And Urban
Development Office Of Fair Housing And Equal Opportunity By $25.2 Million. In November 2023, Zinke
voted for: “Brecheen, R-Okla., Brecheen, R-Okla., amendment no. 30 that would decrease by $25.2 million funding
for the Department of Housing and Urban Development Office of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity and transfer
the savings to the spending reduction account.” The amendment was rejected by a vote of 174-252. [H.R. 4820,
Vote #607, 11/7/23; CQ, 11/7/23]


https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2016/09/21/2016-22589/equal-access-in-accordance-with-an-individuals-gender-identity-in-community-planning-and-development
https://clerk.house.gov/Votes/2023621
https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-bill/4820
https://plus.cq.com/vote/2023/H/621
https://clerk.house.gov/evs/2023/roll607.xml
https://plus.cq.com/doc/floorvote-302006000?12
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While Zinke’s Wall Street Donors Caused Skyrocketing Housing Prices

By Buying Up Single-Family Homes, Zinke Was Nowhere To Be Found

Zinke Did Not Back Attempts To Rein In Wall Street’s Buying Spree Of
Single Family Homes

Zinke Did Not Cosponsor The End Hedge Fund Control Of American
Homes Act, Which Would Ban Hedge Funds And Private Equity Firms
From Buying Single-Family Homes And Force Them To Sell Their
Holdings

2023-2024: Zinke Did Not Cosponsor The End Hedge Fund Control Of American Homes Act. [Congress.gov,
accessed 7/14/24]

H.R.6608 - End Hedge Fund Control of American Homes Act
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December 2023: Rep. Smith Introduced The End Hedge Fund Control Of American Homes Act In The
House, Which Would Ban Hedge Funds From Buying Up Single-Family Homes And Forced Them To
Sell 10 Percent Of Their Holdings Each Year Until They Were Fully Divested. According to a press release
from the Office of Representative Adam Smith, “In 2011, no single entity owned over 1,000 single-family
rental units. As of June 2022, the Urban Institute estimates that large hedge funds and other institutional
investors owned roughly 574,000 single-family homes. To meet investors’ return expectations, hedge funds and
other investors maximize profits by imposing high rent increases, inflating fees, and delaying home
maintenance and improvements, which diminishes the quality of housing over time. The End Hedge Fund
Control of American Homes Act seeks to put an end to this harmful practice of hedge funds buying up single-
family homes by banning hedge funds from owning these types of homes and requiring them to sell at least
10% of the total number of single-family homes they currently own to families per year over a 10-year period.
After a 10-year full phase-out, all hedge funds will be completely banned from owning any single-family
homes. The fact sheet for the End Hedge Fund Control of American Homes Act can be found here. The bill
text can be found here. In addition to Smith, this bill is also cosponsored by U.S. Representatives Nikema
Williams (D-GA-05) and Linda Sanchez (D-CA-38). In addition to Merkley, this bill is also cosponsored by
U.S. Senator Tina Smith (D-MN).” [Office of Representative Adam Smith, Press Release, 12/5/23]

The Bill Would Require Hedge Funds And Private Equity Firms To Sell Off 10 Percent Of Their Single-
Family Homes Each Year Over The Course Of A Decade And Would Tax Them If They Failed To
Comply. Vice reported, “Hedge funds, private equity firms, and investment trusts have been snatching up
single-family homes all around the country for years, creating concern that homeowners themselves would be
pushed even further out of the market. But a sweeping new bill introduced by U.S. Senator Jeff Merkley and
Washington Rep. Adam Smith would, if enacted as written, essentially ban such corporate investors from the
practice moving forward. The bill, which was introduced in both the U.S. Senate and the U.S. House of
Representatives on Thursday, would over a ten-year period require hedge funds and large institutional investors
to completely divest from single-family home ownership. Called the End Hedge Fund Control of American
Homes Act, the bill would require large funds to sell off 10 percent of their homes each year over a decade.
‘We shouldn’t allow private equity firms to buy up vast quantities of American homes and create a generation
of lifelong renters. Congress needs to act fast and help promote access to safe, affordable housing and
homeownership for American families, not Wall Street,” Smith said in a press release. The bill would require
the Internal Revenue Service to tax large funds that fail to sell off their single family homes over that
timeframe.” [Vice, 12/7/23]

The Bill Was Supported By The Private Equity Stakeholder Project, Consumer Action, And The
National Consumer Law Center. Vice reported, “Hedge funds, private equity firms, and investment trusts
have been snatching up single-family homes all around the country for years, creating concern that
homeowners themselves would be pushed even further out of the market. But a sweeping new bill introduced
by U.S. Senator Jeff Merkley and Washington Rep. Adam Smith would, if enacted as written, essentially ban
such corporate investors from the practice moving forward. [...] The bill would require the Internal Revenue
Service to tax large funds that fail to sell off their single family homes over that timeframe. It already has some
support in the house, where it is co-sponsored by the U.S. Representatives Nikema Williams and Linda
Sanchez, as well as in the Senate, where it is cosponsored by Senator Tina Smith. Advocacy groups Private
Equity Stakeholder Project, Consumer Action, and National Consumer Law Center have offered additional
support.” [Vice, 12/7/23]

Zinke Did Not Cosponsor The American Neighborhoods Protection
Act, A Bill To Impose A $10,000 Annual Tax Of Corporate Owners Of
More Than 75 Single-Family Homes

2023-2024: Zinke Did Not Cosponsor The American Neighborhoods Protection Act Of 2023. [Congress.gov,
accessed 7/14/24]


https://adamsmith.house.gov/press-releases?ID=637A8E58-8F0D-4CB0-AECC-1D4690A00725
https://www.vice.com/en/article/jg5nex/congress-members-push-to-ban-hedge-funds-private-equity-from-buying-family-homes
https://www.vice.com/en/article/jg5nex/congress-members-push-to-ban-hedge-funds-private-equity-from-buying-family-homes
https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-bill/6630/cosponsors?s=4&r=1&q=%7B%22search%22%3A%22American+Neighborhoods+Protection+Act%22%7D
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H.R.6630 - American Neighborhoods Protection Act of 2023
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o The American Neighborhoods Protection Act Would Require Corporate Owners Of More Than 75
Single-Family Homes To Pay An Annual Fee Of $10,000 Per Home Into A Housing Trust Fund To Be
Used As Down Payment Assistance. The New York Times reported, “Democrats in Congress have introduced
a bill in both houses of Congress on Tuesday to ban hedge funds from buying and owning single-family homes
in the United States. [...] In separate legislation, Representatives Jeff Jackson and Alma Adams of North
Carolina, both Democrats, introduced the American Neighborhoods Protection Act on Wednesday. That bill
would require corporate owners of more than 75 single-family homes to pay an annual fee of $10,000 per home
into a housing trust fund to be used as down payment assistance for families.” [New York Times, 12/6/23]

2015-2024: Zinke Did Not Issue Any Press Releases Concerning Wall
Street’s Buying Up Of Residential Homes

2015-2024: Zinke Issued 294 Press Releases. [Legistorm, accessed 7/17/24]

Zinke Did Not Issue Any Press Releases Concerning Wall Street. [Google.com, accessed 7/14/24]
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[Google.com, accessed 7/14/24]
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Zinke Did Not Cosponsor The Home Advantage For American Families
Act, Which Would Have Doubled The Tax Paid By Foreign Investors
Buying American Residential Property

2023-2024: Zinke Did Not Cosponsor The Home Advantage For American Families Act. [Congress.gov,
accessed 7/14/24]
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[Congress.gov, accessed 7/14/24]

o The Home Advantage For American Families Act Included A Provision To Increase The Foreign
Investment In Real Property Act Tax Rate To 30 Percent For Foreign Corporations And Individuals.
According to a press release from Congresswoman Maria Elvira Salazar, “Today, Rep. Maria Elvira Salazar
(R-FL) and Senator Marco Rubio (R-FL) introduced legislation to shield American real estate markets from
excessive foreign demand and increase affordable housing opportunities. Lowering housing prices for local
buyers will ensure that illicit money cannot permeate the Miami housing market. The bill also invests heavily
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in low-income and affordable housing initiatives to address the housing crisis in Miami. ‘Miami’s housing
prices are out of control, and something needs to be done to address rising prices and expand access to
affordable housing,” said Rep. Salazar. ‘This bill alleviates our housing crisis by ensuring that Miami residents
come first in the marketplace.” The ‘Home Advantage for American Families Act’ authorizes the Treasury
Department to issue reports for residential real estate transactions within the top fifteen Metropolitan Statistical
Areas (MSAS) to identify the natural identities of foreign buyers. It also increases the Foreign Investment in
Real Property Act (FIRPTA) of 1980 withholding tax on residential real estate to 30% for both foreign
corporations and foreign individuals.” [Congresswoman Maria Elvira Salazar, Press Release, 5/18/23]

e Press Release: “The Bill Provides An Additional 10% Of Base-Funding Set-Aside Of The Low-Income
Housing Tax Credit (LITHC) For Single Family Home Construction Within Qualified Census Tracts
(QCTs) To Help States Create More Affordable Housing Opportunities That Can Accommodate A
Family.” According to a press release from the Congresswoman Maria Elvira Salazar, “To expand
opportunities for low-income buyers in Florida’s District 27, the bill provides an additional 10% of base-
funding set-aside of the Low-Income Housing Tax Credit (LITHC) for single family home construction within
Qualified Census Tracts (QCTS) to help states create more affordable housing opportunities that can
accommodate a family.” [Congresswoman Maria Elvira Salazar, Press Release, 5/18/23]

e Congressional Research Service: “The Bill Also Increases (1) From 15% To 30% The Rate Of
Withholding On The Sales Proceeds Of U.S. Real Property Interests, And (2) The Low-Income Housing
Tax Credit State Ceiling.” According to Congress.gov, “This bill requires any foreign person involved in a
transaction related to the sale of residential property located in any of the 15 largest metropolitan statistical
areas by population to report to the Department of the Treasury information for identifying the person
purchasing the property, the amount and source of the funds received by the seller, the date and nature of the
transaction, and other information deemed necessary. The bill also increases (1) from 15% to 30% the rate of
withholding on the sales proceeds of U.S. real property interests, and (2) the low-income housing tax credit
state ceiling.” [Congress.gov, accessed 7/14/24]

The Housing Plan Of Zinke’s Democratic Opponent, Monica Tranel,
Called For Disincentivizing Hedge Funds And Foreign Investors From
Buying Up Housing

The Housing Plan Of Zinke’s Democratic Opponent, Monica Tranel, Called For Banning Foreign Investors
From Buying Up Housing And Agricultural Land In Montana. According to Monicatranel.com, “Houses must
be treated as homes where people who live in a community go to sleep and eat and play, not as investment vehicles
for foreign and out-of-state profiteers to turn a fast buck. Out-of-state hedge funds, land speculators, and corporate
landlords have made housing more expensive in Montana, and it’s time we hold them accountable for their actions.
Everyone needs to play by the rules, and be held accountable if they don’t. Ban Hedge Funds from Buying Homes
and Crack Down on Land Speculators and Foreign Investors We need to eliminate the incentives that push private
equity firms into buying nursing homes and mobile home parks and sucking the money out of them or razing them
to the ground and selling off lots at high prices. Congress should structure our tax code to discourage corporate
ownership of multiple homes or housing units that are held as investment vehicles rather than as homes for people
who live and work in our communities. We must level the playing field for working people and make sure everyone
plays by the rules. We also need to clamp down on foreign adversaries buying up farmland and water rights in
Montana. This not only takes land away from prospective Montana land owners, but also increases concerns around
our national security.” [Monicatranel.com, accessed 7/14/24]

The Securities And Investment Industry Was Zinke’s Third Largest
Lifetime Donor By Industry When Discounting Retired People,
Conservative Groups, And Leadership PACs
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2013 — 2024: Zinke’s Top Donors By Industry, Excluding Retired And Political Industries, Were Real Estate,
Followed By Oil & Gas, Securities And Investment, Lawyers/Law Firms, Livestock, And Health

Professionals. [OpenSecrets, accessed 7/9/24]
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Industry Total

Retired $4,821,986
Republican/Conservative $1,856,129
Real Estate $974,736
Leadership PACs $952,485
Oil & Gas $850,827
Securities & Investment $758,667
Lawyers/Law Firms $335,895
Candidate Committees $258,660
Livestock $237,853
Health Professionals $227,945
General Contractors $227,590
Automotive $215,294
Crop Production & Basic Processing $203,384
Misc Manufacturing & Distributing $183,421
Gun Rights $159,969
Insurance $142,692
Misc Finance $132,093
Lobbyists $131,202
Business Services $129,130
Electronics Mfg & Equip $120,664

[OpenSecrets, accessed 7/9/24]

The Securities And Investment Industry Included Hedge Funds, Private Equity & Investment Firms, And

Venture Capital. [OpenSecrets, accessed 7/23/24]
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Finance, Insurance & Real Estate

Commercial Banks

Savings & Loans

Credit Unions

Finance / Credit Companies
Student Loan Companies
Payday Lenders

Securities & Investment
Venture Capital
Hedge Funds
Private Equity & Investment Firms

Insurance

Real Estate
Mortgage Bankers & Brokers

Accountants

[OpenSecrets, accessed 7/23/24]

Wall Street Investment Firms Were Partly Responsible For
Skyrocketing Housing Prices, As They Outbid Ordinary People For
Single Family Homes Out To Be Profitable Rental Investments

2019-Present: Wall Street Firms Including Vanguard, Blackstone,
Blackrock, Goldman Sachs, Pretium Partners, J.P. Morgan, And
Others Purchased Single-Family Homes Across The United States To
Act As Rental Investments

HEADLINE: “Goldman Sachs-Backed Firms Buy Entire Florida Community For $45M.” [New York Post,
5/11/22]

Since 2019, J.P. Morgan, Goldman Sachs, And Blackstone Have “Helped Bankroll An Industry Of More
Than Two Dozen Single-Family Home Rental Companies That Are Snapping Up Existing Properties.”
According to Toptal, “Prior to 2010, the single-family rental market was largely ignored by big institutional
investors, which preferred easy-to-scale multifamily properties. But since the financial crisis—and especially since
2019—that’s changed. Financial heavyweights like J.P. Morgan Asset Management, Blackstone, and Goldman
Sachs Asset Management have helped bankroll an industry of more than two dozen single-family home rental
companies that are snapping up existing properties—and building new ones too. Residential real estate acquired by
companies or institutions soared to 90,215 homes in the third quarter of 2021, as investors, both large and small,
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accounted for 18% of single-family home sales. That’s up 80.2% from the year prior, according to the online real
estate firm Redfin. Nearly three-quarters of residential purchases by investors were single-family homes, while
multifamily homes—a market in which investors have been significant players for decades—accounted for just a
quarter of sales.” [Toptal, accessed 1/10/24]

Major Purchasers Of Residential Homes Were Backed By Private Equity Firms Such As Blackstone And
Investment Managers Such As Pretium Partners. CNBC reported, “Since the early 2010s, Tricon Residential,
Progress Residential, American Homes 4 Rent and Invitation Homes have each bought thousands of homes.
They’ve also added to the housing supply in some cases with built-for-rent communities. Some of these companies
are financed by private equity firms such as Blackstone and investment managers such as Pretium Partners. ‘It’s
almost a captive market,” said Jordan Ash, director of labor-jobs and housing at the Private Equity Stakeholder
Project. ‘They’ve been very explicit about how people are shut out of the homebuying market and are going to be
perpetual renters.”” [CNBC, 2/21/23]

Wall Street Journal: “Burns Counted More Than 200 Companies And Investment Firms In The House
Hunt: [...] Money Managers Including J.P. Morgan Asset Management And Blackrock Inc.” The Wall Street
Journal reported, “The coronavirus pandemic sparked a race for home-office space and yards. Occupancy rates
reached records and rents are rising with home prices. The ecosystem of companies that service, finance and mimic
the mega landlords is booming. Burns counted more than 200 companies and investment firms in the house hunt:
computer-assisted flipper Opendoor Technologies Inc; money managers including J.P. Morgan Asset Management
and BlackRock Inc, platforms such as Fundrise and Roofstock that buy and arrange for the management of rentals
on behalf of individuals and builder LGI Homes Inc., which now reports wholesale home sales to bulk buyers in its
quarterly results.” [Wall Street Journal, 4/4/21]

HEADLINE: “Vanguard And Wall Street Are Pumping Global Housing Markets.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-
Ed, 4/28/22]

e Tanja Fijalkowski Op-Ed: “There Are Several Factors Influencing The Housing Affordability Crisis,
But... There Is One Huge, Greedy Elephant In The Room... The Housing Affordability Crisis Is
Unequivocally The Product Of Wall Street’s, With A Special Shout Out To Blackrock And Vanguard,
Voracious Greed.” According to an op-ed by Tanja Fijalkowski in the Upside Chronicles, “There are several
factors influencing the housing affordability crisis, but don’t get it twisted: There is one huge, greedy elephant
in the room. The rest is just confetti. Despite what prestigious media outlets say, the housing affordability
crisis is unequivocally the product of Wall Street’s, with a special shout out to Blackrock and Vanguard,
voracious greed. To cover their tracks, they have consistently used the reputable sources they own a
controlling stake in as mouth pieces to deflect attention away from what they are doing. But peeling back the
layers just a little bit reveals quite a stinky center.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-Ed, 4/28/22]

2019: Blackstone Sold Off Invitation Homes, With A Majority Of The Company’s Shares Being Bought By
Companies Like Vanguard And J.P. Morgan. The New York Times reported, “In 2017, Blackstone earned more
than $1.5 billion on the I.P.O. of Invitation Homes. And since then, now that median housing-sale prices have fully
rebounded — up 46 percent since 2011 — Blackstone has realized even greater gains by exiting the business
entirely, shedding its remaining 41 percent ownership in a series of billion-dollar second offerings from last March
to November. A majority of its shares were bought by mutual funds like VVanguard and J.P. Morgan. According to
The Wall Street Journal, the exit earned Blackstone $7 billion, more than twice what it invested. Blackstone,
meanwhile, is moving on — to -e-commerce warehouses, mobile homes, student housing and affordable housing
around the world.” [New York Times, 3/4/20]

These Investors Had Significant Advantages Over Ordinary
Homebuyers, Including Lower Interest Rates, The Ability To Pay
Entirely In Cash, And The Capital To Outbid
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One Major Investor In Residential Homes, Invitation Homes, Had Access To Lower Interest Rates Than
Normal People, And Therefore Often Outbid Normal Homebuyers By $5,000 To $20,000, And “Almost
Always” Offered To Pay In Cash, Giving It An Advantage. Slate reported, “The median price of an American
house has increased by 28 percent over the last two years, as pandemic-driven demand and long-term demographic
changes send buyers into crazed bidding wars. Might the fact that corporate investors shapped up 15 percent of
U.S. homes for sale in the first quarter of this year have something to do with it? [...] Let’s focus on Invitation
Homes, a $21 billion publicly traded company that was spun off from Blackstone, the world’s largest private equity
company, in 2017. Invitation Homes operates in 16 cities, with the biggest concentration in Atlanta, where it owns
12,556 houses. (Though that’s not much compared with the 80,000 homes sold in Atlanta each year, Invitation
Homes bought 90 percent of the homes for sale in some ZIP codes in Atlanta in the early 2010s.) While normal
people typically pay a mortgage interest rate between 2 percent and 4 percent these days, Invitation Homes can
borrow money for far less: It’s getting billion-dollar loans at interest rates around 1.4 percent. In practice, this
means that Invitation Homes can afford to tack on an extra $5,000 to $20,000 to the purchase price of every home,
while getting the house at the same actual cost as a typical homeowner. While Invitation Homes uses a mixture of
debt and cash from renters to buy houses, its offers are almost always all cash, which is a big leg up ina
competitive market.” [Slate, 6/19/21]

Wall Street Journal: “When Real-Estate Agent Don Nugent Listed A Three-Bedroom, Two-Bath House...
Offers Came Immediately, Including A $208,000 One From A Couple... Looking For Their First Home. A
Competing Bid Was Too Attractive To Pass Up. American Homes 4 Rent... Offered The Same Amount—
But All Cash, No Inspection Required.” The Wall Street Journal reported, “When real-estate agent Don Nugent
listed a three-bedroom, two-bath house here on Jo Ann Drive, offers came immediately, including a $208,000 one
from a couple with a young child looking for their first home. A competing bid was too attractive to pass up.
American Homes 4 Rent, a public company that had been scooping up homes in the neighborhood, offered the
same amount—ybut all cash, no inspection required. Twelve hours after the house went on the market in April, the
Agoura Hills, Calif.-based real-estate investment trust signed a contract. About a month later, it put the house back
on the market, this time for rent, for $1,575 a month. A new breed of homeowners has arrived in this middle-class
suburb of Nashville and in many other communities around the country: big investment firms in the business of
offering single-family homes for rent. Their appearance has shaken up sales and rental markets and, in some
neighborhoods, sparked rent increases.” [Wall Street Journal, 7/21/17]

e Wall Street Journal: “A New Breed Of Homeowners Has Arrived... Big Investment Firms In The
Business Of Offering Single-Family Homes For Rent. Their Appearance Has Shaken Up Sales And
Rental Markets And, In Some Neighborhoods, Sparked Rent Increases.” The Wall Street Journal reported,
“When real-estate agent Don Nugent listed a three-bedroom, two-bath house here on Jo Ann Drive, offers came
immediately, including a $208,000 one from a couple with a young child looking for their first home. A
competing bid was too attractive to pass up. American Homes 4 Rent, a public company that had been scooping
up homes in the neighborhood, offered the same amount—nbut all cash, no inspection required. Twelve hours
after the house went on the market in April, the Agoura Hills, Calif.-based real-estate investment trust signed a
contract. About a month later, it put the house back on the market, this time for rent, for $1,575 a month. A
new breed of homeowners has arrived in this middle-class suburb of Nashville and in many other communities
around the country: big investment firms in the business of offering single-family homes for rent. Their
appearance has shaken up sales and rental markets and, in some neighborhoods, sparked rent increases.” [Wall
Street Journal, 7/21/17]

New York Times: “Wall Street Has Come For The Starter Home. First-Time Buyers, Who Overwhelmingly
Rely On Mortgages, Were Often Outmatched By Cash Buyers At The Beginning Of The Coronavirus
Pandemic.” The New York Times reported, “Wall Street has come for the starter home. First-time buyers, who
overwhelmingly rely on mortgages, were often outmatched by cash buyers at the beginning of the coronavirus
pandemic, when interest rates plummeted below 3 percent and home prices soared. Across the United States, more
than a third of all sales in 2022 were in cash. [...] Investors were largely uninterested in wealthier enclaves. Instead,
they targeted middle-income neighborhoods, many with larger Black and Latino populations. Bradfield Farms fit
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the bill: Itis in an area that, in 2020, was 35 percent Black and 11 percent Latino, according to census data.
Residents include teachers, auto shop workers, receptionists, nurses and cabinetmakers. Over two years, from 2021
to 2022, investors snapped up properties in Bradfield Farms at roughly three times the rate of the citywide average
of 17 percent, according to a New York Times analysis of ATTOM’s data. Homeowners were inundated with calls,
text messages, letters and emails from people offering to buy their homes sight unseen. The buyers closed fast and
used inscrutable names that ended in LLC. ‘Investors went hog-wild,” said Kelli Enos, a local real estate agent.”
[New York Times, 9/16/23]

e New York Times: “Over Two Years, From 2021 To 2022, Investors Snapped Up Properties In Bradfield
Farms At Roughly Three Times The Rate Of The Citywide Average Of 17 Percent...Homeowners Were
Inundated With Calls, Text Messages, Letters And Emails From People Offering To Buy Their Homes
Sight Unseen. The Buyers Closed Fast And Used Inscrutable Names That Ended In LLC.” The New York
Times reported, “Wall Street has come for the starter home. First-time buyers, who overwhelmingly rely on
mortgages, were often outmatched by cash buyers at the beginning of the coronavirus pandemic, when interest
rates plummeted below 3 percent and home prices soared. Across the United States, more than a third of all
sales in 2022 were in cash. [...] Investors were largely uninterested in wealthier enclaves. Instead, they targeted
middle-income neighborhoods, many with larger Black and Latino populations. Bradfield Farms fit the bill: It
is in an area that, in 2020, was 35 percent Black and 11 percent Latino, according to census data. Residents
include teachers, auto shop workers, receptionists, nurses and cabinetmakers. Over two years, from 2021 to
2022, investors snapped up properties in Bradfield Farms at roughly three times the rate of the citywide average
of 17 percent, according to a New York Times analysis of ATTOM’s data. Homeowners were inundated with
calls, text messages, letters and emails from people offering to buy their homes sight unseen. The buyers closed
fast and used inscrutable names that ended in LLC. ‘Investors went hog-wild,” said Kelli Enos, a local real
estate agent.” [New York Times, 9/16/23]

Investors Sometimes Bought Up Entire Blocks Or Neighborhoods To
Serve As Rentals, And Then Pursued Aggressive Rent Increases While
Failing To Address Habitability Issues For Tenants

New York Times: “In A Pattern Repeated In Cities Around The Country, Corporations Focused On
Modestly Priced Houses, Frequently In Neighborhoods With Large Black And Latino Populations, And
Converted The Properties To Rentals. In One Neighborhood In East Charlotte, Wall Street-Backed
Investors Bought Half Of The Homes That Sold In 2021 And 2022.” The New York Times reported, “The bills
were introduced three months after The New York Times published a story examining the impact of corporate-
backed investment on Charlotte, N.C., where, in 2022, investors purchased 17 percent of the city’s homes in cash,
often outcompeting first-time buyers who rely heavily on mortgages. In a pattern repeated in cities around the
country, corporations focused on modestly priced houses, frequently in neighborhoods with large Black and Latino
populations, and converted the properties to rentals. In one neighborhood in east Charlotte, Wall Street-backed
investors bought half of the homes that sold in 2021 and 2022. On one block, all but one home that sold during that
period sold in cash to an investor who rented it out. Wall Street entered the single-family rental market in the
aftermath of the 2008 housing crisis, plucking up homes in foreclosure. Its influence has been growing ever since.
By June 2022, institutional investors owned 3 percent of all single-family rentals nationwide, but in more
affordable markets they owned a considerable market share; in Charlotte, they owned 20 percent, according to the
Urban Institute. Even as the housing market slows, investors have remained active, buying 26 percent of the single-
family homes that sold in June 2023, according to CoreLogic, a data analytics company.” [New York Times,
12/6/23]

e New York Times: “Wall Street Entered The Single-Family Rental Market In The Aftermath Of The
2008 Housing Crisis, Plucking Up Homes In Foreclosure. Its Influence Has Been Growing Ever Since.”
The New York Times reported, “The bills were introduced three months after The New York Times published
a story examining the impact of corporate-backed investment on Charlotte, N.C., where, in 2022, investors
purchased 17 percent of the city’s homes in cash, often outcompeting first-time buyers who rely heavily on
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mortgages. In a pattern repeated in cities around the country, corporations focused on modestly priced houses,
frequently in neighborhoods with large Black and Latino populations, and converted the properties to rentals. In
one neighborhood in east Charlotte, Wall Street-backed investors bought half of the homes that sold in 2021
and 2022. On one block, all but one home that sold during that period sold in cash to an investor who rented it
out. Wall Street entered the single-family rental market in the aftermath of the 2008 housing crisis, plucking up
homes in foreclosure. Its influence has been growing ever since. By June 2022, institutional investors owned 3
percent of all single-family rentals nationwide, but in more affordable markets they owned a considerable
market share; in Charlotte, they owned 20 percent, according to the Urban Institute. Even as the housing market
slows, investors have remained active, buying 26 percent of the single-family homes that sold in June 2023,
according to CoreLogic, a data analytics company.” [New York Times, 12/6/23]

e New York Times: “By June 2022, Institutional Investors Owned 3 Percent Of All Single-Family Rentals
Nationwide, But In More Affordable Markets They Owned A Considerable Market Share... Even As
The Housing Market Slows, Investors Have Remained Active, Buying 26 Percent Of The Single-Family
Homes That Sold In June 2023, According To CoreLogic.” The New York Times reported, “The bills were
introduced three months after The New York Times published a story examining the impact of corporate-
backed investment on Charlotte, N.C., where, in 2022, investors purchased 17 percent of the city’s homes in
cash, often outcompeting first-time buyers who rely heavily on mortgages. In a pattern repeated in cities around
the country, corporations focused on modestly priced houses, frequently in neighborhoods with large Black and
Latino populations, and converted the properties to rentals. In one neighborhood in east Charlotte, Wall Street-
backed investors bought half of the homes that sold in 2021 and 2022. On one block, all but one home that sold
during that period sold in cash to an investor who rented it out. Wall Street entered the single-family rental
market in the aftermath of the 2008 housing crisis, plucking up homes in foreclosure. Its influence has been
growing ever since. By June 2022, institutional investors owned 3 percent of all single-family rentals
nationwide, but in more affordable markets they owned a considerable market share; in Charlotte, they owned
20 percent, according to the Urban Institute. Even as the housing market slows, investors have remained active,
buying 26 percent of the single-family homes that sold in June 2023, according to CoreLogic, a data analytics
company.” [New York Times, 12/6/23]

HEADLINE: “Goldman Sachs-Backed Firms Buy Entire Florida Community For $45M.” [New York Post,
5/11/22]

Private Equity Landlords Often Were Aggressive About Increasing Rent And Evicting Tenants, As
Companies Like Blackstone Securitized The Homes They Owned To Obtain Credit, Meaning Rent Payments
Had To Cover Both The Mortgage And Interest Payments To Blackstone Shareholders. The New York Times
reported, “Landlords can be rapacious creatures, but this new breed of private-equity landlord has proved itself to
be particularly so, many experts say. That’s partly because of the imperative for growth: Private-equity firms chase
double-digit returns within 10 years. To get that, they need credit: The more borrowed, the higher the returns.

When credit was tight after the financial crisis, the acquiring firms, led by Blackstone, figured out a way to generate
more of it by creating a new financial instrument: a single-family-rental securitization, which was a mix of
residential mortgage-backed securities, collateralized by home values, and commercial real estate-backed securities,
collateralized by expected rental income. In 2013, a year after Ellingwood’s home was acquired, Blackstone’s
Invitation Homes securitized the first bundle of single-family rentals — 3,200 of them for 75 percent of their
estimated value: $479 million. Those who bought these bonds received 3 to 5 percent in monthly interest until their
principal was returned (generally in five years). Blackstone put some of that $479 million toward repaying the
short-term credit lines it took out to buy the houses. [...] With the securitized homes, the rental income now needed
to cover not only the mortgage but also the interest payments distributed to bondholders — creating an incentive to
keep occupancy and rents as high as possible. In fact, Invitation Homes’ securitized bond model assumed a 94
percent paying-occupancy rate, putting pressure on the company to evict nonpaying tenants right away.” [New
York Times, 3/4/20]
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e Tenants At Blackstone-Owned Invitation Homes’s Rentals Complained Of Excessive And Burdensome
Fees And Safety Issues Due To Poor Maintenance And A Lack Of Inspections. The New York Times
reported, “Another common practice was charging burdensome fees. For each utility bill received by Invitation
Homes — many single-family-rental companies, or S.F.R.s, put utilities in the company’s name and then
charge the utility back to the tenant — the company levies a $9.95 ‘conveyance’ fee. The company also piled
on landscaping fees, $100 monthly pool fees, a $50 monthly pet fee (‘pet rents’ were up 300 percent, Invitation
Homes announced in 2017, accounting for additional gains of $1.5 million) and automatic enrollment in smart-
lock services for $18 to $20 a month. The first month of the smart-lock service was free, so that by the time the
charge appeared on the rent bill, it was too late to opt out, per the nearly 40-page lease. [...] Of all of Invitation
Homes’s practices, those that most alarmed Chisholm involved habitability issues — poor maintenance and
lack of inspections. In Georgia, as reported in The Atlantic last year and documented in a Face-book video,
Rene Valentin and his wife and their two young children rented a home with defective piping. Their home
flooded six times. Once, the water ran six inches high. They say Invitation Homes would pay neither for the
removal of the mildewed carpeting nor for the family to stay in a hotel. (When contacted, the Valentins could

not comment for this article because they were in negotiations with Invitation Homes.)” [New York Times,
3/4/20]

Investors Accounted For Roughly 25 Percent Of Single-Family Home
Purchasing From 2021 To 2023

From Mid-2021 Onwards, Investors Have Accounted For Around 25 Percent Of Single-Family Home
Purchases. CoreLogic reported, “The sizable U.S. home investor share seen over the past two years held steady
going into the summer. In March 2023, investors accounted for 27% of all single-family home purchases; by June,
that number was almost unchanged at 26%. Share of Home Purchases Made by Investors by Month Figure 1
shows the share of home purchases made by investors since January 2019. The year 2021 saw a surge in investor
activity. Investors have since held a market share that averages 8 percentage points higher than in 2020. Investor
activity has declined slightly since early 2023, but there is still no sign that the share will fall back to its pre-
pandemic level in the near future[1]. Indeed, the most likely reason for the small drop in home investor purchases in
recent months is seasonality, as owner-occupied buyers become more active in the summer.” [CoreLogic, 8/17/23]
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Figure 1: Share of home purchases made by investors by month: January 2019 - June 2023

[CoreLogic, 8/17/23]
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An Urban Institute Report Found That In 2011, No Single Entity Owned More Than 1,000 Single-Family
Rental Homes, Whereas By June 2022, Hedge Funds And Institutional Investors Owned A Cumulative
574,000 Single-Family Homes. Vice reported, “Merkley and Smith cite data from an Urban Institute report that
said in 2011, no single entity owned more than 1,000 single-family rental homes, whereas by June 2022 hedge
funds and institutional investors owned a cumulative 574,000 single-family homes. This includes large corporate
owners like Invitation Homes, which owns more than 80,000 homes across the country. While corporate investors
only own 5 percent of the nation’s single-family housing stock, the ownership is often concentrated in majority
Black and Latino neighborhoods and in some neighborhoods, entire blocks have been purchased by investors. The
practice has ramped up since the beginning of the pandemic, with 28 percent of all homes sold in 2022 going to
institutional investors according to Pew Charitable Trust. In 2021, a venture-funded company backed by Jeff Bezos
and other billionaires also got in on the act.” [Vice, 12/7/23]

o 28 Percent Of All Homes Sold In 2022 Were Bought By Institutional Investors. Vice reported, “Merkley
and Smith cite data from an Urban Institute report that said in 2011, no single entity owned more than 1,000
single-family rental homes, whereas by June 2022 hedge funds and institutional investors owned a cumulative
574,000 single-family homes. This includes large corporate owners like Invitation Homes, which owns more
than 80,000 homes across the country. While corporate investors only own 5 percent of the nation’s single-
family housing stock, the ownership is often concentrated in majority Black and Latino neighborhoods and in
some neighborhoods, entire blocks have been purchased by investors. The practice has ramped up since the
beginning of the pandemic, with 28 percent of all homes sold in 2022 going to institutional investors according
to Pew Charitable Trust. In 2021, a venture-funded company backed by Jeff Bezos and other billionaires also
got in on the act.” [Vice, 12/7/23]

Q3 2021: Residential Real Estate Bought By Companies Accounted For 18 Percent Of Single-Family Home
Sales, Up 80 Percent From The Previous Year. According to Toptal, “Prior to 2010, the single-family rental
market was largely ignored by big institutional investors, which preferred easy-to-scale multifamily properties. But
since the financial crisis—and especially since 2019—that’s changed. Financial heavyweights like J.P. Morgan
Asset Management, Blackstone, and Goldman Sachs Asset Management have helped bankroll an industry of more
than two dozen single-family home rental companies that are snapping up existing properties—and building new
ones too. Residential real estate acquired by companies or institutions soared to 90,215 homes in the third quarter
of 2021, as investors, both large and small, accounted for 18% of single-family home sales. That’s up 80.2% from
the year prior, according to the online real estate firm Redfin. Nearly three-quarters of residential purchases by
investors were single-family homes, while multifamily homes—a market in which investors have been significant
players for decades—accounted for just a quarter of sales.” [Toptal, accessed 1/10/24]

This Caused Home Prices And Rent To Increase, With Advocates
Warning That Companies Have “Been Very Explicit About How People
Are Shut Out Of The Homebuying Market And Are Going To Be
Perpetual Renters”

HEADLINE: “If You Sell A House These Days, The Buyer Might Be A Pension Fund.” [Wall Street Journal,
4/4/21]

e  Wall Street Journal: “From Individuals With Smartphones And A Few Thousand Dollars To Pensions
And Private-Equity Firms With Billions, Yield-Chasing Investors Are Snapping Up Single-Family
Houses To Rent Out Or Flip. They Are Competing For Houses With Ordinary Americans, Who Are
Armed With The Cheapest Mortgage Financing Ever, And Driving Up Home Prices.” The Wall Street
Journal reported, “From individuals with smartphones and a few thousand dollars to pensions and private-
equity firms with billions, yield-chasing investors are snapping up single-family houses to rent out or flip. They
are competing for houses with ordinary Americans, who are armed with the cheapest mortgage financing ever,
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and driving up home prices. “You now have permanent capital competing with a young couple trying to buy a
house,’ said John Burns, whose eponymous real estate consulting firm estimates that in many of the nation’s
top markets, roughly one in every five houses sold is bought by someone who never moves in. ‘That’s going to
make U.S. housing permanently more expensive,’ he said.” [Wall Street Journal, 4/4/21]

e John Burns, Owner Of John Burns Real Estate Consulting: “You Now Have Permanent Capital
Competing With A Young Couple Trying To Buy A House... That’s Going To Make U.S. Housing
Permanently More Expensive.” The Wall Street Journal reported, “From individuals with smartphones and a
few thousand dollars to pensions and private-equity firms with billions, yield-chasing investors are snapping up
single-family houses to rent out or flip. They are competing for houses with ordinary Americans, who are
armed with the cheapest mortgage financing ever, and driving up home prices. “You now have permanent
capital competing with a young couple trying to buy a house,’ said John Burns, whose eponymous real estate
consulting firm estimates that in many of the nation’s top markets, roughly one in every five houses sold is
bought by someone who never moves in. ‘That’s going to make U.S. housing permanently more expensive,” he
said.” [Wall Street Journal, 4/4/21]

Slate: “The Median Price Of An American House Has Increased By 28 Percent Over The Last Two Years...
Might The Fact That Corporate Investors Snapped Up 15 Percent Of U.S. Homes For Sale In The First
Quarter Of This Year Have Something To Do With It?” Slate reported, “The median price of an American
house has increased by 28 percent over the last two years, as pandemic-driven demand and long-term demographic
changes send buyers into crazed bidding wars. Might the fact that corporate investors snapped up 15 percent of
U.S. homes for sale in the first quarter of this year have something to do with it? The Wall Street Journal reported
in April that an investment firm won a bidding war to purchase an entire neighborhood worth of single-family
homes in Conroe, Texas—ypart of a cycle of stories drumming up panic over Wall Street’s increasing stake in
residential real estate. Then came the backlash, as cool-headed analysts reassured us that big investors like
BlackRock remain insignificant players in the housing market compared with regular old American families.”

[Slate, 6/19/21]

e Although Analysts Claimed Big Investors Were Small Players In The Housing Market, Many Investors
Were Focused On Buying The Homes That Would Otherwise Of Been Obtainable For Younger,
Working- And Middle-Class Households With The “Greatest Potential To Be Wealth-Building.” Slate
reported, “The Wall Street Journal reported in April that an investment firm won a bidding war to purchase an
entire neighborhood worth of single-family homes in Conroe, Texas—part of a cycle of stories drumming up
panic over Wall Street’s increasing stake in residential real estate. Then came the backlash, as cool-headed
analysts reassured us that big investors like BlackRock remain insignificant players in the housing market
compared with regular old American families. [...] That Invitation Homes is getting deals twice as good as a
typical homebuyer shows that it’s not just buying any homes: It’s buying the specific houses with the greatest
potential to be wealth-building for the middle class. [...] But investors are depleting the inventory of the precise
houses that might otherwise be obtainable for younger, working- and middle-class households, in the cities
where those workers can easily find good-paying jobs, like Atlanta (22 percent of home purchases according to
Redfin data), Charlotte (22 percent), and Phoenix (20 percent). More importantly, they’re able to scour those
markets scientifically and systematically to make cash offers on the most attractively priced properties.” [Slate,
6/19/21]

Jordan Ash, Director Of Labor Jobs And Housing And The Private Equity Stakeholder Project: “They’ve
Been Very Explicit About How People Are Shut Out Of The Homebuying Market And Are Going To Be
Perpetual Renters.” CNBC reported, “Since the early 2010s, Tricon Residential, Progress Residential, American
Homes 4 Rent and Invitation Homes have each bought thousands of homes. They’ve also added to the housing
supply in some cases with built-for-rent communities. Some of these companies are financed by private equity
firms such as Blackstone and investment managers such as Pretium Partners. ‘It’s almost a captive market,” said
Jordan Ash, director of labor-jobs and housing at the Private Equity Stakeholder Project. ‘They’ve been very
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explicit about how people are shut out of the homebuying market and are going to be perpetual renters.”” [CNBC,
2/21/23]

Madeline Bankson, Housing Research Coordinator At The Private Equity Stakeholder Project: “It’s A
Thing Of Scale — They’re Reaching Near Monopoly In Some Places... They’re Shutting People Out Of The
Home-Buying Process.” The New York Times reported, “But advocates of affordable housing argue that the
proliferation of single-family rentals traps would-be buyers. ‘It’s a thing of scale — they’re reaching near
monopoly in some places,” said Madeline Bankson, a housing research coordinator at the nonprofit Private Equity
Stakeholder Project. ‘They’re shutting people out of the home-buying process.”” [New York Times, 9/16/23]

Defenders Of Wall Street’s Drive To Buy Homes Misleadingly Argued
That Investors Only Accounted For A Small Portion Of The Total
Housing Stock, Missing That These Companies Were Purchasing A
Large Percentage Of Houses That Were Actually For Sale

Slate: “The Median Price Of An American House Has Increased By 28 Percent Over The Last Two Years...
Might The Fact That Corporate Investors Snapped Up 15 Percent Of U.S. Homes For Sale In The First
Quarter Of This Year Have Something To Do With It?” Slate reported, “The median price of an American
house has increased by 28 percent over the last two years, as pandemic-driven demand and long-term demographic
changes send buyers into crazed bidding wars. Might the fact that corporate investors snapped up 15 percent of
U.S. homes for sale in the first quarter of this year have something to do with it? The Wall Street Journal reported
in April that an investment firm won a bidding war to purchase an entire neighborhood worth of single-family
homes in Conroe, Texas—part of a cycle of stories drumming up panic over Wall Street’s increasing stake in
residential real estate. Then came the backlash, as cool-headed analysts reassured us that big investors like
BlackRock remain insignificant players in the housing market compared with regular old American families.”

[Slate, 6/19/21]

e Although Analysts Claimed Big Investors Were Small Players In The Housing Market, Many Investors
Were Focused On Buying The Homes That Would Otherwise Of Been Obtainable For Younger,
Working- And Middle-Class Households With The “Greatest Potential To Be Wealth-Building.” Slate
reported, “The Wall Street Journal reported in April that an investment firm won a bidding war to purchase an
entire neighborhood worth of single-family homes in Conroe, Texas—part of a cycle of stories drumming up
panic over Wall Street’s increasing stake in residential real estate. Then came the backlash, as cool-headed
analysts reassured us that big investors like BlackRock remain insignificant players in the housing market
compared with regular old American families. [...] That Invitation Homes is getting deals twice as good as a
typical homebuyer shows that it’s not just buying any homes: It’s buying the specific houses with the greatest
potential to be wealth-building for the middle class. [...] But investors are depleting the inventory of the precise
houses that might otherwise be obtainable for younger, working- and middle-class households, in the cities
where those workers can easily find good-paying jobs, like Atlanta (22 percent of home purchases according to
Redfin data), Charlotte (22 percent), and Phoenix (20 percent). More importantly, they’re able to scour those
markets scientifically and systematically to make cash offers on the most attractively priced properties.” [Slate,
6/19/21]

HEADLINE: “Vanguard And Wall Street Are Pumping Global Housing Markets.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-
Ed, 4/28/22]

e Tanja Fijalkowski Op-Ed: “There Are Several Factors Influencing The Housing Affordability Crisis,
But... There Is One Huge, Greedy Elephant In The Room... The Housing Affordability Crisis Is
Unequivocally The Product Of Wall Street’s, With A Special Shout Out To Blackrock And Vanguard,
Voracious Greed.” According to an op-ed by Tanja Fijalkowski in the Upside Chronicles, “There are several
factors influencing the housing affordability crisis, but don’t get it twisted: There is one huge, greedy elephant
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in the room. The rest is just confetti. Despite what prestigious media outlets say, the housing affordability
crisis is unequivocally the product of Wall Street’s, with a special shout out to Blackrock and Vanguard,
voracious greed. To cover their tracks, they have consistently used the reputable sources they own a
controlling stake in as mouth pieces to deflect attention away from what they are doing. But peeling back the
layers just a little bit reveals quite a stinky center.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-Ed, 4/28/22]

o Fijalkowski: “About Two Years Ago, Investment Firms Started Aggressively Buying Up Residential
Housing Units—The Ones Millennials Would Have Entered The Market With... Average Home Sales
Prices Increased By Nearly 25%.” According to an op-ed by Tanja Fijalkowski in the Upside Chronicles,
“About two years ago, investment firms started aggressively buying up residential housing units—the ones
Millennials would have entered the market with. As everyone knows, housing prices soared. The Federal
Reserve’s own data reported that between the beginning of 2020 and now—just over two years later—average
home sales prices increased by nearly 25%. Reports came in that at nearly every home sale transaction, some
high roller was coming in and making cash offer, 10, 20, sometimes even 30% above asking price. That high
roller was Wall Street.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-Ed, 4/28/22]

o Fijalkowski: “Reports Came In That At Nearly Every Home Sale Transaction, Some High Roller Was
Coming In And Making Cash Offer, 10, 20, Sometimes Even 30% Above Asking Price. That High Roller
Was Wall Street.” According to an op-ed by Tanja Fijalkowski in the Upside Chronicles, “About two years
ago, investment firms started aggressively buying up residential housing units—the ones Millennials would
have entered the market with. As everyone knows, housing prices soared. The Federal Reserve’s own data
reported that between the beginning of 2020 and now—just over two years later—average home sales prices
increased by nearly 25%. Reports came in that at nearly every home sale transaction, some high roller was
coming in and making cash offer, 10, 20, sometimes even 30% above asking price. That high roller was Wall
Street.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-Ed, 4/28/22]

o Fijalkowski: “If You Owe 100 Properties And Have A Lot Of Cash, Why Not Go Into A Tight Market
And Drive Up The Cost By Overbidding? Sure, You Pay More For That Particular Unit, But Do It
Enough Times, And The Market Rate For Houses In The Area Goes Up.” According to an op-ed by Tanja
Fijalkowski in the Upside Chronicles, “It’s important to understand that firstly, Wall Street already owns a lot
of homes. Secondly, a few million is not a lot of money to multi billion dollar investment ‘firms.” If you owe
100 properties and have a lot of cash, why not go into a tight market and drive up the cost by overbidding?
Sure, you pay more for that particular unit, but do it enough times, and the market rate for houses in the area
goes up. That means every property in your portfolio goes up, more than offsetting the amount you overpaid for
a particular unit. An institution might overpay say, $5 million dollars in bidding wars for 100 properties in a
given city — but if they already own 1000 units in that city, all of which go up $50,000 due to bidding wars at
every sale, then they are up $45 million dollars.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-Ed, 4/28/22]

o Fijalkowski: “An Institution Might Overpay Say, $5 Million Dollars In Bidding Wars For 100 Properties
In A Given City — But If They Already Own 1000 Units In That City, All Of Which Go Up $50,000 Due
To Bidding Wars At Every Sale, Then They Are Up $45 Million Dollars.” According to an op-ed by Tanja
Fijalkowski in the Upside Chronicles, “It’s important to understand that firstly, Wall Street already owns a lot
of homes. Secondly, a few million is not a lot of money to multi billion dollar investment ‘firms.” If you owe
100 properties and have a lot of cash, why not go into a tight market and drive up the cost by overbidding?
Sure, you pay more for that particular unit, but do it enough times, and the market rate for houses in the area
goes up. That means every property in your portfolio goes up, more than offsetting the amount you overpaid for
a particular unit. An institution might overpay say, $5 million dollars in bidding wars for 100 properties in a
given city — but if they already own 1000 units in that city, all of which go up $50,000 due to bidding wars at
every sale, then they are up $45 million dollars.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-Ed, 4/28/22]

o While Defenders Of Blackrock Argued That It Owned A Very Small Number Of Homes — 80,000 —
Relative To The 80 Million Single-Family Homes In The Country, Fijalkowski Noted, “Eighty Thousand
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Is Not A Lot Relative To All The Housing Units In The U.S., But It Is A Huge Percent Of The Total
Number Of Homes On The Market.” According to an op-ed by Tanja Fijalkowski in the Upside Chronicles,
“In Derek Thompson’s piece in the Atlantic, he brings up some compelling data to defend poor old Blackrock,
who’s just trying to make trillion of dollars through grit and resilience. ‘The U.S. has roughly 140 million
housing units, a broad category that includes mansions, tiny townhouses, and apartments of all sizes. Of those
140 million units, about 80 million are stand-alone single-family homes. Of those 80 million, about 15 million
are rental properties. Of those 15 million single-family rentals, institutional investors own about 300,000; most
of the rest are owned by individual landlords. Of that 300,000, BlackRock—Ilargely through its investment in
the real-estate rental company Invitation Homes—owns about 80,000,” Thompson writes. Well, numbers don’t
lie. But they can easily mislead. Sure, 80,000 houses out of 140 million is barely a drop in the bucket. Eighty
thousand is not a lot relative to all the housing units in the U.S., but it is a huge percent of the total number of
homes on the market. Houses that are not for sale, are not part of the equation.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-Ed,
4/28/22]

o Fijalkowski: “Houses That Are Not For Sale, Are Not Part Of The Equation... As Of The Date This
Article Was Published, The Top Ten Largest Cities In The U.S. By Population Collectively Have 51,223
Housing Units For Sale On Zillow. Now 80,000 Isn’t So Insignificant.” According to an op-ed by Tanja
Fijalkowski in the Upside Chronicles, “In Derek Thompson’s piece in the Atlantic, he brings up some
compelling data to defend poor old Blackrock, who’s just trying to make trillion of dollars through grit and
resilience. [...] Well, numbers don’t lic. But they can easily mislead. Sure, 80,000 houses out of 140 million is
barely a drop in the bucket. Eighty thousand is not a lot relative to all the housing units in the U.S., but it is a
huge percent of the total number of homes on the market. Houses that are not for sale, are not part of the
equation. Housing prices are set by sales—not occupied homes. That changes the math significantly. Let’s
instead compare this figure to houses actively for sale in the ten biggest U.S. cities by population based on
Zillow listings. [...] As of the date this article was published, the top ten largest cities in the U.S. by population
collectively have 51,223 housing units for sale on Zillow. Now 80,000 isn’t so insignificant.” [Upside
Chronicles, Op-Ed, 4/28/22]

e Fijalkowski: “Now Consider That AirBnB Has Over 660,000 Housing Units In The U.S.—More Than
1250% More Than The Combined Total Of Current For-Sale Units In The Top 10 Largest Cities.[...]
Surprise: Vanguard Is The Second Largest Shareholder In AirBnB.” According to an op-ed by Tanja
Fijalkowski in the Upside Chronicles, “Now consider that AirBnB has over 660,000 housing units in the U.S.—
more than 1250% more than the combined total of current for-sale units in the top 10 largest cities. These
properties are primarily for short-term rental income or longer-term leases that are raised every year. Just
Invitation Home’s portfolio and Zillow’s overbuying represent 156% of the total number of housing units for
sales in the top ten largest U.S. cities combined. Surprise: Vanguard is the second largest shareholder in
AirBnB. Between just those three ‘institutional investors,” they are directly profiting from buying up property
and converting it to income-generating assets while housing affordability crises is hitting even high-earning
professionals and homelessness rates skyrocket.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-Ed, 4/28/22]

o Fijalkowski: “Between Just Those Three ‘Institutional Investors,” They Are Directly Profiting From
Buying Up Property And Converting It To Income-Generating Assets While Housing Affordability
Crises Is Hitting Even High-Earning Professionals And Homelessness Rates Skyrocket.” According to an
op-ed by Tanja Fijalkowski in the Upside Chronicles, “Now consider that AirBnB has over 660,000 housing
units in the U.S.—more than 1250% more than the combined total of current for-sale units in the top 10 largest
cities. These properties are primarily for short-term rental income or longer-term leases that are raised every
year. Just Invitation Home’s portfolio and Zillow’s overbuying represent 156% of the total number of housing
units for sales in the top ten largest U.S. cities combined. Surprise: Vanguard is the second largest shareholder
in AirBnB. Between just those three ‘institutional investors,” they are directly profiting from buying up
property and converting it to income-generating assets while housing affordability crises is hitting even high-
earning professionals and homelessness rates skyrocket.” [Upside Chronicles, Op-Ed, 4/28/22]


https://upsidechronicles.com/2022/04/28/vanguard-and-wall-street-are-pumping-global-housing-markets/
https://upsidechronicles.com/2022/04/28/vanguard-and-wall-street-are-pumping-global-housing-markets/
https://upsidechronicles.com/2022/04/28/vanguard-and-wall-street-are-pumping-global-housing-markets/
https://upsidechronicles.com/2022/04/28/vanguard-and-wall-street-are-pumping-global-housing-markets/
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The Problem Is Only Getting Worse, As Analysts Expect Institutional

Investors To Gobble Up 40 Percent Of Single-Family Rentals By 2030,
And Wall Street Has Already Set Aside Enough Money - $110 Billion —

To Increase Their Residential Property Holdings More Than 50
Percent

HEADLINE: “Wall Street Landlords Who’ve Stockpiled $110 Billion Are Lying In Wait For Their Biggest
American Home-Buying Spree Yet.” [Business Insider, 12/22/22]

2022: Institutional Investors Earmarked $110 Billion — The Most Money Ever Amassed — To Purchase
Single-Family Homes As Rental Investments Enough To Add 400,000 Homes To The Existing 700,000
Properties Owned By Corporate Landlords. Business Insider reported, “Institutional real-estate investors
have earmarked as much as $110 billion to purchase or build single-family-rental homes in the coming years,
according to an estimate by Zelman & Associates, a real-estate-research and investment-banking firm. The sum
is the largest ever amassed by investors to acquire American houses — enough to add almost 400,000 homes to
the already expansive inventory of roughly 700,000 single-family properties now controlled by corporate
landlords. The investors eyeing homes include public companies that focus specifically on single-family-rental
investments, such as Invitation Homes and Tricon Residential; major alternative-asset firms like Blackstone
and KKR; and a growing number of wealth managers, insurance companies, and pension funds, including
CalPERS, Invesco, and Pacific Life.” [Business Insider, 12/22/22]

Rick Palacios Jr, Director Of Research At John Burns Real Estate Consulting: “It’s The Biggest
Mountain Of Capital We’ve Ever Seen To Acquire Homes.” Business Insider reported, “Institutional real-
estate investors have earmarked as much as $110 billion to purchase or build single-family-rental homes in the
coming years, according to an estimate by Zelman & Associates, a real-estate-research and investment-banking
firm. [...] If they achieve their ambitions, they’ll radically reshape housing in America. ‘It’s the biggest
mountain of capital we’ve ever seen to acquire homes,” said Rick Palacios Jr., the director of research at John
Burns Real Estate Consulting, a housing analysis and data firm that tracks SFR investment.” [Business Insider,
12/22/22

2022: Institutional Investors Owned Three Percent Of Single-Family Rental Homes, With The Share
Expected To Grow To 40 Percent By 2030. Business Insider reported, “Institutional real-estate investors have
earmarked as much as $110 billion to purchase or build single-family-rental homes in the coming years,
according to an estimate by Zelman & Associates, a real-estate-research and investment-banking firm. The sum
is the largest ever amassed by investors to acquire American houses — enough to add almost 400,000 homes to
the already expansive inventory of roughly 700,000 single-family properties now controlled by corporate
landlords. [...] Institutional investors now own about 3% of the roughly 20 million single-family-rental homes
in the US, according to Roofstock, an online marketplace for single-family investment properties. By 2030,
MetL.ife Investment Management predicts that share will grow to 40%, or about 7.6 million homes. That would
be nearly 9% of the roughly 88 million single-family homes in the US, according to the Census Bureau’s most
recent statistics from 2020.” [Business Insider, 12/22/22]

Wall Street’s Homebuying Spree Extended To Montana, Where More
Than 22 Percent Of Single-Family Homes Were Being Purchased By
Investors

2023: Between 22.2 And 24.4 Percent Of Purchases Of Single-Family
Homes In Montana Were By Investors



https://www.businessinsider.com/corporate-landlords-ready-110-billion-to-pounce-on-homes-2022-12
https://www.businessinsider.com/corporate-landlords-ready-110-billion-to-pounce-on-homes-2022-12
https://www.businessinsider.com/corporate-landlords-ready-110-billion-to-pounce-on-homes-2022-12
https://www.businessinsider.com/corporate-landlords-ready-110-billion-to-pounce-on-homes-2022-12
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Q2 2023: Between 21.6 And 23.4 Percent Of Purchases Of Single-Family Homes In Montana Was Driven By
Investors. CoreLogic reported, “The sizable U.S. home investor share seen over the past two years held steady
going into the summer. In March 2023, investors accounted for 27% of all single-family home purchases; by June,

that number was almost unchanged at 26%.” [CoreLogic, 8/17/23]
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Figure 7: Investor share by state: Q2 2023

Source: CorelLogic Public Records Data, 2023 ® 2023 Corelogic,Inc., All rights reserved.

[CoreLogic, 8/17/23]

Q4 2023: Between 22.2 And 24.4 Percent Of Purchases Of Single-Family Homes In Montana Was Driven By
Investors. According to CoreLogic, “The investor share of purchases climbed to almost 29% in December 2023
and could exceed 30% in 2024 The share of U.S. home investors hit a new high in December, according to
CoreLogic data [1]. In October, November and December, the share of single-family home purchases that were
made by investors was 28%, 27.3% and 28.7%, respectively. This eclipsed the previous all-time high of 28.3% in
February 2022 and makes the investor share rising above 30% in 2024 a distinct possibility.” [CoreLogic, 4/9/24]

Figure 7: Investor share by state: 2023

Source: CorelLogic Public Records Dato, 2024
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[CoreLogic, 4/9/24]


https://www.corelogic.com/intelligence/us-home-investor-share-remained-high-early-summer-2023/
https://www.corelogic.com/intelligence/us-home-investor-share-remained-high-early-summer-2023/
https://www.corelogic.com/intelligence/us-home-investor-share-reached-new-high-q4-2023/
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2022: Two Former Bozeman Mayors Blamed Wall Street Investors In
An Op-Ed For Buying Up New Housing Stock

HEADLINE: “Bozeman’s Affordable Housing Crisis Tied To Newcomers And Wall Street.” [Mountain
Journal, Op-Ed, 6/4/22]

Op-Ed By Two Former Bozeman Mayors: “We Don’t Have A Supply Problem In Our Market; Instead,
We Have A Market That Caters To Wall Street Instead Of Answering The Needs Of Working
Bozemanites.” According to an op-ed by former Bozeman mayors Steve Kirchhoff and Jeff Krauss in the
Mountain Journal, “We would like to pose a question to the Bozeman City Commission. Imagine we could
wave a magic wand and dramatically increase Bozeman’s housing supply overnight. Let’s say we could wake
up tomorrow to 1,000 new units of all kinds of housing. Do you think the average housing price would
decrease? [...] We don’t have a supply problem in our market; instead, we have a market that caters to Wall
Street instead of answering the needs of working Bozemanites. If we woke up tomorrow to 1,000 brand-new
housing units, they would be snatched up by same people who are snatching them up today: 20 percent would
go to wealthy people from Bozeman who can afford to move up or invest; fifty percent would go to wealthy
newcomers; and the remaining thirty percent would go to out-of-state investors.” [Mountain Journal, Op-Ed,
6/4/22]

Op-Ed: “If We Woke Up Tomorrow To 1,000 Brand-New Housing Units... 20 Percent Would Go To
Wealthy People From Bozeman Who Can Afford To Move Up Or Invest; Fifty Percent Would Go To
Wealthy Newcomers; And The Remaining Thirty Percent Would Go To Out-Of-State Investors.”
According to an op-ed by former Bozeman mayors Steve Kirchhoff and Jeff Krauss in the Mountain Journal,
“We would like to pose a question to the Bozeman City Commission. Imagine we could wave a magic wand
and dramatically increase Bozeman’s housing supply overnight. Let’s say we could wake up tomorrow to 1,000
new units of all kinds of housing. Do you think the average housing price would decrease? [...] We don’t have a
supply problem in our market; instead, we have a market that caters to Wall Street instead of answering the
needs of working Bozemanites. If we woke up tomorrow to 1,000 brand-new housing units, they would be
snatched up by same people who are snatching them up today: 20 percent would go to wealthy people from
Bozeman who can afford to move up or invest; fifty percent would go to wealthy newcomers; and the
remaining thirty percent would go to out-of-state investors.” [Mountain Journal, Op-Ed, 6/4/22]

Op-Ed: “The Same Fist Of The Investment Class Is Pounding Down The Gates And Staging Hostile
Takeovers Of Housing Markets In Larger Cities Across The US. [...] If There Is An Invisible Hand
Guiding The Housing Markets In ‘Hot’ US Cities And Montana Towns, It’s Studded With Diamond
Rings.” According to an op-ed by former Bozeman mayors Steve Kirchhoff and Jeff Krauss in the Mountain
Journal, “The same fist of the investment class is pounding down the gates and staging hostile takeovers of
housing markets in larger cities across the US. Last August The Washington Post reported that investors
purchased one quarter of new housing in Phoenix, and nearly as much in Miami, Atlanta, Charlotte, and Las
Vegas. If there is an invisible hand guiding the housing markets in ‘hot” US cities and Montana towns, it’s
studded with diamond rings, and it doesn’t care whether housing will be constructed for local working people
or not.” [Mountain Journal, Op-Ed, 6/4/22]


https://mountainjournal.org/bozeman-a-city-touted-as-icon-of-american-prosperity-has-deep-affordable-housing-crisis
https://mountainjournal.org/bozeman-a-city-touted-as-icon-of-american-prosperity-has-deep-affordable-housing-crisis
https://mountainjournal.org/bozeman-a-city-touted-as-icon-of-american-prosperity-has-deep-affordable-housing-crisis
https://mountainjournal.org/bozeman-a-city-touted-as-icon-of-american-prosperity-has-deep-affordable-housing-crisis
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Zinke Voted To Remove Country Of Origin Labeling Requirements For

Beef, Decimating Montana’s Cattle Industry, And Supported The TPP,
A Free Trade Agreement That Would Have Worsened The Problem

Zinke Voted To Repeal Country Of Origin Labeling For Beef Imports,
Crashing Montana’s Cattle Industry

June 2015: Zinke Released A Press Release Touting That He Had Voted
To Repeal Country Of Origin Labeling For Beef, Claiming That Doing
So Would Help Montana Farmers And Ranchers

June 2015: Zinke Released A Press Release Touting That He Had Voted To Repeal Country Of Origin
Labeling, Saying, “Repealing COOL Regulations While Still Allowing Beef, Pork And Lamb Producers To
Maintain ‘Made In The U.S.A.’ Labels Will Return Certainty To Our Agriculture Industry And Allow
Montana Farmers, Ranchers And Related Trades To Compete Globally For Years To Come.” According to a
press release from the Representative Ryan Zinke, Today Montana agriculture leaders applauded Congressman
Ryan Zinke for voting in favor of repealing mandatory country of origin labeling (COOL) for agriculture products
by voting YES on H.R. 2393, the Country of Origin Labeling Amendments Act of 2015. The measure passed with
overwhelming bipartisan support by a vote of 300-131. Montana Stockgrowers, Wool Growers and Pork Producers
applauded Zinke’s vote. COOL regulations were implemented on beef, pork and lamb in 2002; however earlier this
year the World Trade Organization ruled in favor of a Canadian complaint that the U.S. labeling law was in
violation of WTO code. This prompted the House of Representatives to act in order to prevent retaliatory tariffs
against U.S. producers. Under H.R. 2393, producers are still allowed to label their meat as made in the U.S.A.,
however it is not required. ‘I’ve listened to Montana farmers and ranchers, and it’s clear: Maintaining strong trade
relationships with our top trade partner Canada, and our other allies, is critical to the success of Montana’s entire
agriculture community,” said Rep. Zinke. ‘In Montana we export more agriculture goods globally than every other
industry combined. Repealing COOL regulations while still allowing beef, pork and lamb producers to maintain
“Made in the U.S.A.” labels will return certainty to our agriculture industry and allow Montana farmers, ranchers
and related trades to compete globally for years to come.”” [Representative Ryan Zinke, Press Release, 6/11/15]

Zinke’s Vote Resulted In Cattle Markets Falling By Half, Costing
Montana Ranchers Billions Of Dollars

Montana Cattlemen’s Association President Gilles Stockton: “Ryan Zinke Was In Congress In 2015 And
Actually Voted To Remove Beef And Pork From The Labeling Requirements. He Has Not Repudiated That
Vote.” According to an op-ed in the Ravalli Republic by Gilles Stockton, President of the Montana Cattlemen’s
Association, “When we look at the five candidates currently running to represent us in Congress we find a mixed
bag. As mentioned above, Representative Rosendale could be sponsoring the American Beef Labeling Act, but
isn’t. Ryan Zinke was in Congress in 2015 and actually voted to remove beef and pork from the labeling
requirements. He has not repudiated that vote.” [Ravalli Republic, Op-Ed, 10/1/22]

e Montana Cattlemen’s Association President Gilles Stockton: “In 2015 Congress Rescinded The
Requirement That Imported Beef And Pork Be Labeled... Immediately Following This Action By
Congress Cattle Markets Crashed By Nearly Half, Resulting In Billions Of Dollars Lost To Ranchers In
Rural States Such As Montana.” According to an op-ed in the Ravalli Republic by Gilles Stockton, President
of the Montana Cattlemen’s Association, “A new poll conducted on behalf of the Coalition for a Prosperous
America (CPA) finds that 86% of Americans favor reinstatement of Country-of-Origin Labeling (COOL) for
beef and pork. In 2015 Congress rescinded the requirement that imported beef and pork be labeled. However, it
was only for beef and pork. All other foods, including lamb and seafood, continue to be labeled. Immediately
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following this action by Congress cattle markets crashed by nearly half, resulting in billions of dollars lost to
ranchers in rural states such as Montana.” [Ravalli Republic, Op-Ed, 10/1/22]

The Northern Plains Resource Council Claimed That 14,000 Jobs Had Been Lost In American Meatpacking
Facilities As A Result Of The Repeal Of Country-Of-Origin Labeling. According to the Northern Plains
Resource Council, “Since COOL was repealed nationally in 2015, 14,000 jobs in American meatpacking facilities
have been lost. Without COOL, processing meat overseas is cheaper and perpetuates exploitation of workers and
the environment. United Food and Commercial Workers — the largest private-industry union representing workers
at grocery stores, retailers, meatpackers, and processors — supports restoring mandatory COOL.” [Northern Plains
Resource Council, 3/1/22]

2016: A Grass Range Resident Wrote A Letter To The Editor Slamming
Zinke’s Vote To Rescind Country Of Origin Labeling For Beef

October 2016: Grass Range Resident Gilles Stockton Criticized Zinke’s 2015 Vote To Rescind Country-Of-
Origin Labeling Of Retail Beef For Allegedly Crashing The Cattle Market. According to a letter to the editor
submitted by Gilles Stockton of Grass Range to the Great Falls Tribune, “Most voters are unaware that, in 2015,
U.S. Rep. Ryan Zinke voted to rescind country-of-origin labeling of retail beef. This action resulted in a surge of
beef imports, contributing to a crash in the cattle market. Prices for feeder calves this fall are 42 percent lower than
last year. This amounts to an average of $600 less per calf for the 1.2 million feeder calves Montana ranchers sell
annually. In terms of Montana’s economy, about three-quarters of a billion dollars is not available to ranch families
to purchase Christmas presents for their kids, a newer car, upgrades on worn-out machinery or a night out on the
town with the spouse. This is money that is not flowing through Montana’s economy and affects everyone. To put
this in perspective, this fall there are a lot of political attack ads accusing Democratic candidates of somehow
causing the closure of coal mines even though it is not plausible that these candidates had any influence or effect on
low international coal prices, the actual reason why coal companies have declared bankruptcy. We should
understand that coal mining contributes less to Montana’s economy than does ranching. I don’t know how any
other single congressional vote could have had a greater negative consequence to Montana as did Zinke’s
rescinding of country-of-origin labeling. — Gilles Stockton, Grass Range.” [Great Falls Tribune, Letter to the Editor,
10/24/16]

e Stockton: “Most Voters Are Unaware That, In 2015, U.S. Rep. Ryan Zinke Voted To Rescind Country-
Of-Origin Labeling Of Retail Beef. This Action Resulted In A Surge Of Beef Imports, Contributing To A
Crash In The Cattle Market.” According to a letter to the editor submitted by Gilles Stockton of Grass Range
to the Great Falls Tribune, “Most voters are unaware that, in 2015, U.S. Rep. Ryan Zinke voted to rescind
country-of-origin labeling of retail beef. This action resulted in a surge of beef imports, contributing to a crash
in the cattle market. Prices for feeder calves this fall are 42 percent lower than last year. This amounts to an
average of $600 less per calf for the 1.2 million feeder calves Montana ranchers sell annually. In terms of
Montana’s economy, about three-quarters of a billion dollars is not available to ranch families to purchase
Christmas presents for their kids, a newer car, upgrades on worn-out machinery or a night out on the town with
the spouse. This is money that is not flowing through Montana’s economy and affects everyone. To put this in
perspective, this fall there are a lot of political attack ads accusing Democratic candidates of somehow causing
the closure of coal mines even though it is not plausible that these candidates had any influence or effect on low
international coal prices, the actual reason why coal companies have declared bankruptcy. We should
understand that coal mining contributes less to Montana’s economy than does ranching. I don’t know how any
other single congressional vote could have had a greater negative consequence to Montana as did Zinke’s
rescinding of country-of-origin labeling. — Gilles Stockton, Grass Range.” [Great Falls Tribune, Letter to the
Editor, 10/24/16]

e Stockton: “I Don’t Know How Any Other Single Congressional Vote Could Have Had A Greater
Negative Consequence To Montana As Did Zinke’s Rescinding Of Country-Of-Origin Labeling.”
According to a letter to the editor submitted by Gilles Stockton of Grass Range to the Great Falls Tribune,


https://northernplains.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/COOL_factsheet_2020-8-5_FNL_WEB-1.pdf
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“Most voters are unaware that, in 2015, U.S. Rep. Ryan Zinke voted to rescind country-of-origin labeling of
retail beef. This action resulted in a surge of beef imports, contributing to a crash in the cattle market. Prices for
feeder calves this fall are 42 percent lower than last year. This amounts to an average of $600 less per calf for
the 1.2 million feeder calves Montana ranchers sell annually. In terms of Montana’s economy, about three-
quarters of a billion dollars is not available to ranch families to purchase Christmas presents for their kids, a
newer car, upgrades on worn-out machinery or a night out on the town with the spouse. This is money that is
not flowing through Montana’s economy and affects everyone. To put this in perspective, this fall there are a
lot of political attack ads accusing Democratic candidates of somehow causing the closure of coal mines even
though it is not plausible that these candidates had any influence or effect on low international coal prices, the
actual reason why coal companies have declared bankruptcy. We should understand that coal mining
contributes less to Montana’s economy than does ranching. I don’t know how any other single congressional
vote could have had a greater negative consequence to Montana as did Zinke’s rescinding of country-of-origin
labeling. — Gilles Stockton, Grass Range.” [Great Falls Tribune, Letter to the Editor, 10/24/16]

The Repeal Of Country Of Origin Labeling Led To A Sharp Drop In
Prices And Profits For Domestic Cattle Ranchers

2019: A Plunge In Cattle Prices Occurred Around The Same Time That Country Of Origin Labeling
Requirements For Beef Were Repealed By Congress Following A World Trade Organization Ruling. The
Washington Post reported, “The controversy dates to 2008, when Congress required mandatory labels for beef and
pork. But when the labeling rules were in effect, only animals that were born, raised and slaughtered in the United
States qualified as ‘Product of USA.’ [...] Mexico and Canada, which ship about 2 million live cattle each year to
the United States, complained to the WTO that the measure was an impermissible trade barrier. In 2012, the
organization agreed. The Barack Obama administration rewrote the regulation, but two years later the global
trading body vetoed that approach and authorized Mexico and Canada to levy $1 billion in retaliatory tariffs on
U.S. agricultural exports if the labeling requirement was not dropped. Today, as long as the cattle is processed in
an American plant, it can carry a ‘USDA’ label. The Wishons say that has hurt their business as cattle from Mexico
and Canada flood the market. Congress swiftly repealed the measure. Bullard said that a plunge in cattle prices that
occurred around the same time demonstrates that the end of labeling hurt ranchers.” [Washington Post, 5/3/19]

e  Washington Post: “Today, As Long As The Cattle Is Processed In An American Plant, It Can Carry A
‘USDA Label. The Wishons Say That Has Hurt Their Business As Cattle From Mexico And Canada
Flood The Market.” The Washington Post reported, “The controversy dates to 2008, when Congress required
mandatory labels for beef and pork. But when the labeling rules were in effect, only animals that were born,
raised and slaughtered in the United States qualified as ‘Product of USA.” [...] Mexico and Canada, which ship
about 2 million live cattle each year to the United States, complained to the WTO that the measure was an
impermissible trade barrier. In 2012, the organization agreed. The Barack Obama administration rewrote the
regulation, but two years later the global trading body vetoed that approach and authorized Mexico and Canada
to levy $1 billion in retaliatory tariffs on U.S. agricultural exports if the labeling requirement was not dropped.
Today, as long as the cattle is processed in an American plant, it can carry a ‘USDA’ label. The Wishons say
that has hurt their business as cattle from Mexico and Canada flood the market. Congress swiftly repealed the
measure. Bullard said that a plunge in cattle prices that occurred around the same time demonstrates that the
end of labeling hurt ranchers.” [Washington Post, 5/3/19]

e  Washington Post: “From $79 Per 100 Pounds In December 2009, Prices Soared To A Peak Of $171 In
November 2014, Before Plunging To $94 In Late 2016 And Recovering Now To About $115.” The
Washington Post reported, “As cattle prices rose and fell in recent years, the Wishons became convinced they
were the victims of foreign forces, including the WTO and large meatpackers. From $79 per 100 pounds in
December 2009, prices soared to a peak of $171 in November 2014, before plunging to $94 in late 2016 and
recovering now to about $115. Bill Bullard, chief executive of the 5,000-member R-CALF, said mandatory
product labeling would allow domestic cattle to command higher prices.” [Washington Post, 5/3/19]


https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/america-first-may-be-last-hope-for-these-cattle-ranchers/2019/05/03/7469d1de-5bad-11e9-9625-01d48d50ef75_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/america-first-may-be-last-hope-for-these-cattle-ranchers/2019/05/03/7469d1de-5bad-11e9-9625-01d48d50ef75_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/america-first-may-be-last-hope-for-these-cattle-ranchers/2019/05/03/7469d1de-5bad-11e9-9625-01d48d50ef75_story.html
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o  Washington Post: “Bill Bullard, Chief Executive Of The 5,000-Member R-CALF, Said Mandatory
Product Labeling Would Allow Domestic Cattle To Command Higher Prices.” The Washington Post
reported, “As cattle prices rose and fell in recent years, the Wishons became convinced they were the victims of
foreign forces, including the WTO and large meatpackers. From $79 per 100 pounds in December 2009, prices
soared to a peak of $171 in November 2014, before plunging to $94 in late 2016 and recovering now to about
$115. Bill Bullard, chief executive of the 5,000-member R-CALF, said mandatory product labeling would
allow domestic cattle to command higher prices.” [Washington Post, 5/3/19]

Senator Jon Tester Press Release: “In 2015, Congress Repealed The Law Requiring The Labels For Beef,
Reducing The Competitive Advantage For American-Made Beef Products—A Decision Tester Opposed.
That Decision Has Been Blamed For Tumbling Prices And Forcing American Producers To Compete With
Foreign Meat Without Any Way Of Showing Where Product Comes From.” According to a press release from
the Office of Jon Tester, “COOL regulations are currently in effect for several products, including chicken; lamb;
goat; farm-raised and wild caught fish and shellfish; and most nuts. But in 2015, Congress repealed the law
requiring the labels for beef, reducing the competitive advantage for American-made beef products—a decision
Tester opposed. That decision has been blamed for tumbling prices and forcing American producers to compete
with foreign meat without any way of showing where product comes from.” [Office of Jon Tester, Press Release,
5/13/20]

Op-Ed By Rhonda Perry, Executive Director Of The Missouri Rural Crisis Center: “Immediately After
Country Of Origin Labeling Was Rescinded, The Price Of Cattle Plummeted And Cow/Calf Producers’
Profit Dropped By 30%, The Largest One-Year Drop In History.” According to an op-ed by Rhonda Perry,
executive director of the Missouri Rural Crisis Center, in the Missouri Independent, “The implementation of
country of origin labeling led to an increase in the prices paid to American farmers, underscoring its positive impact
on domestic agriculture. It turns out that consumers want to — and will — choose American products, supporting
American farmers and economies. However, the resulting drop in prices paid to U.S. cattle farmers since country of
origin labeling was rescinded has been no less drastic. Immediately after country of origin labeling was rescinded,
the price of cattle plummeted and cow/calf producers’ profit dropped by 30%, the largest one-year drop in history.
When you look at the 2022 Census of Agriculture, the economic effects go even further. The 2022 Ag Census
reports a shocking loss of cattle producers: from 2017-2022, the U.S. lost 150,569 cattle operations, and Missouri
alone lost 9,954 cattle operations (which is 20% of MO cattle operations). This is wealth extracted from our
communities and bound for distant shores.” [Missouri Independent, 6/12/24]

e Perry: “When You Look At The 2022 Census Of Agriculture, The Economic Effects Go Even Further.
The 2022 Ag Census Reports A Shocking Loss Of Cattle Producers: From 2017-2022, The U.S. Lost
150,569 Cattle Operations... This Is Wealth Extracted From Our Communities And Bound For Distant
Shores.” According to an op-ed by Rhonda Perry, executive director of the Missouri Rural Crisis Center, in the
Missouri Independent, “The implementation of country of origin labeling led to an increase in the prices paid to
American farmers, underscoring its positive impact on domestic agriculture. It turns out that consumers want to
— and will — choose American products, supporting American farmers and economies. However, the resulting
drop in prices paid to U.S. cattle farmers since country of origin labeling was rescinded has been no less drastic.
Immediately after country of origin labeling was rescinded, the price of cattle plummeted and cow/calf
producers’ profit dropped by 30%, the largest one-year drop in history. When you look at the 2022 Census of
Agriculture, the economic effects go even further. The 2022 Ag Census reports a shocking loss of cattle
producers: from 2017-2022, the U.S. lost 150,569 cattle operations, and Missouri alone lost 9,954 cattle
operations (which is 20% of MO cattle operations). This is wealth extracted from our communities and bound
for distant shores.” [Missouri Independent, Op-Ed, 6/12/24]

2015: Columnist Mike Jopek Criticized Zinke For His Vote To Rescind
Country Of Origin Labeling



https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/america-first-may-be-last-hope-for-these-cattle-ranchers/2019/05/03/7469d1de-5bad-11e9-9625-01d48d50ef75_story.html
https://www.tester.senate.gov/newsroom/press-releases/pr-7476/
https://missouriindependent.com/2024/06/12/farmers-and-consumers-demand-country-of-origin-labeling-be-included-in-farm-bill/#:~:text=Immediately%20after%20country%20of%20origin,economic%20effects%20go%20even%20further
https://missouriindependent.com/2024/06/12/farmers-and-consumers-demand-country-of-origin-labeling-be-included-in-farm-bill/#:~:text=Immediately%20after%20country%20of%20origin,economic%20effects%20go%20even%20further
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June 2015: Columnist Mike Jopek Criticized Zinke For Repealing COOL For Imported Meats. According to
a column by Mike Jopek in the Flathead Beacon, “In a disappointment for eaters across America, the House passed
a bill repealing a previous U.S. law mandating that meat imported from other countries contain a label delineating
the origin. Congressman Ryan Zinke voted to repeal country of origin labeling or COOL for imported meat
products like cuts of beef, ground pork or beef, and poultry. Meat labels indicate to consumers in which country
the animal was born, raised and slaughtered. With meat processed and imported from all over the world, consumers
may soon have no right to know this morsel of food information. House Speaker John Boehner said that unless
Congress repeals our COOL laws, American exporters might be faced with billions in retaliatory tariffs. National
Farmers Union President Roger Johnson said that Canada and Mexico have yet to prove any monetary losses from
U.S. meat labeling laws. That’s a forthcoming international dispute process. Supporters of meat labeling contend
that over 60 countries have their own versions of COOL. Referring to the stalled Trans-Pacific Partnership
international trade agreement being fast-tracked through Congress, President Barak Obama earlier said that no trade
agreement is going to force us to change our laws. Zinke voted to give Obama fast-track authorization to negotiate
the TPP. Zinke supported a companion customs bill, which prohibits things like climate change initiatives in trade
but also adds six additional people to oversee negotiations. On the same day, Zinke opposed the bill to provide aid
to any displaced U.S. workers.” [Flathead Beacon, Column, 6/24/15]

May 2022: Zinke Claimed That He Supported Country-Of-Origin
Labeling Requirements For Beef

May 2022: Zinke Claimed That He Supported Country-Of-Origin Labeling Requirements For Beef. The
Billings Gazette reported, “Republicans vying in the primary for Montana’s new western U.S. House district from
left: Mitch Heuer, Al Olszewski, Mary Todd, Matt Jette and Ryan Zinke. Montana’s primary election is June 7.
All four agreed that country-of-origin labeling should be required for beef, a policy that has recently found
bipartisan support from Montana’s congressional delegation. Congress repealed country-of-origin labeling for beef
and pork in 2015 after pressure from the World Trade Organization. Olszewski used the opportunity, as he did
repeatedly during the debate, to point to his status as the only candidate on the stage with prior legislative
experience. He carried a bill related to the issue during the 2019 legislative session, although it failed to pass.”
[Billings Gazette, 5/23/22]


https://flatheadbeacon.com/2015/06/24/trade-wars/
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Zinke Took $7,500 From A CCP-Owned Company That Bought

Farmland In The U.S. While Saying China Was An “Adversary”

2021-2024: Zinke Accepted $7,500 From Syngenta, A Company Owned
By The Chinese State-Owned Company Chemchina Which Owned 1,500
Acres Of U.S. Farmland

2021-2024: Zinke Accepted $7,500 From Syngenta’s Corporate PAC

2021-2024: Zinke Accepted $7,500 From Syngenta’s Corporate PAC. [FEC.gov, accessed 7/27/24]

SEAL PAC SUPPORTING SMITHFIELD FOODS INC SYNGENTA CORPORATION
ZINKE FOR CONGRESS ELECTING AMERICAN LEADERS POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE, EMPLOYEE POLITICAL ACTION
Data type: processed (Coo778159) x or | PAC (CO0570226) x (HAMPAC) (CO0359075) x or | COMMITTEE (C00363945) x

Receipt _

Source name Recipient Election State date ¥ Amount

SYNGENTA CORPORATION EMPLOYEE POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE ZINKE FOR CONGRESS PRIMARY DE 05/13/2024 $2,500.00
SYNGENTA CORPORATION EMPLOYEE POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE ZINKE FOR CONGRESS PRIMARY DE 09/08/2023 $2,500.00
SYNGENTA CORPORATION EMPLOYEE POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE ZINKE FOR CONGRESS GENERAL DE 06/21/2022 $2,500.00

[FEC.gov, accessed 7/27/24]

Syngenta Was A Company Which Owned 1,500 Acres Of U.S. Farmland
And Was Owned By Chemchina, A State-Owned Chinese Company

Syngenta Was A Company Which Owned 1,500 Acres Of U.S. Farmland And Was Owned By ChemChina,
A State-Owned Chinese Company. The American Journal News reported, “Financial disclosures show multiple
Republican congresspeople who criticized China have also taken campaign cash from a state-owned Chinese
company. Syngenta AG is a Switzerland based provider of agricultural technologies and chemicals. In 2017, the
company was acquired by the China National Chemical Corporation, also known as ChemChina. [...] Syngenta
owns approximately 1500 acres of U.S farmland.” [American Journal News, 3/4/24]

2017: ChemChina Completed A $43 Billion Acquisition Of Syngenta. The Reuters reported, “ChemChina
[CNCC.UL] has won more than enough support from Syngenta shareholders to clinch its $43 billion takeover of
the Swiss pesticides and seeds group, the two companies said on Friday. The deal, announced in February 2016,
was prompted by China’s desire to use Syngenta’s portfolio of top-tier chemicals and patent-protected seeds to
improve domestic agricultural output. It is China’s biggest foreign takeover to date.” [Reuters, 5/5/17]

¢ ChemChina Was A Chinese State-Owned Enterprise And Was Designated As A Chinese Military
Company By The U.S. Department Of Defense In 2022. The Arkansas Democrat-Gazette reported,
“Attorney General Tim Griffin announced Tuesday he is ordering a Chinese-state owned company to divest its
ownership of farmland in Arkansas. Syngenta Seeds, LLC, a company that makes genetically modified corn,
wheat, soybeans, vegetable and sunflower seeds, owns about 160 acres of farmland in Craighead County
through a subsidiary, Northrup King Seed Co., according to the Attorney General’s Office. In May 2017,
China National Chemical Corporation, also known as ChemChina, acquired 80.7% of the company’s shares
according to a Syngenta news release. The company lists its legal addresses in Wilmington, Del., and Basel,
Switzerland, according to its federal disclosure, saying ‘the landowner entity’ changed from Switzerland to
China in 2017. In 2022 the U.S. Department of Defense listed ChemChina as a Chinese Military Company that
operates in the United States.” [ Arkansas Democrat-Gazette, 10/18/23]


https://www.fec.gov/data/receipts/?data_type=processed&committee_id=C00570226&committee_id=C00778159&contributor_name=C00359075&contributor_name=C00363945
https://www.fec.gov/data/receipts/?data_type=processed&committee_id=C00570226&committee_id=C00778159&contributor_name=C00359075&contributor_name=C00363945
https://americanjournalnews.com/anti-china-republicans-pocket-thousands-from-chinese-owned-conglomerate/
https://www.reuters.com/article/world/chemchina-clinches-landmark-43-billion-takeover-of-syngenta-idUSKBN1810CM/
https://www.arkansasonline.com/news/2023/oct/18/state-orders-a-chinese-state-owned-company-to/
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2023 — Zinke: “There Is No Difference Between A Business And The
Communist Party If They Are Both Chinese”

2023 — Zinke: “There Is No Difference Between A Business And The Communist Party If They Are Both
Chinese.” The Daily Inter Lake reported, “Biden has also failed to adequately deal with China and the Chinese
Communist Party, Zinke said, highlighting the administration’s handling of an errant Chinese spy balloon that flew
over Montana as it crossed the continent. A U.S. Air Force F-22 shot the balloon down over the waters off of South
Carolina in February. Zinke also raised concerns about the social media platform TikTok. Gov. Greg Gianforte
signed a bill banning TikTok in the state earlier this year, though the move is being challenged in court. The ban is
set to go into effect in January. ‘There is no difference between a business and the Communist Party if they are both
Chinese,’ Zinke said.” [Daily Inter Lake, 8/4/23]

Zinke Made Contradictory Statements About China, Calling Them A
“Competitor, Not An Enemy,” Before Later Calling Them An
“Adversary” And “Not Our Competitor”

Zinke In June 2017: “I View China As A Competitor, Not An Enemy”

Zinke In June 2017: “I View China As A Competitor, Not An Enemy.” According to an interview with Ryan
Zinke on CNN, Zinke was asked “Are you concerned that now China can take the reins and step into the leadership
position?” Zinke replied, “You know, | view China as a competitor, not an enemy. | view Russia as an aggressor,
not an enemy.” [CNN, Interview, 6/2/17]

2023: Zinke Called China A “Near Adversarial” Nation

2023: Zinke Called China A “Near Adversarial” Nation. The Sidney Herald reported, “decentralizing federal
agencies away from Washington, D.C. The remainder of the town hall focused primarily on foreign policy,
particularly as it relates to immigration and fentanyl. Sheehy joined the other panelists in rattling sabers at China a
‘near adversarial’ nation, as Zinke put it and Mexico, a ‘failed narco state,” per Whitaker.” [Sidney Herald, 8/8/23]

Zinke: “Make No Mistake: China Is Not Our Competitor... China Is An
Adversary”

Zinke: “Make No Mistake: China Is Not Our Competitor... China Is An Adversary.” The American Journal
News reported, “Rep. Jen Kiggans (R-VA) used her first speech before the House Committee on Armed Services in
2023 to highlight the national security threat posed by China. She later accused President Joe Biden of being weak
on China. ‘The Commander in Chief’s blatant disregard for our biggest geopolitical competitor is extremely
concerning,” Kiggans said. ‘Underestimating China is very misguided.” Rep. Ryan Zinke (R-MT) shared a similar
sentiment. ‘Make no mistake: China is not our competitor,” Zinke said. ‘China is an adversary.”” [American
Journal News, 3/4/24]

2024: Zinke Said, “China Is Not Our Friend. They Are A Competitor At
Best, Enemy At Worst And I Would Say Right Now They Are Clearly
Our Adversary

2024: Zinke Said, “China Is Not Our Friend. They Are A Competitor At Best, Enemy At Worst And I
Would Say Right Now They Are Clearly Our Adversary.” The Belgrade News reported, “A measure to send
$8.12 billion in U.S. military aid to Taiwan and the Pacific amid Chinese saber rattling also passed the House with
support from Zinke and opposition from Rosendale. ‘China is not our friend. They are a competitor at best, enemy



https://americanjournalnews.com/anti-china-republicans-pocket-thousands-from-chinese-owned-conglomerate/
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at worst and | would say right now they are clearly our adversary. With weak leadership in the White House, they
see the opportunity so many of our adversaries are capitalizing on. The United States territories and compact states
extend deep into the Pacific and are on the front lines of a conflict with China. The U.S. cannot afford to cede
territory in the Pacific because the next stop is right here on mainland soil,” Zinke said.” [Belgrade News, 4/21/24]
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Zinke Caused The Largest Ever Reduction In Public Land In U.S.

History By Shrinking Numerous National Monuments So That Energy
Companies Could Drill On Previously Protected Land

As Interior Secretary, Zinke Successfully Pushed To Shrink Multiple
National Monuments, Including Reducing The Size Of One By A
Whopping 85 Percent

May 2017: Zinke Released A List Of 27 National Antiquities Act
Monuments To Review

April 2017: Trump Signed An Executive Order Directing Zinke To Review All National Monuments Created
After 1996 That Were Either Larger Than 100,000 Acres Or Were Expanded “Without Adequate Public
Outreach” In The Hopes Of Shrinking Or Revoking Some Of The Monuments. The Los Angeles Times
reported, “California’s attorney general argued Thursday that President Trump has no legal authority to revoke or
modify national monuments created by previous administrations. In an 11-page letter to the Interior Department,
state Atty. Gen. Xavier Becerra vowed ‘to take any and all legal action necessary’ to preserve six California
monuments, including one in Los Angeles’ backyard, that the Trump Administration may attempt to revoke or
shrink. In April, Trump signed an executive order directing Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke to review all national
monuments that were created since 1996 and are larger than 100,000 acres, or were expanded ‘without adequate
public outreach.”” [Los Angeles Times, 6/9/17]

e May 2017: Zinke’s Interior Department Released A List Of 27 National Monuments That Would Be
Reviewed Under The Department’s Directed Review Of The Antiquities Act. The Denver Post reported,
“Canyons of the Ancients in southwest Colorado is up for review by the Interior Department, despite
assurances from Gov. John Hickenlooper that it was unlikely any state monument designations since 1996
would be scrutinized. Last week, Hickenlooper met with Interior Department Secretary Ryan Zinke to discuss
public lands. ‘T am confident that the federal administration will work with the State of Colorado and our
federal delegation to ensure our national monuments remain protected,” Hickenlooper posted on his Facebook
page the next day. The Interior Department on Friday issued a list of 27 national monuments that would be
reviewed. The department also said it would solicit public comment on the national monument designations.
Public comment is not required when presidents create monuments under the Antiquities Act.” [Denver Post,
5/6/17]

Zinke Recommended Shrinking Bears Ears National Monument By 85
Percent & Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument By Half

Zinke Recommended Shrinking Bears Ears National Monument By 85 Percent

August 2017: Zinke Recommended Shrinking Four National Monuments, Including Bears Ears National
Monument And Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument. The New York Times reported, “Parts of this
sprawling region of red-rock canyons and at least three other national monuments would lose their strict protection
and could be reopened for new mining or drilling under proposals submitted to President Trump by Interior
Secretary Ryan Zinke on Thursday, according to congressional aides and others who have been briefed on the
report. Environmentalists, ranchers, tribal governments and Western lawmakers had been watching closely to see if
Mr. Zinke would propose changing the borders of the Bears Ears National Monument, which President Barack
Obama established at the end of his term, and other scenic and historic areas under federal protection. In recent
days, Mr. Zinke had been considering a dramatic reduction to Bears Ears, to approximately 160,000 acres from
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1.35 million, according to multiple people familiar with the process. No president has ever reduced a monument by
such a large amount.” [New York Times, 8/24/17]

o New York Times: “Parts Of This Sprawling Region Of Red-Rock Canyons And At Least Three Other
National Monuments Would Lose Their Strict Protection And Could Be Reopened For New Mining Or
Drilling Under Proposals Submitted To President Trump By Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke.” The New
York Times reported, “Parts of this sprawling region of red-rock canyons and at least three other national
monuments would lose their strict protection and could be reopened for new mining or drilling under proposals
submitted to President Trump by Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke on Thursday, according to congressional aides
and others who have been briefed on the report. Environmentalists, ranchers, tribal governments and Western
lawmakers had been watching closely to see if Mr. Zinke would propose changing the borders of the Bears Ears
National Monument, which President Barack Obama established at the end of his term, and other scenic and
historic areas under federal protection. In recent days, Mr. Zinke had been considering a dramatic reduction to
Bears Ears, to approximately 160,000 acres from 1.35 million, according to multiple people familiar with the
process. No president has ever reduced a monument by such a large amount.” [New York Times, 8/24/17]

Zinke Recommended Shrinking Grand Staircase-Escalante National
Monument By 50 Percent

December 2017: Trump Formally Ordered The Reduction Of Bears Ears National Monument By 85 Percent
And Grand Staircase-Escalante To About 50 Percent Of Their Original Respective Sizes. The New York
Times reported, “President Trump sharply reduced the size of two national monuments in Utah on Monday by
some two million acres, the largest rollback of federal land protection in the nation’s history. The administration
shrank Bears Ears National Monument, a sprawling region of red rock canyons, by 85 percent, and cut another
monument, Grand Staircase-Escalante, to about half its current size. The move, a reversal of protections put in
place by Democratic predecessors, comes as the administration pushes for fewer restrictions and more development
on public lands. The decision to reduce Bears Ears is expected to set off a legal battle that could alter the course of
American land conservation, putting dozens of other monuments at risk and possibly opening millions of preserved
public acres to oil and gas extraction, mining, logging and other commercial activities.” [New York Times,
12/4/17]

e At Trump’s Request, Zinke Shrunk The Bear Ears National Monument By 85 Percent And The Grand
Staircase-Escalante National Monument By 50 Percent. According to an op-ed by Jon Waterman, a former
National Park Ranger, in the New York Times, “At the president’s bidding Mr. Zinke had shrunk two national
monuments in Utah, Bears Ears and Grand Staircase-Escalante, by 85 percent and about 50 percent, which will
open the way for the newly unprotected land to be exploited by mining and fossil fuel companies. Despite his
departure, these pro-development park policies remain unchanged.” [New York Times, Op-Ed, 11/22/19]

Zinke Submitted Proposals To Shrink At Least Two Additional
Monuments And Modify At Least Ten Others

Cascade-Siskiyou National Monument

August 2017: Zinke Submitted A Proposal To The White House That Recommended The Trump
Administration Modify 10 National Monuments And Shrink At Least Four, Including Gold Butte In Nevada,
Cascade-Siskiyou In Oregon, And Bears Ears And Grand Staircase-Escalante In Utah. The Los Angeles
Times reported, “In that original review, submitted to the White House in August 2017, Ryan Zinke, former
secretary of the Interior, recommended the administration modify 10 national monuments and shrink at least four
Western sites. Zinke had been instructed to conduct the survey by President Trump, in an executive order issued in
April 2017. Trump told the department to investigate 27 monuments that had been created over the previous two
decades, arguing that his predecessors had overstepped the authority granted to them by the Antiquities Act. [...] In
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his memo to the White House, Zinke recommended shrinking the boundaries of four national monuments: Gold
Butte in Nevada, Cascade-Siskiyou in Oregon, and Bears Ears and Grand Staircase-Escalante in Utah. Reducing the
protected acreage, Zinke argued, would restore ‘traditional uses,” such as grazing, mining, hunting and timber
production.” [Los Angeles Times, 2/22/19]

Gold Butte National Monument

September 2017: Zinke Recommended Reducing The Size Of Gold Butte National Monument And
Recommended To Change Management To Allow For “Traditional Use,” Including Mining, Drilling, And
Cattle Grazing. The New York Times reported, “Mr. Zinke recommends changing the size of Gold Butte, a region
of Nevada described by Mr. Obama as a place of ‘chiseled red sandstone, twisting canyons and tree-clad
mountains’ amid flat stretches of the Mojave Desert that hold ‘irreplaceable’ scientific resources. The designation
was supported by Nevada Democrats, including Senator Harry Reid, but roundly criticized by Republicans as
another ‘unilateral land-grab.” The monument sits in the same county as the ranch of Cliven Bundy, the cattleman
who has become a symbol of opposition to federal control of public lands. The secretary recommends revising the
monument’s boundaries ‘to protect historic water rights’ but does not specify new borders. He also recommends
changing management to allow for ‘traditional use,” which could include mining, drilling and increased grazing.”
[New York Times, 9/19/17]

August 2017: Zinke Submitted A Proposal To The White House That Recommended The Trump
Administration Modify 10 National Monuments And Shrink At Least Four, Including Gold Butte In Nevada,
Cascade-Siskiyou In Oregon, And Bears Ears And Grand Staircase-Escalante In Utah. The Los Angeles
Times reported, “In that original review, submitted to the White House in August 2017, Ryan Zinke, former
secretary of the Interior, recommended the administration modify 10 national monuments and shrink at least four
Western sites. Zinke had been instructed to conduct the survey by President Trump, in an executive order issued in
April 2017. Trump told the department to investigate 27 monuments that had been created over the previous two
decades, arguing that his predecessors had overstepped the authority granted to them by the Antiquities Act. [...] In
his memo to the White House, Zinke recommended shrinking the boundaries of four national monuments: Gold
Butte in Nevada, Cascade-Siskiyou in Oregon, and Bears Ears and Grand Staircase-Escalante in Utah. Reducing the
protected acreage, Zinke argued, would restore ‘traditional uses,” such as grazing, mining, hunting and timber
production.” [Los Angeles Times, 2/22/19]

Northeast Canyons and Seamounts National Monument

September 2017: Zinke Recommended Allowing Commercial Fishing In The Northeast Canyons And
Seamounts National Monument. The New York Times reported, “Northeast Canyons and Seamounts Current
size: 3.14 million acres Designated by Barack Obama, 2016 Recommendation: Modify management plan Mr.
Zinke calls on the president to alter the monument’s proclamation to allow for commercial fishing. Current
management prohibits this, with the exception of red crab and American lobster fisheries. Designated by Mr.
Obama in 2016, the monument sits about 130 miles southeast of Cape Cod, Mass. In his declaration, Mr. Obama
noted that the protected area is home to at least 54 species of coral that ‘together with other structure-forming fauna
such as sponges and anemones, create a foundation for vibrant deep-sea ecosystems.” ‘These habitats,” he noted,
‘are extremely sensitive to disturbance from extractive activities.”” [New York Times, 9/19/17]

Pacific Remote Islands Marine National Monument

September 2017: Zinke’s Monument Reduction Plan Proposed Reducing The Boundaries Of The Pacific
Remote Islands Marine National Monument To Allow For Commercial Fishing To Resume. The Los Angeles
Times reported, “The Zinke plan, if adopted, will have limited effect in California. Only one of the monuments
targeted, the Cascade-Siskiyou on the Oregon border, has land in the state. Zinke did not specify in his 19-page
memorandum how the boundaries of that or any of the other public lands targeted should be changed. But the
impact on the West overall would be dramatic. The other monuments Zinke is proposing to shrink include Bears
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Ears and Grand Staircase-Escalante in Utah, which together encompass 3.2 million acres. Zinke is also urging a
downsizing of the nearly 297,000-acre Gold Butte National Monument in Nevada. Under Zinke’s plan, the
boundaries of the 584,000-square-mile Pacific Remote Islands Marine National Monument would be reduced so
that commercial fishing could resume in the territory. The monument, which encompasses seven atolls and islands,
is described by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as ‘one of the last frontiers and havens for wildlife in the
world.”” [Los Angeles Times, 9/19/17]

e September 2017: The Pacific Remote Islands Marine National Monument Was Described By The U.S.
Fish And Wildlife Service As “One Of The Last Frontiers And Havens For Wildlife In The World.” The
Los Angeles Times reported, “The Zinke plan, if adopted, will have limited effect in California. Only one of the
monuments targeted, the Cascade-Siskiyou on the Oregon border, has land in the state. Zinke did not specify in
his 19-page memorandum how the boundaries of that or any of the other public lands targeted should be
changed. But the impact on the West overall would be dramatic. The other monuments Zinke is proposing to
shrink include Bears Ears and Grand Staircase-Escalante in Utah, which together encompass 3.2 million acres.
Zinke is also urging a downsizing of the nearly 297,000-acre Gold Butte National Monument in Nevada. Under
Zinke’s plan, the boundaries of the 584,000-square-mile Pacific Remote Islands Marine National Monument
would be reduced so that commercial fishing could resume in the territory. The monument, which encompasses
seven atolls and islands, is described by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as ‘one of the last frontiers and
havens for wildlife in the world.”” [Los Angeles Times, 9/19/17]

Rose Atoll Marine National Monument

September 2017: Zinke’s Monument Reduction Plan Proposed Resuming Commercial Fishing In The Rose
Atoll Marine National Monument. The Los Angeles Times reported, “Under Zinke’s plan, the boundaries of the
584,000-square-mile Pacific Remote Islands Marine National Monument would be reduced so that commercial
fishing could resume in the territory. The monument, which encompasses seven atolls and islands, is described by
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as ‘one of the last frontiers and havens for wildlife in the world.” Zinke also
wants commercial fishing to resume within the 13,451-square-mile Rose Atoll Marine National Monument near
American Samoa, which the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration describes as ‘one of the most
pristine atolls in the world.” Like Pacific Remote Islands, it provides refuge to a number of endangered and
threatened species. The White House is refusing to comment and has not said when it will make a final
determination. ‘No president should use the authority under the [Antiquities] Act to restrict public access, prevent
hunting and fishing, burden private land, or eliminate traditional land uses unless such action is needed to protect
the object,” Zinke wrote in his memo to President Trump, who ordered the review of the monuments. He concluded
that Trump has the authority to unilaterally change the boundaries of monuments.” [Los Angeles Times, 9/19/17]

e September 2017: The National Oceanic And Atmospheric Administration Described Rose Atoll Marine
National Monument As “One Of The Most Pristine Atolls In The World,” With The Monument
Providing Refuge To Multiple Endangered And Threatened Species. The Los Angeles Times reported,
“Under Zinke’s plan, the boundaries of the 584,000-square-mile Pacific Remote Islands Marine National
Monument would be reduced so that commercial fishing could resume in the territory. The monument, which
encompasses seven atolls and islands, is described by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as ‘one of the last
frontiers and havens for wildlife in the world.” Zinke also wants commercial fishing to resume within the
13,451-square-mile Rose Atoll Marine National Monument near American Samoa, which the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration describes as ‘one of the most pristine atolls in the world.” Like Pacific Remote
Islands, it provides refuge to a number of endangered and threatened species. The White House is refusing to
comment and has not said when it will make a final determination. ‘No president should use the authority under
the [Antiquities] Act to restrict public access, prevent hunting and fishing, burden private land, or eliminate
traditional land uses unless such action is needed to protect the object,” Zinke wrote in his memo to President
Trump, who ordered the review of the monuments. He concluded that Trump has the authority to unilaterally
change the boundaries of monuments.” [Los Angeles Times, 9/19/17]
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Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area

2018: Zinke Testified Against The Rim Of The Valley Corridor Preservation Act, Which Would Have
Doubled The Size Of The Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area, In A Senate Committee
Hearing. The Orange County Register reported, “The Rim of the Valley Corridor Preservation Act, authored by
Rep. Adam Schiff, D-Burbank, more than doubles the Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area by
adding 191,000 acres in a ring of wild lands surrounding the San Fernando Valley. [...] His proposal also ran into a
roadblock during the Trump administration in 2018 when Zinke and Paul Daniel Smith, then acting chief of the
National Park Service, testified in a Senate committee ‘the Department does not support enacting this proposed
expansion at this time.”” [Orange County Register, 3/1/21]

After Facing Backlash From Outdoor Retailers Like Patagonia, Zinke
Said He Did Not “Yield To Pressure, Only Higher Principle”

December 2017: Zinke Was “Defiant” During A Conference Call With Reporters About Monument
Reduction Plans, Saying, “I Don’t Yield To Pressure, Only Higher Principle. And Sound Public Policy Is Not
Based On Threats Of Lawsuits. It’s Doing What’s Right.” The Denver Post reported, “Patagonia replaced its
usual home page Monday night with a stark message declaring, ‘The President Stole Your Land.” The message
called Trump’s actions to shrink Utah’s Bears Ears and Grand Staircase Escalante national monuments ‘illegal’ and
the largest elimination of protected land in American history. Outdoor retailer REI also criticized Trump but in less
harsh language. Zinke took a defiant tone in a conference call with reporters, saying, ‘I don’t yield to pressure, only
higher principle. And sound public policy is not based on threats of lawsuits. It’s doing what’s right.” Zinke argued
that Bears Ears is still larger than Zion and Bryce Canyon national parks combined even after being downsized to
about 202,000 acres (315 square miles) while Grand Staircase Escalante retains about 1 million acres (about 1,500
square miles.)” [Denver Post, 12/6/17]

Zinke’s Actions Were Perfectly Designed To Benefit Oil, Gas, Coal, And
Uranium Companies That Wanted To Drill On Land That Had
Previously Been Protected As A National Monument

Mining & Oil Interests Lobbied The Interior Department To Shrink
Bears Ears National Monument, Which Zinke Denied Had Anything To
Do With His Proposals

Energy Fuels Resources USA Wrote A Letter To The Interior Department
Highlighting Uranium Deposits Within The Monument’s Bounds Two Weeks
After Zinke Toured The Monument

December 2017: Documents Obtained By The Washington Post Showed That Energy Fuels Resources USA
Urged The Trump Administration To Limit Bears Ears Monument To The Smallest Size Necessary To
Protect Key Areas To Make It Easier To Access Uranium Ore. The Denver Post reported, “But the nation’s sole
uranium processing mill sits directly next to the boundaries President Barack Obama designated a year ago when he
established Bears Ears. The documents show that Energy Fuels Resources (USA) Inc., a subsidiary of a Canadian
firm, urged the Trump administration to limit the monument to the smallest size needed to protect key objects and
areas, such as archeological sites, to make it easier to access radioactive ore. Energy Fuels Resources did not just
weigh in on national monuments through public comment letters. According to federal lobbying records, the
company spent $30,000 to hire a team of lobbyists at Faegre Baker Daniels led by Andrew Wheeler, who is
awaiting Senate confirmation as the Environmental Protection Agency’s deputy secretary to work on the matter and
other federal policies.” [Denver Post, 12/9/17]
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o December 2017: A Uranium Company Had Launched A Lobbying Campaign To Shrink Bears Ears
National Monument In Order To Obtain The Area’s Uranium Deposits. The Denver Post reported, “A
uranium company launched a concerted lobbying campaign to scale back Bears Ears National Monument,
saying such action would give it easier access to the area’s uranium deposits and help it operate a nearby
processing mill, according to documents obtained by The Washington Post. Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke and
top Utah Republicans have said repeatedly that questions of mining or drilling played no role in President
Donald Trump’s announcement Monday that he was cutting the site by more than 1.1 million acres, or 85
percent. Trump also signed a proclamation nearly halving the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument,
which is also in southern Utah and has significant coal deposits. ‘This is not about energy,’” Zinke told reporters
Tuesday. ‘There is no mine within Bears Ears.”” [Denver Post, 12/9/17]

e Denver Post: “Energy Fuels Resources President Mark Chalmers Adamantly Denies That His Company
Played A Major Role In The Decision To Shrink The Monument In Southeast Utah From 1.35 Million
Acres To Two Smaller Monuments Of A Combined 228,000 Acres.” The Denver Post reported, “A uranium
company that is headquartered in Colorado ‘lobbied extensively’ for President Donald Trump to reduce the size
of Bears Ears National Monument, according to an investigation in last Sunday’s New York Times. The
implications of the story written by Hiroko Tabuchi were staggering: an area of long held federal land only
recently protected by President Barack Obama at the end of his administration for its significance to five Native
American tribes could one day be pocked with uranium mines. Tabuchi found that there are more than 300
uranium mining claims inside Obama’s boundaries for the national monument, nearly a third of which are tied
to the Lakewood based Energy Fuels Resources. ‘The vast majority of those claims fall neatly outside the new
boundaries of Bears Ears,” Tabuchi wrote. Energy Fuels Resources President Mark Chalmers adamantly denies
that his company played a major role in the decision to shrink the monument in southeast Utah from 1.35
million acres to two smaller monuments of a combined 228,000 acres.” [Denver Post, 1/21/18]

e January 2018: Energy Fuels Wrote A Letter To The Interior Department Two Weeks After Zinke
Visited Bears Ears National Monument Which Said There Were Other Known Uranium Deposits
Within The Monument. The New York Times reported, “Curtis Moore, an Energy Fuels spokesman, said the
company had played only a small part in the decision to shrink Bears Ears. The company proposed scaling back
the monument by just 2.5 percent, he said, and was prepared to support a ban within the rest of the original
boundaries. Yet two weeks after Mr. Zinke’s visit, Energy Fuels wrote to the Interior Department arguing there
were many other known uranium deposits within Bears Ears ‘that could provide valuable energy and mineral
resources in the future’ and urging the department to shrink the monument away from any ‘existing or future
operations.” A bill introduced last month by Representative John Curtis, Republican of Utah, would codify Mr.
Trump’s cuts to the monument while banning further drilling or mining within the original boundaries. But
environmental groups say the bill has little chance of passing at all, let alone before the monument is scaled
back next month.” [New York Times, 1/13/18]

Over 300 Uranium Mining Claims Existed Within The Original Obama-Era
Bears Ears National Monument Boundaries, The Majority Of Which Were
Reportedly Outside Of Zinke’s New Boundaries

January 2018: A New York Times Investigation Found That There Were Over 300 Uranium Mining Claims
Inside The Original Obama-Era Boundaries Of Bears Ears National Monument. The Denver Post reported,
“A uranium company that is headquartered in Colorado ‘lobbied extensively’ for President Donald Trump to reduce
the size of Bears Ears National Monument, according to an investigation in last Sunday’s New York Times. The
implications of the story written by Hiroko Tabuchi were staggering: an area of long held federal land only recently
protected by President Barack Obama at the end of his administration for its significance to five Native American
tribes could one day be pocked with uranium mines. Tabuchi found that there are more than 300 uranium mining
claims inside Obama’s boundaries for the national monument, nearly a third of which are tied to the Lakewood
based Energy Fuels Resources. ‘The vast majority of those claims fall neatly outside the new boundaries of Bears
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Ears,” Tabuchi wrote. Energy Fuels Resources President Mark Chalmers adamantly denies that his company played
a major role in the decision to shrink the monument in southeast Utah from 1.35 million acres to two smaller
monuments of a combined 228,000 acres.” [Denver Post, 1/21/18]

e The Investigation Found That A Majority Of The 300 Uranium Mining Claims Originally Inside Bears
Ears National Monument Were “Neatly Outside” Zinke’s New Boundaries. The Denver Post reported, “A
uranium company that is headquartered in Colorado ‘lobbied extensively’ for President Donald Trump to
reduce the size of Bears Ears National Monument, according to an investigation in last Sunday’s New York
Times. The implications of the story written by Hiroko Tabuchi were staggering: an area of long held federal
land only recently protected by President Barack Obama at the end of his administration for its significance to
five Native American tribes could one day be pocked with uranium mines. Tabuchi found that there are more
than 300 uranium mining claims inside Obama’s boundaries for the national monument, nearly a third of which
are tied to the Lakewood based Energy Fuels Resources. ‘The vast majority of those claims fall neatly outside
the new boundaries of Bears Ears,” Tabuchi wrote. Energy Fuels Resources President Mark Chalmers
adamantly denies that his company played a major role in the decision to shrink the monument in southeast
Utah from 1.35 million acres to two smaller monuments of a combined 228,000 acres.” [Denver Post, 1/21/18]

e Denver Post: “A Uranium Company That Is Headquartered In Colorado ‘Lobbied Extensively’ For
President Donald Trump To Reduce The Size Of Bears Ears National Monument. [...] There Are More
Than 300 Uranium Mining Claims Inside Obama’s Boundaries For The National Monument, Nearly A
Third Of Which Are Tied To The Lakewood Based Energy Fuels Resources.” The Denver Post reported,
“A uranium company that is headquartered in Colorado ‘lobbied extensively’ for President Donald Trump to
reduce the size of Bears Ears National Monument, according to an investigation in last Sunday’s New York
Times. The implications of the story written by Hiroko Tabuchi were staggering: an area of long held federal
land only recently protected by President Barack Obama at the end of his administration for its significance to
five Native American tribes could one day be pocked with uranium mines. Tabuchi found that there are more
than 300 uranium mining claims inside Obama’s boundaries for the national monument, nearly a third of which
are tied to the Lakewood based Energy Fuels Resources. ‘The vast majority of those claims fall neatly outside
the new boundaries of Bears Ears,” Tabuchi wrote. Energy Fuels Resources President Mark Chalmers
adamantly denies that his company played a major role in the decision to shrink the monument in southeast
Utah from 1.35 million acres to two smaller monuments of a combined 228,000 acres.” [Denver Post, 1/21/18]

An Aide To Sen. Orrin Hatch Sent A Proposed Boundary Change To Bears Ears
National Monument To Interior Referencing Oil And Gas Potential, Which
Was Later Included Nearly Verbatim In Trump’s Final Announcement

March 2018: Internal Agency Documents Obtained By The New York Times Revealed That The Interior
Department Focused On The Potential For Oil And Gas Exploration When Making The Decision To Shrink
The Boundaries Of Bear Ears National Monument. The New York Times reported, “Even before President
Trump officially opened his high-profile review last spring of federal lands protected as national monuments, the
Department of Interior was focused on the potential for oil and gas exploration at a protected Utah site, internal
agency documents show. The debate started as early as March 2017, when an aide to Senator Orrin Hatch,
Republican of Utah, asked a senior Interior Department official to consider shrinking Bears Ears National
Monument in the southeastern corner of the state. Under a longstanding program in Utah, oil and natural gas
deposits within the boundaries of the monument could have been used to raise revenue for public schools had the
land not been under federal protection. ‘Please see attached for a shapefile and pdf of a map depicting a boundary
change for the southeast portion of the Bears Ears monument,” said the March 15 email from Senator Hatch’s
office. Adopting this map would ‘resolve all known mineral conflicts,” the email said, referring to oil and gas sites
on the land that the state’s public schools wanted to lease out to bolster funds. The map that Mr. Hatch’s office
provided, which was transmitted about a month before Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke publicly initiated his review
of national monuments, was incorporated almost exactly into the much larger reductions President Trump
announced in December, shrinking Bears Ears by 85 percent.” [New York Times, 3/2/18]
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March 2017: An Aide To Republican Senator Orrin Hatch Of Utah Sent A Proposed Boundary Change
For The Bear Ears Monument To A Senior Interior Department Official. The New York Times reported,
“Even before President Trump officially opened his high-profile review last spring of federal lands protected as
national monuments, the Department of Interior was focused on the potential for oil and gas exploration at a
protected Utah site, internal agency documents show. The debate started as early as March 2017, when an aide
to Senator Orrin Hatch, Republican of Utah, asked a senior Interior Department official to consider shrinking
Bears Ears National Monument in the southeastern corner of the state. Under a longstanding program in Utah,
oil and natural gas deposits within the boundaries of the monument could have been used to raise revenue for
public schools had the land not been under federal protection. ‘Please see attached for a shapefile and pdf of a
map depicting a boundary change for the southeast portion of the Bears Ears monument,” said the March 15
email from Senator Hatch’s office. Adopting this map would ‘resolve all known mineral conflicts,” the email
said, referring to oil and gas sites on the land that the state’s public schools wanted to lease out to bolster funds.
The map that Mr. Hatch’s office provided, which was transmitted about a month before Interior Secretary Ryan
Zinke publicly initiated his review of national monuments, was incorporated almost exactly into the much
larger reductions President Trump announced in December, shrinking Bears Ears by 85 percent.” [New York
Times, 3/2/18]

The Aide’s Email Referenced The Ability For Utah To Harvest Qil And Natural Gas Deposits Under The
New Boundaries, Saying The Proposal Would “Resolve All Known Mineral Conflicts.” The New York
Times reported, “Even before President Trump officially opened his high-profile review last spring of federal
lands protected as national monuments, the Department of Interior was focused on the potential for oil and gas
exploration at a protected Utah site, internal agency documents show. The debate started as early as March
2017, when an aide to Senator Orrin Hatch, Republican of Utah, asked a senior Interior Department official to
consider shrinking Bears Ears National Monument in the southeastern corner of the state. Under a longstanding
program in Utah, oil and natural gas deposits within the boundaries of the monument could have been used to
raise revenue for public schools had the land not been under federal protection. ‘Please see attached for a
shapefile and pdf of a map depicting a boundary change for the southeast portion of the Bears Ears monument,’
said the March 15 email from Senator Hatch’s office. Adopting this map would ‘resolve all known mineral
conflicts,” the email said, referring to oil and gas sites on the land that the state’s public schools wanted to lease
out to bolster funds. The map that Mr. Hatch’s office provided, which was transmitted about a month before
Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke publicly initiated his review of national monuments, was incorporated almost
exactly into the much larger reductions President Trump announced in December, shrinking Bears Ears by 85
percent.” [New York Times, 3/2/18]

December 2017: The Proposal Sent By The Aide Was Incorporated Almost Exactly Into The Reductions
That Trump Announced. The New York Times reported, “Even before President Trump officially opened his
high-profile review last spring of federal lands protected as national monuments, the Department of Interior
was focused on the potential for oil and gas exploration at a protected Utah site, internal agency documents
show. The debate started as early as March 2017, when an aide to Senator Orrin Hatch, Republican of Utah,
asked a senior Interior Department official to consider shrinking Bears Ears National Monument in the
southeastern corner of the state. Under a longstanding program in Utah, oil and natural gas deposits within the
boundaries of the monument could have been used to raise revenue for public schools had the land not been
under federal protection. ‘Please see attached for a shapefile and pdf of a map depicting a boundary change for
the southeast portion of the Bears Ears monument,’ said the March 15 email from Senator Hatch’s office.
Adopting this map would ‘resolve all known mineral conflicts,” the email said, referring to oil and gas sites on
the land that the state’s public schools wanted to lease out to bolster funds. The map that Mr. Hatch’s office
provided, which was transmitted about a month before Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke publicly initiated his
review of national monuments, was incorporated almost exactly into the much larger reductions President
Trump announced in December, shrinking Bears Ears by 85 percent.” [New York Times, 3/2/18]
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Zinke Denied That Bears Ears National Monument Boundary Shrinking Had
Anything To Do With Oil, Gas, Or Mining Interests

December 2017: Zinke Told Reporters At Trump’s Announcement Of The Monument Reduction That “This
Is Not About Energy. There Is No Mine Within Bears Ears.” The Denver Post reported, “A uranium company
launched a concerted lobbying campaign to scale back Bears Ears National Monument, saying such action would
give it easier access to the area’s uranium deposits and help it operate a nearby processing mill, according to
documents obtained by The Washington Post. Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke and top Utah Republicans have said
repeatedly that questions of mining or drilling played no role in President Donald Trump’s announcement Monday
that he was cutting the site by more than 1.1 million acres, or 85 percent. Trump also signed a proclamation nearly
halving the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument, which is also in southern Utah and has significant coal
deposits. ‘This is not about energy,” Zinke told reporters Tuesday. ‘There is no mine within Bears Ears.”” [Denver
Post, 12/9/17]

e 2017: Zinke Claimed That There Was “Not Much” Oil And Gas Potential In The Bear Ears Area, So
“Bear Ears Isn’t Really About Qil And Gas.” The New York Times reported, “Mr. Zinke has said that the
agency review process made no presumptions about the outcomes. ‘We want to make sure that everyone’s
voice is heard,” Mr. Zinke said at a news conference in May during a visit to Bears Ears. He has also disputed
that the review of Bears Ears was related to the potential for energy production, suggesting that the agency’s
own surveys showed there was not a great deal of potential there. ‘We also have a pretty good idea of,
certainly, the oil and gas potential — not much!” Mr. Zinke said last year. ‘So Bears Ears isn’t really about oil
and gas.”” [New York Times, 3/2/18]

The Interior Department Emphasized Access To New Coal Reserves To
Shrink Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument

March 2018: Internal Agency Documents Obtained By The New York Times Showed That The Interior
Department Focused On Gaining Access To Coal Reserves When Deciding To Shrink The Size Of The
Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument. The New York Times reported, “The internal Interior
Department emails — more than 25,000 pages in total — were obtained by The New York Times after it sued the
agency in federal court with the assistance of the Media Freedom and Information Access Clinic at Yale University
Law School. [...] The internal Interior Department emails and memos also show the central role that concerns over
gaining access to coal reserves played in the decision by the Trump administration to shrink the size of the Grand
Staircase-Escalante National Monument by about 47 percent, to just over 1 million acres. Mr. Zinke’s staff
developed a series of estimates on the value of coal that could potentially be mined from a section of Grand
Staircase called the Kaiparowits plateau. As a result of Mr. Trump’s action, major parts of the area are no longer a
part of the national monument.” [New York Times, 3/2/18]

e Zinke’s Staff Estimated The Value Of Coal That Could Be Mined From The Monument, With Several
Memos Asking Staff To Prepare Reports And Reviews Of The Natural Resources Available Within The
Monument. The New York Times reported, “Mr. Zinke’s staff developed a series of estimates on the value of
coal that could potentially be mined from a section of Grand Staircase called the Kaiparowits plateau. As a
result of Mr. Trump’s action, major parts of the area are no longer a part of the national monument. ‘The
Kaiparowits plateau, located within the monument, contains one of the largest coal deposits in the United
States,” an Interior Department memo, issued in the spring of 2017, said. About 11.36 billion tons are
‘technologically recoverable,’ it projected. From the start of the Interior Department review process, agency
officials directed staff to figure out how much coal, oil and natural gas — as well as grass for cattle grazing and
timber — had been put essentially off limits, or made harder to access, by the decision to designate the areas as
national monuments. One memo, for example, asked Interior staff to prepare a report on each national
monument, with a yellow highlighter on the documents emphasizing the need to examine in detail ‘annual
production of coal, oil, gas and renewables (if any) on site; amount of energy transmission infrastructure on site
(if any).” It was followed up by a reminder to staff in June to also look at how the decision to create new
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National Monuments in Utah might have hurt area mines. ‘Sorry about this, but this came from DOI late
yesterday,” Timothy Fisher, the leader of the National Monuments and Conservation Areas program at Interior
wrote to his colleagues, referring to the Department of Interior headquarters in Washington. ‘Are there mines or
processing facilities near or adjacent to a National Monument?’ he wrote. He also asked how the protection of
the federal lands may have affected mining.” [New York Times, 3/2/18]

e For Instance, One Memo Directed Interior Department Staff To Prepare A Report On How The
Decision To Create The National Monument Harmed Mining In The Area. The New York Times reported,
“Mr. Zinke’s staff developed a series of estimates on the value of coal that could potentially be mined from a
section of Grand Staircase called the Kaiparowits plateau. As a result of Mr. Trump’s action, major parts of the
area are no longer a part of the national monument. ‘The Kaiparowits plateau, located within the monument,
contains one of the largest coal deposits in the United States,” an Interior Department memo, issued in the
spring of 2017, said. About 11.36 billion tons are ‘technologically recoverable,’ it projected. From the start of
the Interior Department review process, agency officials directed staff to figure out how much coal, oil and
natural gas — as well as grass for cattle grazing and timber — had been put essentially off limits, or made
harder to access, by the decision to designate the areas as national monuments. One memo, for example, asked
Interior staff to prepare a report on each national monument, with a yellow highlighter on the documents
emphasizing the need to examine in detail ‘annual production of coal, oil, gas and renewables (if any) on site;
amount of energy transmission infrastructure on site (if any).” It was followed up by a reminder to staff in June
to also look at how the decision to create new National Monuments in Utah might have hurt area mines. ‘Sorry
about this, but this came from DOI late yesterday,” Timothy Fisher, the leader of the National Monuments and
Conservation Areas program at Interior wrote to his colleagues, referring to the Department of Interior
headquarters in Washington. ‘Are there mines or processing facilities near or adjacent to a National
Monument?’ he wrote. He also asked how the protection of the federal lands may have affected mining.” [New
York Times, 3/2/18]

Accidentally Released Emails Showed “Thousands Of Pages” Of Proof
Showing That Zinke Had Emphasized Logging, Ranching, & Energy
Development When Reclassifying Monuments

Washington Post: “The Thousands Of Pages Of Email Correspondence Chart How Interior Secretary Ryan
Zinke And His Aides Instead Tailored Their Survey Of Protected Sites To Emphasize The Value Of
Logging, Ranching And Energy Development That Would Be Unlocked If They Were Not Designated
National Monuments.” The Washington Post reported, “Interior Department officials intentionally dismissed
evidence of the benefits of national monuments last year as they sought to justify shrinking them. Juliet Eilperin
reports: ‘The thousands of pages of email correspondence chart how Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke and his aides
instead tailored their survey of protected sites to emphasize the value of logging, ranching and energy development
that would be unlocked if they were not designated national monuments. ... Estimates of increased tourism
revenue, analyses showing that existing restrictions had not hurt fishing operators and agency reports finding that
less vandalism occurred as a result of monument designations were all set aside.”” [Washington Post, 7/24/18]

e  Washington Post: “Estimates Of Increased Tourism Revenue, Analyses Showing That Existing
Restrictions Had Not Hurt Fishing Operators And Agency Reports Finding That Less Vandalism
Occurred As A Result Of Monument Designations Were All Set Aside.” The Washington Post reported,
“Interior Department officials intentionally dismissed evidence of the benefits of national monuments last year
as they sought to justify shrinking them. Juliet Eilperin reports: ‘The thousands of pages of email
correspondence chart how Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke and his aides instead tailored their survey of protected
sites to emphasize the value of logging, ranching and energy development that would be unlocked if they were
not designated national monuments. ... Estimates of increased tourism revenue, analyses showing that existing
restrictions had not hurt fishing operators and agency reports finding that less vandalism occurred as a result of
monument designations were all set aside.”” [Washington Post, 7/24/18]


https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/powerpost/paloma/daily-202/2018/07/24/daily-202-why-u-s-v-nixon-matters-now-more-than-ever/5b5678331b326b1e646954eb/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/powerpost/paloma/daily-202/2018/07/24/daily-202-why-u-s-v-nixon-matters-now-more-than-ever/5b5678331b326b1e646954eb/
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e July 2018: Emails Mistakenly Released By The Department Of The Interior Revealed That Zinke
Deliberately Omitted Information Supporting The Tourism, Cultural, And Archaeological Value Of
National Monuments In A Survey Of The Monuments. The Denver Post reported, “Then, based on emails
mistakenly released by the Interior Department, you exposed Secretary Ryan Zinke’s true identity: the Once
ler, the greedy antagonist who cuts down all the Truffula Trees. The emails confirmed that information
supporting the tourism, cultural and archaeological value of our national monuments was intentionally left out
of the survey of monuments. Instead, ‘Ryan Zinke and his aides tailored their survey of protected sites to
emphasize the value of logging, ranching and energy development that would be unlocked,” should these lands
lose their monument designation. They even admitted that they kept these ‘references out of public view
because they were ‘revealing (the) strategy’ behind the review.” Anyone who wants to get a glimpse of what
our national monuments will look like once Ryan ‘Once ler’ Zinke has extracted and exploited their resources
(unless our modern Lorax fares better than Dr. Seuss’ ... unless) should have a look at the last few pages of The
Lorax .” [Denver Post, 7/29/18]

e Zinke And His Aides Instead Used The Survey To “Emphasize The Value Of Logging, Ranching, And
Energy Development That Would Be Unlocked” If The Sites Were Reclassified. The Denver Post reported,
“Then, based on emails mistakenly released by the Interior Department, you exposed Secretary Ryan Zinke’s
true identity: the Once ler, the greedy antagonist who cuts down all the Truffula Trees. The emails confirmed
that information supporting the tourism, cultural and archaeological value of our national monuments was
intentionally left out of the survey of monuments. Instead, ‘Ryan Zinke and his aides tailored their survey of
protected sites to emphasize the value of logging, ranching and energy development that would be unlocked,’
should these lands lose their monument designation. They even admitted that they kept these ‘references out of
public view because they were ‘revealing (the) strategy’ behind the review.” Anyone who wants to get a
glimpse of what our national monuments will look like once Ryan ‘Once ler’ Zinke has extracted and exploited
their resources (unless our modern Lorax fares better than Dr. Seuss’ ... unless) should have a look at the last
few pages of The Lorax .” [Denver Post, 7/29/18]

Zinke’s Actions Were Investigated For Directly Benefiting Utah State
Representative Mike Noel’s Personal Oil Interests On Land He Owned
That Was Previously Protected As A Monument

Utah State Rep. Mike Noel Praised A Smaller Bears Ears Monument As
A Victory For The State

August 2017: Utah Republican State Rep. Mike Noel Said That Shrinking Bears Ears Monument Would Be
A Victory For The State. The New York Times reported, “Mr. Trump said in April that the goal of the review was
to end ‘another egregious use of federal power’ and give the states more say in how public lands are used. Mike
Noel, a Republican state representative in Utah, said that shrinking Bears Ears would be ‘a victory for our state.’
Federal management of land in his state had constrained drilling, mining and grazing, he said, adding that
Washington had no business setting aside so much land. “When you turn the management over to the tree-huggers,
the bird and bunny lovers and the rock lickers, you turn your heritage over,” Mr. Noel said. Democratic lawmakers
who oversee federal land management and whose districts include some of the monuments under review expressed

dismay at the process and at Mr. Zinke’s decision not to make his recommendations public on Thursday.” [New
York Times, 8/24/17]

e Noel: “When You Turn The Management Over To The Tree-Huggers, The Bird And Bunny Lovers And
The Rock Lickers, You Turn Your Heritage Over.” The New York Times reported, “Mr. Trump said in
April that the goal of the review was to end ‘another egregious use of federal power’ and give the states more
say in how public lands are used. Mike Noel, a Republican state representative in Utah, said that shrinking
Bears Ears would be ‘a victory for our state.” Federal management of land in his state had constrained drilling,
mining and grazing, he said, adding that Washington had no business setting aside so much land. ‘When you
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turn the management over to the tree-huggers, the bird and bunny lovers and the rock lickers, you turn your
heritage over,” Mr. Noel said. Democratic lawmakers who oversee federal land management and whose
districts include some of the monuments under review expressed dismay at the process and at Mr. Zinke’s
decision not to make his recommendations public on Thursday.” [New York Times, 8/24/17]

Zinke Was Investigated For Benefiting Noel’s Financial Interests, But
Was Cleared Of Wrongdoing

2018: Zinke Was Investigated For Allegedly Excluding Land From The New
Grand Staircase-Escalante Monument Boundaries To Favor Noel

2018: Zinke Was Investigated For His Decision To Shrink The Grand Staircase-Escalante National
Monument, On The Basis That The Decision May Have Improperly Benefited A Republican State
Representative Whose Land Was Excluded From The Monument. The New York Times reported, “Other
investigations have delved into policy matters, such as Mr. Zinke’s decision to dramatically shrink the boundaries
of the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument in Utah. The inspector general’s office is looking into
whether the review was conducted in a way that improperly benefited a Republican state representative whose land
was removed from the boundaries of the monument.” [New York Times, 10/31/18]

¢ November 2018: The Inspector General Cleared Zinke Of Wrongdoing In The Investigation Over The
Monument Shrinkage. The New York Times reported, “A government watchdog agency has cleared Interior
Secretary Ryan Zinke of wrongdoing following an inquiry into whether he redrew the boundaries of a national
monument in Utah to avoid the nearby land holdings of a Republican state lawmaker and supporter of President
Donald Trump.” [New York Times, 11/27/18]

2018: Zinke Was Cleared Of Wrongdoing In The Grand Staircase-Escalante
Monument Investigation

2018: Zinke Was Cleared In An Inspector General Investigation Concerning Whether He Redrew The
Boundaries Of Utah’s Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument To Benefit A Republican State
Representative, Mike Noel, Who Had Criticized The Monument’s Designation And Owned Land Near And
Within The Boundary. The Billings Gazette reported, “In 2018, Zinke was cleared in an OIG investigation into
whether the redrawing of the boundaries of Utah’s Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument benefited a
Republican state representative. State Rep. Mike Noel, a critic of the monument’s designation, owned land near and
within the boundary. Investigations found Noel was not provided preferential treatment and that Zinke and other
officials did not know about his financial interest in the area, CBS News reported.” [Billings Gazette, 10/9/22]

Zinke Drew Criticism For “Ring-Fencing” National Monuments With
New Oil, Gas, And Uranium Leases On The Land Surrounding Multiple
Monuments

Zinke Was Accused Of “Ring Fencing” National Monuments By
Surrounding Them With Potentially Damaging Oil, Gas, And Uranium
Leases

Zinke Was Accused Of “Ring Fencing” National Monuments By Surrounding Them With Potentially
Damaging Oil, Gas, And Uranium Leases. According to an op-ed by Dan Bucks, former director of the Montana
Department of Revenue, in the Denver Post, “To make matters worse, Zinke’s actions often cut the public out of
the decision making for the management of public lands. [...] He recommended shrinking national monuments and
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is surrounding several with ill advised leases for oil, gas, and uranium often at bargain basement prices. ‘Ring
fencing’ monuments with mineral extraction exposes them to increased environmental risks and denies them a
buffer of more compatible ranching and conservation uses of adjacent lands.” [Denver Post, Op-Ed, 8/8/18]

March 2018: The Interior Department Sold A Collection Of Leases Next
To Hovenweep National Monument For Less Than $3 An Acre, Over
Pleas From The National Park Service

March 2018: The Interior Department Sold A Collection Of Leases Next To Hovenweep National Monument
For Less Than $3 An Acre, Over Pleas From The National Park Service. The New York Times reported, “Not
just environmental groups are concerned. In Utah, the National Park Service, itself a division of the Interior
Department, tried to stop the sale of a collection of leases next to the Hovenweep National Monument, known for
its mesas, ravines and recovered ruins of prehistoric villages. Its pleas were ignored, and the department sold those
parcels for as little as $3 an acre in March.” [New York Times, 10/27/18]

March 2018: Zinke Announced A Last-Minute Postponement Of An Oil
And Gas Lease Sale For Land Near A Sacred Tribal Site In New Mexico,
Following Protests From Tribal Officials And Conservationists
Worried About The Harm To Cultural Artifacts

March 2018: Zinke Announced A Last-Minute Postponement Of An Oil And Gas Lease Sale For Land Near
A Sacred Tribal Site In New Mexico, Following Protests From Tribal Officials And Conservationists
Worried About The Harm To Cultural Artifacts. The Denver Post reported, “Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke on
Friday abruptly postponed an oil and gas lease sale for parcels near Chaco Culture National Historical Park, a
sacred tribal site in northwestern New Mexico, saying a detailed analysis of more than 5,000 cultural sites will be
done before lots are designated for auction. The proposed lease sale, which includes 25 parcels covering 4,434
acres within New Mexico’s Rio Arriba, Sandoval and San Juan counties, has sparked an outcry from tribal officials
and conservationists. They argue that drilling near a UNESCO World Heritage Site could damage prized cultural
artifacts.” [Denver Post, 3/3/18]

e Zinke Said That A More Detailed Analysis Of Nearby Cultural Sites Needed To Occur Before The Sales
Went Forward. The Denver Post reported, “Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke on Friday abruptly postponed an oil
and gas lease sale for parcels near Chaco Culture National Historical Park, a sacred tribal site in northwestern
New Mexico, saying a detailed analysis of more than 5,000 cultural sites will be done before lots are designated
for auction. The proposed lease sale, which includes 25 parcels covering 4,434 acres within New Mexico’s Rio
Arriba, Sandoval and San Juan counties, has sparked an outcry from tribal officials and conservationists. They
argue that drilling near a UNESCO World Heritage Site could damage prized cultural artifacts.” [Denver Post,
3/3/18]

Zinke Was Slammed For Auctioning Oil And Gas Rights On 94,000
Acres Of Land Near The Dinosaur National Monument In Utah,
Endangering A Key Fossil Site

October 2017: Zinke’s Bureau Of Land Management Announced That It Would Auction Oil And Gas
Rights For 94,000 Acres Of Land Near The Dinosaur National Monument In Utah. The New York Times
reported, “Changes loom near remote Dinosaur National Monument in Utah. It’s a rough region of 1,000-foot cliffs
and canyons, two wild rivers — the Green and the Yampa — ancient rock art and archaeological evidence of
10,000 years of human history. The park, which straddles the Utah-Colorado border, affords visitors backcountry
camping, white-water rafting and, most famously, spectacular dinosaur fossils. The Bureau of Land Management
has announced that in December it will auction gas and oil drilling rights on 94,000 acres, or 146 square miles, of
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land, some of it near the park’s entrance road. Pumpjacks, drill rigs and other equipment would be visible from the
park’s visitor center, which is 2.5 miles from one lease parcel, according to critics. The B.L.M. has said that
equipment would not intrude on the average visitor’s field of view. The agency said it would take steps to minimize
visibility, including light shields, noise mufflers and ‘placement of exhaust systems to direct noise away from noise
sensitive areas’ and ‘avoiding unnecessary flaring of gas.” Ozone pollution from such energy development already
exceeds federal Clean Air Act limits in the monument area.” [New York Times, 10/18/17]

e New York Times: “Pumpjacks, Drill Rigs And Other Equipment Would Be Visible From The Park’s
Visitor Center, Which Is 2.5 Miles From One Lease Parcel, According To Critics.” The New York Times
reported, “Changes loom near remote Dinosaur National Monument in Utah. It’s a rough region of 1,000-foot
cliffs and canyons, two wild rivers — the Green and the Yampa — ancient rock art and archaeological
evidence of 10,000 years of human history. The park, which straddles the Utah-Colorado border, affords
visitors backcountry camping, white-water rafting and, most famously, spectacular dinosaur fossils. The Bureau
of Land Management has announced that in December it will auction gas and oil drilling rights on 94,000 acres,
or 146 square miles, of land, some of it near the park’s entrance road. Pumpjacks, drill rigs and other equipment
would be visible from the park’s visitor center, which is 2.5 miles from one lease parcel, according to critics.
The B.L.M. has said that equipment would not intrude on the average visitor’s field of view. The agency said it
would take steps to minimize visibility, including light shields, noise mufflers and ‘placement of exhaust
systems to direct noise away from noise sensitive areas’ and ‘avoiding unnecessary flaring of gas.” Ozone
pollution from such energy development already exceeds federal Clean Air Act limits in the monument area.”
[New York Times, 10/18/17]

e Ozone Pollution From Similar Oil And Gas Development Near The Dinosaur National Monument Had
Already Exceeded Federal Clean Air Act Limits In The Monument’s Area. The New York Times reported,
“Changes loom near remote Dinosaur National Monument in Utah. It’s a rough region of 1,000-foot cliffs and
canyons, two wild rivers — the Green and the Yampa — ancient rock art and archaeological evidence of
10,000 years of human history. The park, which straddles the Utah-Colorado border, affords visitors
backcountry camping, white-water rafting and, most famously, spectacular dinosaur fossils. The Bureau of
Land Management has announced that in December it will auction gas and oil drilling rights on 94,000 acres, or
146 square miles, of land, some of it near the park’s entrance road. Pumpjacks, drill rigs and other equipment
would be visible from the park’s visitor center, which is 2.5 miles from one lease parcel, according to critics.
The B.L.M. has said that equipment would not intrude on the average visitor’s field of view. The agency said it
would take steps to minimize visibility, including light shields, noise mufflers and ‘placement of exhaust
systems to direct noise away from noise sensitive areas’ and ‘avoiding unnecessary flaring of gas.” Ozone
pollution from such energy development already exceeds federal Clean Air Act limits in the monument area.”
[New York Times, 10/18/17]

October 2017: Canadian Paleontologist Scott Sampson Had Overseen Much Of The Monument’s Early
Dinosaur Research And Was Worried That Opening The Area To Extraction Could Threaten The Area’s
Fossil Findings. The Los Angeles Times reported, “Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke, ordered by Trump to reassess
the biggest national monuments named since 1996, has proposed shrinking Grand Staircase-Escalante. Whatever
area is removed would be open to coal mining, oil drilling and mineral extraction. The fossil beds here are scattered
across land that also holds an estimated 62 billion tons of coal. ‘My fear is that opening up the monument to energy
extraction will threaten our ability to uncover the secrets that we know must still be buried in the monument,” said
Scott Sampson, a Canadian paleontologist who oversaw much of the early dinosaur research in the monument.
Trump, who has vowed to revive the coal industry, is tapping into Utah’s longstanding resentment of federal
control of public lands. The state’s Republican leaders support Zinke’s recommendation. They were furious at
Clinton for creating the monument, which killed a proposed coal mine. Today’s poor market for coal casts doubt on
prospects for mining any time soon. No specific proposal has emerged publicly. Regardless, environmental groups
are preparing lawsuits to thwart any attempt to curb protections of Grand Staircase-Escalante and nine other
monuments, as Zinke proposed in August in a report to Trump.” [Los Angeles Times, 10/27/17]
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e Sampson: “My Fear Is That Opening Up The Monument To Energy Extraction Will Threaten Our
Ability To Uncover The Secrets That We Know Must Still Be Buried In The Monument.” The Los
Angeles Times reported, “Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke, ordered by Trump to reassess the biggest national
monuments named since 1996, has proposed shrinking Grand Staircase-Escalante. Whatever area is removed
would be open to coal mining, oil drilling and mineral extraction. The fossil beds here are scattered across land
that also holds an estimated 62 billion tons of coal. ‘My fear is that opening up the monument to energy
extraction will threaten our ability to uncover the secrets that we know must still be buried in the monument,’
said Scott Sampson, a Canadian paleontologist who oversaw much of the early dinosaur research in the
monument. Trump, who has vowed to revive the coal industry, is tapping into Utah’s longstanding resentment
of federal control of public lands. The state’s Republican leaders support Zinke’s recommendation. They were
furious at Clinton for creating the monument, which killed a proposed coal mine. Today’s poor market for coal
casts doubt on prospects for mining any time soon. No specific proposal has emerged publicly. Regardless,
environmental groups are preparing lawsuits to thwart any attempt to curb protections of Grand Staircase-
Escalante and nine other monuments, as Zinke proposed in August in a report to Trump.” [Los Angeles Times,
10/27/17]

Zinke’s Decision To Shrink National Monuments Was Widely
Condemned As The Largest Ever Reduction Of Public Land In U.S.
History

Zinke Was Criticized By Columnists And Reporters For The “Largest
Reduction Of Public Lands” In U.S. History

Independent Record Columnist Jock Conyngham Called Zinke’s Boundary
Reduction Proposals “The Largest Reduction Of Public Lands Ever” In
Shrinking “Nearly 2 Million Acres”

Independent Record Columnist Jock Conyngham: “I Choked On My Coffee When I Saw Ryan Zinke’s
Campaign Piece Lying About His Record On Public Lands... Zinke Has — Through His Statements,
Actions, Votes And Policies — Joined The Assault On America’s Public Lands And The Strong Drive To
Transfer Or Sell The Lands That Support Out Hunting, Fishing, And Outdoor Culture.” According to a
column by Jock Conyngham in the Independent Record, “When someone who rigs his fly rod backwards promises
you that he supports our public lands, think twice. I choked on my coffee when I saw Ryan Zinke’s campaign piece
lying about his record on public lands in saying he ‘led the charge against the sale or transfer of public lands.” The
truth is that Zinke has — through his statements, actions, votes and policies — joined the assault on America’s
public lands and the strong drive to transfer or sell the lands that support out hunting, fishing, and outdoor culture.
Zinke seems to think that Montanans will forget his support for multiple public land giveaways in his checkered
political past. Well, we haven’t. Here are a few highlights from Zinke’s real record on public lands: — As a
Montana state senator, Zinke signed a pledge showing his support for transferring public lands to the states, leading
inevitably to the sale of Montana’s public lands to private interests. — On Zinke’s first day in Congress, he voted
to change House rules to make it easier to transfer federal public lands to the highest bidder. — At the Interior
Department, Zinke oversaw the administration’s largest reduction of public lands ever by shrinking the Bears Ears
National Monument & Grand Staircase Escalante by nearly 2 million acres. The management plans also included
selling off hundreds of acres while prioritizing oil and gas development.” [Independent Record, Column, 10/10/21]

e Conyngham: “At The Interior Department, Zinke Oversaw The Administration’s Largest Reduction Of
Public Lands Ever By Shrinking The Bears Ears National Monument & Grand Staircase Escalante By
Nearly 2 Million Acres. The Management Plans Also Included Selling Off Hundreds Of Acres While
Prioritizing Oil And Gas Development.” According to a column by Jock Conyngham in the Independent
Record, “When someone who rigs his fly rod backwards promises you that he supports our public lands, think
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twice. I choked on my coffee when I saw Ryan Zinke’s campaign piece lying about his record on public lands
in saying he ‘led the charge against the sale or transfer of public lands.” The truth is that Zinke has — through
his statements, actions, votes and policies — joined the assault on America’s public lands and the strong drive
to transfer or sell the lands that support out hunting, fishing, and outdoor culture. Zinke seems to think that
Montanans will forget his support for multiple public land giveaways in his checkered political past. Well, we
haven’t. Here are a few highlights from Zinke’s real record on public lands: — As a Montana state senator,
Zinke signed a pledge showing his support for transferring public lands to the states, leading inevitably to the
sale of Montana’s public lands to private interests. — On Zinke’s first day in Congress, he voted to change
House rules to make it easier to transfer federal public lands to the highest bidder. — At the Interior
Department, Zinke oversaw the administration’s largest reduction of public lands ever by shrinking the Bears
Ears National Monument & Grand Staircase Escalante by nearly 2 million acres. The management plans also
included selling off hundreds of acres while prioritizing oil and gas development.” [Independent Record,
Column, 10/10/21]

e Conyngham: “His Cozy Relationship With Oil And Gas Has Come At The Expense Of Qur Public
Lands. When Given The Choice, He Always Throws Our Public Lands Under The Bus.” According to a
column by Jock Conyngham in the Independent Record, “I choked on my coffee when I saw Ryan Zinke’s
campaign piece lying about his record on public lands in saying he ‘led the charge against the sale or transfer of
public lands.” [...] Time and time again, his cozy relationship with oil and gas has come at the expense of our
public lands. When given the choice, he always throws our public lands under the bus. He is currently under
investigation for a sweetheart real estate deal backed by the chairman of Halliburton, America’s largest oil-
services company — all ironed out while he was at the helm of the Interior Department. Ethics experts call this
a classic conflict of interest: the one benefiting financially from an energy company also regulates that industry
on behalf of the American people.” [Independent Record, Column, 10/10/21]

The Ravalli Republic Characterized Zinke’s Monument Reduction Proposals
As The “Largest Reduction Of Federal Land Protection In U.S. History”

2022: Zinke Claimed To Support Public Lands, But Was Criticized While Serving As Interior Secretary For
Scrapping Obama-Era Rules Related To Oil, Gas, And Mining And Implemented The Largest Reduction Of
Federal Land Protection In U.S. History. The Ravalli Republic reported, “Campaign billboards in the valley tout
Zinke’s support for public lands, a message he reiterated while in Hamilton. ‘I’'m a big Teddy Roosevelt believer
and oddly enough he was about 100 years ago,” he said. ‘“We live in the shadow of Roosevelt, because our outdoor
experience in Montana comes from his labor is his legacy. So now we have that same responsibility to have the
courage to look at the next 100 years and make sure the reason why we’re in Montana stays the reason why we’re
in Montana.” Zinke was often criticized for his handling of public lands during his tenure as Interior Secretary.
During his time at the lead, the Department of the Interior tossed Obama-era rules related to oil, gas and mining and
implemented the largest reduction of federal land protection in U.S. history.” [Ravalli Republic, 9/1/22]

e Ravalli Republic: “In Montana, ‘Mr. Zinke Has Struck A Different Note’ On Public Lands, Halting The
Sale Of Oil And Gas Leases Near Yellowstone National Park And Urging Protections For Montana’s
Upper Missouri River Breaks And Badger-Two Medicine.” The Ravalli Republic reported, “Zinke was
often criticized for his handling of public lands during his tenure as Interior Secretary. During his time at the
lead, the Department of the Interior tossed Obama-era rules related to oil, gas and mining and implemented the
largest reduction of federal land protection in U.S. history. But even as the New York Times has pointed out in
2018, in Montana, ‘Mr. Zinke has struck a different note’ on public lands, halting the sale of oil and gas leases
near Yellowstone National Park and urging protections for Montana’s Upper Missouri River Breaks and
Badger-Two Medicine.” [Ravalli Republic, 9/1/22]

The Interior Departiment Was Sued Three Times By Tribal Groups And
Patagonia, Alleging The Shrinking Boundaries Were Illegal
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December 2017: At Least Three Lawsuits Had Been Filed Challenging The Monument Reduction In Both
The Grand Staircase And Bears Ears National Monuments. The New York Times reported, “At least three
lawsuits so far have been filed challenging the president’s decision. One lawsuit, filed in District Court in
Washington, D.C., on Monday — by the Wilderness Society, Great Old Broads for Wilderness and eight other
groups — is in defense of Grand Staircase. It named Mr. Trump, Mr. Zinke and Brian Steed, of the Bureau of Land
Management, as defendants, saying Mr. Trump exceeded his authority under the Constitution and the Antiquities
Act that established the monuments. A second suit also challenges the Grand Staircase decision, filed by
paleontologists. A third lawsuit challenges the Bears Ears decision, and was filed by the five tribes who supported
that monument: the Navajo, the Hopi, the Ute Mountain Ute, the Ute Indian Tribe of the Uintah and Ouray
Reservation, and the Zuni. It questions Mr. Trump’s authority to use the Antiquities Act to modify or replace
national monuments created by his predecessors.” [New York Times, 12/5/17]

December 2017: A Coalition Of The Hopi, Ute, Ute Mountain Ute, And Zuni Tribes And The Navajo Nation
Sued To Challenge The Proposed Reductions To Bears Ears National Monument. The Denver Post reported,
“Environmental and conservation groups and a coalition of tribes filed lawsuits Monday that ensure Trump’s
announcement is far from the final word in the yearslong battle over public lands in Utah and other Western states.
The court cases are likely to drag on for years. A coalition of the Hopi, Ute, Ute Mountain Ute and Zuni tribes and
the Navajo Nation sued late Monday to challenge the Bears Ears reduction, which cuts monument status for the
rugged land in southeastern Utah by about 85 percent. Bears Ears features thousands of American Indian artifacts,
including ancient cliff dwellings and petroglyphs. The tribes argue that federal law gives presidents only the ability
to create a national monument, not the ability to downsize one.” [Denver Post, 12/6/17]

December 2017: Outdoor Retailers, Including Patagonia And REIL, Spoke Out Against Trump’s Plan To
Reduce Bears Ears And Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monuments. The New York Times reported,
“Patagonia, REI and other outdoor clothing and equipment retailers are speaking out against President Trump’s
plan to slash the size of two national monuments in Utah by some two million acres. Mr. Trump on Monday
announced that his administration would shrink Bears Ears National Monument, a region of red rock canyons, by
85 percent, and cut another monument, Grand Staircase-Escalante, to about half its current size. ‘The president
stole your land,” Patagonia said in a pop-up message on its website. ‘In an illegal move, the president just reduced
the size of Bears Ears and Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monuments. This is the largest elimination of
protected land in American history.” Patagonia has been at the forefront of the outdoor recreation industry as the
sector becomes increasingly politicized by the actions of Mr. Trump this year. On Tuesday, the company’s general
counsel, Hilary Dessouky, said through a spokeswoman that the company planned to file a lawsuit on Wednesday
challenging the president’s shrinking of the national monument.” [New York Times, 12/5/17]

o December 2017 — Patagonia Pop-Up Message: “The President Stole Your Land. In An Illegal Move, The
President Just Reduced The Size Of Bears Ears And Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monuments.
This Is The Largest Elimination Of Protected Land In American History.” The New York Times reported,
“Patagonia, REI and other outdoor clothing and equipment retailers are speaking out against President Trump’s
plan to slash the size of two national monuments in Utah by some two million acres. Mr. Trump on Monday
announced that his administration would shrink Bears Ears National Monument, a region of red rock canyons,
by 85 percent, and cut another monument, Grand Staircase-Escalante, to about half its current size. ‘The
president stole your land,” Patagonia said in a pop-up message on its website. ‘In an illegal move, the president
just reduced the size of Bears Ears and Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monuments. This is the largest
elimination of protected land in American history.” Patagonia has been at the forefront of the outdoor recreation
industry as the sector becomes increasingly politicized by the actions of Mr. Trump this year. On Tuesday, the
company’s general counsel, Hilary Dessouky, said through a spokeswoman that the company planned to file a
lawsuit on Wednesday challenging the president’s shrinking of the national monument.” [New York Times,
12/5/17]

May 2018: Patagonia, The Outdoor Retailer, Sued Trump And Zinke For Their Decision To Shrink National
Monuments. The New York Times reported, “Working with a handful of local groups and the law firm Hogan
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Lovells, Patagonia filed a lawsuit in Federal District Court in Washington. The lawsuit named as defendants Mr.
Trump, Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke, the secretary of agriculture, the director of the Bureau of Land Management
and the chief of the Forest Service. And the argument was simple: The Antiquities Act of 1906 gave presidents the
power to create national monuments. But it did not grant the power to reduce them. ‘For as much authority as it
gave to the president to create these monuments, Congress gave the president no authority to revoke or modify
those monuments,’ the lawsuit reads. ‘Congress is the sole authority that can undertake such changes.” Patagonia’s
activism has made the company plenty of enemies over the years. Developers, the fossil fuel industry and
lawmakers have all gone after the company, and this time was no exception. As Patagonia ramped up its campaign,
the Trump administration hit back. Mr. Zinke and Republicans in Congress accused Patagonia of playing politics to
sell more clothes, and the hashtag #BoycottPatagonia began circulating on Twitter.” [New York Times, 5/5/18]

e Patagonia Argued That The Executive Branch Lacked The Authority Under The Antiquities Act To
Shrink National Monuments. The New York Times reported, “Working with a handful of local groups and
the law firm Hogan Lovells, Patagonia filed a lawsuit in Federal District Court in Washington. The lawsuit
named as defendants Mr. Trump, Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke, the secretary of agriculture, the director of the
Bureau of Land Management and the chief of the Forest Service. And the argument was simple: The
Antiquities Act of 1906 gave presidents the power to create national monuments. But it did not grant the power
to reduce them. ‘For as much authority as it gave to the president to create these monuments, Congress gave the
president no authority to revoke or modify those monuments,’ the lawsuit reads. ‘Congress is the sole authority
that can undertake such changes.” Patagonia’s activism has made the company plenty of enemies over the
years. Developers, the fossil fuel industry and lawmakers have all gone after the company, and this time was no
exception. As Patagonia ramped up its campaign, the Trump administration hit back. Mr. Zinke and
Republicans in Congress accused Patagonia of playing politics to sell more clothes, and the hashtag
#BoycottPatagonia began circulating on Twitter.” [New York Times, 5/5/18]

Zinke’s Proposal Was Called “A Slap In The Face” To Tribal Groups,
With Whom He Met For Allegedly One Hour Despite Spending Days
With Republican Politicians

Earth Justice Attorney Heidi McIntosh Called Zinke’s Monument Review “A
Slap In The Face” To Tribal Communities

May 2017: Environmental Law Firm Earth Justice Managing Attorney Heidi McIntosh Criticized Zinke’s
Review Of Federal Monuments. The Denver Post reported, “It also asks the department to weigh whether the
designation includes ‘historic landmarks, historic or prehistoric structures (or) other objects of historic or scientific
interest.” Canyons of the Ancients, which draws about 30,000 visitors a year to the Four Corners region, includes an
estimated 6,000 Ancestral Puebloan cliff dwellings and rock paintings. ‘It is clear that neither the president nor
Zinke have a very good understanding of the Antiquities Act or the importance of the Antiquities Act in protecting
places like Canyons of the Ancients,” said Heidi McIntosh, managing attorney for the Denver office of
environmental law firm Earth justice. ‘I think they will get an earful from Coloradans and people from other places
about how precious these places really are.”” [Denver Post, 5/6/17]

e Meclntosh: “It Is Clear That Neither The President Nor Zinke Have A Very Good Understanding Of The
Antiquities Act Or The Importance Of The Antiquities Act In Protecting Places Like Canyons Of The
Ancients.” The Denver Post reported, “It also asks the department to weigh whether the designation includes
‘historic landmarks, historic or prehistoric structures (or) other objects of historic or scientific interest.’
Canyons of the Ancients, which draws about 30,000 visitors a year to the Four Corners region, includes an
estimated 6,000 Ancestral Puebloan cliff dwellings and rock paintings. ‘It is clear that neither the president nor
Zinke have a very good understanding of the Antiquities Act or the importance of the Antiquities Act in
protecting places like Canyons of the Ancients,” said Heidi McIntosh, managing attorney for the Denver office
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of environmental law firm Earth justice. ‘I think they will get an earful from Coloradans and people from other
places about how precious these places really are.”” [Denver Post, 5/6/17]

June 2017: Heidi McIntosh, A Lawyer For The Environmental Group Earthjustice, Criticized Zinke’s
Recommendation To Scale Back Bears Ears National Monument As A “Slap In The Face To The Five
Sovereign Tribes Who Share Sacred Ties To This Land.” The New York Times reported, “Interior Secretary
Ryan Zinke on Monday proposed significantly scaling back the borders of a national monument in southeastern
Utah, in a legally unprecedented move that opponents say violates a century-old law signed by President Theodore
Roosevelt. [...] “Make no mistake: Unilaterally shrinking the boundaries of Bears Ears National Monument would
not only be a slap in the face to the five sovereign tribes who share sacred ties to this land, it would violate both the
Antiquities Act and the separation of powers doctrine,” said Heidi McIntosh, a lawyer for the advocacy group
Earthjustice. ‘The president simply lacks the authority to change a national monument designation under the
Antiquities Act, our country’s century-old law that protects some of our most scenic and historic landscapes.’”
[New York Times, 6/12/17]

e  MclIntosh: “Unilaterally Shrinking The Boundaries [...] Would Not Only Be A Slap In The Face To The
Five Sovereign Tribes Who Share Sacred Ties To This Land, It Would Violate Both The Antiquities Act
And The Separation Of Powers Doctrine.” The New York Times reported, “Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke
on Monday proposed significantly scaling back the borders of a national monument in southeastern Utah, in a
legally unprecedented move that opponents say violates a century-old law signed by President Theodore
Roosevelt. [...] ‘Make no mistake: Unilaterally shrinking the boundaries of Bears Ears National Monument
would not only be a slap in the face to the five sovereign tribes who share sacred ties to this land, it would
violate both the Antiquities Act and the separation of powers doctrine,” said Heidi McIntosh, a lawyer for the
advocacy group Earthjustice. ‘The president simply lacks the authority to change a national monument
designation under the Antiquities Act, our country’s century-old law that protects some of our most scenic and
historic landscapes.”” [New York Times, 6/12/17]

Author Stephen Trimble Wrote In An Op-Ed That Zinke Spent “Just One Hour”
With Tribal Leaders And “Several Days With” Republican Politicians

June 2017: Author Stephen Trimble Criticized Zinke In An Op-Ed For His Recommendation To Shrink
Bears Ears National Monument As “One More Act Of Disrespect And Arrogance In A Story That Began In
1492.” According to an op-ed by author Stephen Trimble in the Los Angeles Times, “Secretary of the Interior Ryan
Zinke plans to advise President Trump to shrink Utah’s Bears Ears National Monument to a scatter of isolated sites.
The secretary’s recommendation, announced last week, is one more act of disrespect and arrogance in a story that
began in 1492. In December, President Obama proclaimed the Bears Ears monument, adding new protections for
cultural resources on 1.35 million acres of public land in San Juan County, Utah, while preserving traditional uses
for both Indians and ranchers. Native nations—especially the Hopi, Navajo, Zuni and two Ute tribes that make up
the Bears Ears Inter-Tribal Coalition—Ied the campaign for the creation of the monument on what for them is
ancestral, sacred land.” [Los Angeles Times, Op-Ed, 6/19/17]

e Trimble: “When Zinke Came To Utah In May On A ‘Listening Tour,” He Spent Just One Hour With
The Leaders Of The Inter-Tribal Coalition And Several Days With Politicians Ferociously Intent On
Undoing Obama’s Legacy.” According to an op-ed by author Stephen Trimble in the Los Angeles Times,
“When Zinke came to Utah in May on a ‘listening tour,” he spent just one hour with the leaders of the Inter-
Tribal Coalition and several days with politicians ferociously intent on undoing Obama’s legacy. One of them,
Utah Sen. Orrin G. Hatch, dismissed seven years of grass-roots work by Indian people, in Indian country, who
gathered the data necessary to propose significant protection for Bears Ears. The tribes, the GOP senator said,
were ‘manipulated’ by the ‘far left.” ‘The Indians,” he said, ‘they don’t fully understand that a lot of the things
that they currently take for granted on those lands, they won’t be able to do.... Just take my word for it.””” [Los
Angeles Times, Op-Ed, 6/19/17]
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e Trimble Criticized Zinke For Meeting With Republican Senator Orrin Hatch, Who Claimed That “The
Indians... They Don’t Fully Understand That A Lot Of The Things That They Currently Take For
Granted On those Lands, They Won’t Be Able To Do... Just Take My Word For It.”” According to an op-
ed by author Stephen Trimble in the Los Angeles Times, “When Zinke came to Utah in May on a ‘listening
tour,” he spent just one hour with the leaders of the Inter-Tribal Coalition and several days with politicians
ferociously intent on undoing Obama’s legacy. One of them, Utah Sen. Orrin G. Hatch, dismissed seven years
of grass-roots work by Indian people, in Indian country, who gathered the data necessary to propose significant
protection for Bears Ears. The tribes, the GOP senator said, were ‘manipulated’ by the ‘far left.” ‘The Indians,’
he said, ‘they don’t fully understand that a lot of the things that they currently take for granted on those lands,
they won’t be able to do.... Just take my word for it.”” [Los Angeles Times, Op-Ed, 6/19/17]

e Trimble: “But The Most Important Reason To Decry Zinke’s Capitulation To Utah’s Anti-Public-Lands
Politicians Is That Diminishing The Monument Would Break Yet Another Government Commitment To
The Native Nations.” According to an op-ed by author Stephen Trimble in the Los Angeles Times, “Many
reasons exist to cherish and sustain Bears Ears National Monument. Until the monument designation, this was
the most important unprotected archaeological district in North America. It’s an untapped treasure of
recreational, paleontological and ecologic resources, and conservation biologists have clearly established the
importance of preserving it as a large landscape rather than isolated parcels. But the most important reason to
decry Zinke’s capitulation to Utah’s anti-public-lands politicians is that diminishing the monument would break
yet another government commitment to the Native nations. The American people, Congress and the president
should insist that Bears Ears remains the monument envisioned by Navajo leader Willie Grayeyes, a place for
Native people ‘to be respected, to be heard and to be understood.”” [Los Angeles Times, Op-Ed, 6/19/17]

Wilderness Society Acting California Director Called Zinke’s Plans An
“Unprecedented Assault On Our Public Lands”

August 2017: Wilderness Society Acting California Director Daniel Rossman Criticized Zinke For Placing
California Monuments On The List For Review Despite Never Visiting California. The Los Angeles Times
reported, “Zinke’s assurance that no monuments would be eliminated was little solace to advocates who expected to
get clarity on Trump’s plan Thursday. Instead, they were told no further details would be disclosed about which
monuments would be downsized and how significantly. The secrecy added yet more public confusion to what has
often seemed a scattershot review. Throughout it, Zinke has made a very public show of riding on horseback to
inspect some lands threatened, and ignoring others altogether, despite pleas from local politicians to visit and hear
them out about why changing the borders would be detrimental. ‘Despite placing six of our national monuments in
the cross-hairs, he never visited California,” said Daniel Rossman, acting California director for the Wilderness
Society. ‘It is unconscionable, on this deadline for final recommendations, that Secretary Zinke continues to leave
the American people in the dark.”” [Los Angeles Times, 8/25/17]

o Rossman: “Despite Placing Six Of Our National Monuments In The Cross-Hairs, He Never Visited
California. It Is Unconscionable, On This Deadline For Final Recommendations, That Secretary Zinke
Continues To Leave The American People In The Dark.” The Los Angeles Times reported, “Zinke’s
assurance that no monuments would be eliminated was little solace to advocates who expected to get clarity on
Trump’s plan Thursday. Instead, they were told no further details would be disclosed about which monuments
would be downsized and how significantly. The secrecy added yet more public confusion to what has often
seemed a scattershot review. Throughout it, Zinke has made a very public show of riding on horseback to
inspect some lands threatened, and ignoring others altogether, despite pleas from local politicians to visit and
hear them out about why changing the borders would be detrimental. ‘Despite placing six of our national
monuments in the cross-hairs, he never visited California,” said Daniel Rossman, acting California director for
the Wilderness Society. ‘It is unconscionable, on this deadline for final recommendations, that Secretary Zinke
continues to leave the American people in the dark.”” [Los Angeles Times, 8/25/17]
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September 2017: Wilderness Society President Jamie Williams Criticized Zinke’s Recommendations To
Shrink National Monument Protections As “An Unprecedented Assault On Our Parks And Public Lands.”
The Denver Post reported, “President Donald Trump ordered a review of 27 sites earlier this year after complaining
about a ‘massive land grab’ by Obama and other former presidents. ‘It’s gotten worse and worse and worse, and
now we’re going to free it up, which is what should have happened in the first place,” Trump said in April. National
monument designations add protections for lands known for their natural beauty with the goal of preserving them
for future generations. The restrictions aren’t as stringent as for national parks but include limits on mining, timber
cutting and recreational activities such as riding off road vehicles. No president has tried to eliminate a monument,
but boundaries have been trimmed or redrawn 18 times, according to the National Park Service. Zinke’s
recommendations ‘represent an unprecedented assault on our parks and public lands,’ said Jamie Williams,
president of the Wilderness Society.” [Denver Post, 9/19/17]

Public Comments Overwhelmingly Opposed Shrinking

August 2017: The Interior Department Received Over 2.4 Million Public Comments Regarding The Review
Of National Monument Status, With The Majority Supporting Current Designations. The Denver Post
reported, “The order targeted designations of at least 100,000 acres made by former presidents Bill Clinton, George
W. Bush and Barack Obama. Zinke later added a monument in Maine. Trump is no fan of the 1906 Antiquities Act,
declaring in April that it ‘does not give the federal government unlimited power to lock up millions of acres of land
and water, and it’s time that we ended this abusive practice.” But Interior’s review has come up against vehement
pushback. The department received more than 2.4 million public comments with an overwhelming majority
supporting the current designations. Zinke recently announced he would recommend no changes for six of the
monuments on the list. These are among the most vulnerable to revision, reduction or even reversal.” [Denver Post,
8/23/17]

September 2017: Over 90 Percent Of The 2.7 Million Americans Who Provided Public Comment On Zinke’s
Monument Review Opposed Shrinking Monument Borders. The Los Angeles Times reported, “At stake are
millions of acres of unique geological formations, rare archaeological artifacts and pristine landscapes and
seascapes. Trump had complained that past presidents abused their authority to put land off-limits to development
and designated ever-growing swaths of property as monuments at the behest of environmentalists. The review of
the monuments undertaken by Zinke drew fury from Native American groups, conservationists, outdoor enthusiasts
and political leaders. More than 90% of the 2.7 million Americans who weighed in on the monument review in
written comments to the Interior Department were opposed to shrinking borders. Zinke acknowledged the intense
opposition in his report to Trump, but attributed it to ‘a well-orchestrated national campaign organized by multiple
organizations.”” [Los Angeles Times, 9/19/17]

The New York Times Editorial Board Criticized Zinke’s Monument Reduction
Proposal For “Shredding What Little Is Left” Of Zinke’s Environmental
Reputation

December 2017: The New York Times Editorial Board Criticized Zinke For Revoking Nearly Two Million
Acres From Federal Protection. According to the editorial board of the New York Times, “The lawsuits have
already begun, pursued not only by Native American tribes and environmental groups, but also by Patagonia, the
big outdoors company. The outcome of these suits (and they will take time) will affect not only the Utah
monuments but also eight others Mr. Zinke has recommended for more modest downsizing or for changes in the
way they are managed. Among these are a marine monument in the Pacific that was established by Mr. Bush and
added to by Mr. Obama, and another in the Atlantic, established by Mr. Obama. The order has also shredded what
little is left of Mr. Zinke’s reputation in the environmental community. Mr. Zinke, it will be recalled, rode a horse
to work at the Interior Department on his first day on the job, in plain imitation of Teddy Roosevelt, a comparison
that he has since invoked several times but that now seems ludicrous. As president, Mr. Roosevelt gave federal
protection to 230 million acres (including 18 national monuments). Mr. Zinke, only 10 months into the job, is
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already in negative territory to the tune of about two million acres, with more coming.” [New York Times,
Editorial, 12/9/17]

o NYT Editorial Board: “The Outcome Of These Suits (And They Will Take Time) Will Affect Not Only
The Utah Monuments But Also Eight Others Mr. Zinke Has Recommended For More Modest
Downsizing Or For Changes In The Way They Are Managed.” According to the editorial board of the New
York Times, “The lawsuits have already begun, pursued not only by Native American tribes and environmental
groups, but also by Patagonia, the big outdoors company. The outcome of these suits (and they will take time)
will affect not only the Utah monuments but also eight others Mr. Zinke has recommended for more modest
downsizing or for changes in the way they are managed. Among these are a marine monument in the Pacific
that was established by Mr. Bush and added to by Mr. Obama, and another in the Atlantic, established by Mr.
Obama. The order has also shredded what little is left of Mr. Zinke’s reputation in the environmental
community. Mr. Zinke, it will be recalled, rode a horse to work at the Interior Department on his first day on
the job, in plain imitation of Teddy Roosevelt, a comparison that he has since invoked several times but that
now seems ludicrous. As president, Mr. Roosevelt gave federal protection to 230 million acres (including 18
national monuments). Mr. Zinke, only 10 months into the job, is already in negative territory to the tune of
about two million acres, with more coming.” [New York Times, Editorial, 12/9/17]

e NYT Editorial Board: “The Order Has Also Shredded What Little Is Left Of Mr. Zinke’s Reputation In
The Environmental Community. Mr. Zinke, 1t Will Be Recalled, Rode A Horse To Work At The Interior
Department On His First Day On The Job, In Plain Imitation Of Teddy Roosevelt, A Comparison That
He Has Since Invoked Several Times But That Now Seems Ludicrous.” According to the editorial board of
the New York Times, “The lawsuits have already begun, pursued not only by Native American tribes and
environmental groups, but also by Patagonia, the big outdoors company. The outcome of these suits (and they
will take time) will affect not only the Utah monuments but also eight others Mr. Zinke has recommended for
more modest downsizing or for changes in the way they are managed. Among these are a marine monument in
the Pacific that was established by Mr. Bush and added to by Mr. Obama, and another in the Atlantic,
established by Mr. Obama. The order has also shredded what little is left of Mr. Zinke’s reputation in the
environmental community. Mr. Zinke, it will be recalled, rode a horse to work at the Interior Department on his
first day on the job, in plain imitation of Teddy Roosevelt, a comparison that he has since invoked several times
but that now seems ludicrous. As president, Mr. Roosevelt gave federal protection to 230 million acres
(including 18 national monuments). Mr. Zinke, only 10 months into the job, is already in negative territory to
the tune of about two million acres, with more coming.” [New York Times, Editorial, 12/9/17]

e NYT Editorial Board: “As President, Mr. Roosevelt Gave Federal Protection To 230 Million Acres
(Including 18 National Monuments). Mr. Zinke, Only 10 Months Into The Job, Is Already In Negative
Territory To The Tune Of About Two Million Acres, With More Coming.” According to the editorial
board of the New York Times, “The lawsuits have already begun, pursued not only by Native American tribes
and environmental groups, but also by Patagonia, the big outdoors company. The outcome of these suits (and
they will take time) will affect not only the Utah monuments but also eight others Mr. Zinke has recommended
for more modest downsizing or for changes in the way they are managed. Among these are a marine monument
in the Pacific that was established by Mr. Bush and added to by Mr. Obama, and another in the Atlantic,
established by Mr. Obama. The order has also shredded what little is left of Mr. Zinke’s reputation in the
environmental community. Mr. Zinke, it will be recalled, rode a horse to work at the Interior Department on his
first day on the job, in plain imitation of Teddy Roosevelt, a comparison that he has since invoked several times
but that now seems ludicrous. As president, Mr. Roosevelt gave federal protection to 230 million acres
(including 18 national monuments). Mr. Zinke, only 10 months into the job, is already in negative territory to
the tune of about two million acres, with more coming.” [New York Times, Editorial, 12/9/17]

NYT Opinion Columnist Timothy Egan Said Zinke Was “Upending A Century
Of Bipartisan Values” In His Quest To Shrink Monuments
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January 2018: New York Times Opinion Columnist Timothy Egan Criticized Zinke For “Upending A
Century Of Bipartisan Values” Toward Conservation For A “Trumpian Culture War.” According to NYT
opinion columnist Timothy Egan, reported, “Last month, the secretary attacked Patagonia, the outdoor retailer, after
it protested the largest rollback of public land protection in our history with a website home page of a black screen
and stark message: ‘The President Stole Your Land.’ It is your land, all 400 million acres of it, though you wouldn’t
know by the way the Trump administration has ceded control to the private predators from the oil, gas, coal and
uranium industries. It is also your water, the near entirety of the outer continental shelf that Trump is opening to
extractive drilling. Almost a dozen states have protested. The waters off the coast of Mar-a-Lago, in Florida, were
given an exemption after Zinke met with the governor, who said drilling was bad for tourism. Your public servant
at work. Zinke is upending a century of bipartisan values as part of a Trumpian culture war. When asked why the
president shrank national monuments in the Southwest by two million acres, Zinke said it was a way to strike back
against ‘an elitist sort of hunter and fisherman.” Huh?” [New York Times, Column, 1/19/18]

e Egan: “ItIs Your Land, All 400 Million Acres Of It, Though You Wouldn’t Know By The Way The
Trump Administration Has Ceded Control To The Private Predators From The QOil, Gas, Coal And
Uranium Industries. It Is Also Your Water, The Near Entirety Of The Outer Continental Shelf That
Trump Is Opening To Extractive Drilling” According to NYT opinion columnist Timothy Egan, reported,
“Last month, the secretary attacked Patagonia, the outdoor retailer, after it protested the largest rollback of
public land protection in our history with a website home page of a black screen and stark message: ‘The
President Stole Your Land.’ It is your land, all 400 million acres of it, though you wouldn’t know by the way
the Trump administration has ceded control to the private predators from the oil, gas, coal and uranium
industries. It is also your water, the near entirety of the outer continental shelf that Trump is opening to
extractive drilling. Almost a dozen states have protested. The waters off the coast of Mar-a-Lago, in Florida,
were given an exemption after Zinke met with the governor, who said drilling was bad for tourism. Your public
servant at work. Zinke is upending a century of bipartisan values as part of a Trumpian culture war. When
asked why the president shrank national monuments in the Southwest by two million acres, Zinke said it was a
way to strike back against ‘an elitist sort of hunter and fisherman.” Huh?” [New York Times, Column, 1/19/18]

e Egan: “When Asked Why The President Shrank National Monuments In The Southwest By Two Million
Acres, Zinke Said It Was A Way To Strike Back Against ‘An Elitist Sort Of Hunter And Fisherman.’
Huh?” According to NYT opinion columnist Timothy Egan, reported, “Last month, the secretary attacked
Patagonia, the outdoor retailer, after it protested the largest rollback of public land protection in our history
with a website home page of a black screen and stark message: ‘The President Stole Your Land.’ It is your
land, all 400 million acres of it, though you wouldn’t know by the way the Trump administration has ceded
control to the private predators from the oil, gas, coal and uranium industries. It is also your water, the near
entirety of the outer continental shelf that Trump is opening to extractive drilling. Almost a dozen states have
protested. The waters off the coast of Mar-a-Lago, in Florida, were given an exemption after Zinke met with
the governor, who said drilling was bad for tourism. Your public servant at work. Zinke is upending a century
of bipartisan values as part of a Trumpian culture war. When asked why the president shrank national
monuments in the Southwest by two million acres, Zinke said it was a way to strike back against ‘an elitist sort
of hunter and fisherman.” Huh?” [New York Times, Column, 1/19/18]
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Zinke’s Tenure As Interior Secretary Was A Disaster For National

Parks, Drawing Widespread Condemnation And Putting Yellowstone
At Risk

2017: Zinke Proposed More Than Doubling The Entrance Fees At The
Busiest National Parks As Interior Secretary

October 2017: Zinke Proposed Increasing The Peak Season Gate Fee At
The 17 Busiest National Parks From $30 To $70 And Eliminating The
$20 Daily Pass

October 2017: Zinke Announced An Increased Peak Season Gate Fee At The 17 Busiest National Parks
From $30 To $70. The Denver Post reported, “A year after celebrating its 100" anniversary with record crowds,
the National Park Service is proposing steep increases in entry fees, more than doubling the peak season gate fee to
$70 at Rocky Mountain National Park and the 16 other busiest parks. The ‘targeted fee increases’ are intended to
fund overdue improvements to aging infrastructure, including park roads, bridges, campgrounds, waterlines,
restrooms and visitor centers, U.S. Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke said in a statement announcing the proposal. ‘We
need to have the vision to look at the future of our parks and take action in order to ensure that our grandkids’
grandkids will have the same if not better experience than we have today,” Zinke said. ‘Shoring up our parks’ aging
infrastructure will do that. ‘Rocky Mountain National Park two years ago raised the cost of its weekly vehicle pass
to $30 from $20. On Jan. 1, the park raised the annual pass fee to $60 from $50 but kept its weekly vehicle pass at
$30.” [Denver Post, 10/25/17]

e Zinke’s Plan Would Have Eliminated The $20 Daily Pass, Which Was A Cost Effective Option For
People On Day Trips. According to an op-ed in the Denver Post, “Last year, Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke
announced plans to increase fees at 17 national parks, mostly in the West. The list included Rocky Mountain
National Park, right in Denver’s backyard. Rates would have more than doubled to $70 for cars during peak
season. Bikers, pedestrians and motorcyclists also would have seen increases this year. At Rocky Mountain, a
weekly vehicle pass costs $30 during the peak season of June to October. Jumping to $70, then, is a significant
increase. The plan also would have eliminated the $20 daily pass, a cost effective option for day trippers.”
[Denver Post, Op-Ed, 4/6/18]

Zinke’s Move Was Slammed By The Center For Western Priorities’
Spokesperson As “A Move To Make America’s Most Popular National
Parks Less Accessible To Middle And Lower Income Families”

November 2017: The Center For Western Priorities’ Aaron Weiss Criticized Zinke For Raising National
Park Entrance Fees To Address A Maintenance Backlog. The Denver Post reported, “The push to raise fees 16
of the 17 parks already raised entrance prices in 2015 after several months of public review is part of an effort to
address $11.9 billion in deferred maintenance. The Park Service estimates the fee increase could raise $70 million a
year for those delayed projects. Some park advocates argue that the extra large figure for deferred work is blown
out of proportion to support a push for more fees and park concessionaires and, ultimately, more private control of
public lands. The Park Service’s 2015 inventory of assets showed that about $2 billion of that deferred maintenance
was ‘critical or serious’ and ‘located in critical asset components.” And about half of the deferred maintenance
($5.97 billion) was for paved roads, which are typically addressed in federal infrastructure funding bills. ‘This is
not a solution to the parks maintenance backlog, and it’s laughable for (Interior Secretary Ryan) Zinke to pretend
the fee hike would even make a dent in it,” said Aaron Weiss, who is with the Center for Western Priorities, a
nonprofit conservation and advocacy group, noting that $70 million a year would take 170 years to fill the
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maintenance backlog. ‘This is simply a move to make America’s most popular national parks less accessible to
middle and lower income families.”” [Denver Post, 11/4/17]

e Weiss: “This Is Not A Solution To The Parks Maintenance Backlog, And It’s Laughable For Zinke To
Pretend The Fee Hike Would Even Make A Dent In It... This Is Simply A Move To Make America’s
Most Popular National Parks Less Accessible To Middle And Lower Income Families.” The Denver Post
reported, “The push to raise fees 16 of the 17 parks already raised entrance prices in 2015 after several months
of public review is part of an effort to address $11.9 billion in deferred maintenance. The Park Service
estimates the fee increase could raise $70 million a year for those delayed projects. Some park advocates argue
that the extra large figure for deferred work is blown out of proportion to support a push for more fees and park
concessionaires and, ultimately, more private control of public lands. The Park Service’s 2015 inventory of
assets showed that about $2 billion of that deferred maintenance was “critical or serious’ and ‘located in critical
asset components.” And about half of the deferred maintenance ($5.97 billion) was for paved roads, which are
typically addressed in federal infrastructure funding bills. ‘This is not a solution to the parks maintenance
backlog, and it’s laughable for (Interior Secretary Ryan) Zinke to pretend the fee hike would even make a dent
in it,” said Aaron Weiss, who is with the Center for Western Priorities, a nonprofit conservation and advocacy
group, noting that $70 million a year would take 170 years to fill the maintenance backlog. ‘This is simply a
move to make America’s most popular national parks less accessible to middle and lower income families.’”
[Denver Post, 11/4/17]

The Interior Department Retracted The Proposal Following Public
Backlash

2017: Zinke Announced Plans To Increase Fees At 17 National Parks, Including More Than Doubling The
Rate For Cars At Rocky Mountain National Park. According to an op-ed in the Denver Post, “Last year, Interior
Secretary Ryan Zinke announced plans to increase fees at 17 national parks, mostly in the West. The list included
Rocky Mountain National Park, right in Denver’s backyard. Rates would have more than doubled to $70 for cars
during peak season. Bikers, pedestrians and motorcyclists also would have seen increases this year. At Rocky
Mountain, a weekly vehicle pass costs $30 during the peak season of June to October. Jumping to $70, then, is a
significant increase. The plan also would have eliminated the $20 daily pass, a cost effective option for day
trippers.” [Denver Post, Op-Ed, 4/6/18]

e The Department Retracted The Proposal In Response To Public Backlash. According to an op-ed in the
Denver Post, “Last year, Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke announced plans to increase fees at 17 national parks,
mostly in the West. The list included Rocky Mountain National Park, right in Denver’s backyard. [...] Happily,
Americans reacted strongly against the changes in their written comments, and the Interior Department
backpedaled.” [Denver Post, Op-Ed, 4/6/18]

2018: The Interior Department Raised Fees At Glacier And Yellowstone National Parks In Montana From
$30 To $35 Per Vehicle After Retracting Its Plan To Raise Fees To $70. The Montana Public Radio reported,
“The Interior Department is increasing fees at 17 popular national parks, including Glacier and Yellowstone, to $35
per vehicle, backing down from an earlier plan that would have forced visitors to pay $70 per vehicle. A plan
announced today sets a $5 increase across most entrance fees for iconic parks such as Yellowstone, Zion, Bryce
Canyon, Mount Rainier and Grand Teton parks, among others. The rates will take effect beginning this June.
Entrance fees at Glacier and Yellowstone will jump from $30 to $35 per vehicle and $15 to $20 per person. The
original plan of $70 per vehicle drew widespread opposition from lawmakers and governors of both parties, who
said the higher fees could exclude many Americans from enjoying national parks. The agency received more than
109,000 comments on the plan, most of them opposed.” [Montana Public Radio, 4/12/18]

2018: The Majority Of The National Parks System Advisory Board
Resigned To Protest Zinke’s Handling Of National Parks Shortly After


https://www.mtpr.org/montana-news/2018-04-12/interior-department-increases-national-parks-entry-fees
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It Was Reported That The Interior Department Would Lease Land
Near Yellowstone For Oil And Gas Drilling

January 2018: The Interior Department Was Scheduled To Hold
Auctions For Oil And Gas Permits Near Yellowstone National Park In
Montana In March 2018

January 2018: The Interior Department Was Scheduled To Hold Auctions For Oil And Gas Permits Near
Yellowstone National Park In Montana And Near Canyonlands National Park In Utah In March 2018. The
Los Angeles Times reported, “Environmental groups are alarmed by how close the administration’s leasing
program is to sensitive areas across the West. Auctions scheduled for March will seek bids for sensitive public
lands in Montana near Yellowstone National Park, and in Utah close to Canyonlands National Park. But in those
regions, as here in northeast Nevada, it is far from clear how much interest an auction will generate. Why? In
Nevada’s Ruby Mountains, where a lease auction is proposed, geological surveys ‘show there is low to no potential
for oil,” said Jenna Padilla, the geologist for the Humboldt-Toiyabe Ruby Mountains ranger district. Roughly 32
million acres of federal land are under lease across the West and Alaska, according to the Interior Department. Over
100,000 wells have been drilled, producing 166 million barrels of oil annually (less than 5% of U.S. production)
and 3.2 trillion cubic feet of natural gas—about 11% of U.S. annual production, according to the Energy
Information Administration, an Energy Department statistics unit.” [Los Angeles Times, 1/8/18]

January 2018: The Majority Of The National Parks System Advisory
Board Jointly Resigned To Protest The Zinke’s Management Of
National Parks

January 2018: The Majority Of The National Parks System Advisory Board Jointly Resigned To Protest The
Trump Administration’s Management Of National Parks. The New York Times reported, “The majority of
members of the National Parks System Advisory Board, which advises the federal government on management of
the country’s national parks, have jointly resigned to protest Trump administration policies that the board members
say have ignored science, squelched efforts to address climate change and undermined environmental protections.
The advisory board was established in 1935 to advise the secretary of the interior, who oversees management of the
country’s national parks and monuments. Since taking office last year, Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke has come
under criticism from environmental advocates for promoting President Trump’s agenda of opening up the nation’s
public lands and waters to fossil-fuel exploration, and for reducing the protection of public monuments.” [New
York Times, 1/16/18]

¢ Resigning National Parks System Advisory Board President Tony Knowles: “From All Of The Events Of
This Past Year | Have A Profound Concern That The Mission Of Stewardship, Protection, And
Advancement Of Our National Parks Has Been Set Aside.” The New York Times reported, “This month
Mr. Zinke announced a plan to open up the majority of the nation’s coastlines to offshore drilling. And in
December, the administration reduced the size of two national monuments in Utah, Bears Ears and Grand
Staircase-Escalante, by some two million acres, the largest rollback of federal land protection in the nation’s
history. ‘From all of the events of this past year I have a profound concern that the mission of stewardship,
protection, and advancement of our National Parks has been set aside,” wrote Tony Knowles, the head of the
advisory board, in a resignation letter dated Monday that was co-signed by eight other members of the 12-
member panel. The Washington Post first reported the letter. ‘We resigned because we were deeply
disappointed with the department and we were concerned,” Mr. Knowles said in an interview. Mr. Zinke, he
said, ‘appears to have no interest in continuing the agenda of science, the effect of climate change, pursuing the
protection of the ecosystem.”” [New York Times, 1/16/18]
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¢ Knowles: “We Resigned Because We Were Deeply Disappointed With The Department And We Were
Concerned... [Zinke] Appears To Have No Interest In Continuing The Agenda Of Science, The Effect Of
Climate Change, Pursuing The Protection Of The Ecosystem.” The New York Times reported, “This month
Mr. Zinke announced a plan to open up the majority of the nation’s coastlines to offshore drilling. And in
December, the administration reduced the size of two national monuments in Utah, Bears Ears and Grand
Staircase-Escalante, by some two million acres, the largest rollback of federal land protection in the nation’s
history. ‘From all of the events of this past year I have a profound concern that the mission of stewardship,
protection, and advancement of our National Parks has been set aside,” wrote Tony Knowles, the head of the
advisory board, in a resignation letter dated Monday that was co-signed by eight other members of the 12-
member panel. The Washington Post first reported the letter. “We resigned because we were deeply
disappointed with the department and we were concerned,” Mr. Knowles said in an interview. Mr. Zinke, he
said, ‘appears to have no interest in continuing the agenda of science, the effect of climate change, pursuing the
protection of the ecosystem.”” [New York Times, 1/16/18]

Following The Resignations, Multiple Nonprofits Criticized Zinke’s
Management Of National Parks

January 2018: Coalition To Protect America’s National Parks Chairman Phil
Francis Criticized Zinke For “Discourteous And Disrespectful Treatment Of
The Board... Consistent With A Decidedly Anti-Park Pattern Demonstrated By
Secretary Zinke’s Department”

January 2018: Coalition To Protect America’s National Parks Chairman Phil Francis Criticized Zinke’s
Treatment Of National Parks Board Members As “Discourteous And Disrespectful.” The New York Times
reported, ““We resigned because we were deeply disappointed with the department and we were concerned,” Mr.
Knowles said in an interview. Mr. Zinke, he said, ‘appears to have no interest in continuing the agenda of science,
the effect of climate change, pursuing the protection of the ecosystem.” Mr. Knowles said that Mr. Zinke has
refused to meet with his board during his tenure. Phil Francis, chairman of the Coalition to Protect America’s
National Parks, an advocacy group of current and former national park employees, said Tuesday evening, ‘This
discourteous and disrespectful treatment of the Board is inexcusable and, unfortunately, consistent with a decidedly
anti-park pattern demonstrated by Secretary Zinke’s department.” An Interior Department spokeswoman did not
respond to an emailed request for comment. Mr. Zinke has sought to portray himself as a champion of national
parks and has compared himself to Theodore Roosevelt, the founder of the national parks system.” [New York
Times, 1/16/18]

e Francis: “This Discourteous And Disrespectful Treatment Of The Board Is Inexcusable And,
Unfortunately, Consistent With A Decidedly Anti-Park Pattern Demonstrated By Secretary Zinke’s
Department.” The New York Times reported, “‘We resigned because we were deeply disappointed with the
department and we were concerned,” Mr. Knowles said in an interview. Mr. Zinke, he said, ‘appears to have no
interest in continuing the agenda of science, the effect of climate change, pursuing the protection of the
ecosystem.” Mr. Knowles said that Mr. Zinke has refused to meet with his board during his tenure. Phil Francis,
chairman of the Coalition to Protect America’s National Parks, an advocacy group of current and former
national park employees, said Tuesday evening, ‘This discourteous and disrespectful treatment of the Board is
inexcusable and, unfortunately, consistent with a decidedly anti-park pattern demonstrated by Secretary Zinke’s
department.” An Interior Department spokeswoman did not respond to an emailed request for comment. Mr.
Zinke has sought to portray himself as a champion of national parks and has compared himself to Theodore
Roosevelt, the founder of the national parks system.” [New York Times, 1/16/18]
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January 2018: Following The Mass Resignation Of The National Parks
Advisory Board, Center For Western Priorities Spokesman Aaron Weiss
Criticized Zinke For Listening To “Oil And Gas And Uranium Companies... The
Resignations On Monday Are Just Par For The Course”

January 2018: Following The Mass Resignation Of The National Parks Advisory Board, Center For Western
Priorities Spokesman Aaron Weiss Criticized Zinke For Listening To “Oil And Gas And Uranium
Companies.” The Denver Post reported, “‘It is patently false to say the department had not engaged the board
when as recently as Jan. 8, we were working with the board to renew their charter, schedule a meeting, and fill
vacancies,” Willens said in a statement issued Wednesday, noting that the department would be filling the vacancies
‘with people who are actually dedicated to working with the department to better our national parks.” Willens said
the resignations of some of the advisory board members’ were a ‘hollow and dishonest political stunt.” The
marginalization of yet another on the ground advisory group is fueling the fight against Zinke, who is facing
mounting criticism for shrinking national monuments in Utah and collaborating with businesses that want to
operate on public lands. ‘Secretary Zinke has made it clear who he is listening to and that is oil and gas and
uranium companies. Everything he has done has been through that lens,” said Aaron Weiss, a spokesman for the
Center for Western Priorities. ‘The resignations on Monday are just par for the course. It’s just amateur hour over
there.”” [Denver Post, 1/18/18]

o  Wieiss: “Secretary Zinke Has Made It Clear Who He Is Listening To And That Is Oil And Gas And
Uranium Companies. Everything He Has Done Has Been Through That Lens. The Resignations On
Monday Are Just Par For The Course. It’s Just Amateur Hour Over There.” The Denver Post reported,
““It is patently false to say the department had not engaged the board when as recently as Jan. 8, we were
working with the board to renew their charter, schedule a meeting, and fill vacancies,” Willens said in a
statement issued Wednesday, noting that the department would be filling the vacancies ‘with people who are
actually dedicated to working with the department to better our national parks.” Willens said the resignations of
some of the advisory board members’ were a ‘hollow and dishonest political stunt.” The marginalization of yet
another on the ground advisory group is fueling the fight against Zinke, who is facing mounting criticism for
shrinking national monuments in Utah and collaborating with businesses that want to operate on public lands.
‘Secretary Zinke has made it clear who he is listening to and that is oil and gas and uranium companies.
Everything he has done has been through that lens,” said Aaron Weiss, a spokesman for the Center for Western

Priorities. ‘The resignations on Monday are just par for the course. It’s just amateur hour over there.”” [Denver
Post, 1/18/18]

October 2016: The National Parks Action Fund, An Arm Of The
National Parks Conservation Association, Issued Zinke An “F” Rating
Based On His Votes

October 2016: The National Parks Action Fund, An Arm Of The National Parks Conservation Association,
Issued Zinke An “F” Rating Based On His Votes. According to Hungry Horse News, “A national parks
advocacy group has given failing grades to Montana Congressman Ryan Zinke and Steve Daines for their votes
over the past year on Park Service related issues. The National Parks Action Fund, a non profit lobbying arm of the
National Parks Conservation Association, graded lawmakers on what it said were votes on bills or amendments that
‘would directly impact national parks, their visitors, wildlife and/or other natural resources.” The report graded
House members on 11 votes in the 114" Congress, which included bills that would prevent mining runoff from
entering national parks, would limit the creation of new national monuments, would cut park funding and several
other measures. Montana Congressmen Ryan Zinke received a grade of ‘F’ on his votes, the group charged. Zinke
did, however, vote against a decrease in Park Service funding, the group noted.” [Hungry Horse News, 10/10/16]
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Section 2: Zinke Is A Far-
Right Extremist
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Zinke Supported Banning Abortion Nationally And Allowing States To

Ban Abortion With No Exceptions, Calling Himself “Adamantly
Unambiguous” In His Pro-Life Views

Zinke Repeatedly Indicated Through His Public Statements That He
Was Pro-Life And Supported Banning Abortion

2008: Zinke Indicated On A Questionnaire That He Believed Abortion
Should Only Be Legal Within The First 12 Weeks Of Pregnancy

2008: Zinke Indicated On A Questionnaire That He Believed Abortion Should Only Be Legal Within The
First 12 Weeks Of Pregnancy. [Project VoteSmart, Ryan Zinke, accessed 7/15/24]

Montana State Legislative Election 2008 Political
Courage Test A

[Project VoteSmart, Ryan Zinke, accessed 7/15/24]

Abortion Issues A

ndicate which principles you support (if any) regarding abortion.

a) Abo should always be illegal

b) Abortions should always be legal

c) Abor should be legal only within the first trimester of pregnancy.

d) & ons should be legal when the pregnancy resulted from incest or rape.

) Abortions should be legal when the life of the woman is endangered.

f) Abortions should be subject to a mandatory waiting period.

g) Require clinics to give parental notification before performing abortions on minors.

| am pro-life, but blieve that the difficult decision to Abort a child is the providence of God and family,
not government. | support streamlining the adoption process to healthy and qualified homes. | further

support parential notification.

[Project VoteSmart, Ryan Zinke, accessed 7/15/24]

Zinke Praised The Supreme Court Decision Overturning Roe V. Wade,
Which Enabled States To Ban Abortion With No Exceptions

2022: Zinke Commended The Supreme Court’s Draft Opinion Overturning Roe V. Wade, Writing, “I
Applaud The Court’s Decision And Agree There Is No Constitutional Right To Murder An Unborn Child.”
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The Billings Gazette reported, “In his 2014 run for Congress Zinke’s record on abortion became a campaign issue
during the Republican Primary when his opponents highlighted the 2009 votes. Zinke pushed back and received an
endorsement from Montana Right to Life and continued to see 100% ratings from groups such as the National
Right to Life Committee as a congressman. Zinke is again defending his record on abortion in this primary. A
February letter sent to supporters calls the attacks ‘attempts to smear Secretary Ryan Zinke’s pro-life record,” and
says he is ‘a committed pro-life conservative.” Zinke pointed to his rating from National Right to Life in an
interview and commended the Supreme Court’s draft opinion, while also denouncing the leak. ‘I applaud the
court’s decision and agree there is no constitutional right to murder an unborn child,” Zinke said on social media.”
[Billings Gazette, 5/6/22]

2022: Zinke Agreed With The Supreme Court Decision Overturning Roe V. Wade. The Billings Gazette
reported, “While he agrees with the recent U.S. Supreme Court decision striking down Roe v. Wade, Zinke has a
more moderate position than some in the GOP now seeking a national abortion ban. He supports exceptions in the
case of rape, incest, fatal fetal abnormality and to protect the life of the mother. He also says birth control should be
available over the counter. “You can’t legislate all circumstances, and some women have to face very, very difficult
circumstances,’ he said in a recent interview in Bozeman. ‘(Abortion) should be rare and by exception rather than
routine.”” [Billings Gazette, 10/16/22]

2022: Zinke Said He Supported The Dobbs Decision Overturning Roe V. Wade. The Billings Gazette reported,
“Abortion remains legal in Montana and several GOP laws putting restrictions on access are currently on hold with
recent court decisions. Zinke has said he supports the Dobbs decision to return lawmaking to the states, and said in
a recent interview he supports the 2021 law that bans abortion after 20 weeks in Montana that includes exceptions.
‘I think a ban is too harsh because it doesn’t take into account dire circumstances,’ he said. ‘Nor do I think that
abortion should be a routine substitute for birth control and I appreciate that it’s a Montana decision, and right now
I appreciate what the Legislature put forward with 20 weeks.”” [Billings Gazette, 11/2/22]

Following The Dobbs Decision, States Had The Ability To Ban Abortion Without Exceptions. According to
Human Rights Watch, “In June 2022, the US Supreme Court overturned the constitutionally protected right to
access abortion,[2] leaving the question of whether and how to regulate abortion to individual states.[3] As of
January 17, 2023, abortion is banned, with extremely limited exceptions, in thirteen states: Alabama, Arkansas,
Idaho, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, West Virginia,
Wisconsin, and Oklahoma.[4] Georgia has banned abortion after six weeks of pregnancy (effectively outlawing
access entirely).[5] Approximately 22 million women and girls of reproductive age (ages 15-49) in the US live in
states where abortion access is heavily restricted, and often totally inaccessible.” [Human Rights Watch, 4/18/23]

Zinke Touted Himself As Being “Adamantly Unambiguous[ly]... Pro-
Life”

Zinke: “There’s All Sorts Of Things, But I’'m Adamantly Unambiguous In I’m Pro-Life, But | Think A Ban
Is Too Harsh Because It Doesn’t Include Dire Circumstances You Cannot Legislate.” The Billings Gazette
reported, “When asked about his policy pre-20 versus post-20 weeks gestational age, Zinke says he must see
legislation. ‘So the heart of the matter, would I support a bill with further restrictions? I would have to see the bill
because the bill also has to include access to birth control, alternatives, because if you’re going to say you have to
have a child, then what’s the alternative? Are you going to support that child? Is there access to education? There’s
all sorts of things, but I’'m adamantly unambiguous in I’m pro-life, but I think a ban is too harsh because it doesn’t

include dire circumstances you cannot legislate,” he told the Montana State News Bureau.” [Billings Gazette,
11/2/22]

2022: During A Debate, Zinke Said He Was “Pro-Life” When Asked About The Overturning Of Roe V.
Wade, Adding, “Life Is Not Perfect, Is It?... Wouldn’t It Be Nice If We Didn’t Have Any Unwanted
Pregnancy? Really Nice If There Wasn’t Incest, Rape, Issues Of Health Of The Mother Or Child? Wouldn’t
It Be Nice? But That’s Not True, Is It? Well, I Think A Ban Is Too Harsh.” The Billings Gazette reported,


https://www.hrw.org/news/2023/04/18/human-rights-crisis-abortion-united-states-after-dobbs
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“The first question submitted from the audience went straight to the issue of abortion access following the U.S.
Supreme Court overturning Roe v. Wade earlier this summer. Zinke told the crowd he’s ‘pro-life,” but said the issue
for him was complex. ‘Life is not perfect, is it?” Zinke said. “Wouldn’t it be nice if we didn’t have any unwanted
pregnancy? Really nice if there wasn’t incest, rape, issues of health of the mother or child? Wouldn’t it be nice? But
that’s not true, is it? Well, I think a ban is too harsh.’ In the past, Zinke has voted tolimit abortion after 20 weeks of
pregnancy, with exceptions for the life of the mother. Tranel said she would vote for ‘women’s rights to live life on
our own terms and to be able to choose how, when and whether we become parents.”” [Billings Gazette, 8/8/22]

e Zinke Had Previously Voted To Ban Abortion After 20 Weeks Of Pregnancy, With An Exception For
The Life Of The Mother. The Billings Gazette reported, “The first question submitted from the audience went
straight to the issue of abortion access following the U.S. Supreme Court overturning Roe v. Wade earlier this
summer. Zinke told the crowd he’s ‘pro-life,” but said the issue for him was complex. ‘Life is not perfect, is it?’
Zinke said. ‘Wouldn’t it be nice if we didn’t have any unwanted pregnancy? Really nice if there wasn’t incest,
rape, issues of health of the mother or child? Wouldn’t it be nice? But that’s not true, is it? Well, I think a ban is
too harsh.” In the past, Zinke has voted tolimit abortion after 20 weeks of pregnancy, with exceptions for the
life of the mother. Tranel said she would vote for ‘women’s rights to live life on our own terms and to be able
to choose how, when and whether we become parents.’” [Billings Gazette, 8/8/22]

2022: Zinke Said He Was “Pro-Life And Proud Of It,” That He Believed “Banning Was Too Harsh,” And
That He Supported Letting States Decide On Abortion. The Independent Record reported, “In light of the recent
U.S. Supreme Court decision striking down Roe v. Wade, candidates were asked about at what point, if any,
abortion should be legal. Zinke said he is ‘pro-life and proud of it,” but that life is not always perfect. He also
believed the decision to be a states-rights issue. ‘So I’ve always believed that banning is too harsh’ he said, going
on to accuse Tranel of supporting the right to an abortion up to full term.” [Independent Record, 9/29/22]

2022: Zinke’s Campaign Sent A Letter To Supports Criticizing “Attempts To Smear Secretary Ryan Zinke’s
Pro-Life Record” And Which Called Zinke A “Committed Pro-Life Conservative.” The Billings Gazette
reported, “In his 2014 run for Congress Zinke’s record on abortion became a campaign issue during the Republican
Primary when his opponents highlighted the 2009 votes. Zinke pushed back and received an endorsement from
Montana Right to Life and continued to see 100% ratings from groups such as the National Right to Life
Committee as a congressman. Zinke is again defending his record on abortion in this primary. A February letter
sent to supporters calls the attacks ‘attempts to smear Secretary Ryan Zinke’s pro-life record,” and says he is ‘a
committed pro-life conservative.” Zinke pointed to his rating from National Right to Life in an interview and
commended the Supreme Court’s draft opinion, while also denouncing the leak. ‘I applaud the court’s decision and
agree there is no constitutional right to murder an unborn child,” Zinke said on social media.” [Billings Gazette,
5/6/22]

Zinke Said He Could Be Open To Banning Abortion Prior To 20 Weeks

When Asked About His Vote For A 20-Week Abortion Ban, Zinke Said, “Would I Support A Bill With
Further Restrictions? | Would Have To See The Bill Because The Bill Also Has To Include Access To Birth
Control, Alternatives, Because If You’re Going To Say You Have To Have A Child, Then What’s The
Alternative? Are You Going To Support That Child? Is There Access To Education?” The Billings Gazette
reported, “When asked about his policy pre-20 versus post-20 weeks gestational age, Zinke says he must see
legislation. ‘So the heart of the matter, would I support a bill with further restrictions? I would have to see the bill
because the bill also has to include access to birth control, alternatives, because if you’re going to say you have to
have a child, then what’s the alternative? Are you going to support that child? Is there access to education? There’s
all sorts of things, but I’'m adamantly unambiguous in I’m pro-life, but I think a ban is too harsh because it doesn’t
include dire circumstances you cannot legislate,” he told the Montana State News Bureau.” [Billings Gazette,
11/2/22]
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Zinke Claimed He Supported Rape, Incest, And Life Of The Woman
Exceptions

Billings Gazette: “Zinke, However, Has Consistently Said During His Campaign That He Favors Exceptions
For Allowing Abortion Such As Pregnancy Due To Rape Or To Save The Life Of The Mother. Any Such
Legislation Should Also Include Easing Access To Birth Control, He Says, With His Support For Any
Potential Legislation Hinging On Those Provisions.” The Billings Gazette reported, “In a recent television ad,
Tranel criticizes Zinke over abortion, saying he supports banning abortion with no exceptions and that while in
Congress she would protect people’s rights to make their own decisions. Zinke, however, has consistently said
during his campaign that he favors exceptions for allowing abortion such as pregnancy due to rape or to save the
life of the mother. Any such legislation should also include easing access to birth control, he says, with his support
for any potential legislation hinging on those provisions.” [Billings Gazette, 11/2/22]

¢ Billings Gazette: “In A Recent Television Ad, Tranel Criticizes Zinke Over Abortion, Saying He
Supports Banning Abortion With No Exceptions.” The Billings Gazette reported, “In a recent television ad,
Tranel criticizes Zinke over abortion, saying he supports banning abortion with no exceptions and that while in
Congress she would protect people’s rights to make their own decisions. Zinke, however, has consistently said
during his campaign that he favors exceptions for allowing abortion such as pregnancy due to rape or to save
the life of the mother. Any such legislation should also include easing access to birth control, he says, with his
support for any potential legislation hinging on those provisions.” [Billings Gazette, 11/2/22]

¢ Billings Gazette: “Over The Summer, Montana’s Republican Party Voted To Add To Their Platform
Support Of A Ban Without Exceptions In The State.” The Billings Gazette reported, “Zinke, however, has
consistently said during his campaign that he favors exceptions for allowing abortion such as pregnancy due to
rape or to save the life of the mother. Any such legislation should also include easing access to birth control, he
says, with his support for any potential legislation hinging on those provisions. That comes as a more moderate
stance than some in the GOP who have drafted a bill for a national abortion ban following the recent U.S.
Supreme Court decision overturning Roe v. Wade, which had protected access to pre-viability abortion. While
Congress could step in to either federally codify abortion access or impose further restrictions, the decision in
Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization puts abortion in the hands of state Legislatures, with some
Republican-led states invoking total bans. Over the summer, Montana’s Republican Party voted to add to their
platform support of a ban without exceptions in the state.” [Billings Gazette, 11/2/22]

2022: During A Debate, Zinke Said He Was “Pro-Life” When Asked About The Overturning Of Roe V.
Wade, Adding, “Life Is Not Perfect, Is It?... Wouldn’t It Be Nice If We Didn’t Have Any Unwanted
Pregnancy? Really Nice If There Wasn’t Incest, Rape, Issues Of Health Of The Mother Or Child? Wouldn’t
It Be Nice? But That’s Not True, Is It? Well, I Think A Ban Is Too Harsh.” The Billings Gazette reported,
“The first question submitted from the audience went straight to the issue of abortion access following the U.S.
Supreme Court overturning Roe v. Wade earlier this summer. Zinke told the crowd he’s ‘pro-life,” but said the issue
for him was complex. ‘Life is not perfect, is it?” Zinke said. ‘Wouldn’t it be nice if we didn’t have any unwanted
pregnancy? Really nice if there wasn’t incest, rape, issues of health of the mother or child? Wouldn’t it be nice? But
that’s not true, is it? Well, I think a ban is too harsh.’ In the past, Zinke has voted tolimit abortion after 20 weeks of
pregnancy, with exceptions for the life of the mother. Tranel said she would vote for ‘women’s rights to live life on
our own terms and to be able to choose how, when and whether we become parents.”” [Billings Gazette, 8/8/22]

During The Debate, Zinke’s Democratic Opponent Tied Him To Republicans Who Supported More
Expansive Abortion Bans, Though Zinke Reiterated That He Supported Rape And Incest Exceptions And
Claimed He Would Not Support A Full Ban Without Exceptions. The Billings Gazette reported, “Though Zinke
said he wouldn’t back a full ban without exceptions, Tranel still attacked him over stances Republicans nationally
have staked out to ban abortion in all cases. She pointed to recent reporting about how confusion over what’s legal
in states that ban abortion with carve-outs for a woman’s health has led to doctors delaying care. Zinke reiterated he
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felt a ban was too harsh in the case of rape and incest and said it was a woman’s ‘right to make sure she saves
herself on these medical conditions.”” [Billings Gazette, 8/8/22]

2022: Zinke Said He Thought “A Ban Is Too Harsh Because It Doesn’t Take Into Account Dire
Circumstances... Nor Do I Think That Abortion Should Be A Routine Substitute For Birth Control And I
Appreciate That It’s A Montana Decision, And Right Now I Appreciate What The Legislature Put Forward
With 20 Weeks.” The Billings Gazette reported, “Abortion remains legal in Montana and several GOP laws
putting restrictions on access are currently on hold with recent court decisions. Zinke has said he supports the
Dobbs decision to return lawmaking to the states, and said in a recent interview he supports the 2021 law that bans
abortion after 20 weeks in Montana that includes exceptions. ‘I think a ban is too harsh because it doesn’t take into
account dire circumstances,’ he said. ‘Nor do I think that abortion should be a routine substitute for birth control
and I appreciate that it’s a Montana decision, and right now I appreciate what the Legislature put forward with 20
weeks.”” [Billings Gazette, 11/2/22]

Zinke Had A Strongly Anti-Abortion Legislative Record

Zinke Co-Sponsored Anti-Abortion Legislation, Including A National
Ban

January 2015: Zinke Co-Sponsored H.R. 36, A Bill Prohibiting Abortion From
Being Performed After 20 Weeks Except Where Necessary To Save The Life Of
The Woman Or In The Case Of Rape Or Incest

January 2015: Zinke Co-Sponsored H.R. 36, A Bill Prohibiting Abortion From Being Performed After 20
Weeks Except Where Necessary To Save The Life Of The Woman Or In The Case Of Rape Or Incest.
According to Congress.gov, Zinke was a co-sponsor of H.R. 36, a bill that “Amends the federal criminal code to
prohibit any person from performing or attempting to perform an abortion except in conformity with this Act's
requirements. Requires the physician to first determine the probable post-fertilization age of the unborn child, or
reasonably rely upon such a determination made by another physician, by making inquiries of the pregnant woman
and performing such medical examinations and tests as a reasonably prudent physician would consider necessary.
Prohibits an abortion from being performed if the probable post-fertilization age of the unborn child is 20 weeks or
greater, except: (1) where necessary to save the life of a pregnant woman whose life is endangered by a physical
disorder, illness, or injury, excluding psychological or emotional conditions; (2) where the pregnancy is the result
of rape against an adult woman and, at least 48 hours prior to the abortion, such woman has obtained counseling for
the rape or medical treatment for the rape or an injury related to the rape; or (3) where the pregnancy is the result of
rape or incest against a minor and the rape or incest has been reported prior to the abortion to a law enforcement
agency or a government agency legally authorized to act on reports of child abuse. Requires the physician, prior to
performing such an abortion, to place appropriate documentation in the patient's medical file of the receipt of such
medical treatment or counseling or of the reporting of such rape or incest.” The bill passed the House.
[Congress.gov, H.R. 36, introduced 1/6/15]

June 2023: Zinke Co-Sponsored H.R. 7, A Bill Restricting Insurance Coverage
For Abortion On State Exchanges

June 2023: Zinke Co-Sponsored H.R. 7, A Bill Prohibiting The Use Of Federal Funds For Abortion Services.
According to Congress.gov, Zinke was a co-sponsor of H.R. 7, a bill that “modifies provisions relating to federal
funding for, and health insurance coverage of, abortions. Specifically, the bill prohibits the use of federal funds for
abortions or for health coverage that includes abortions. Such restrictions extend to the use of funds in the budget of
the District of Columbia. Additionally, abortions may not be provided in a federal health care facility or by a
federal employee. Historically, language has been included in annual appropriations bills for the Department of
Health and Human Services (HHS) that prohibits the use of federal funds for abortions—such language is
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commonly referred to as the Hyde Amendment. Similar language is also frequently included in appropriations bills
for other federal agencies and the District of Columbia. The bill makes these restrictions permanent and extends the
restrictions to all federal funds (rather than specific agencies). The bill’s restrictions regarding the use of federal
funds do not apply in cases of rape, incest, or where a physical disorder, injury, or illness endangers a woman’s life
unless an abortion is performed. The Hyde Amendment provides the same exceptions. The bill also prohibits
qualified health plans from including coverage for abortions. Currently, qualified health plans may cover abortion,
but the portion of the premium attributable to abortion coverage is not eligible for subsidies.” The bill did not pass
the House. [Congress.gov, H.R. 7, introduced 1/9/23]

HR 7 Would Ban Abortion Coverage From Coverage In ACA Marketplace Plans. “Under state law, New
York currently requires that state-regulated health insurance plans cover abortions. But HR 7, legislation which is
co-sponsored by some New York Republicans on Capitol Hill, could upend that. ‘This is something — along with
all the other parts of this extreme anti-freedom agenda, anti-reproductive freedom agenda — that we have to stop,’
said Hudson Valley Democratic Congressman Pat Ryan. The bill would codify the Hyde Amendment into law,
banning the use of federal funds for abortions with certain exceptions. But it also goes further, restricting coverage
in plans offered through the Obamacare marketplace, says Laurie Sobel, the associate director of women’s health
policy at KFF. ‘It means that people who are going to the marketplace in New York would no longer be able to
obtain abortion coverage there. And therefore, anybody who needs help paying for their premium wouldn’t be able
to obtain abortion coverage,” she said.” [Spectrum News, 8/17/23]

e  Women’s Health Policy Advocate: HR 7 “Attempts To Take The Power Away From States To Include
Abortion Coverage In Their State-Regulated Plans.” “But it also goes further, restricting coverage in plans
offered through the Obamacare marketplace, says Laurie Sobel, the associate director of women’s health policy
at KFF. [...] But Sobel with KFF says HR 7 would set up friction with state statute. Expect litigation, she says,
if it were to become law.’ It actually restricts what can be covered in ACA marketplace plans, which are plans
regulated by the state,” she said. ‘So it attempts to take the power away from states to include abortion coverage
in their state-regulated plans.”” [Spectrum News, 8/17/23]

Zinke Repeatedly Voted For Anti-Abortion Bills In Congress

Zinke Voted To Ban Abortion Federally

During His First Term In Congress, Zinke Co-Sponsored A Bill To Ban Abortion After 20 Weeks With
Exceptions For The Life Of The Woman And For Rape And Incest. The Billings Gazette reported, “During his
first term in Congress Zinke co-sponsored the ‘Pain-Capable Unborn Child Protection Act,” a bill that passed the
U.S. House but stalled in the Senate. The bill, which came while access to pre-viability abortion remained under the
U.S. Supreme Court’s 1973 Roe v. Wade decision, did not legislate restrictions before 20 weeks of pregnancy.
After 20 weeks, the bill outlawed abortion with exceptions to save the life of the mother, if the pregnancy is the
result of rape in an adult, or is the result of rape or incest in a minor. The bill further put reporting requirements on
physicians and imposed penalties including fines and up to five years in prison for performing an unauthorized
abortion.” [Billings Gazette, 11/2/22]

o 2022: Zinke Had Previously Voted To Ban Abortion After 20 Weeks Of Pregnancy, With An Exception
For The Life Of The Woman. The Billings Gazette reported, “The first question submitted from the audience
went straight to the issue of abortion access following the U.S. Supreme Court overturning Roe v. Wade earlier
this summer. Zinke told the crowd he’s ‘pro-life,” but said the issue for him was complex. ‘Life is not perfect, is
it?” Zinke said. “Wouldn’t it be nice if we didn’t have any unwanted pregnancy? Really nice if there wasn’t
incest, rape, issues of health of the mother or child? Wouldn’t it be nice? But that’s not true, is it? Well, I think
a ban is too harsh.” In the past, Zinke has voted tolimit abortion after 20 weeks of pregnancy, with exceptions
for the life of the mother. Tranel said she would vote for ‘women’s rights to live life on our own terms and to
be able to choose how, when and whether we become parents.’” [Billings Gazette, 8/8/22]


https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-bill/7
https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-bill/7
https://spectrumlocalnews.com/nys/central-ny/politics/2023/08/18/dems--n-y--health-dept--warn-impact-of-abortion-bill
https://spectrumlocalnews.com/nys/central-ny/politics/2023/08/18/dems--n-y--health-dept--warn-impact-of-abortion-bill

) nece

e Letter To The Editor By Bo Brooks: “Zinke Voted Repeatedly To Defund Planned Parenthood And Ban
Abortions After 20 Weeks.” According to a letter to the editor by Bo Brooks in the Ravalli Republic, “This is
why | am supporting Ryan Zinke because of his record of fighting for life at both the state and federal level. As
Montana’s at-large congressman, Ryan Zinke voted repeatedly to defund Planned Parenthood and ban abortions
after 20 weeks. As a state Senator, Ryan Zinke sponsored a bill that would criminalize an offense that results in
the death of an unborn child and voted for a bill that would send a constitutional amendment to the electors of
Montana, to specify that the Montana Constitution does not grant a right to an abortion or the public funding of
an abortion. Here’s the truth, Ryan Zinke is the only candidate who has fought to protect the unborn in the
state legislature, in Congress, and in the Executive Branch and is the only choice to represent Montana’s values
in Washington.” [Ravalli Republic, Letter to the Editor, 4/27/22]

Zinke Voted Repeatedly To Restrict Insurance Coverage For Abortion

2016: Zinke Voted Against An Amendment To H.R. 5485 To Strike Language Prohibiting Funds From
Being Used For Abortion Services. According to the House Clerk, Zinke voted against “Grayson, D-Fla.,
amendment that would strike a section of the bill that would prohibit funds from being used to pay for an abortion
or administrative expenses in connection with any health plan under the federal employees health benefits program
that provides benefits or coverage for abortions. The motion failed the House on July 6, 2016 by a vote of 177-245,
with 0 voting present and 11 not voting. 176 Democrats and 1 Republicans voted for the motion, while 7 Democrats
and 238 Republicans voted against the motion. [H.R. 5485, VVote #364, 7/6/16; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24;

CQ, 7/6/16]

2016: Zinke Voted For S. 304, A Bill To Prohibit Federal, State, And Local Governments Receiving Federal
Financial Assistance From Discriminating Against Health Care Providers That Did Not Provide Abortion
Care. According to the House Clerk, Zinke voted for “Passage of the bill, as amended, that would prohibit federal,
state, and local governments that receive federal financial assistance from discriminating against a health care
provider because the provider does not provide or sponsor abortion coverage, and would provide a complaint
process and civil actions for violations through the Health and Human Services and Justice departments. The
motion passed the House on July 13, 2016 by a vote of 245-182, with 0 voting present and 6 not voting. 3
Democrats and 242 Republicans voted for the motion, while 181 Democrats and 1 Republicans voted against the
motion. [S. 304, Vote #443, 7/13/16; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 7/13/16]

June 2024: Zinke Voted To Reverse The Requirement That Federal Employees’ Health Plans Cover
Reproductive Health Services. According to CQ, Zinke voted in favor of Rep. Hinson’s amendment to the
Financial Services appropriations bill, which would, “replace language to require coverage of assisted reproductive
treatments in the Federal Employee Health Benefit Plans with report language to direct the Office of Personnel
Management to report to the House Appropriations Committee, within 90 days of the bill’s enactment, on the health
care coverage options available to federal employees that include assisted reproductive technology services and
procedures.” The amendment was adopted, with 34 Republicans voting in favor and 24 Democrats voting against.
[CQ, 6/13/24]

June 2024: Zinke Voted To Preserve Several Anti-Abortion Policy Riders, Including Provisions That Would
Prevent Federal Employees’ Health Benefits From Covering The Cost Of Abortions. According to CQ, Zinke
voted against Rep. Torres’s amendment to the Financial Services appropriations bill, which would, “strike several
anti-abortion policy riders, including provisions that would block: Federal employee health plans from covering the
cost of an elective abortion. The District of Columbia from funding or subsidizing the cost of an elective abortion.
The D.C. government from enforcing a 2014 law banning discrimination based on reproductive health care
decisions.” The amendment was rejected, with 23 Democrats voting in favor and 33 Republicans voting against.
[CQ, 6/13/24]

June 2024: Zinke Voted To Report The Financial Services Appropriations Bill, Which Prevented The
Federal Employee Health Benefits Program From Using Funds To Provide Abortion-Related Health
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Benefits. According to CQ, Zinke voted to report the Financial Services appropriations bill, which would, “would
prohibit D.C. from using any funding: For abortion-related services, including the use of local funds. To carry out
D.C.’s Reproductive Health Nondiscrimination Act, which prohibits employers from discriminating against women
based on their reproductive health choices. [...] It also would maintain the ban on the use of funds to provide
abortion-related coverage in the Federal Employee Health Benefits Program. [...] It also would prohibit the use of
funds by the SBA for climate change initiatives, to expand its direct lending program, or to collect data on lending
to women and minority-owned businesses. [...] It would block the SEC from implementing its climate risk
disclosure rule and Staff Accounting Bulletin No. 121, which sets accounting requirements for firms holding digital
assets. [...] As amended, the bill would prohibit the use of funds by the General Services Administration to
implement a proposed rule titled ‘Federal Acquisition Regulation: Disclosure of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and
Climate-Related Financial Risk.”” The bill was reported favorably to the full House, with 33 Republicans voting in
favor and 24 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 6/13/24]

July 2023: Zinke Voted To Preserve Language Barring The Use Of Financial Services Funds For Health
Benefit Coverage For Federal Employees’ Abortion Care. According to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep. Torres’s
amendment to the Financial Services appropriations bill, which would, “eliminate a provision to bar federal
employees’ health benefits from providing coverage or benefits related to an abortion. It also would remove
provisions to block the District of Columbia from using local funds for abortions, block implementation of a D.C.
law that disallows discrimination based on employees’ reproductive health choices and seeking a report on
enforcement of a law banning a method of abortion.” The amendment was rejected, with 23 Democrats voting in
favor and 34 Republicans voting against. [CQ, 7/13/23]

July 2023: Zinke Voted To Report The Financial Services Appropriations Bill, Which Barred The Use Of
Funds For Federal Employee Health Benefits For Abortions. According to CQ, Zinke voted to report the
Financial Services appropriations bill, which would, “cut General Services Administration funding about 7 percent
to $9.3 billion, and rescind another $3.2 billion provided in 2022 for making federal buildings greener and more
sustainable. It would prohibit GSA from using funds for electric vehicles, electric vehicle batteries or electric
vehicle charging stations. [...] It would prohibit D.C. from using local and federal funds for abortion-related
services and ban the use of local funds to legalize marijuana. The bill would also maintain anti-abortion policy
riders, including a prohibition on the use of funds for the Federal Employee Health Benefits Program for abortion-
related services. The measure would also block the SEC from rulemakings including on corporate disclosure of
climate-related risks and custody of cryptocurrency assets.” The bill was reportedly favorably to the full House,
with 34 Republicans voting to report and 26 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 7/13/23]

Zinke Voted To Define Any Federal Rule That Expanded Abortion Access As A
Major Rule

2023: Zinke Voted For An Amendment To H.R. 277 To Expand The Bill’s Definition Of A “Major Rule” To
Include Any Rule Likely To Increase Access To Abortion Services Or Abortion-Related Travel. According to
the House Clerk, Zinke voted for “Good, R-Va., amendment no. 9 that would expand the bill’s definition of a
“major rule” to include any rule likely to increase access to abortion services or abortion-related travel. The motion
failed the House on June 14, 2023 by a vote of 211-223, with 0 voting present and 5 not voting. 0 Democrats and
211 Republicans voted for the motion, while 213 Democrats and 10 Republicans voted against the motion. [H.R.
277, Vote #258, 6/14/23; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 6/14/23]

Zinke Voted For The Born-Alive Survivors Protection Act, A Republican Anti-
Abortion Messaging Bill

2023: Zinke Voted For A Bill That Would Require Medical Professionals To Provide Medical Care For
Children Who Were Born Alive During An Attempted Abortion Procedure. According to the House Clerk,
Zinke voted for “Passage of the bill that would require health care practitioners to provide the same care to a child
that is “born alive” after an abortion or attempted abortion as they would for a child born at the same gestational
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age and to ensure the child is immediately transported and admitted to a hospital; require hospital and clinic
practitioners and employees to report any knowledge of failures to provide such care; and impose criminal fines and
penalties for failures to meet these requirements. It would state that a child born alive under these conditions is a
legal person under U.S. law, entitled to the protections of U.S. law, and it would specifically make any act that kills
or attempts to kill such a child punishable as murder or attempted murder. The bill would also prohibit the
prosecution of the mother of a child born alive after an abortion or attempted abortion and permit such mothers to
seek relief through civil action against any person who violates the bill’s requirements, including monetary and
punitive damages. The motion passed the House on January 11, 2023 by a vote of 220-210, with 1 voting present
and 3 not voting. 1 Democrats and 219 Republicans voted for the motion, while 210 Democrats and 0 Republicans
voted against the motion. [H.R. 26, VVote #29, 1/11/23; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 1/11/23]

e 2023: Zinke Voted Against Recommitting The Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Protection Act To The
House Judiciary Committee. According to the House Clerk, Zinke voted against “DeGette, D-Colo., motion
to recommit the bill that would require medical professionals to provide medical care for children who are born
alive during an attempted abortion procedure to the House Judiciary Committee. The motion failed the House
on January 11, 2023 by a vote of 212-219, with 0 voting present and 3 not voting. 212 Democrats and 0
Republicans voted for the motion, while 0 Democrats and 219 Republicans voted against the motion. [H.R. 26,
Vote #28, 1/11/23; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 1/11/23]

Vox: “But Reproductive Rights And Physician Groups Say The Bill Could Criminalize Doctors And Is
Unnecessary — Not Only Because A Live Birth After An Abortion Attempt Is An Extremely Unlikely
Scenario But Also Because Laws Already Exist To Protect An Infant In This Instance Anyway.” According to
Vox, “But reproductive rights and physician groups say the bill could criminalize doctors and is unnecessary — not
only because a live birth after an abortion attempt is an extremely unlikely scenario but also because laws already
exist to protect an infant in this instance anyway. ‘The bill maligns and vilifies providers and patients to push a
false narrative about abortion later in pregnancy,’ Dr. Kristyn Brandi, a board member of Physicians for
Reproductive Health, told VVox in an email last year.” [Vox, 2/25/19]

e 2002: The Born-Alive Infants Protection Act Guaranteed Full Legal Rights To Infants Born At Any
Stage Of Development. VVox reported, “Even if a child were to be born after an abortion attempt, she said, laws
already exist to protect the baby. In 2002, Congress passed the Born-Alive Infants Protection Act, which
guaranteed to infants born at any stage of development full legal rights. That bill, which passed with bipartisan
support, did not include criminal penalties for doctors and did not impose specific requirements on medical
care.” [Vox, 2/26/19]

e The Child Abuse Prevention And Treatment Act, Passed In 1974 And Updated In The 1980s, Made
Certain Federal Funding To States Contingent On Adoption Of Policies To Prevent Improper
Withholding Of Treatment From Newborns. Politifact reported, “Legal experts pointed to several specific
laws relevant to newborns: The Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act, first passed in 1974 and
subsequently revised, including major updates in the 1980s. The relevant portion of the law makes certain types
of federal funding for states conditional on their adoption of policies to prevent improper withholding of
treatment from newborns, including those with disabilities.” [Politifact, 2/28/19]

Dr. Kristyn Brandi, Physicians For Reproductive Health Board Member: “Patients Do Not Request
Abortion When They Are In Labor And Doctors Do Not Provide It.” Vox reported, “Abortions in the third
trimester are very rare — just 1.4 percent of all abortions take place at 21 weeks or beyond, according to Planned
Parenthood. The situation described in the Virginia committee hearing simply doesn’t come up, Brandi said —
‘patients do not request abortion when they are in labor and doctors do not provide it.””” [Vox, 2/26/19]

Planned Parenthood President: The Bill Was “Aimed At Shaming Women And Criminalizing Doctors For A
Practice That Doesn’t Exist In Medicine Or Reality.” VVox reported, “Senate Democrats, reproductive rights
groups, and groups representing doctors disagreed, calling the legislation unnecessary and potentially damaging.
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“This legislation is based on lies and a misinformation campaign, aimed at shaming women and criminalizing
doctors for a practice that doesn’t exist in medicine or reality,” said Dr. Leana Wen, the president of Planned
Parenthood Federation of America, in a statement to Vox.” [Vox, 2/26/19]

Dr. Kristyn Brandi, A Physicians For Reproductive Health Board Member, Said She Had Never Heard Of A
Child Born Alive After A Failed Abortion. Vox reported, “[Dr. Kristyn] Brandi, of Physicians for Reproductive
Health, said she had never heard of a case of a child born after a failed abortion attempt. ‘This is a part of the false
narrative around this bill and abortion later in pregnancy,’ she said.” [Vox, 2/26/19]

The Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Protection Act, Which Had Little Chance Of Success, Was Brought By
Republicans In Order To Get Democrats On The Record Opposing It In An Effort To Drum Up Support
From Social Conservatives. Vox reported, “The Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Protection Act has little chance of
success in the closely divided Senate. The same was true last year, but Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, who co-
sponsored the bill, may have brought it to a vote in part to get Democrats on record opposing it. [...] The bill may
also be part of a larger strategy by Republicans of focusing on very late abortions in order to drum up support
among social conservatives, a reliably Republican voting bloc.” [Vox, 2/25/19]

Zinke Voted To Block Federal Agencies From Denying Federal Funding To
Crisis Pregnancy Centers And Voted For A Messaging Resolution Praising
Pro-Life Groups

2023: Zinke Voted For A Resolution That Would State That Congress Condemned Attacks Of Vandalism,
Violence And Destruction Against Pro-Life Facilities, Groups And Churches And Recognized “The Sanctity
Of Life And The Important Role That [Such Entities] Play In Supporting Pregnant Women, Infants And
Families.” According to the House Clerk, Zinke voted for “Agreement to the concurrent resolution that would state
that Congress condemns attacks of vandalism, violence and destruction against pro-life facilities, groups and
churches and recognizes “the sanctity of life and the important role that [such entities] play in supporting pregnant
women, infants and families.” It would also call on the Biden administration to use all appropriate law enforcement
authorities to protect the rights of such entities. The motion passed the House on January 11, 2023 by a vote of 222-
209, with 0 voting present and 3 not voting. 3 Democrats and 219 Republicans voted for the motion, while 209
Democrats and 0 Republicans voted against the motion. [H.Con.Res. 3, Vote #30, 1/11/23; Congress.gov, accessed
7/11/24; CQ, 1/11/23]

2024: Zinke Voted For A Bill To Prohibit Limitations On The Use Of Federal Temporary Assistance For
Needy Families Funding For Pregnancy Centers. According to the House Clerk, Zinke voted for “Passage of the
bill that would prohibit limitations on the use of federal Temporary Assistance for Needy Families funding for
pregnancy centers. The bill would prevent the Health and Human Services secretary from finalizing, implementing
or enforcing policies that discriminate against pregnancy centers seeking federal funding. It also would define a
pregnancy center as any organization, such as a pregnancy resource center, pregnancy help center or organization,
or pregnancy medical center that supports protecting the life of the mother and the unborn child, and offers
resources and services to mothers, fathers and families including counseling, education, pregnancy testing, diapers,
baby clothing or material supports. The motion passed the House on January 18, 2024 by a vote of 214-208, with 0
voting present and 11 not voting. 0 Democrats and 213 Republicans voted for the motion, while 207 Democrats and
0 Republicans voted against the motion. [H.R. 6918, Vote #17, 1/18/24; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ,
1/18/24]

Zinke Voted For A Bill Requiring Colleges To Tell Pregnant Students That
Abortion Could Cause Mental Health Issues

2024: Zinke Voted For A Bill To Require Each Higher Education Institution Participating In A Federal
Education Program To Inform Prospective And Enrolled Students About Rights And Resources For
Pregnant Students, Including Providing Information Claiming That Women Who Had Abortions Were At
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Risk Of Mental Health Issues. According to the House Clerk, Zinke voted for “Passage of the bill that would that
would require each higher education institution participating in a federal education program to inform prospective
and enrolled students about rights and resources for pregnant students and those who could become pregnant while
enrolled at such an institution to carry a baby to term. It would specify that such information would include a list of
relevant campus and community resources and how to file a complaint with the Education Department if a student
believes there has been a Title IX violation due to the student’s pregnancy. It would state that scientific evidence
and personal testimonies show that women who have abortions can be at risk of mental health issues. It would
specify that nothing in the bill could be construed to authorize the DOE to require disseminating additional
information or establishing additional rights beyond the specified information and rights. The motion passed the
House on January 18, 2024 by a vote of 212-207, with 0 voting present and 14 not voting. 0 Democrats and 211
Republicans voted for the motion, while 206 Democrats and 0 Republicans voted against the motion. [H.R. 6914,
Vote #19, 1/18/24; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 1/18/24]

o 2024: Zinke Voted Against Recommitting The Pregnant Students’ Rights Act To The House Education
And The Workforce Committee. According to the House Clerk, Zinke voted against “Underwood, D-III.,
motion to recommit the bill to the House Education and the Workforce Committee. The motion failed the
House on January 18, 2024 by a vote of 207-213, with 0 voting present and 13 not voting. 206 Democrats and 0
Republicans voted for the motion, while 0 Democrats and 212 Republicans voted against the motion. [H.R.
6914, Vote #18, 1/18/24; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 1/18/24]

Zinke Repeatedly Voted To Block Washington, D.C., From Providing
Abortions With Its Federally-Allocated Budget

2016: Zinke Voted For An Amendment To H.R. 5485 To Prohibit Funding To Implement D.C.’s
Reproductive Health Non-Discrimination Amendment Act. According to the House Clerk, Zinke voted for
“Palmer, R-Ala., amendment that would prohibit funds from being used to implement the District of Columbia’s
Reproductive Health Non-Discrimination Amendment Act.” The motion was agreed to by the House on July 7,
2016 by a vote of 223-192, with 0 voting present and 18 not voting. 2 Democrats and 221 Republicans voted for the
motion, while 178 Democrats and 14 Republicans voted against the motion. [H.R. 5485, Vote #390, 7/7/16;
Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 7/7/16]

Zinke Also Voted To Preserve Language Preventing D.C. From Using Local Funds To Subsidize Abortions
Or Enforcing A Law Barring Discrimination On The Basis Of Reproductive Healthcare Decisions. According
to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep. Torres’s amendment to the Financial Services appropriations bill, which would,
“strike several anti-abortion policy riders, including provisions that would block: Federal employee health plans
from covering the cost of an elective abortion. The District of Columbia from funding or subsidizing the cost of an
elective abortion. The D.C. government from enforcing a 2014 law banning discrimination based on reproductive
health care decisions.” The amendment was rejected, with 23 Democrats voting in favor and 33 Republicans voting
against. [CQ, 6/13/24]

June 2024: Zinke Voted To Preserve Language Barring D.C. From Enforcing A Law That Banned
Discrimination On The Basis Of Reproductive Healthcare Decisions. According to CQ, Zinke voted against
Rep. Wasserman Schultz’s amendment to the Financial Services appropriations bill, which would, “strike language
to prevent the District of Columbia from enforcing a 2014 reproductive health non-discrimination law banning
discrimination based on reproductive health care decisions.” The amendment was rejected, with 24 Democrats
voting in favor and 31 Republicans voting against. [CQ, 6/13/24]

July 2023: Zinke Voted To Include Language Blocking The D.C. Local Government From Using Local
Funds For Abortion. According to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep. Torres’s amendment to the Financial Services
appropriations bill, which would, “eliminate a provision to bar federal employees’ health benefits from providing
coverage or benefits related to an abortion. It also would remove provisions to block the District of Columbia from
using local funds for abortions, block implementation of a D.C. law that disallows discrimination based on
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employees’ reproductive health choices and seeking a report on enforcement of a law banning a method of

abortion.” The amendment was rejected, with 23 Democrats voting in favor and 34 Republicans voting against.
[CQ, 7/13/23]

July 2023: Zinke Voted To Report The Financial Services Appropriations Bill, Which Prohibited D.C. From
Using Local Funds For Abortion Services. According to CQ, Zinke voted to report the Financial Services
appropriations bill, which would, “cut General Services Administration funding about 7 percent to $9.3 billion, and
rescind another $3.2 billion provided in 2022 for making federal buildings greener and more sustainable. It would
prohibit GSA from using funds for electric vehicles, electric vehicle batteries or electric vehicle charging stations.
[...] It would prohibit D.C. from using local and federal funds for abortion-related services and ban the use of local
funds to legalize marijuana. The bill would also maintain anti-abortion policy riders, including a prohibition on the
use of funds for the Federal Employee Health Benefits Program for abortion-related services. The measure would
also block the SEC from rulemakings including on corporate disclosure of climate-related risks and custody of
cryptocurrency assets.” The bill was reportedly favorably to the full House, with 34 Republicans voting to report
and 26 Demaocrats voting against. [CQ, 7/13/23]

Zinke Voted Against Allowing Immigrants In Detention From Receiving
Abortions

June 2024: Zinke Voted To Report The Homeland Security Appropriations Bill, Which Included A
Provision To Bar The Use Of Funds To Provide Abortion-Related Care To Immigrants In ICE Custody.
According to CQ, Zinke voted to report the Homeland Security appropriations bill, which would, “prohibit the use
of funds provided by the bill to: [...] Provide abortion-related care or gender-affirming care for detainees in ICE
custody.” The bill was reported favorably to the full House, with 33 Republicans voting to report and 26 Democrats
voting against. [CQ, 6/12/24]

June 2023: Zinke Voted To Preserve Language Prohibiting The Use Of Homeland Security Funds To
Facilitate Abortions For Anyone In ICE Custody, Except In Cases Of Rape, Incest, Or Danger To The Life
Of The Mother. According to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep. Wasserman Schultz’s amendment to the Homeland
Security appropriations bill, which would, “strike provisions to bar the use of funds provided by the bill to: [...]
Facilitate an abortion, except in cases of rape, incest or danger to the life of the mother, or administer hormone
therapy or other gender-affirming care for a person in U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement custody.” The
amendment was rejected, with 25 Democrats voting in favor and 34 Republicans voting against. [CQ, 6/21/23]

June 2023: Zinke Voted To Report The Homeland Security Appropriations Bill, Which Included A
Provision Barring The Use Of Federal Funds To Facilitate An Abortion For Immigrants In ICE Custody.
According to CQ, Zinke voted to report the Homeland Security appropriations bill, which would, “bar the Biden
administration from implementing any prosecutorial discretion policies for immigration enforcement and prohibit
funding to facilitate an abortion or gender-affirming care for detained immigrants.” The bill was reported favorably
to the full House, with 33 Republicans voting to report and 25 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 6/21/23]

Zinke Voted In Favor Of The Mexico City Policy

June 2024: Zinke Voted To Preserve The Mexico City Policy, Which Prohibited The Provision Of Foreign
Aid To NGOs That Supported Abortion. According to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep. Meng’s amendment to the
State-Foreign Operations appropriations bill, which would, “strike language to prohibit the use of funds for the
U.N. Population Fund (UNFPA) and strike the bill’s expanded Mexico City policy, which prohibits any global
public health assistance funds for any foreign organizations that promote or indirectly support abortions. It would
add language to provide at least $575 million in fiscal 2025 funding for the UNFPA to provide family
planning/reproductive health care.” The amendment was rejected, with 26 Democrats voting in favor and 30
Republicans voting against. [CQ, 6/12/24]
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June 2024: Zinke Voted To Report The State-Foreign Operations Appropriations Bill, Which Included An
Expanded Mexico City Policy And The Helms Amendment. According to CQ, Zinke voted to report the State-
Foreign Operations appropriations bill, which would, “prohibit funding to the: [...] Green Climate Fund. [...] It
would include the expanded Mexico City policy, which prohibits any global public health assistance funds from
going to foreign organizations that promote or indirectly support abortions, and the traditional Helms amendment
language, which bans the use of U.S. foreign aid to directly pay for abortions.” The bill was reported favorably to
the full House, with 31 Republicans voting to report and 26 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 6/12/24]

July 2023: Zinke Voted To Preserve Language Barring Global Health Assistance Funding For Foreign
NGOs That Promote Or Perform Abortions. According to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep. Lee’s amendment to
the State-Foreign Operations appropriations bill, which would, “strike the bill’s prohibition on funding for the
United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA) and global health assistance funding for foreign nongovernmental
organizations that promote or perform abortions, except in cases of rape, incest or when the pregnancy endangers
the mother’s life. It would instead insert language to provide, from bilateral economic assistance funding accounts,
a minimum of $575 million for family planning and reproductive health activities. It would strike the bill's $461
million limit on family planning and reproductive health activities. It would authorize the use of funding in the bill
for a voluntary contribution to UNFPA for the purposes of expanding access to contraceptives in developing
countries, providing maternal and reproductive health care during humanitarian crises, and addressing female
genital mutilation and child and forced marriages.” The amendment was rejected, with 27 Democrats voting in
favor and 32 Republicans voting against. [CQ, 7/12/23]

July 2023: Zinke Voted To Report The State-Foreign Operations Appropriations Bill, Which Included An
Expanded Mexico City Policy And The Helms Amendment. According to CQ, Zinke voted to report the State-
Foreign Operations appropriations bill, which “includes the expanded Mexico City policy, which prohibits any
global public health assistance funds from going to foreign organizations that promote or indirectly support
abortions. It also contains the traditional Helms amendment language, which prohibits the use of U.S. foreign aid to
pay for abortions. It would rescind more than $11.1 billion of the unobligated funding provided to the EPA under
the 2022 climate and health care budget reconciliation law.” The bill was reported favorably to the full House, with
32 Republicans voting to report and 27 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 7/12/23]

Zinke Voted To Block A Rule Increasing Access To Mifepristone

June 2023: Zinke Voted In Favor Of Prohibiting The FDA From Implementing A Rule That Would Allow
Pharmacies To Dispense Mifepristone Without A Prescription. According to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep.
Torres’ amendment to the Agriculture appropriations bill, which would, “strike language to prohibit the Food and
Drug Administration’s use of funds provided in the bill to implement the January 2023 change to no longer require
that a physician dispense the abortion drug mifepristone to patients in person. Under the change mifepristone can
now be dispensed by a certified pharmacy with a prescription issued by a health care provider and can also be
shipped directly to the patient.” The amendment was rejected, with 27 Democrats voting in favor and 33
Republicans voting against. [CQ, 6/14/23]

June 2023: Zinke Voted To Report The Agriculture Appropriations Bill, Which Included Provisions
Blocking The Implementation Of An FDA Rule That Increased Access To Mifepristone. According to CQ,
Zinke voted to report the Agriculture appropriations bill, which would, “rescind $500 million from the Rural
Energy for America Program, which provides funding for rural small businesses and agricultural producers to
undertake renewable energy projects or to improve energy efficiency. As amended, the $500 million rescinded
would be converted to loan guarantees for future projects. [...] The bill also included several policy riders, including
language to: [...] Block the FDA policy removing the requirement that health care providers dispense the abortion
drug mifepristone to patients in person. The FDA's change currently allows pharmacies with special certification to
distribute the pill to patients with a prescription.” The bill was reported favorably to the full House, with 34
Republicans voting to report and 27 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 6/14/23]
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Zinke Repeatedly Voted Against Funding For Abortions For Military
Servicemembers And Veterans

2023: Zinke Voted For H.R. 2670, A Bill To Authorize $874.2 Billion In National Defense Spending Which
Included An Amendment Repealing A DOD Memorandum Concerning Reimbursements For Abortion-
Related Travel. According to the House Clerk, Zinke voted for “Passage of the bill, as amended, that would
authorize $874.2 billion in national defense spending, including $841.5 billion for the Defense Department and
$32.2 billion for national security programs within the Energy Department. The bill would authorize approximately
$168.6 billion for weapons and other procurement and $145.2 billion for military research and development. Within
these totals, it would authorize $32.3 billion for shipbuilding; $13.2 billion for Air Force procurement of 83 new F-
35 series tactical force aircraft; $17.4 billion for 92 Navy aircraft; $539 million for the Ground Based Strategic
Deterrent ballistic missile system; and approximately $30 billion for missile defense programs, including $434
million for a hypersonic missile defense system, $498 million for continued development of Guam missile defense
systems, $160 million for Israeli missile defense systems and $2.6 billion for a Space Force defendable missile
warning satellite system. Within Energy Department funding, it would authorize $23.9 billion for the National
Nuclear Security Administration, primarily for the maintenance of a nuclear weapons stockpile. It would authorize
$38.2 billion for the Defense Health Program and $17.5 billion for military construction. It would authorize $9.7
billion for the Pacific Deterrence Initiative and $3.6 billion for the European Deterrence Initiative, primarily
intended to counter aggression by China and Russia, respectively. For international assistance and cooperation, it
would authorize $4 billion to bolster U.S. and allied forces in Europe against Russian aggression, including $300
million in security assistance to Ukraine; $565 million for the U.S. Africa Command; $398 million for forces in
Syria and Iraq combating the Islamic State group; $336 million for a cooperative threat reduction program assisting
former Soviet Union countries; $300 million for cooperative research and development programs with Israel; and
$210 million for the Baltic Security Initiative. The bill would authorize a 5.2 percent military pay increase and
authorize the Defense Department to issue bonuses to junior enlisted servicemembers to counteract inflation. It
would authorize $1.1 billion for the Defense Department environmental restoration fund and require the department
to undertake various environmental cleanup activities. It would eliminate the position of chief diversity officer
within the Defense Department and include various provisions to restrict DOD programs that involve diversity,
equity and inclusion and critical race theory. The bill would establish a special inspector general for Ukraine
assistance and require the Defense Department to make plans to increase the energy resiliency of each main
operating base in the U.S. European Command zone. It would repeal a 2022 Defense Department memorandum
regarding access to reproductive health care and prohibit the department from paying for or reimbursing expenses
relating to abortion services; eliminate all Defense Department and Armed Forces offices established to promote
diversity, equity and inclusion as well as terminate all personnel within such offices; and prevent the Defense
Department from purchasing data of U.S. individuals that would otherwise require a warrant, court order or
subpoena. The motion passed the House on July 14, 2023 by a vote of 219-210, with 0 voting present and 5 not
voting. 4 Democrats and 215 Republicans voted for the motion, while 206 Democrats and 4 Republicans voted
against the motion. [H.R. 2670, Vote #328, 7/14/23; Congress.gov, accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 7/14/23]

o 2023: Zinke Voted For An Amendment To H.R. 2670 To Repeal A 2022 Defense Department
Memorandum Regarding Access To Reproductive Health Care And Prohibit The Department From
Paying For Or Reimbursing Expenses Relating To Abortion Services. According to the House Clerk, Zinke
voted for “Jackson, R-Texas, amendment no. 5 that would repeal a 2022 Defense Department memorandum
regarding access to reproductive health care and prohibit the department from paying for or reimbursing
expenses relating to abortion services.” The motion was agreed to by the House on July 13, 2023 by a vote of
221-213, with 0 voting present and 6 not voting. 1 Democrats and 220 Republicans voted for the motion, while
211 Democrats and 2 Republicans voted against the motion. [H.R. 2670, VVote #300, 7/13/23; Congress.gov,
accessed 7/11/24; CQ, 7/13/23]

May 2024: Zinke Voted To Preserve Language Restricting The Use Of Military Construction-VA Funds To
Provide Abortion Services For Veterans. According to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep. Wasserman Schultz’s
amendment to the Military Construction-VA appropriations bill, which would, “strike language relating to social
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policy riders, and the relevant accompanying report language that would: Direct the Defense secretary to inform
Congress 30 days prior to any military exercise that is anticipated to cost more than $100,000. Prohibit the use of
funds to provide abortion-related services for veterans, except in the case of rape, incest or in which the life of the
woman is at risk. [...] Prohibit the use of funds to implement the 2021 executive order that promotes clean energy
and a variety of climate-related executive orders.” The amendment was rejected, with 23 Democrats voting in favor
and 33 Republicans voting against. [CQ, 5/23/24]

May 2024: Zinke Voted To Report The Military Construction-VA Appropriations Bill, Which Included
Provisions Restricting The Use Of Federal Funds To Provide Abortion Services For Veterans. According to
CQ, Zinke voted to report the Military Construction-VA appropriations bill, which would, “prohibit funding for
gender-affirming surgical procedures or hormone therapies and abortion-related care or counseling. [...] It also
would bar the use of funding to carry out executive orders related to federal government decarbonization,
addressing climate change and more.” The bill was reported favorably to the full House, with 34 Republicans
voting to report and 25 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 5/23/24]

June 2024: Zinke Voted To Preserve Language Prohibiting The Use Of Defense Funds To Allow
Servicemembers To Obtain Abortions. According to CQ, Zinke voted for Rep. McCollum’s amendment to the
Defense Appropriations bill, which would, “strike language to prohibit the use of funds for 24 policy provisions,
including: Paid leave, travel or related expenses of federal employees or their dependents to obtain abortions. [...]
Implementing climate change executive orders.” The amendment was rejected, with 24 Democrats voting in favor
and 33 Republicans voting against. [CQ, 6/13/24]

June 2024: Zinke Voted To Report The Defense Appropriations Bill, Which Included A Provision To
Prohibit The Use Of Defense Funds To Allow Servicemembers To Obtain Abortions. According to CQ, Zinke
voted to report the Defense appropriations bill, which would, “prohibit the use of funding for paid leave, travel or
related expenses for federal employees or their dependents to obtain abortions or abortion-related services. [...] It
would not include $621.2 million for climate change initiatives from the administration's budget request.” The bill
was reported favorably to the full House, with 34 Republicans voting to report and 25 Democrats voting against.
[CQ, 6/13/24]

June 2023: Zinke Voted For Amendments That Prohibited The Use Of Military Construction Or VA Funds
For The Purpose Of Abortions. According to CQ, Zinke voted for en bloc amendments, introduced by Rep.
Carter, to the FY2024 Military Construction-VA appropriations bill, which would, “ban the use of funds provided
by the bill for: --Abortions and gender-affirming care.” The amendment was adopted, with 34 Republicans voting
in favor and 27 Democrats voting against. [CQ, 6/13/23]

June 2023: Zinke Voted To Report The Military Construction-VA Appropriations Bill, Which Included An
Amendment Banning The Use Of Federal Funds For Abortions. According to CQ, Zinke voted to report the
Military Construction-VA appropriations bill, which would, “bar the use of federal funds for abortion and gender-
affirming care.” The bill was reportedly favorably to the full House, with 34 Republicans voting to report and 27
Democrats voting against. [CQ, 6/13/23]

June 2023: Zinke VVoted To Report The Defense Appropriations Bill, Which Included Provisions To Prohibit
The Use Of Funds To Allow Federal Employees To Receive Abortions. According to CQ, Zinke voted to report
the Defense appropriations bill, which would, “prohibit the use of funding in the bill to: Implement climate change
programs and to finalize, implement or promulgate the November 2022, ‘Federal Acquisition Regulation:
Disclosure of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate-Related Financial Risk’ proposed rule. [...] Provide paid
leave and travel or related expenses of a federal employee or their dependents for the purposes of obtaining an
abortion or abortion-related services. [...] It also would eliminate funding for: Climate change initiatives, a $715
million reduction.” The bill was reportedly favorably to the full House, with 34 Republicans voting to report and 24
Democrats voting against. [CQ, 6/22/23]
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June 2023: Zinke VVoted To Preserve Language Prohibiting The Use Of Defense Funds To Ensure Access To
Reproductive Healthcare Such As Abortions For Servicemembers. According to CQ, Zinke voted against Rep.
McCollum’s amendment to the Defense appropriations bill, which would, “strike language to prohibit the use of
funds provided by the bill to implement, administer or otherwise carry out the Defense Department’s October 2022
memo, or any successor policy, ensuring access to reproductive health care, including permission for
servicemembers to receive paid leave when they must travel to obtain reproductive health services such as

abortions.” The amendment was rejected, with 24 Democrats voting in favor and 34 Republicans voting against.
[CQ, 6/22/23]

Zinke Supported Anti-Abortion Legislation When Serving In
Montana’s State Government

2011: Zinke Sponsored An Anti-Abortion Bill To Protect “Unborn Victims”
From Violent Crimes

2011: Zinke Sponsored An Anti-Abortion Bill To Protect “Unborn Victims” From Violent Crimes. The
Billings Gazette reported, “During the campaign, Olszewski and fellow candidate Mary Todd have been critical of
Ryan Zinke, Montana’s former at-large congressman and former secretary of the Department of the Interior, on the
issue of abortion. Specifically, they point to votes while Zinke was a state senator against so-called personhood bills
in 2009. ‘I’m just holding him accountable for his votes,” Olszewski said. In his first session in 2009, Zinke
received a 65% rating from NARAL Pro-Choice Montana, but would then receive a 0% rating in 2011. In 2011 he
sponsored an anti-abortion bill to protect ‘unborn victims’ from violent crimes, that was later vetoed, and supported
other legislation opposing abortion.” [Billings Gazette, 5/6/22]

Letter To The Editor: “Zinke Sponsored A Bill That Would Criminalize An
Offense That Results In The Death Of An Unborn Child And Voted For A Bill
That Would Send A Constitutional Amendment To The Electors Of Montana,
To Specify That The Montana Constitution Does Not Grant A Right To An
Abortion Or The Public Funding Of An Abortion”

Letter To The Editor: “Zinke Sponsored A Bill That Would Criminalize An Offense That Results In The
Death Of An Unborn Child And Voted For A Bill That Would Send A Constitutional Amendment To The
Electors Of Montana, To Specify That The Montana Constitution Does Not Grant A Right To An Abortion
Or The Public Funding Of An Abortion.” According to a letter to the editor by Bo Brooks in the Ravalli
Republic, “This is why I am supporting Ryan Zinke because of his record of fighting for life at both the state and
federal level. As Montana’s at-large congressman, Ryan Zinke voted repeatedly to defund Planned Parenthood and
ban abortions after 20 weeks. As a state Senator, Ryan Zinke sponsored a bill that would criminalize an offense that
results in the death of an unborn child and voted for a bill that would send a constitutional amendment to the
electors of Montana, to specify that the Montana Constitution does not grant a right to an abortion or the public
funding of an abortion. Here’s the truth, Ryan Zinke is the only candidate who has fought to protect the unborn in
the state legislature, in Congress, and in the Executive Branch and is the only choice to represent Montana’s values
in Washington.” [Ravalli Republic, Letter to the Editor, 4/27/22]

In 2009, Zinke Voted Against A Referendum To Amend The Montana
Constitution To Declare That The Right To Privacy Did Not Grant Access To
Abortion, But Then Reversed Course In 2011 And Voted For A Similar
Referendum

In 2009, Zinke Voted Against A Referendum To Amend The Montana Constitution To Declare That The
Right To Privacy Did Not Grant Access To Abortion, But Then Reversed Course In 2011 And Voted For A
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Similar Referendum. The Billings Gazette reported, “While in the Montana Senate, Zinke voted for bills to
require parental notification for abortion that were later vetoed by Democratic governors. In 2009 he voted against
a referendum to amend the Montana Constitution to say its right to privacy did not grant access to abortion or
public funding of abortion. In 2011 he voted for a similar referendum— both referendums ultimately failed to make
it to the ballot.” [Billings Gazette, 11/2/22]

Zinke Was A Member Of The Republican Study Committee, Which
Supported A Bill To Ban Abortion At 0 Weeks With No Exceptions

2024: Zinke Was A Member Of The Republican Study Committee

2024: Zinke Was A Member Of The Republican Study Committee. [Zinke.house.gov, accessed 7/16/24]
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Appropriations: @

The subcommittee on Interior, Environment and Related Agencies.

The subcommittee on Military Construction, Veterans Affairs and Related Agencies.

The subcommittee on Transportation, Housing and Urban Development and Related Agencies.
U.S. Joint Commission on China @

Foreign Affairs @

The subcommittee on Middle East, North Africa, and Central Asia

Caucuses:

Northern Border Security Caucus (Co-Chair).
Western Caucus © .

Native American Caucus.

Republican Study Committee @ .

[Zinke.house.gov, accessed 7/16/24]

The RSC’s Fiscal 2025 Budget Endorsed A Total Abortion And IVF Ban,
A Six Week Abortion Ban, And A 15 Week Abortion Ban

The RSC’s Fiscal 2025 Budget Endorsed The Life At Conception Act, A Six Week Abortion Ban, And A 15
Week Abortion Ban. The National Catholic Register reported, “The Republican Study Committee (RSC), of
which over 80% of House Republicans are members, dedicated a section of its ‘Fiscal Sanity to Save America’
2025 federal budget proposal to ‘measures designed to advance the cause of life.” Most notably the proposal
applauds a wide range of bills House Republicans have advanced to limit abortion, including the Life at Conception
Act, Heartbeat Protection Act (establishing a six-week limit with rape, incest, and physical health exceptions), and
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the Protecting Pain-Capable Unborn Children from Late-Term Abortions Act that establishes a 15-week limit with
similar exceptions.” [National Catholic Register, 3/22/24]

The Life At Conception Act Established That Life Began At Fertilization, And Would Have Banned IVF,
Which Discarded Fertilized Eggs. The New Republic reported, “The budget, released Wednesday by the
Republican Study Committee, or RSC, states that the party backs the Life at Conception Act, ‘which would provide
14™ amendment protections at all stages of life.” This bill has become highly contentious in the wake of the
Alabama Supreme Court ruling that classified fertilized embryos as human children. First introduced in 2021 with
166 Republican co-sponsors and then again in 2023 with 124, the Life at Conception Act would have established
that life begins at fertilization. Like the Alabama ruling, the act would have severely restricted—if not effectively
banned—IVF treatments, because it grants ‘equal protection’ to ‘preborn’ humans, including embryos. Since it’s
common for fertilized eggs not to survive the IVF process, the act would put doctors at risk of being charged for
wrongful death of embryos. That risk would be enough to scupper the IVF industry.” [New Republic, 3/21/24]

Cedar Rapids Gazette: The Life At Conception Act “Aims To Block Abortions At All Stages.” The Cedar
Rapids Gazette reported, “The tweet was referencing Hinsons’s [sic] support of the Life at Conception Act, a bill
introduced in the House in February 2021, Mathis’s campaign told the Fact Checker. It has not passed the
Democratic-controlled House. Hinson is among 163 Republican co-sponsors of H.R. 1011, a proposal that
guarantees a constitutional ‘right to life of each born and preborn human person.’ [...] The bill’s language states
this constitutional right is ‘vested in each human being,” and does not indicate any exceptions in cases of rape,
incest or when the pregnant person is at risk.” [Cedar Rapids Gazette, 7/11/22]

o Cedar Rapids Gazette: “The Life At Conception Act... Would Outlaw All Abortions With No Exceptions
In Cases Of Rape, Incest Or Risk To The Pregnant Person.” The Cedar Rapids Gazette reported, “The Life
at Conception Act, co-sponsored by Hinson, would outlaw all abortions with no exceptions in cases of rape,
incest or risk to the pregnant person. The bill in question does eliminate the possibility for criminal charges for
individuals who receive an abortion, but it does not provide the same guarantees for others.” [Cedar Rapids
Gazette, 7/11/22]

e The Bill Did Not Include Any Explicit Carveout For IVF. According to Congress.gov, “SECTION 1.
SHORT TITLE. This Act may be cited as the ‘Life at Conception Act’. SEC. 2. RIGHT TO LIFE. To
implement equal protection for the right to life of each born and preborn human person, and pursuant to the
duty and authority of the Congress, including Congress’ power under article I, section 8, to make necessary and
proper laws, and Congress’ power under section 5 of the 14" article of amendment to the Constitution of the
United States, the Congress hereby declares that the right to life guaranteed by the Constitution is vested in
each human being. However, nothing in this Act shall be construed to authorize the prosecution of any woman
for the death of her unborn child. SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. For purposes of this Act: (1) HUMAN PERSON;
HUMAN BEING.—The terms ‘human person’ and ‘human being’ include each and every member of the
species homo sapiens at all stages of life, including the moment of fertilization, cloning, or other moment at
which an individual member of the human species comes into being. (2) STATE.—The term State’ used in
the 14" article of amendment to the Constitution of the United States and other applicable provisions of the
Constitution includes the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and each other territory or
possession of the United States.” [Congress.gov, H.R. 1011, introduced 2/11/21]

The Life At Conception Act Did Not Include An Exception For In Vitro Fertilization, Declaring That The
Term Human Being Included “All Stages Of Life, Including The Moment Of Fertilization.” Business Insider
reported, “Most House Republicans have cosponsored a bill declaring that life begins from the moment of
conception, a position under increased scrutiny after the Alabama Supreme Court ruled that frozen embryos are
‘unborn children.” This Congress, 125 House Republicans — including Speaker Mike Johnson — have
cosponsored the ‘Life at Conception Act,” which states that the term ‘human being’ includes ‘all stages of life,
including the moment of fertilization, cloning, or other moment at which an individual member of the human
species comes into being.” The bill does not include any exception for in vitro fertilization (IVF), a reproductive
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treatment that allows mothers to fertilize several eggs outside the womb in order to increase the chances of a viable
pregnancy. Several healthcare providers in Alabama have already halted IVF programs in the wake of the ruling,
given that IVF treatments may include the discarding of fertilized eggs, which may now violate the state’s
Wrongful Death of a Minor Act. The lack of an IVF exception is notable, given the carveout contained within a
previous version of the Life at Conception Act introduced by Republican Sen. Rand Paul of Kentucky in 2017.”
[Business Insider, 2/23/24]

e Because IVF Treatments Included The Discarding Of Fertilized Eggs, The Alabama Supreme Court
Ruling Declaring That Fertilized Eggs Were “Unborn Children” Caused Multiple Providers In The State
To Halt IVF Treatments, Which Were In Violation Of The State’s Wrongful Death Of A Minor Act.
Business Insider reported, “Most House Republicans have cosponsored a bill declaring that life begins from the
moment of conception, a position under increased scrutiny after the Alabama Supreme Court ruled that frozen
embryos are ‘unborn children.” This Congress, 125 House Republicans — including Speaker Mike Johnson —
have cosponsored the Life at Conception Act,” which states that the term ‘human being’ includes ‘all stages of
life, including the moment of fertilization, cloning, or other moment at which an individual member of the
human species comes into being.” The bill does not include any exception for in vitro fertilization (IVF), a
reproductive treatment that allows mothers to fertilize several eggs outside the womb in order to increase the
chances of a viable pregnancy. Several healthcare providers in Alabama have already halted IVF programs in
the wake of the ruling, given that IVF treatments may include the discarding of fertilized eggs, which may now
violate the state’s Wrongful Death of a Minor Act.” [Business Insider, 2/23/24]

CNN: “Under That Bill, Equal Protections Under The 14" Amendment Would Be Granted At The Moment
Of ‘Fertilization’ — Regardless Of Whether The Union Of Sperm And Egg Occurs Inside The Body... Or
Outside The Body, Which Is The Case With IVF.” CNN reported, “Republicans who expressed support for in
vitro fertilization in the wake of the controversial Alabama Supreme Court ruling are coming under scrutiny for
also backing legislation that declares human life begins at conception, without an exception for IVF — two
positions that appear to be at odds with one another, in the latest example of Republicans struggling to thread the
needle on reproductive rights issues. The Life at Conception Act —which was introduced in January 2023 by GOP
Rep. Alex Mooney of West Virginia and has 125 total Republican sponsors in the House, including House Speaker
Mike Johnson — defines the term ‘human being’ to include ‘all stages of life, including the moment of fertilization,
cloning, or other moment at which an individual member of the human species comes into being.” The bill does not
include a carveout for I\VVF, though it does state that nothing in the bill should ‘be construed to authorize the
prosecution of any woman for the death of her unborn child.’ [...] But Democrats say that is incongruous with the
House GOP legislation defining life as beginning at conception. Under that bill, equal protections under the 14™
Amendment would be granted at the moment of “fertilization’ — regardless of whether the union of sperm and egg
occurs inside the body, which is what happens in a traditional pregnancy, or outside the body, which is the case
with IVF. It does not include an outright ban on IVF, but Democrats and reproductive rights activists worry the
legislation — if ever passed — would have a chilling effect on IVF clinics, much like the Alabama ruling, given the
typical process for IVF.” [CNN, 2/26/24]

o CNN: “Reproductive Rights Activists Worry The Legislation — If Ever Passed — Would Have A
Chilling Effect On IVF Clinics, Much Like The Alabama Ruling, Given The Typical Process For IVF.”
CNN reported, “Republicans who expressed support for in vitro fertilization in the wake of the controversial
Alabama Supreme Court ruling are coming under scrutiny for also backing legislation that declares human life
begins at conception, without an exception for IVF — two positions that appear to be at odds with one another,
in the latest example of Republicans struggling to thread the needle on reproductive rights issues. The Life at
Conception Act — which was introduced in January 2023 by GOP Rep. Alex Mooney of West Virginia and has
125 total Republican sponsors in the House, including House Speaker Mike Johnson — defines the term ‘human
being’ to include “all stages of life, including the moment of fertilization, cloning, or other moment at which an
individual member of the human species comes into being.” The bill does not include a carveout for IVF,
though it does state that nothing in the bill should ‘be construed to authorize the prosecution of any woman for
the death of her unborn child.’ [...] But Democrats say that is incongruous with the House GOP legislation
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defining life as beginning at conception. Under that bill, equal protections under the 14" Amendment would be
granted at the moment of “fertilization’ — regardless of whether the union of sperm and egg occurs inside the
body, which is what happens in a traditional pregnancy, or outside the body, which is the case with IVF. It
does not include an outright ban on IVF, but Democrats and reproductive rights activists worry the legislation
— if ever passed — would have a chilling effect on IVF clinics, much like the Alabama ruling, given the
typical process for IVF.” [CNN, 2/26/24]

Zinke Received High Ratings From Pro-Life Groups And A Zero
Percent Rating From NARAL Pro-Choice Montana

As A State Senator, Zinke Received A 65 Percent Rating From NARAL
Pro-Choice Montana In 2009, But Received A 0 Percent Rating In 2011

As A State Senator, Zinke Received A 65 Percent Rating From NARAL Pro-Choice Montana In 2009, But
Received A 0 Percent Rating In 2011. The Billings Gazette reported, “During the campaign, Olszewski and
fellow candidate Mary Todd have been critical of Ryan Zinke, Montana’s former at-large congressman and former
secretary of the Department of the Interior, on the issue of abortion. Specifically, they point to votes while Zinke
was a state senator against so-called personhood bills in 2009. ‘I’m just holding him accountable for his votes,’
Olszewski said. In his first session in 2009, Zinke received a 65% rating from NARAL Pro-Choice Montana, but
would then receive a 0% rating in 2011. In 2011 he sponsored an anti-abortion bill to protect ‘unborn victims’ from
violent crimes, that was later vetoed, and supported other legislation opposing abortion.” [Billings Gazette, 5/6/22]

In His 2014 Run For Congress, Zinke Received An Endorsement From
Montana Right To Life

In His 2014 Run For Congress, Zinke Received An Endorsement From Montana Right To Life. The Billings
Gazette reported, “In his 2014 run for Congress Zinke’s record on abortion became a campaign issue during the
Republican Primary when his opponents highlighted the 2009 votes. Zinke pushed back and received an
endorsement from Montana Right to Life and continued to see 100% ratings from groups such as the National
Right to Life Committee as a congressman. Zinke is again defending his record on abortion in this primary. A
February letter sent to supporters calls the attacks ‘attempts to smear Secretary Ryan Zinke’s pro-life record,” and
says he is ‘a committed pro-life conservative.” Zinke pointed to his rating from National Right to Life in an
interview and commended the Supreme Court’s draft opinion, while also denouncing the leak. ‘T applaud the

court’s decision and agree there is no constitutional right to murder an unborn child,” Zinke said on social media.”
[Billings Gazette, 5/6/22]

Zinke Received 100 Percent Ratings From The National Right To Life
Committee As A Congressman

Zinke Received 100 Percent Ratings From The National Right To Life Committee As A Congressman. The
Billings Gazette reported, “In his 2014 run for Congress Zinke’s record on abortion became a campaign issue
during the Republican Primary when his opponents highlighted the 2009 votes. Zinke pushed back and received an
endorsement from Montana Right to Life and continued to see 100% ratings from groups such as the National
Right to Life Committee as a congressman. Zinke is again defending his record on abortion in this primary. A
February letter sent to supporters calls the attacks ‘attempts to smear Secretary Ryan Zinke’s pro-life record,” and
says he is ‘a committed pro-life conservative.” Zinke pointed to his rating from National Right to Life in an
interview and commended the Supreme Court’s draft opinion, while also denouncing the leak. ‘T applaud the
court’s decision and agree there is no constitutional right to murder an unborn child,” Zinke said on social media.”
[Billings Gazette, 5/6/22]
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Zinke Said Social Security, Medicare, And Medicaid Were Too

Expensive And That “Everything Should Be Looked At” To Ensure The
Programs Remained Solvent

Zinke Said That “Everything Should Be Looked At” To Cut Spending
From Social Security, Medicare, And Medicaid

Zinke Repeatedly Argued That Social Security, Medicare, And
Medicaid Took Up Too Large A Portion Of The Federal Budget

2023: Zinke Reportedly “Took His Swings At... Congress For The Amount Of Mandatory Spending In...
The Budget Lines That Include Medicare And Social Security, Among Other Ongoing Statutory Programs.”
The Sidney Hearld reported, ““When [ was a SEAL, it didn’t matter to me whether a person was a Democrat or a
Republican,” he said. ‘It really doesn’t matter to me today. But it does matter whether you love the country. It does
matter whether you want to make things better for your neighbor. It does matter whether you want to protect what’s
important Montana’s lifestyle. That matters. It should matter to us all.” He took his swings at the Biden
administration for its Waters of the United States rulemaking and at Congress for the amount of mandatory
spending in the federal budget the budget lines that include Medicare and Social Security, among other ongoing
statutory programs. And he echoed lines from his Interior Department days about boosting domestic energy
production as a national security measure.” [Sidney Hearld, 2/21/23]

2023: Zinke Reportedly Said That Social Security, Medicare, And Medicaid Should Be Reviewed For
Wasteful Spending Because Mandatory Spending For Those Programs Made Up Most Of The Federal
Budget. The Bozeman Daily Chronicle reported, “Programs like Social Security, Medicaid and Medicare are
designed to work well when people are putting in more money than what is being taken out, Zinke said. When the
opposite happens, that leads to budget issues. He said that spending at the federal level is 28% discretionary
spending for agencies like the Department of Defense or Department of the Interior. The larger chunk is mandatory
spending for entitlement programs, Zinke said. Programs under those entitlements should be reviewed because
there are likely areas that have been neglected or programs that have not been doing what they should have done, he
said. ‘There’s other areas we need to attend to, obviously mental health is one, because we’re paying for it,” Zinke
said.” [Bozeman Daily Chronicle, 3/17/23]

Zinke Argued That “Everything Should Be Looked At” In Order To
“Save” Social Security, Medicare, And Medicaid

2024: Zinke Said, “Seventy Percent Of The Budget Is In Overdrive With Mandates, They’re The Big Three:
Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid. And I Want To Save That.” The Billings Gazette reported, “Meanwhile,
Democrats attempted to pin on Zinke a Republican Study Committee memo calling for cuts to entitlements,
including Social Security. The RSC a conservative caucus of Republican representatives, not a deliberative,
Congressional committee that passes bills. ‘Seventy percent of the budget is in overdrive with mandates, they’re the
big three: Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid. And I want to save that,” Zinke said on ‘Fox Business’ Thursday. ‘I
want to solve security, you know, people have earned it. So, | want to save it. We got to get people working.
Number one, there’s a lot of ways to save it and I think everything should be looked at, but you’re right. I mean, we
see that the three ships out there, Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid all sinking. We know the rates they’re

sinking, but no one has the courage to go out and address it and we’re, we’re going to have to.”” [Billings Gazette,
3/22/24]

e Zinke: “I Want To Solve Security, You Know, People Have Earned It. So, I Want To Save It. We Got To
Get People Working. Number One, There’s A Lot Of Ways To Save It And I Think Everything Should
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Be Looked At, But You’re Right.” The Billings Gazette reported, “Meanwhile, Democrats attempted to pin
on Zinke a Republican Study Committee memo calling for cuts to entitlements, including Social Security. The
RSC a conservative caucus of Republican representatives, not a deliberative, Congressional committee that
passes bills. ‘Seventy percent of the budget is in overdrive with mandates, they’re the big three: Social Security,
Medicare, Medicaid. And I want to save that,” Zinke said on ‘Fox Business’ Thursday. ‘I want to solve
security, you know, people have earned it. So, | want to save it. We got to get people working. Number one,
there’s a lot of ways to save it and I think everything should be looked at, but you’re right. I mean, we see that
the three ships out there, Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid all sinking. We know the rates they’re
sinking, but no one has the courage to go out and address it and we’re, we’re going to have to.”” [Billings
Gazette, 3/22/24]

e Zinke: “I Mean, We See That The Three Ships Out There, Social Security, Medicare And Medicaid All
Sinking. We Know The Rates They’re Sinking, But No One Has The Courage To Go Out And Address It
And We’re, We’re Going To Have To.” The Billings Gazette reported, “Meanwhile, Democrats attempted to
pin on Zinke a Republican Study Committee memo calling for cuts to entitlements, including Social Security.
The RSC a conservative caucus of Republican representatives, not a deliberative, Congressional committee that
passes bills. ‘Seventy percent of the budget is in overdrive with mandates, they’re the big three: Social Security,
Medicare, Medicaid. And I want to save that,” Zinke said on ‘Fox Business’ Thursday. ‘I want to solve
security, you know, people have earned it. So, | want to save it. We got to get people working. Number one,
there’s a lot of ways to save it and I think everything should be looked at, but you’re right. I mean, we see that
the three ships out there, Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid all sinking. We know the rates they’re
sinking, but no one has the courage to go out and address it and we’re, we’re going to have to.”” [Billings
Gazette, 3/22/24]

Zinke Was Criticized By Democrats For Being A Member Of The
Republican Study Committee, Which Backed A Plan To Cut Social
Security And Medicare

Montana Democrats, Including Zinke’s Opponent Monica Tranel,
Blasted Him For Being A Part Of The Republican Study Committee,
Which Supported Cutting Social Security And Medicare

2024: Zinke Was A Member Of The Republican Study Committee. [Zinke.house.gov, accessed 7/16/24]
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[Zinke.house.gov, accessed 7/16/24]

2024: Montana Democrats Reportedly Tried To Pin The Republican Study Committee Memo Calling For
Cuts To Social Security On Zinke. The Billings Gazette reported, “Meanwhile, Democrats attempted to pin on
Zinke a Republican Study Committee memo calling for cuts to entitlements, including Social Security. The RSC a
conservative caucus of Republican representatives, not a deliberative, Congressional committee that passes bills.
‘Seventy percent of the budget is in overdrive with mandates, they’re the big three: Social Security, Medicare,
Medicaid. And I want to save that,” Zinke said on ‘Fox Business’ Thursday. ‘I want to solve security, you know,
people have earned it. So, [ want to save it. We got to get people working. Number one, there’s a lot of ways to
save it and I think everything should be looked at, but you’re right. I mean, we see that the three ships out there,
Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid all sinking. We know the rates they’re sinking, but no one has the courage
to go out and address it and we’re, we’re going to have to.”” [Billings Gazette, 3/22/24]

2024: Zinke’s Democratic Opponent, Monica Tranel, Wrote An Op-Ed Slamming Him For Being A “Party
Loyalist And Member Of The Republican Study Committee... [Who] Allied Himself With Extremists In His
Party Who Would Raise The Retirement Age For Social Security And Medicare.” According to an op-ed by
Monica Tranel in the Ravalli Republic, “It wouldn’t surprise anybody to find out that the Gianforte administration
is deliberately trying to undo Medicaid expansion: After all, it’s up for reapproval in the 2025 Legislature, and
extremist Republicans have already said they will attempt to scuttle it. In that effort, they can always hope to get a
hand from Ryan Zinke. Where is Zinke in all this? He hasn’t spoken up on behalf of thousands of Montanans
losing health coverage, but has aligned with Gianforte in other extremist positions. Zinke has been part of the most
unproductive Congress in history, spending time on chaos and petty in-fighting rather than voting to get the
nation’s business done. As a party loyalist and member of the Republican Study Committee, Zinke has allied
himself with extremists in his party who would raise the retirement age for Social Security and Medicare, stop
allowing Medicare to negotiate drug prices, and repeal both the $35 Medicare cap on the price of insulin and $2,000


https://zinke.house.gov/about/committees-and-caucuses
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cap on Part D out-of-pocket costs. In other words, when it comes to federal programs essential to the welfare of

Montana seniors, Zinke aligns with those who would defund and remove them.” [Ravalli Republic, Op-Ed,
5/30/24]

e Tranel: “When It Comes To Federal Programs Essential To The Welfare Of Montana Seniors, Zinke
Aligns With Those Who Would Defund And Remove Them.” According to an op-ed by Monica Tranel in
the Ravalli Republic, “It wouldn’t surprise anybody to find out that the Gianforte administration is deliberately
trying to undo Medicaid expansion: After all, it’s up for reapproval in the 2025 Legislature, and extremist
Republicans have already said they will attempt to scuttle it. In that effort, they can always hope to get a hand
from Ryan Zinke. Where is Zinke in all this? He hasn’t spoken up on behalf of thousands of Montanans losing
health coverage, but has aligned with Gianforte in other extremist positions. Zinke has been part of the most
unproductive Congress in history, spending time on chaos and petty in-fighting rather than voting to get the
nation’s business done. As a party loyalist and member of the Republican Study Committee, Zinke has allied
himself with extremists in his party who would raise the retirement age for Social Security and Medicare, stop
allowing Medicare to negotiate drug prices, and repeal both the $35 Medicare cap on the price of insulin and
$2,000 cap on Part D out-of-pocket costs. In other words, when it comes to federal programs essential to the
welfare of Montana seniors, Zinke aligns with those who would defund and remove them.” [Ravalli Republic,
Op-Ed, 5/30/24]

The 2025 RSC Budget Called For Raising The Retirement Age For
Social Security And Converting Medicare Into A “Premium Support
Model” Where It Would Compete With Private Plans, Which Obama
Argued During The 2012 Election Would “End Medicare As We Know
It”

The 2025 RSC Budget Called For Raising The Retirement Age For Social Security And Converting
Medicare Into A “Premium Support Model” Where It Would Compete With Private Plans, Which Obama
Argued During The 2012 Election Would “End Medicare As We Know It.” NBC News reported, “A new
budget by a large and influential group of House Republicans calls for raising the Social Security retirement age for
future retirees and restructuring Medicare. The proposals, which are unlikely to become law this year, reflect how
many Republicans will seek to govern if they win the 2024 elections. [...] The budget was released Wednesday by
the Republican Study Committee, a group of more than 170 House GOP lawmakers, including many allies of
Republican presidential nominee Donald Trump. [...] The new budget also calls for converting Medicare to a
‘premium support model,” echoing a proposal that Republican former Speaker Paul Ryan had rallied support for.
Under the new RSC plan, traditional Medicare would compete with private plans and beneficiaries would be given
subsidies to shop for the policies of their choice. The size of the subsidies could be pegged to the ‘average
premium’ or ‘second lowest price’ in a particular market, the budget says. The plan became a flashpoint in the
2012 election, when Ryan was GOP presidential nominee Mitt Romney’s running mate, and President Barack
Obama charged that it would ‘end Medicare as we know it.” Ryan defended it as a way to put Medicare on better
financial footing, and most of his party stood by him.” [NBC News, 3/20/24]

White House Press Release: “The Republican Study Committee... Released An Extreme Budget That Takes
Direct Aim At Medicare And Social Security. Their Plan: Calls For Over $1.5 Trillion In Cuts To Social
Security, Including An Increase In The Retirement Age To 69 And Cutting Disability Benefits.” According to
a press release from Whitehouse.gov, “Less than two weeks later, the Republican Study Committee—which speaks
for 80% of House Republicans and 100% of their leadership—released an extreme budget that takes direct aim at
Medicare and Social Security. Their plan: Calls for over $1.5 trillion in cuts to Social Security, including an
increase in the retirement age to 69 and cutting disability benefits.” [Whitehouse.gov, Press Release, 4/4/24]


https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/congress/republican-budget-raise-age-retirement-social-security-medicare-rcna144341
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2024/04/04/fact-sheet-extreme-house-republican-plan-would-cut-medicare-and-social-security-while-slashing-taxes-for-big-corporations-and-the-wealthy/
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The 2024 RSC Budget Called For Raising The Retirement Age For
Social Security From 67 To 69 And Converting Medicare To A Premium
Support Model Whereby Private Insurance Options Competing With
Traditional Medicare Would Receive Subsidies

The 2024 RSC Budget Called For Raising The Retirement Age For Social Security From 67 To 69 And
Converting Medicare To A Premium Support Model Whereby Private Insurance Options Competing With
Traditional Medicare Would Receive Subsidies. Roll Call reported, “The largest bloc of House conservatives
offered up a fiscal blueprint Wednesday that promises to balance the federal budget in seven years, make GOP tax
cuts permanent, and slash domestic spending. The plan offered by the 175-member Republican Study Committee
would gradually raise the age at which future retirees can start claiming full Social Security benefits from 67 to 69,
a politically fraught proposal that’s all but certain to appear in Democratic campaign ads. The document also
proposes a ‘premium support’ plan that would subsidize private insurance options that compete with traditional
Medicare. That would be similar to budget plans proposed by Rep. Paul D. Ryan, R-Wis., during his tenure in
Congress that were panned by Democrats and some Republicans, including former President Donald Trump.” [Roll
Call, 6/14/23]

254,175 Montanans Were Enrolled In Medicare And 258,613 Were
Enrolled In Social Security

2023: 254,175 Montanans Were Enrolled In Medicare. According to Healthinsurance.org, “As of May 2023,
there were 254,175 Montana residents with Medicare coverage,2 amounting to more than 22% of the state’s

population — versus nearly 20% of the total US population enrolled in Medicare.” [Healthinsurance.org, accessed
7/16/24]

2023: 258,613 Montanans Were Enrolled In Social Security. [Social Security Administration, accessed 7/16/24]

Congressional Statistics, December 2023

You are here: Social Security Administration = Research, Statistics & Policy Analysis = Congressional Statistics, December 2023

Montana

Social Security

Old-Age (retirement), Survivors, and Disability Insurance (OASDI)—popularly referred to as Social Security—provides monthly benefits
to an eligible worker and family members when the worker elects to start receiving retirement benefits or when the worker dies or
becomes disabled. A worker's lifetime covered earnings largely determine the amount of benefits received.

Table 1.
Number of OASDI beneficiaries in current-payment status and total monthly benefits, December 2023

Total monthly benefits

MNumber of beneficiaries (thousands of dollars) beﬁ:?cli):rrigsf

Congressional Retirad Disabled Widow(er)s All Retired|  Widow(ar)s aged 65 or
district Total workers workers  and parents| Spouses®  Children ® beneficiaries waorkers| and parents older
Montana 258,613 203,563 23,073 13,312 5,765 12,900 443,796 369,938 2321 212,052

1 130,878 104,156 11,345 6,457 3,030 5,890 226,976 190,668 11,404 108,275
2 127,735 99,407 11,728 6,855 2735 7.010 216,820 179,270 11,817 103,776
All areas © 67,076,966 50,147,679 7365987 3,796,684 1984227 3782389 118,527,109 95,546,840 6,512,823 53,508,012

SOURCES: Social Security Administration, Master Beneficiary Record, 100 percent data; and U.S. Posial Service geographic data.
a. These beneficiaries receive payment on the record of a worker who is retired or disabled

b. These beneficiaries receive payment on the record of a worker who is retired, deceased, or disabled.

c. Includes beneficiaries in the 50 States, District of Columbia, American Samea, Guam, Northemn Mariana Islands, Puerto Rico, U.S. Virgin Islands. and foreign counfries.

[Social Security Administration, accessed 7/16/24]



https://rollcall.com/2023/06/14/conservatives-budget-plan-renews-battle-over-seniors-benefits/
https://www.healthinsurance.org/medicare/montana/
https://www.ssa.gov/policy/docs/factsheets/cong_stats/2023/mt.html
https://www.ssa.gov/policy/docs/factsheets/cong_stats/2023/mt.html
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Zinke Opposed Efforts To Force Big Pharma To Negotiate Prescription

Drug Prices While Taking Tens Of Thousands In Campaign
Contributions From The Industry

Zinke Opposed And Introduced A Bill To Repeal The Inflation
Reduction Act, Which Allowed The Government To Negotiate Drug
Costs And Capped Drug Costs For Medicare Recipients

2022: Zinke Said The Inflation Reduction Act Was An “Oxymoron”
That Would “Raise Costs, If You Have Private Medical Insurance” And
That Its Provisions To Cut Drug Costs Would Cause Insurance
Companies To Charge More For Drugs To People On Private Plans

2022: Zinke Said The Inflation Reduction Act Was An “Oxymoron” That Would “Raise Costs, If You Have
Private Medical Insurance, For 220 Million Americans.” The Billings Gazette reported, “He called the Inflation
Reduction Act an ‘oxymoron’ and said it would just increase the monthly cost of living for Montana families. Zinke
cited the Wall Street Journal when he told the audience the IRA ‘will raise costs, if you have private medical
insurance, for 220 million Americans.” While the bill makes changes to eventually cap out-of-pocket drug costs for
people covered by Medicare at $2,000 per year, Zinke spokesperson Heather Swift said that the changes there will
come at the cost of insurance companies charging more for those covered through their employer or private plans.”
[Billings Gazette, 8/8/22]

o Zinke’s Spokeswoman Claimed The Law’s Provisions To Cut Prescription Drug Costs Would Cause
Insurance Companies To Charge More To People Covered Through Their Employer Or Private Plans.
The Billings Gazette reported, “He called the Inflation Reduction Act an ‘oxymoron’ and said it would just
increase the monthly cost of living for Montana families. Zinke cited the Wall Street Journal when he told the
audience the IRA ‘will raise costs, if you have private medical insurance, for 220 million Americans.” While
the bill makes changes to eventually cap out-of-pocket drug costs for people covered by Medicare at $2,000 per
year, Zinke spokesperson Heather Swift said that the changes there will come at the cost of insurance
companies charging more for those covered through their employer or private plans.” [Billings Gazette, 8/8/22]

2024: Zinke Introduced A Bill To Repeal The Inflation Reduction Act,
Which Capped Out Of Pocket Drug Costs For Medicare Part D And
Authorized The Federal Government To Negotiate With
Pharmaceutical Companies For Lower Drug Prices

February 2023: Zinke Co-Sponsored H.R. 812, A Bill Repealing The Inflation Reduction Act Of 2022.
According to Congress.gov, Zinke was a co-sponsor of H.R. 812, a bill “To repeal the Inflation Reduction Act of
2022.” The bill did not pass the House. [Congress.gov, H.R. 812, introduced 2/2/23]

2024: Zinke Introduced A Bill To Repeal The Inflation Reduction Act, Which Capped Out Of Pocket Drug
Costs For Medicare Part D And Authorized The Federal Government To Negotiate With Pharmaceutical
Companies For Lower Drug Prices. The Montana Independent reported, “The Inflation Reduction Act of 2022
capped out-of-pocket drug costs for Medicare Part D enrollees at $2,000 a year and authorized the federal
government to negotiate with pharmaceutical companies for lower drug prices. Republican Montana U.S. Rep.
Ryan Zinke is co-sponsoring a bill that would repeal the law, including those provisions. Zinke is facing a
potentially competitive rematch for his seat this November against Demaocratic attorney Monica Tranel after he
defeated her 49.6%-46.5% in 2022. On her campaign website, Tranel says, ‘Congress needs to protect what we


https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-bill/812
https://www.congress.gov/bill/118th-congress/house-bill/812
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have and do more to ensure that everyone has access to healthcare, including strengthening the ability of Medicare
and Medicaid to negotiate drug prices and guaranteeing that hundreds of thousands of Montanans—and millions of
Americans—who rely on these programs get the coverage they are entitled to and the protections they deserve.’
Montana Democratic Sen. Jon Tester voted for the 2022 law, which also extended health insurance subsidies under
the Affordable Care Act, offered tax incentives for clean energy, reduced the deficit, and cracked down on wealthy
tax evaders. Sen. Steve Daines and Rep. Matt Rosendale, both Republicans, voted no. In February 2023, Zinke,
Rosendale, and 18 other House Republicans jointly introduced a bill to completely repeal the law. They named their
bill the Inflation Reduction Act of 2023, falsely claiming that eliminating the law would actually reduce the budget
deficit and the cost of living. The bill still awaits action in committee.” [Montana Independent, 5/8/24]

Zinke’s Democratic Opponent, Monica Tranel, Slammed Him In An
Op-Ed For Supporting Efforts To Block Medicare From Negotiating
Drug Prices And To Repeal The Medicare Insulin Price Cap And $2,000
Cap On Out-Of-Pocket Drug Costs For Seniors

2024: Zinke’s Democratic Opponent, Monica Tranel, Wrote An Op-Ed Slamming Him For Being A “Party
Loyalist And Member Of The Republican Study Committee... [Who] Allied Himself With Extremists In His
Party Who Would... Stop Allowing Medicare To Negotiate Drug Prices, And Repeal Both The $35 Medicare
Cap On The Price Of Insulin And $2,000 Cap On Part D Out-Of-Pocket Costs.” According to an op-ed by
Monica Tranel in the Ravalli Republic, “It wouldn’t surprise anybody to find out that the Gianforte administration
is deliberately trying to undo Medicaid expansion: After all, it’s up for reapproval in the 2025 Legislature, and
extremist Republicans have already said they will attempt to scuttle it. In that effort, they can always hope to get a
hand from Ryan Zinke. Where is Zinke in all this? He hasn’t spoken up on behalf of thousands of Montanans
losing health coverage, but has aligned with Gianforte in other extremist positions. Zinke has been part of the most
unproductive Congress in history, spending time on chaos and petty in-fighting rather than voting to get the
nation’s business done. As a party loyalist and member of the Republican Study Committee, Zinke has allied
himself with extremists in his party who would raise the retirement age for Social Security and Medicare, stop
allowing Medicare to negotiate drug prices, and repeal both the $35 Medicare cap on the price of insulin and $2,000
cap on Part D out-of-pocket costs. In other words, when it comes to federal programs essential to the welfare of
Montana seniors, Zinke aligns with those who would defund and remove them.” [Ravalli Republic, Op-Ed,
5/30/24]

Zinke Was A Member Of The Republican Study Committee, Which
Called For Repealing The Prescription Drug Provisions Of The
Inflation Reduction Act

2024: Zinke Was A Member Of The Republican Study Committee. [Zinke.house.gov, accessed 7/16/24]


https://montanaindependentnews.com/economy/pharmaceuticals-representative-ryan-zinke-inflation-reduction-act-drug-prices-medicare/
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[Zinke.house.gov, accessed 7/16/24]

White House Press Release: “The Republican Study Committee... Released An Extreme Budget That Takes
Direct Aim At Medicare And Social Security. Their Plan: [...] Raises Medicare Costs For Seniors By Taking
Away Medicare’s Authority To Negotiate Prescription Drug Costs, Letting Drug Companies Raise Prices
Without Consequence, And Repealing $35 Insulin And The $2,000 Out-Of-Pocket Cap In The Inflation
Reduction Act.” According to a press release from Whitehouse.gov, “Less than two weeks later, the Republican
Study Committee—which speaks for 80% of House Republicans and 100% of their leadership—released an
extreme budget that takes direct aim at Medicare and Social Security. Their plan: Calls for over $1.5 trillion in cuts
to Social Security, including an increase in the retirement age to 69 and cutting disability benefits. Raises Medicare
costs for seniors by taking away Medicare’s authority to negotiate prescription drug costs, letting drug companies
raise prices without consequence, and repealing $35 insulin and the $2,000 out-of-pocket cap in the Inflation
Reduction Act.” [Whitehouse.gov, Press Release, 4/4/24]

Zinke Accepted $14,116 From The Pharmaceutical Industry Over The
Course Of His Congressional Career

2024 Cycle: Zinke Accepted $46,536 In Contributions From People In The Pharmaceutical And Health
Products Industry, Including $15,500 From Corporate PACs. [OpenSecrets, accessed 7/16/24]



https://zinke.house.gov/about/committees-and-caucuses
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2024/04/04/fact-sheet-extreme-house-republican-plan-would-cut-medicare-and-social-security-while-slashing-taxes-for-big-corporations-and-the-wealthy/
https://www.opensecrets.org/members-of-congress/ryan-zinke/industries?cid=N00035616&cycle=2024
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Ryan Zinke

See Data About Their: Federal Congressional Candidacy

Summary Elections State Data Industries PACs Contributors  Geography Demographics

Now showing data for the election cycle for the campaign committee only

[OpenSecrets, accessed 7/16/24]

Industry Total Individuals PACs
Retired $2 680,217 $2,680217 fi¥e]
Republican/Conservative $701,340 $606,840 S4,.500
Real Estate $220.021 Saz4.421 S5.500
Securities & Investment $225048 $225,048 %o
Oil & Gas $220155 $163.225 $56.930
Leadership PACs $197.600 $o $197600
Candidate Committees 111,510 %o S111.0910
Health Professionals $85,444 $74.444 $11,000
Pharmaceuticals/Health Products $45,536 $31,036 $15,500

[OpenSecrets, accessed 7/16/24]

Zinke Accepted $86,867 From The Pharmaceutical And Health Products Industry Over The Course Of His
Congressional Career. [OpenSecrets, accessed 7/24/24]

Pharmaceuticals / Health Products

Recipients

Summary Totals Background Lobbying Moneyto Congress Contributors  Recipients  News
W —————

Now showing data for the election cycle.

Select type of data to display: All House Candidates

Money from Pharmaceuticals / Health Products to US House candidates, 1990-2024 & Export to CSV
Zinke
Representative State “ Amount
Zinke, Ryan (R-MT) Montana $86,867

[OpenSecrets, accessed 7/24/24]


https://www.opensecrets.org/members-of-congress/ryan-zinke/industries?cid=N00035616&cycle=2024
https://www.opensecrets.org/members-of-congress/ryan-zinke/industries?cid=N00035616&cycle=2024
https://www.opensecrets.org/industries/summary?code=H04&cycle=All&ind=H04&mem=N&recipdetail=H&t0-search=zinke
https://www.opensecrets.org/industries/summary?code=H04&cycle=All&ind=H04&mem=N&recipdetail=H&t0-search=zinke
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Zinke Took $14,116 From The Pharmaceutical Manufacturing Industry Over The Course Of His Career,
With $5,738 Coming During The 2024 Cycle. [OpenSecrets, accessed 7/25/24]

Pharmaceutical Manufacturing Recipients

Summary Totals Background Lobbying Moneyto Congress Contributors Recipients News

Now showing data for the election cycle.

Select type of data to display: All House Candidates

Money from Pharmaceutical Manufacturing to US House candidates, 1990-2024 & Export to CSV
Zinke
Representative © State Amount
Zinke, Ryan (R-MT) Montana $14,116

[OpenSecrets, accessed 7/25/24]

Pharmaceutical Manufacturing Recipients

Summary Totals Background Lobbying Moneyto Congress Contributors Recipients News

Now showing data for the election cycle.

Select type of data to display: All House Candidates

Money from Pharmaceutical Manufacturing to US House candidates, 2023-2024 & Export to CEV
Zinke
Representative © State “ Amount
Zinke, Ryan (R-MT) Mentana $5738

[OpenSecrets, accessed 7/25/24]


https://www.opensecrets.org/industries/summary?code=H4300&cycle=All&ind=H4300&mem=N&recipdetail=H&t0-search=zinke
https://www.opensecrets.org/industries/summary?code=H4300&cycle=All&ind=H4300&mem=N&recipdetail=H&t0-search=zinke
https://www.opensecrets.org/industries/summary?code=H4300&cycle=2024&ind=H4300&mem=N&recipdetail=H&t0-search=zinke
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Zinke Bragged That He Supported Repealing The Affordable Care Act

And Repeatedly Voted To Repeal The Law

Zinke Publicly Bragged That He Supported The Effort To Repeal The
Affordable Care Act

October 2016: Zinke Maintained That He Supported The Effort To
Repeal And Replace Obamacare

October 2016: Zinke Maintained That He Supported The Effort To Repeal And Replace Obamacare. The
Whitefish Pilot reported, “Zinke formed his own health care advisory committee, made up of doctors,
administrators, and other health care professionals, he said to provide recommendations to him on health care
issues. Zinke called for the repeal and replacement of the Affordable Health Care Act, while saying there is a need
for frontier health care reforms. He said Montanans are working second jobs to afford health care and that shouldn’t
be the case. Zinke said in Montana the ‘one size fits all’ solutions that often come out of Washington, D.C. don’t
work. ‘Obamacare probably had a noble purpose, but the execution of it has hurt Montana and it has hurt the people
that need health care the most,” he said. ‘Government is going to be a part of health care, but government shouldn’t
drive the decisions on what is best for the patient that should be the medical professional.”” [Whitefish Pilot,
10/26/16]

Zinke: “Obamacare Probably Had A Noble Purpose, But The Execution
Of It Has Hurt Montana And It Has Hurt The People That Need Health
Care The Most”

Zinke: “Obamacare Probably Had A Noble Purpose, But The Execution Of It Has Hurt Montana And It
Has Hurt The People That Need Health Care The Most.” The Whitefish Pilot reported, “Zinke formed his own
health care advisory committee, made up of doctors, administrators, and other health care professionals, he said to
provide recommendations to him on health care issues. Zinke called for the repeal and replacement of the
Affordable Health Care Act, while saying there is a need for frontier health care reforms. He said Montanans are
working second jobs to afford health care and that shouldn’t be the case. Zinke said in Montana the ‘one size fits
all’ solutions that often come out of Washington, D.C. don’t work. ‘Obamacare probably had a noble purpose, but
the execution of it has hurt Montana and it has hurt the people that need health care the most,” he said. ‘Government
is going to be a part of health care, but government shouldn’t drive the decisions on what is best for the patient that
should be the medical professional.”” [Whitefish Pilot, 10/26/16]

The ACA Resulted In 58,000 Montanans Gaining Health Care, 426,000
Gaining Protection From Discrimination Based On Pre-Existing
Conditions, And 12,736 Seniors Saving Million On Drugs

Protect Our Care: “Because Of The ACA, 58,000 Montanans Gained Health Coverage.” According to Protect
Our Care, “As Republicans in Congress and the Trump administration continue to try to repeal and sabotage the
Affordable Care Act, more people are learning that the law is working for them, which may be why the law has
gotten more popular than ever. Here is how the Affordable Care Act is working in Montana. 58,000 Montanans
Gained Health Coverage. Because of the ACA, 58,000 Montanans gained health coverage. Insurers can no longer
deny or drop coverage because of a pre-existing condition. Because of the ACA, insurers in the individual market
could no longer drop or deny coverage, or charge you more, because of a pre-existing condition. Roughly 426,000
Montanans have a pre-existing health condition. Women no longer charged more than men. [...] Young adults can
stay on their parents’ plan until age 26. Because of the ACA, roughly 7,000 young adults in Montana have coverage
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because they can stay on their parents’ coverage until age 26. [...] Helping seniors afford prescription drugs.
Because of the ACA, the Medicare prescription drug donut hole is close” [Protect Our Care, accessed 7/16/24]

Protect Our Care: “Because Of The ACA, Insurers In The Individual Market Could No Longer Drop Or
Deny Coverage, Or Charge You More, Because Of A Pre-Existing Condition. Roughly 426,000 Montanans
Have A Pre-Existing Health Condition.” According to Protect Our Care, “As Republicans in Congress and the
Trump administration continue to try to repeal and sabotage the Affordable Care Act, more people are learning that
the law is working for them, which may be why the law has gotten more popular than ever. Here is how the
Affordable Care Act is working in Montana. 58,000 Montanans Gained Health Coverage. Because of the ACA,
58,000 Montanans gained health coverage. Insurers can no longer deny or drop coverage because of a pre-existing
condition. Because of the ACA, insurers in the individual market could no longer drop or deny coverage, or charge
you more, because of a pre-existing condition. Roughly 426,000 Montanans have a pre-existing health condition.
Women no longer charged more than men. [...] Young adults can stay on their parents’ plan until age 26. Because
of the ACA, roughly 7,000 young adults in Montana have coverage because they can stay on their parents’
coverage until age 26. [...] Helping seniors afford prescription drugs. Because of the ACA, the Medicare
prescription drug donut hole is close” [Protect Our Care, accessed 7/16/24]

Protect Our Care: “Because Of The ACA, Roughly 7,000 Young Adults In Montana Have Coverage Because
They Can Stay On Their Parents’ Coverage Until Age 26.” According to Protect Our Care, “As Republicans in
Congress and the Trump administration continue to try to repeal and sabotage the Affordable Care Act, more
people are learning that the law is working for them, which may be why the law has gotten more popular than ever.
Here is how the Affordable Care Act is working in Montana. 58,000 Montanans Gained Health Coverage. Because
of the ACA, 58,000 Montanans gained health coverage. Insurers can no longer deny or drop coverage because of a
pre-existing condition. Because of the ACA, insurers in the individual market could no longer drop or deny
coverage, or charge you more, because of a pre-existing condition. Roughly 426,000 Montanans have a pre-existing
health condition. Women no longer charged more than men. [...] Young adults can stay on their parents’ plan until
age 26. Because of the ACA, roughly 7,000 young adults in Montana have coverage because they can stay on their
parents’ coverage until age 26. [...] Helping seniors afford prescription drugs. Because of the ACA, the Medicare
prescription drug donut hole is closed. As a result, 12,736 Montana seniors are saving $12.3 million on drugs in
2016, an average of $969 per beneficiary.” [Protect Our Care, accessed 7/16/24]

Protect Our Care: “Because Of The ACA, The Medicare Prescription Drug Donut Hole Is Closed. As A
Result, 12,736 Montana Seniors Are Saving $12.3 Million On Drugs In 2016, An Average Of $969 Per
Beneficiary.” According to Protect Our Care, “As Republicans in Congress and the Trump administration continue
to try to repeal and sabotage the Affordable Care Act, more people are learning that the law is working for them,
which may be why the law has gotten more popular than ever. Here is how the Affordable Care Act is working in
Montana. 58,000 Montanans Gained Health Coverage. Because of the ACA, 58,000 Montanans gained health
coverage. Insurers can no longer deny or drop coverage because of a pre-existing condition. Because of the ACA,
insurers in the individual market could no longer drop or deny coverage, or charge you more, because of a pre-
existing condition. Roughly 426,000 Montanans have a pre-existing health condition. Women no longer charged
more than men. [...] Young adults can stay on their parents’ plan until age 26. Because of the ACA, roughly 7,000
young adults in Montana have coverage because they can stay on their parents’ coverage until age 26. [...] Helping
seniors afford prescription drugs. Because of the ACA, the Medicare prescription drug donut hole is closed. As a
result, 12,736 Montana seniors are saving $12.3 million on drugs in 2016, an average of $969 per beneficiary.”
[Protect Our Care, accessed 7/16/24]

Zinke Repeatedly Voted To Repeal The ACA And Its Most Popular
Provisions



https://www.protectourcare.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/Montana-Fact-Sheet_-ACA.pdf
https://www.protectourcare.o