Nnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

May 2, 2018

The Honorable Scott Pruitt
Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Administrator Pruitt,

It has come to our attention that the Office of the Oklahoma Attorney General (OK AG) is
currently withholding from public production at least 3,100 pages of documents related to
communications with fossil fuel and other industry groups that may have interests betore the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). This remarkable number of documents, which
coincide with your time as Oklahoma Attorney General, were never disclosed to the Senate
Environment and Public Works (EPW) Committee and raise new questions about your ability to
execute the functions of your office impartially. Further, the existence of these documents likely
makes the recusal statement you have filed with EPA incomplete.

The documents at issue have been identified by the OK AG as responsive to a series of requests
under the Oklahoma Open Records Act by the Center for Media and Democracy. They include
requests for communications with over forty companies, law firms, and individuals that have
cither direct or indirect interest in matters before EPA." The Oklahoma Attorney General has
described the documents to the state court currently handling the litigation over these open
records requests as follows: 2

1,122 pages of “emails containing documents, amicus briefs, and legal strategy which are
part of litigation files,”

1,754 pages of “emails containing documents, drafts of proposed rules, pleadings and
drafts, legal strategy and data from investigations for cases in litigation,” and

196 pages of “emails regarding personal matters not related to the transaction of public
business.”

"' The full list of groups includes: Republican Attorneys General Association, Rule of Law Defense Fund, AG’s
United for Clean Power, Peabody, Arch Coal, Murray Energy, National Coal Corporation, ACCCE, American Coal
Council, National Mining Association, Union Pacific Railroad, BNSF Railway, EEI, Devon Energy, Norfolk
Southern, American Electric Power, Koch Industries, AFP, ALEC, Jeffersonian Project, API, CEA, HBW
Resources, Oklahoma Council of Public Affairs, GOPAC, Freedom Partners, Natural Resources Group, AFPM,
Hunton and Williams, Sargent and Lundy, Porter Wright Morris and Arthur, Troutman Sanders LLP, CEI, Exxon,
DCI Group, Haynes and Boone LLP, Cantey Hanger LLP, Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton and Garrison LLP, Eric
Schneiderman. Claude Walker, Hunton and Williams LLP, Sam Kazman, Kent Lassman, SPN, Chris Horner, David
Schnare and E&E Legal.

* Index of Non-Produced Materials for the Court’s In Camera Review Only, dated February 21, 2017 (attached). It
is our understanding that Plaintiff asked repeatedly for an index of the withheld documents, but did not get one until
the court finally ordered the OK AG, on January 30, 2018, to produce one within 30 days. The index was provided
to Plaintiff on March 12, 2018.



Each of these categories of documents may contain information directly relevant to your ability
to do your job impartially. For example, while you have agreed to recuse yourself from
decisions related to litigation involving the State of Oklahoma as a “party, petitioner, or
intervenor,” the 1,122 documents identified by the OK AG as “part of litigation files” cover
parties beyond the State of Oklahoma and could indicate your recusal list is incomplete. Another
1,754 pages of emails have been described as including “drafts of proposed rules™ and “data
from investigations for cases in litigation.” If you, as Attorney General, reviewed industry-
produced drafts of EPA rules or industry data to be used in litigation against the EPA, that would
raise serious concerns. In particular, your review of industry-produced drafts raises doubt about
whether you are approaching your responsibilities in an open-minded way. Other interests
should be assured that you are willing and able to consider evidence and viewpoints made
available to you in your role as Administrator,’ and that you are not considering industry-
produced data outside of the formal rulemaking process.

Finally, we trust that the plaintiff in this open records act litigation will aggressively litigate
whether you waived privilege when you shared litigation documents with private non-parties.
Further, we expect the plaintiff to address the far-fetched claim that 196 pages of
communications with entities that may include Koch Industries, Devon Energy, and the
Republican Attorneys General Association are “not related to the transaction of public business”
and, therefore, not subject to disclosure under Oklahoma law. For the purposes of Senate
oversight, and your compliance with federal ethics regulations and the Administrative
Procedures Act, such documents should be public as they involve your actions as EPA
Administrator.

The fact that you were confirmed without the Senate knowing about many of your industry
communications is not new. You directed members of the EPW Committee to file Open Records
Act requests of your office at least twelve times in response to questions for the record.” Now
that it has become evident that the OK AG intends to assert privilege over many of these
documents and aggressively litigate those claims, we may have to wait another year before we
discover the full scope of your industry ties and how they have impacted your actions as EPA
Administrator.

3 https://www.eenews.net/assets/2017/05/05/document_pm_06.pdf

4 The question of whether or not you have an inalterably closed mind with respect to certain matters before EPA has
already been raised in the context of rulemaking to repeal the Clean Power Plan. See, States of California,
Delaware, Hawaii, Illinois, Maine, Maryland, New Mexico, New York, Oregon, Vermont, and Washington, the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, the District of Columbia, the County of Broward (Florida), and the Cities of
Boulder (Colorado), Chicago (Illinois), New York (New York), Philadelphia (Pennsylvania), and South Miami
(Florida) Comments on EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt’s Improper Prejudgment of QOutcome of Proposed Repeal of
Clean Power Plan (Jan. 9, 2018),
https://oag.ca.gov/system/files/attachments/press_releases/Comment%?20Letter%200n%20Improper%20Prejudgmen
t26200f%20CPP%20Repeal%201-9-18 0.pdf; Senators Whitehouse, Merkley, Schatz, and Markey Comments on
EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt’s improper involvement in Clean Power Plan-related rulemaking (Feb. 6, 2018),
https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=EPA-HQ-OAR-2017-0355-17190

5 https://www.whitehouse.senate.gov/news/release/whitehouse-slams-pruitts-evasive-responses-to-post-hearing-
questions




While you have chosen to send the public and Congress chasing through state bureaucracy and
the courts to learn about your industry ties, it remains your responsibility under federal ethics
rules to provide to EPA’s designated agency ethics official (DAEO) information that may be
relevant to whether or not you should be recused from particular matters. See 5 C.F.R.
§2635.502(a). By regulation, the DAEO may undertake an independent assessment of the facts,
at any time, of your compliance with the rules. The OK AG’s determination that thousands of
pages of documents are privileged because of litigation makes them immediately relevant to the
scope of your recusal. Through this letter, we are putting the DAEO and the Office of
Government Ethics on notice of these materials with a request that steps be taken to obtain and
review these documents to ensure your full compliance with the Ethics in Government Act as
well as the accuracy and completeness of your recusal statement.

Sincerely,

L—:U-'-’\W\/
Thomas R. Carper don Whitehouse
United States Senator United States Senator

cc: David J. Apol, Acting Director, U.S. Office of Government Ethics
Kevin Minoli, Designated Agency Ethics Official, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency



OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENERAL

Srate OF OKLAHOMA

February 21,2017

The Honorable Aletia Haynes Timmons

Oklahoma County Courthouss

321 Park Avente, Room 811

Oklahoma City, Oklahioma 73102

Rer Certer for Media and Democracy v. Scott Pruitt,
Oklaboma County Case No, CV-17-223

Dear Judge Timmons:

The attached is an index of the documenis this office is not producing to (hie plaimtiffand the

reasons for withholding,

INDEX OF NON-PRODUCED MATERIALS

FOR TIE COURT’S IN CAMERA REVIEW ONLY!

Deseription of Docatri ¢ty
Withheld or with
Redactions

Basis for Redaction, Privilere, or

Withhoklding

Bates Numberyg

A public-body may keep the personunel
records confidential where disclosure would

constitute & olearly unwarranted invasion.of

nvestigatory files of the.
Attorney General’s Office

litigation files and investigatory reports

confidential, 51 0.8.2011, § 24A.12.

Fvnile o ot! . S . 004730-604732,
Emails relating-to personnel | personal privacy such as employee g
T e T 004749

decisions evaluations, payrell deductions, employment

applications submitted by persons.not hired

by the public body.

31 0.8.8upp.2014 § 24A.7(A)2)..
Emails included in the The Attorney General .., may keep its 003611-003617,

004331-004333,

Emails included in a
litigation fileof the
Attorney General’s Office

The Attorney General . . . may keep its
litigation files and investigatory reports.
co_nﬁdf:‘n_lial. 51 0.8.2011, § 24A.12.

004343-004345

U The.basis for withfiolding is due tothe email messages and their attachmenis.

313 DLE 21sr StRERT = Oklanoaa City, QK 73105 *-{405}'521.3921 » Fag: (405} 521-G46

G,
Ras récycled paper

oo

4 g et

VR b e e YNV o £




Peseription of Documents

Withheld or with -
_Redactions

-Basis’f(jr".'-Redacﬁ_on; I’rivilegé; or
T Wimhodng

* Bates Numbers :

Emails containing clainiant
information for ¢laims
pending with the State
‘Ireasurer’s Office Tor
Unelaimed Property

Any information submitted by a claimant
which is required to be submitted to the State
Treasurer to cstablish a claim may be kept
vonfidential by the State Treasurer ifit
“coniains personal financial information of
the clalimant, social security numbers, birth
cartificates or similar documents related to
the parentage of an individual, or any other
document which is confideniial by statuic it
in the custody of dnother public agency or
person. 60 0.5.2011 § 674(A),

003597-003599,
003604-003610,

003620-003628,

003642-003646

Fmails regarding personal
mafters not related tp the
transactioh of public
business,

Under the Open Records Act, a “[rlecord

means all documents . . . cizated by, réceived
by, under the autharity of ..., public officials;
public bodies, or their representatives in
connection with the transaction of public
business, the expenditure of pnblic funds or
the administeriing of public properfy,” 51
0.8.8upp.2014 § 24A.3(1).

000019,
000022-000026,
000075-000085,
001066-001069,
001098-601100,

001165,
001254-001259,
001295-001298,

go1301,
001443001483,
001560-001578,
001593-001634,
002616-002626,
002905-002930,

003943-003950,

004181-004183,
004189-004190,

005784-005790,

005899-005902,

006027-006028,

006797

Emuails containing
dacuments, amicus briefs,
and legal strategy which are
part of the litigation files.

Records protecied by a state evidentiary
privilege such as . . . the-work product
imnmnily from discovery. 51 0.8.Supp. 2016,
§ 24A.5(1)()

The Attorney General , . . may keep its
litigation files and investigatory reports
confidential, 51 Q0.8.2011, § 24A.12,

000406-000434,

000477-000479,
000487-000490,

000501-000511,
000537-000540,
000542-000543,
000567-000633,

001260-001283,

001284-001294,
001299-001300,
001302,




Deseription of Documents |

Withlield or with
Redsnctions

| _33 sis 191 Redaetion, Plﬁ’liGE{L. or
Withhnldmg

| Bates Numbers

001537-001354.,

001558-001559,
000157901592,

Emails containing _
doeurments, amicus bricfs,
and legal sirategy which are
part.of the litigatien files.

Records protected by a state evidentiary
privilege such as . . . the work product
immunity from dlbLOVEI}’ 51 O0.5.5upp. 2016,
§ 24A.5(1)a)

The Attormney General , . may kesjyits
lifigation files and invesligatory. veports
confidential, 51 0.5.2011, § 24A.12,

002740-002753,
002757002792,
002794-002847,
002849,
002851-002894,
002897-002904,
002945-002949,
002955-002988,
003128-003198,
003407-003479,
003633003640,
004283004286,
005158-005314,

FEmails containing
dgcuments, amicus briefs,
and legal strategy which are
nart of the litigation {iles.

Records protected by a state evidentiary
privilegesuch as. ., the waork product

‘irununity frem discovery, 51 0.8.Supp, 2016,

§ 24A.5(1)(2)

The Allorney General . . . may keep its-

litigation files and mvestigatory repoits

confidential. 51 0.8.2011, § 24A.12,

005326-005329,
005346,
NO5359-005371,
005383-005400,
006754-006796,
(06798006834,
006837-006847,
006851-006854,

| 006862-006885,
006890-006892,

N06899-006911,
006914-006915,

007534-007549,

007552,

007561-007371,

007576-007619,
007623-007668,
007673-007677,
007682-007765,
007768-007831,

Emails containing
documents, drafts of
proposed. rules, pleadiigs
and drafis; legal stralegy
and data from investigations
for case.in litigation.

Records protected by a state evidentiary
privilege such as . , . the work product
immunity fiom discovery. 51 0.8.Supp.2016;
§ 24A.5(1)(®) '

The Attomey General ., , may keep its.
litigation files dnd investigatory reports
confidential, 51 0,5.2011, § 24A.12

000091-000125,
000128-000132,
000137-000168,
000172-008173,
000176-000177,
000179-000238,
000241-000243,




Deseription of Documents
Wlthhcld ot Wlth
Redachous

‘Basgis for Rcdactmn. Pllvllege, or
Wlthholdm .

Bates Numbers

TG 00754,

000266000276,

- 000279-000284,

400287-000289,
000292-000304,
000307-000308,

Emdils containing.
documénts, drafts of
proposed tules, pleadings
and drafts, legal strategy

and data from investigations

for case in Jitigation,

Records protected by a-state evidentiary

privilege suchas , . . the work produet

immunity from dtqcmﬂu*}* 51 0.5.8upp. 2016,
§24A.5(0)()

“The Attorney General . . . may keep is
fitigation {iles and investigatory rr.pum
confidential. 51 0.8:2011, § 24A.12

(00310,

000313-000318,

000323-000324,
000326-000384,
000387-000392,

- (00393-000405,

(100435-000476,
600480-000486,

'000491-600500,

000512-000536,
000541,
000544-000560,
001751-001769,

Emails containing
documents, drafts of
proposed rules, pleadings
and drafls, legal strategy
and-data from investigations
for case in litigation.

Records protected by a stale evidentiary
privilege such as . ., the‘work pr oduct
frrmivinity from dlb(,()\'t..l'} 51 0.5.Supp 2014,
§ 24A.5(1)(a)

The Allorney General . . . iay keep is
litigation files and uwe%ti;:,atoly reports
confidential. 51 0.8.201 1, § 24A.12

001774-001785,
001788-001796,
001804-001834,
001837-001840,
001443-001862,

001866-001868,

001870-001873,
001883,
001886,

 (01895-001896,

061889,
001922,
003658-003788,
003792-003812,
003821-003842,
(003845-003909,
003914-003915,
003919-003948,
003951-003960,
003964-003976,
003975-004011,
004017-004071,.
004073-004090;
004052-004099,




| Description of Documents
Withheld or with
 Redactions

Basis for Rednetiqy, Privilege, or
“Withholding

‘Bates Nombers

Emnails containing

- documents, drafts of
pioposed rutes, pleadings
and drafts, legal strategy

Records protected by a stafe evidentiary-
privilege such as . , . the work product
immunity from discovery. 51 0.8.Supp.2016,
§24A.5(1)(4)

5041 05-004124,

004127-004155,
004160-004175,
004198-004199,
004205-004207,

BEmails containing
documents, drafts of
proposed fulés, pléadings
and drafis, legal strategy
arid data from investigaliens
for case in litigation,

Records protected by 4 state evidentiary
privilege suchas . , . the work product
imumunity from discovery. 51 0.8,Supp.2016,
§ 24A.5()ay

The Attorney General . ./ may keep ils,
litigation files and investigatory repouts
confidential. 51 0:S.2011, § 244,12

L, legal SURLERY 4 7ye Attorney General . . . may keep its 004219,
and date from investigalions | o o mide nndnueti o YUGPON;
for case in litigation ll_tlgﬂlEQH‘ll_bS and--mvushgatm_y reports o 0_{_)42-_6,
T confidential, 51 0.8.2011, § 24A.12 004228-004230,
004238,
004243-004244,
004233,

004260004270,
004321-004325,
(U534,

005359-005371,

- D05376-005382,

005401-005402,.
005404-005421,
005428-003468,
005472005481,
005483-005495,
005507-0035509,

Emails coutaining
documents, drafts of
proposed rules, pleadings
and drafts, lepal strategy
and data from investigations
for case inlitigation,

Records protected by a state evidentiary
privilege such as. . . the work product
imemunity from discovery. 51 0.8.5upp.2016,
§24A.5(1)(a)

The Altomey Generdl . . , may keep 1fs
litigation files and investigatory reports
confidential, 51 0.8.2011, § 24A.12

0055711-005513,
005518-005541,
005545-005557,
005561-005585,
005587-005706,
005709-005717,
005719-005726,
005729-005740,
005742-005783,
005795-005817,
005822-005849,
005852-005889,
005893-005898,
005903005947,
005956-005970,
005984-005989,
005991-005995,
005998-005999, |
006007,
006010-006015,
006022-006023,




Deseription of Documents

Bams for Redaction, I’rlvllege, or

-

andt data from investigations
for case in litigation.

The Attamey General, .. may keep its
litigation files and investigatory reports
confidential, 51 0.5.2011, § 24A.12

i “Withogng | el
' 006026,
006031-006039,
Fmails contaiding Recoids protected by a state evidentiary gggg@g’
| documents, drafts of p”w!cg? :;:;wh fﬁd ﬂj{‘ W(;T grgdsuct 2016, 006054-006055,
proposed rules, pleadings 111;1:1;1\111 )l rom dIsCovery Upp- (06058,
and drafis, legal strategy 3 () 006065,

006068-006069,
006948-006949,
006956-006960,
006963-006968,
006971-006986,

Fmuails containing
documerits, dralis of
proposed rules, pleadings
and drafls, legal siralegy

for case in litigation.

and data' from investigations

Records: protected by a state evidentiaty
privilege such as . , . the work product:

immunity from discovery, 51 0.5.8upp.2016,

§ 244 5(1)(0)
The Attorney-General , . . may keep its
litigation files-and investigatory reports

confidential. 51 0.8.2011, § 24A12

006989,

(06993,

006996,
006997-006998,

007001-007006,

007008-007010,
007019-007023,
007026-007032,
007039-007040,
007042-007056,
007058,
007060,
007062-007082,

Brnails containing.
documenis, drafts of
proposed rules, pleadings
mrd drafts, legal strategy
and data from-investigations
for case In litigation..

Records protected hy & state evidentiary
privilege such as . . . the work prodnct
immunity: from clmcovery 51 0.8.8upp.2016,
§24A,5(1)(8)

The Attorney General ., , may keep its
litigation filés and mvequgatory rEports
confidential, 51 0.8,2011, § 24A.12

007084-007124,

007128-0072086,

007208-007210,
007214,

007217-007222,

007231-007235,

007241-007248,

007266-007276,
007280-007281,

007283-007284




INDEX OF NON-PRODUCED MATERIALS TROM FEBRUARY 10,2017

PRODUCTION

[ o6/aR0T4

‘Deseription _Qf-ﬁ'ocum en_ts-Wi:thheld or Redacted

Basis for Redaction, :
“Withhiolding

{imartinfaero \'\'éi!.n‘:{)t‘ﬂ'},_ Roger Kelley
(roger:._kclle_y.clr.c‘om), Jim Farrell
fim Farreildiclieom), and Andrea Miles.

discuss Jegal siritegy in case in litigation,

(Audrca_m'i!es.-.’k’_i:-,d\-‘n.enluj discussing conference call o

Attorney work product
protection, Records
protected by a state
evidentiary privilege
suchas . . . the work
prgduct immaonity from
] discovery.

1 51'0.5.Supp.2016,
§24A,5(1)(5)

Timail chain from Katie Spohin

(Katie.spohirginebraska, pov), Matthew A. Sagsveen

(osnesveriind.eov), and Robert Tambling

(Robert Fapbling@age stateal.us) and all parties 1o
EPA lawsuits containing drafis of amicus briefin State
of Novth Dukota v, EPA, €l al, and drafts of Petitions
far Writ of Cerliorari with Appendix,

Attnmey work product
protection, Records
protected by a slate
evideitiary privilege
suchas . .. the work
produgt irnmunily from
diseovery,

51 0.5.5upp.2016,

§ 24A.5(1)(#)

Tmal from Wiison-EPLES Printing to Patrick Wyrick
containing pleadings in Stafe of Oklahoma, el al. v
EPA, et al., Case No. 13-921

Attomiey work product
protection, Records
piotected by astate
evidentiary privilege
such as , . . the-work
product immunity from
discovery.

51 0.8.5upp.2016,

& 24A.5(1)(2)

Tomail {rom Wilson-EPES Printing to Peter Glaser
{pele r.ﬂta&:c’rfﬂﬁ.tmutmausaudc1'5.(30:11)‘ and Patrick

amicus brief filed in Stafe of Qldahoma, et al, v. S
EPA, et al., Case No, 13-921

Wyrick, Tom Home (Tohtho ragfpazag.uot) containing:

Altorney work product
protection, Records
protected by.a state
evidentiary privilege
suchas . . . the work
produet immunity [rom
discovery.

51 0.8.5upp.2016,

§ 24A.5(1)(a)

et mees!



572212014

Email betwween Norman Rave

| Attorney work product

(norman.tavednusdol.pov) and Patrick Wyrick, Clayton prolection, Records

Eubank and all pavties in case. Public Service Company | protected by a state,

of Okluhomu v, £PA, No. 12.1023 regarding motions avidentiary privilege
suchas ... thework
product immunity fronv
discovery.
51 0.5.8upp.2016,

. § 24A.5(1)(a)
572779014, | Rmail between Norman Rave ) " Attorney work product
52872014, 1 ( nognian raveZiusdol.eov) and Patiick Wyrick, Clayton protection, Records
5/2812014 Tubank and all parties in case, including Clayton protected by a state

Tubanks, Utility Alr Regulatory Gioup v. EPA, Mo, 12- | evidentiary privilege
1346 regarding motions suchas . . . the work
product immunily from
discovery.
51 O.8.8upp.2016,
§ 24A.5(1)(a)
10/8/2014 Email betweenNorman Rave _ Attorney work produet
(1_39_:,'.,:_:11_;1,11;11;1y;g_-.'_’{g;t_t_sg;g;)_j_,;g,_g)—f) and Patrick Wyrick, Clayten | protection, Records
Eubaok and all paries in Public Service Company ol protected by & state
Oklahoma v. EPA, Ho. 19-1023 regacding motions cvidentiary privilege
such as . . the work
product immunity from
discovery..
51 0.8.Supp.2016,
§ 24A.5(1)8)
871172014, | Email between Norman Rave Attorniey work product
8/12/2014, | (normanavel@usdol.poy) and Pawick Wyrick, Clayton | proteetion, Records
Eubank and all parties-in Public Service Company of | protected by a stale
Oklahoma v, BPA, Ma. 12-1023 yegarding motiods gvidentiary p_rivilege.-
such as . , . the work
product immunity from
discovery.
51°0.8.8upp. 2016,
§ 24A.5(1)(a)
11/19/2014, | Email from Norman Rave (nurmansave@usdol.uov) to | Attomey work product
1172472014, { Pawick Wyrick, Clayton Eubank and all parties to protection, Records
T2/12004 Wisconsin Public Service Co. v. EPA, No. 12-1 163, protected by a stale
Public Service Co, of Qklahoma-v. EPA, Ne.12-1023, evidentiary privilege
and ARG v, EPA, No, 12-1346, regarding motions in | suchay ., . the work
CaSes product immunity from
discovery.
51-0.8.8upp.2016,

§ 24A.5(1)(a)




T

12/15/2014

Email from Norman Rave (udrman.iaveldusdo]. guy) o

Patrick Wyrick, Clayton Bubank and-all parties in
Public Service Company of Oklahoma v. EPA, No, 12+
1023 regarding motions

Alttorhey work product
protection, Records
protected by a state
ovidentiary privilege

such.as. . thewoaork

product immunity: fiom
discovery.

51 0.8 Supp.2016,

§ 24A.5(1)(a)

6/1172014,
6/12/2014,
6/16/2014

Email chain between Patrick Wyrick, Gary Broadbsnt
(sbroadbent/icoalsoweecam), Geolfrey Barnes
(Geolfrev.bames@isquirenh.com) to disenss conference
call dbout case in liligation

Attorney work product
prolection, Records
protected by & state
evidentiary privilege
suchas . .. the work
produet immusity from
discovery.

51 0.8.8upp.2016;

§24A.5(1)(ay

72472015

Lmail chain from Stacy Bankston

Case regarding Discovery Responses

Altorney work product
protection, Records
prolected by astale

evidenijary privilege

suclias. . . thework
produci immunity from
discovery.

51 0.8.8upp. 2016,

§ 24A.5(1)()

371072014

i Binail from Mary Hernandez

( N.hernendegtioccemudl.com) -regmfdiii__g Corparation
Commission Cause No, PUD 201300159

' 4129/2014

Attorney-work product
protection, Records
protecled by a state
evidentiary privilege
suchoas , ., the work
product imumunity from
discovery.

51 0.8.Supp.2016;

§ 24A.5(1)(a)

“Email from Katie Spohn (Kitie spotmé@nebraska.gov)

containing U.S. Supreme Court Decision in EPA er al,,
v, EMIIE Homer 'City Generation, L.P, efal No. 12-
1182 as well as discussion of legal strategy.

Attorney work product
protection, Records
protected by a state
evidentiary privilege
such as . ., the work’
product imimunity from
discovery.

51 0.8.5upp:2016,

& 24A.5(1)(=)

S



8/1720%4

Email from Rochelle Brooks
(r hrooksPaaceemail.cont) 1o partiesto Corporation
Commission Catise Mo, PUD 201500273 cantaining
draft of proposed final order

Attorney work product
.p;otectlon Records
protected by a sfate
evidentiary privilege
suchas |, .. the work

‘praduct imumunity from
tiscovery.

51 0.8 8upp.2016,
§ 24A.5(1)(a)

8752014

Frail from Rochel_lé:_'ﬂrmkg .
(r.brooks2:daccemail .com) to all parties to Corporation

Conunission Cause No. PUD 200900030

Attorney work produet

protection, Records

protected by a state
eviderntiary privilege
such as., ., 'the work
procuct immunity from
discovery.

51 0.8 Supp.2016,
§24A.5(1)(&)

192013

Ematl behween John Martin (Imartin@crawell. com)
and Patrick Wyrick, Clayton Euhanks; ef af, regarding

{ steategy for case in litigation

Allosney work product
protection; Records
proiected by & state
evidentiary privilege
such as .. . the work
product immuuity fiom
discovery,

51 0.5.8upp.2014,

8 24A.5(1)()

171812015,
171972015,

172372015

212015,

Email chain between Sandra Franco

(Sandrafrancotnereaniewis.com) and parties to
Michigan V. EPA, UARG v. BPA, NMA v. EPA,S. Ct

Nos, 14-40, 14-47, 14-49 concérning discussion of
amicus briefs

Altorney work product
protection, Reécords
protected by a state

“evidentiary privilege

such as . , . the woik
product immunity from
diseovery.

51 0.8.8upp.20196,

§ 24A.5(1)(=2)

-l
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372772015,
3/30/2015

Email chain between Jobn Marlin _
(Imartin@ierowell.com) and Patrick Wyrick, Clayton
Eubank and all parties to amicus briefs coficerning

‘drafis

Attorney work product
protection, Records
protecied by a stale

evidentiary privilege

suéh as ., . . the work
praduct immunity from:
discovery.

51 0.8.Supp.2018,

§ 24A.5(1)}{n)

1172412014

Bmail from Morman Rave (norman.ravei@iusdoigoy) to

Patrick Wyrick, Clayton Eubauk and all parties to
Wisconsin Public Service Co, v, P4, Na. 12-1163,
Public Service Co. of Oklahomav. EP#, No,12-1023,
and UARG v, EPA, No. 12-1346, regarding motions in
Cases

Attorney work produet
proteciion, Records
protected by a state
evidentiary privilege
suchas. . . the work
product immtnity from
discovery.

51 O.5:8upp.2016,

§ 244,501

172072015

Email from Wilson-EPES Drinting to Patrick Wyrick,
Clayton Eubank and all parties to Michigan v. EPA,
UARG v. BPA, NMA v, EPA, S, Ct Nos. 14-46, 14-47,
1449 including the Brief for Petitioner- '

Attorney work product

protection, Records

protected by a state
evidentiary privilege
such as. . . the work
product immunity fram

discovery.

51 0.8.Supp.2016,
§24A.5(1)(a)

12712015

Email from Wilson-EPELS Printing to Patrick Wyrick,
Clayton Eubanks arid all pasties to Michigan v. EP4,

D UARG v EPA, NMA v EPA, 8. Ct. Nos. 14-40, 14-47,

14-49 including the Motion for Leave to File Amiei
Curiae Briel”

Attorney work product
protection, Recards
protected by a state
evidentiary privilege
such as . . . the work
product immunity from
discovery.

151 0,8.:Supp.2016,

§ 24A.5(1)(a)

373772015

Email from John Lazzaretti
(Johu,lazzarettiffdsquirenb.com) to Patrick Wyrick, ef
al ; egarding Joint Appendix to be filed in Moray v
EPA;No. [4-1112 & 14-115]

Attorney work product
protection, Records’
protected by ‘a state
evidentiary privilege
sucli ag. . . the work
product immunity. from

discovery.
1 51'0.8.8upp.2016,

§24A.5(1)(a)

11




3/18/2015

Ernail from Wilson-EPES Printing to Patrick Wyrick, ef

al, including Reply Brief in State of Michigan, et al., v
LPA, Nos. 1446, 14-47, 14-49

Attornay work product:
protection, Records
protected by a state
evidentiary privilege
such as. . . the work
produgct immunity frorn
distavery.

51 0.8,Supp.2016,

§ 24A.5(1)(a)

3727120135

Email from John Martin (imartinierowell.com) (o
Patrick Wyrick, Clayton Fubanks, and all parties to
Awrora-Energy Services, LLC, v. dlaska Comnmuinity
Actionon Toxics including draft of Petition for a Writ
of Certiorari

Attormey werik product
protection; Records
protected by a'state
evidentiary privilege
such as . .. the work
produet immunily from
discovery.

51 00.8.8upp.2016,

§ 245,501 )a)

72212015

Email from Lee Beek (Iebeck 365 7.gmail.com) to
Patrick Wyrick, e/ ol regarding peénding WOTUS
Hiigation

Atlomey waork product

| protection, Records

protected by a state
evidentitry privilege
sueh as, , . the work
praduct immunity from
discovery,

51 O.8.8upp.2016,

§ 24A.5(1)(a),

1/8/2015

Email from Michelle Maxey regarding 181

Information relating to.
Teirorism, 51
0.8.Supp.2016,§
244,28,

77912014

Email from Al Ferate containing persenal note

A “[rlecord mearis all

"documenis . . . created

by, received by, under
1he autbiority of . . .
public officials . , . i1
connection with the
transnction of public
business, the
expenditure of public

Junds.or the

administering of public
property 51
0.8;Supp.2014

§ 24A.3(1).
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