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Western Tradition Partnership Montana Tour Seript

Well Mr. XXXX, I really appreciate you taking time out of your schedule to meet with
me today.

As you know, you and I are entering the heart of a critical election year, with control of
the Montana Legislature up for grabs. B

There’s no doubt about it - radical environmentalists have been on the march here in
Montana in recent years. And with Brian Schweiizer in the Governor’s Mansion, a razor-thin
majority in the State House and control of the State Senate well within their grasp, they believe
they’re just months away from cashing in — if the 2010 elections go the way they want them to.

Needless to say, that would be bad news for you and me.

When it comes to business taxes, licensing requirements, industry and labor regulations,
energy development and a host of other issues critical to Montana businesses, decisions made at
the state and local government level can often be more important — and more damaging — than
those coming out of Washington, D.C.

So what I’m here to show vou is the Western Tradition Partnership’s plan to fight back
and begin the hard work of changing the face our state government,

5w -
In fact, 'm so convinced you’ll be impressed with what we have planned this year that I
hope by the time I"ve finished giving you this short presentation, you’ll agree to help make this
program possible . . .

[Show Ask Sheet]

. .. with a contribution of $XXX.

Now, I know I have my work cut out for me, so we’ll talk about that a little Iater, but 1
just wanted to let you know right up front why I'm here.

Before | go any farther, I want you to know this presentation will come in three brief
parts.

First, I just want to quickly hit the high points of exactly why WTP was formed.

Second, I’ll lay out our basic strategies and principles and how we’ve applied them very
effectively in the past.

Finally, and most importantly, you will see what WTP has planned for Montana in the
next few months — with your help.

[#1 — Why WTP Formed]



Liberal Environmental Groups

Alliance for Climate Protection
- Alliance to Save Energy

America the Beautiful Fund
American Farmland Trust

Association of Environmental Professionals

Center for a New American Dream
Center for Progressive Reform
Citizens Campaign for the Environment
Clear the Air)

Defenders of Wildlife

Earth First!

Environmental Defense Fund
Environmental Law Institute
Environmental Life Force (ELF)
Forest Guardians

Friends of the Earth

Global Green USA

Greenpeace

Green Worlds Coalition

Keep America Beautiful

League of Conservation Voters
National Wildlife Federation

Natural Resources Defense Council
Negative Population Growth
New Progressive Coalition

Go Green USA

Ocean Champions

Our Earth

Trees Instead J
Population Connection
Population-Environment Balance
Rainforest Action Network
Protection

Rising Tide North America

Sierra Club

Student Conservation Association

Student Environmental Action Coalition
(SEAC)

The Center for Climate Change
Strategies |

The School for Field Studies
TreePeople

Union of Concerned Scientists
Waterkeeper Alliance




This right here is why Western Tradition Partnership was formed a few years back.

This is a very short abbreviated list of environmental groups across the country. These
folks have been fighting and winning at every level of government for vears.

In the past, if our side chose to fight them at all, it was always done on an ad hoc basis.
Or worse, major industry became the face of the radical environmentalists’ opposition.

Well, the radical environmentalists always claim they represent “the people” versus the
evil corporations.

So more often than you and I would probably like to admit, our ‘side played right into
their hands. '

Not anymore.






[#2 — Green Support Shrinking]

In reality, the radical environmentalists are a very small, but very vocal and organized
segment of the population — and they’re support is shrinking.

Sure, people like clean air and water. So do 1.

But folks are also getting fed up at the lost jobs, high energy prices, taxes and new
infringements on their private property rights.

And for good reason too.



#-J efferson City Mine Closed]

al environmentalists forced the closure of @

mine in Jefferson City,

' Not long ago: radic

resulting in OVer 100 displaced workers.
the loss of valuable natural resources, the mine closure cost
3] assistance 10 the workers and their families.

s the cost of
and financl

Even beside
50,000 in training

taxpayers nearly $6

..........






[#4 - Wind Turbine Project Halted]

Then, according to the Great Falls Tribune (F gbruary 24, 2008), a company named
er project near Glasgow only to have a

GreenHunter wanted to build a 500 megawatt wind powt
d object on the grounds that the +urbines will be visible from a

special interest group COme in an
wilderness arca.
n though it has

In fact, the radical environmentalists are still fighting the project — eve

been cut by 98%!

In other words, despite all thei i i
, ir harping, many in the zero- ’
really want so-called alternative energy solutions to succeed growth crowd docarrt ven

I guess they don’t want the elk to have their view obstructed by a turbine or something:



Wind Turbine Proje
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[#5 — Per Capita Income]

Of course, the radical environmentalists® real enemy has always been traditional energy
sources and resource extraction.

So it shouldn’t be a surprise that according to the U.S. Department of Labor, several of
Montana’s industries like oil and gas, timber, endured the largest decline in employment seen in

decades.
And the results for average Montanans has been devastating.
In the 1950°s and 1960°s, Montana was in the top 10 in per capita income in the nation.
By 1985, Montana had the lowest.

In 2008, we were still ranked 42"



' Montana Per Capita Income

Year Rank

1950’s-1960’s Top 10
1985 - 50

2008 | 42




[#6 — Target Industries Average Pay}

But the average pay in the radical environmentalists’ target industries is nearly double the
wage of the average Montanan — and these are the exact industries on the radical
environmentalists’ target list.



?Esmmm_ Pay in Target Industries

m Oil & Gas Extraction $54,775
" H,wmism $80,502




[#7 —Tax benefits]

qvironmentalists get ail

America the radical e
that could be used to fund

ent — the onc institution in
{ax revenue

Fven governi
—-is losing an incredible amount of

warm and fuzzy about
schools and decrease property {axes.



Tax Benefits from
ractive Ind

http. Hleg mi.govicssifiscal
Montana Natural Resource Tax Revenies

Fiscal . uUs State Total Dollar
Year Oil & Gas  Coal ~ Metals  Royalties Rovalties Revenue Change

2000 $43.773  $35.470 $4.661  $19.243 811351  $114.498

2001 92.396 32.337 5.924 31.008 20.388 182.053 67.555
2002 50304 31.614 5.740 19.772 9.123 116.553 (65.500)
2003 73.389 29.424 7.056 25.990 11.846 147.705 31.152
2004 92.676 31.545 3.572 28.736 15.249 173.778 26.073
2005 137754 37.635 9.076 36.392 22,957 243.814 70.036
2006 203.681 35.822 12.435 39.071 41.811 332.820 89.006
2007 _209.946 40.759 13.774 37.628 29.174 333.281 0.461

Totals $903.919 8274.606 $66.238 $237.840 $161.899 $1.644.302




[#8 -- Making the Recession Worse]

All in all, when you get down to the real issues, it’s. not-the.self~styled-“greens”
“mmm%m

It’s the radical environmentalists against the hardworking, decent people of Montana.






[#9 — Key)

That’s why the key to victory for you and me is to mobilize the grassroots.

Once we inform folks about how the radical environmentalists’ agenda is affecting them,
and mobilize them to take action on our issues, we have it made.

Overall, our program is designed to use issues to take the radical environmentalists head
on and beat them at their own game,

There are more of us than there are of them. And when you get down to it, politics is
really a numbers game.

Well, that’s the end of the first section, so let me show you how we’ve applied these
principles very successfully in the past.






[#10- Dead Elephant]

If you’re a group like ours, and you’'re going to kick off an election-year program, it'd be
difficult to pick a worse year than 2008. '

Political pundits nationwide were saying it was the worse political climate for
Republicans since Watergate.

Races at all levels of government throughout the country that were supposed to be safe
for the GOP were suddenly becoming competitive.

Of course, WIPisa non-parusan organization concerned solely about the issues, but we
still had very low expectations going in.



2008 Political Climate




[#11 - CO and MT program]

In 2008, we decided to get involved in State Legislative races in Montana and in a more
limited basis in Colorado.

Both states are energy producers, are split roughly down the middle in partisan make up,
citizens of both states take pride in their heritage of rugged individualism and independence . . .

... and, of course, thiey’re two states where radical environmentalists have made massive
inroads in recent years.
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[#12 — 2008 Primaries]

TR

A e,

. /ﬂ i e
We kicked off our 2008 program/right before the Montana primaries, sending out short
two-page survey to all candidates for the Stafe House and Senate.

o .
2y fz, FE V-
g +

- We quickly found in nine hotly contested& 2\ primaries, not every candidate was
willing to go on record against the radical environmentalists’ agenda.

This really wasn’t a big surprise to us.

The zero-growth crowd had been running similar election-year programs in Montana for
years, and they’d succeeded to some extent to browbeating politicians in both political parties
into supporting or at least remaining silent on their issues.
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Wester Fridiivn Wrtmrahiy

2008 Candidate Survey for
Douglas Karys Candidate for House District 48

1, Mom sxperts agred that as our pupulatioa grows along with enerXy needs, » kitchen sink™
approactt 10 EntrxY daveiopeant snd efficianey mus b employed- Howeves, ‘debure rages sloul
handicapping (raditionni fusis wehtile subsidizing mord custty allernatives wrlibe taRpayer dallnrg.

A. WILL YOU OFPOSE LEGIELATION wiCH ATTEMETS TO ﬂ>ﬂmﬂ9ﬂuﬁ>ﬂﬁt
LIMIT ACCESS TO AND DEVELOPMENRT '‘Qp CERTAILN ENERGY RESOURCES?

X wes e NO

. WILL YOU QPPOSE ANV ATTEMPT TO RESTRICT CONSUMER ACCESS T A
MARKET-BASED VOWEST-COST ENERGY FORTFOLIOT

M YES NO

C. WILL YOU OPPOSE ANY LEGISLATION OR ATTEMPT 10 INCREASE TAXES
O“hu%ﬁﬁﬂnﬁ.-_ UNDED SUBSIDIES FOR :bfﬂﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂn{ﬁx ENERGY
¥

.l.K,...kmm e ehO

2. Cuerenty, tha Sudicial system 5 baing man ipuiatzd in order o Flodk responsible sRsvY
develapment, lund development and gven forest fuel reduction projests, often without sstablishing

Lewhnical hurdles - rathar then merits of the case - 1 giop the wurgeiad deveinpment, with 10 risk (o
e ﬂE?sm? Twrer oF the salutiond whith prasent Thomselves appaar BioW (these are not mutually
exciusive): . -

n Bending the suify wihich requines the vE.EWS;mE.uns the lawsui and pisced manstary
valua upon the watk-stjIpags relarad losees 0 the davelaper, In o9 Shin swit is Sound Frivalous.

© o AJWILL YOU SPONSOR, CO-BPONSOR OR SUPBPORT A BILLTO REQUIRE
BONDING FOR %Bz:nﬂ.ﬂ.ﬁl LAWSHITS AT A LEVEL ﬂQ’ﬁSFZwC—Er.-.M
WITH THE BAMAGES TO THE DEVELOPER RESULTING FROM THE STOPPAGE?

N YES ND

b} A Vo poy” st gement whiere the ﬁw»_:.r.na:s.-.ﬁi suffictom resources 1o vover il fess

and damages & the developer, ta b paid by the platntiifin casss aof & saiit found Tncking meri

8. WILL YOU SrONSOR, CO-ETONSOR OR &UFPPORT ARILL TD REINFORCE
“LOSER PAY" FOR %O%?P LAWBUFTS FOUND FREVOLOUS OR
WITHOUT MERIT?

X ves NO

3. Curteady, phakaiffs are sllowed 10 chemy-pick afiandly™ gourt yonued and Jurists {ofast choeeing
Helena souss) o 9199 el reduction snd development projedts — vy Tar ouishie The. affrosed
wrea. The judges in et gascs do Nt represent wittaamnd i fiereved affectad by the inwsuits.

4. TheBoadof Enviranmental Review (BER) M ing to Fhangs emigsion standiands - which d&
facto glifinatos aiy PEW conl-fired sieniris pneTeten projects In the srate of Mantand = wishout
{episiative anpeoval or review. Those pollcy ohanged have fansreching affceis on out environment.
ceonomy #nl jobs, and avuilabiliy. Tha BER is wppoloned, it wtasted - therefare, such

D4R Dewgins oty = Pleask Iuttial Foge

State Capital




[#13 — Nine Races]

But in those nine contested Re ien. primaries, we did have at least one candidate who
answered survey in 100% opposition to the radical environmentalist’s agenda.

And wé made sure folks knew about it.

:
Dg,ﬂ\ el T a
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[#14 — Survey Results]

In a series of two separate mailings mailed just before the June Primary, we flooded each
of these nine districts with thousands of pieces of direct mail, highlighting the differences
between the candidates on our issues.

The results surprised even us.

Eight of the nine contested primaries were won by pro-development candidates.



Western Tradition Partnership
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[#15 — 2008 General Election)

Of course, not all issues that are

winners in Republican primaries translate into winning
issues in the General Election. R

V., o2

A
& 3

And with the poor political climate, combined with the Obama campaign juggernaut, we
weren’t sure we’d even be able to geta good read from the results of all our efforts.



Obama Surges to Lead




[#16 Survey Resuits Mail}

The results Speak for themselyes.
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 Garfield Citizans want to know why liber
; Steve Carler and Stephen mua::w__%m j
£ tosy .qMowﬂm_on.uma% efforts \
"~PROPER FOREST MANAGEMENT

} .mcmﬂb_z.)w_.m. ROAD FURDING
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[#17 — 2008 Election Results)

Even despite the Democrat sweep nationwide, pro-responstb
of 19 State House and Senate races in Montana and 7 of 9 races we targeted in Colorado.

In Montana, where we ran the most intensive program, the Republicans even took control

of the State Senate - vistually the only state. where Republicans-didn’t-get-completely walloped ..
by-the Democrats on-Elestion-Day.

I’m sure you’ll agree, that’s quite an impressive start for a group who didn’t even exist on
paper three years ago.
. - - 3 fxr}:/
But we recognize our success is due to the fact that our issue is powerful. We need to
continue building on our initial success. — '

That means expanding our program in 2010. So here’s what we have planned for
Montana. '



2008 Election Results

"Montana |
e Pro-responsible growth candidates win 14 of 19 targeted
races _

e Majority of Republican candidates pledge 100% support
for responsible growth policies

 Republicans take control of State Senate

Colorado

e Pro-responsible growth candidates win 7 of 9 races incl.
Garfield County, where 40% of drilling permits issued




[#18 — Primary Race Mail Program]

First off, of course, are the Montana primaries. We’ll begin well before the primaries by
surveying all the candidates running for office, :

Idealt £very~-candid§}_§mmQ,‘_answermlheir-‘-sur-veyé?ﬁi'éﬁging"I"GO%‘«‘oppes%tion the radical
cnvironmentalists”. agenda-before the primaries.

s et e

. h i af/
. Pgl:uaﬁ%r due to term limits, there will be 14 open seat House racesthisvearand 15 open
seaé Senitg; raees -- not counting any unexpected retirements. . _
,%Wmmmm@mammwﬁ@“pmabﬂimh X
Some weak-kneed-inctimberts il fap.ﬂsomestrdng_cmnpeﬁﬁgnnﬁomﬂmmlj_tigglﬁggﬂggmmwupxsﬁt
ﬁllhcdnectmnwef»ﬂaeﬁeumry - Mgeamgupigggjmm Son:

We’re expecting to be involved i about 8 state house races and 7 state-Senate races at a
cost of about $77,000.

- - T
1 v el
3 ‘ “ﬁl”ﬂ, ﬁ‘.‘ %
DW Xbm:' yobe "
Luc."l{



$28,000
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[#19 — General Election Mail Program]

Based on election results over the past four election cycles, we’ve identified these 49
House and 10 Senate districts as the most competitive in the state going into 2010.

-
£t

o kY

s ellow st-a:rs represent House districts, the green stars represent Senate.

5,
"

Lh i ;i NS Yy
"y E{;u.‘ ’?;? O A U o ST [ATEC S o WIS (dy”
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r e o

Obviously, this far out, there’s no telling how many ¢ of these races will be competitive as

we approach Election Day. — £l e Ll {Vi,xw,a (e be é {éf{% §
d

But there’s no doubt about it, what happens in these races W}g determine who controls
the Montana State Legislature this year.

,a—*—v-';“j',.';.

We’d like to be able to fund a full-scale program in each of these districts for a cost of

Now that’s the very bare bones of our program.

But if we can rajse the resources, there’s much, much more we can do.



Cost = $197,000
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[#21 — Hydro]

As I’'m sure you know, Montana law mandates that currently 10% of all electricity
produced by public utilities has to be from quete “renewable sources” endguote. That number
will be forced to 15% in just five years.

Well, one of the main sources for power generation here in Montana has always been
hydro-electric power — one of the cleanest and most inexpensive methods of energy production
available. e

e

""" Butduetoa special provision in the law, only pre-existing hydro-electric plants received .

;redit for being renewable energy, WhIdrﬁiﬁﬁﬁtE}y—vmks{ﬁ—fefee-e}ecmeﬂybrﬂsm

You see, newly-constructed hydro plants that are “fish-friendly,” more efficient and
produce more power do not currently get credit as renewable energy — even if they’re
constructed to replace old plants.

e
o )
Why?
,;; a - ;’:
/ A
14’! 7 »i\./bw
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[#22 — Al Gore]
My guess is that Al Gore doesn’t financially benefit from hydro power.

But all joking aside, like I mentioned before, the radical environmentalists goal is to
make aigrms of energy roduction expensive and ultimately shut it down.

By not counting hydro as renewable energy, it forces public utility compames to use
other more expensive and less reliable forms of quete “alternative” energy; meassizely driving up -+,

costs to consumers along the way -- gnd.pr»ebab{ybpaddmg,é.lﬁoze_s_pocketsl
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[#24 — Statewide Mail]

... butifit’s going to be successful, we are going to have to expand our mail program
statewide, which would increase our mail cost to about $375,000.

But the good news is, not only would we be able to explain to folks exactly why our

referssdimn.is a good idea, but we’d also be able to give them information about their House and =

Senate races, as well, allowing us to hit two birds with one stone.

g AT )

Lo e .
o/ \\’ f o o
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Total General Election Program

1. Statewide Mail Program
{State House, Senate and Referendum)

$375,000




[#25 - Earned Media)

If we have the Tesourc

€s, we also would like to utj]
coraplement our Survey pro

gram and support our referend
.

0 press release, do med;i
which we can staff and

ize paid and earned media to

First off, we’ll d a interviews, write guest editorials and work the
call in talk radio shows

run for about $10,000.



Total 025&& Election Program

1. mﬁﬁﬂﬂigﬂ g”m—. Eomﬂog ﬁwqmuocc
(State House, Senate and Referendum)

2. Earned Media Program $10,000
{press releases, press conferences, editorials, etc.)




[#26 — Paid Media]

And a few days before the election, we’d like to be able to fund a $75,000 television,
newspaper and radio ad blitz to help dispel the lies and distortions that you can guarantee will be

coming from the opposition.

We don’t believe we need to flood the airwaves with ads, but we do need to have some
presence because you can guarantee the radical environmentalists will be on the attack.



Total General Election Program

1. Statewide Mail Program
(State House, Senate and Referenduin)

$375,000

~ (press releases, press conferences, editorials, etc.) |

3. Ad Blitz
(radio, newspaper and TV ads.)

Total Cost $460,000




[#27 — Total Budget]

All in all, that brings our 2010 budget to approximately $537,000

Considering everything that’s at stake this year in Montana, I believe that’s a real
bargain. Especially considering the radical environmentalists will no doubt spend millions o

win this fight.

Now let me show you some of the very real and unique benefits of this program.



2010 Total Budget

$77,000

(all State House/Senate Targets, referendum, media)

Total Cost | $537,000




(Stide 28 — #1 <1t works”]

d these same methods on other

it works! Our staff has utilize
these kind of tactics for years.

First, and most importantly,
wih crowd has been using

issues, with great success. The zero-gro

So can we.

successful program against the radical

we can run 2
political climate.

Our success in 2008 shows
environmentalists and beat themggg_’}heir own game — even in a tough

Just imagine what we can do this year.



b&ggmom of mﬂsuog the
Program
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~ [Slide 29 — #2 “It’s about the issues”]

As a 501(c)(4), WIPisa non-partisan lobbying organization so we’re not attached at the
hip to any political party. We’re concerned only with the issues.

Because of that, once we begin moving public opinion our way on critical issues
important to land, resource, and energy developers, the radical environmentalists will be in big
trouble.

Our success won't depend on which party is in power. Politicians get the message loud
and clear when their colleagues get beaten at the ballot box. And believe me, that message
crosses party lines — although it looks as though Republicans are not as beholden to the
Greenpeaces and George Soros types who put the Sage Grouse above Sally .
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[Slide 30 -- #3 Corporate Contributions]

Thirdly, because we're a 501(c)(4) organization, corporate contributions are completely

legal under this program.

This is one of the rare prograims you will find where that’s the case.
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[Slide 31 - #4 No limit}

There’s no limit to how much you can give.

As you know, Montana has very strict limits on contributions to candidates, but there 18

no limit to how much you give to this prograr.

re comfortable with and make as big of an impact as you

You can give whatever youw
wish.



[Skide 32 — #3 Confidential]
Finally, unlike every other type of poliﬁcal advocacy organization, we’re not required to
report the name or the amount of any contribution that we receive. The Supreme Court has

repeatediy affirmed the right to lobby on the issues anonymously.

So, if you decide to support this program, no politician, no bureaucrat, and no radical
environmentalist will ever know you helped make this program possible.

The only thing we plan on teporting is our success to contributors like you who can see
the benefits of a program like this.

You can just sit back on election night and see what a difference you’ve made.
Mr. XXX, we can make a big difference this year in Montana.

Will you help make our efforts possible by becoming a partner with a contribution of
$XXXX?
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