NASORLO Annual Business Meeting Minutes, September 3, 2013, Grand Harbor Hotel, Dubuque, IA
Meeting called to order by President Bravo at 8:25 AM.  Bravo greeted the attendees and asked Executive Director Eiken to call the roll.  

States Present and Proxies:  Alabama proxy held by South Carolina, Alaska Ben Ellis, SLO, Arizona Bryan Martyn SLO, Arkansas John Beneke ASLO, California Sedrick Mitchell ASLO, Delaware Susan Moerschel ASLO, Florida proxy held by South Carolina, Georgia proxy held by South Carolina, Hawaii Dan Quinn ASLO, Idaho Nancy Merrill SLO, Iowa Kathleen Moench, Kansas Linda Lanterman ASLO, Louisana Stuart Johnson SLO, Michigan Steve DeBrabander ALSO, Minnesota Courtland Nelson SLO, Mississippi proxy held by South Carolina, Missouri Bill Bryan ASLO, Montana Chas Van Genderen SLO, Nebraska Craig Wacker ASLO, Nevada Jennifer Scanland ASLO, New Mexico proxy to Texas, New York proxy to Pennsylvania, North Carolina Lewis Ledford SLO, Oregon Tim Wood SLO, Pennsylvania Cindy Dunn SLO, South Carolina Phil Gaines SLO, Tennessee proxy held by South Carolina, Texas Tim Hogsett ASLO, Virginia David Johnson SLO, Washington Kaleen Cottingham SLO, Wisconsin Dan Schuller SLO, Wyoming Domenic Bravo SLO.   Thirty Three states were represented, a quorum was present.  Guests were introduced, Joel Lynch NPS, Elisabeth Fondriest NPS, Lauren Imgrud Pennsylvania DNR, Bob Ratcliffe NPS, Craig Sundstrom NGA, Kevin Szcodronski IA, Richard Weideman NPS, Tom Wolfe NASPD/NASORLO, Mickey Fearn NCSU, Peter Biermeier Board Member SORP, Mike Reynolds NPS, Bob Anderson NPS,  Mike Weber NCSP and Larry Orman Green Info.  
A motion to approve the October 4, 2012 Annual Business Meeting minutes, which were distributed in the conference materials, was made by Steve DeBrabander MI, seconded by Stuart Johnson LA.  Motion passed.

Fiscal Report:  Executive Director Eiken referenced the 2013 mid year fiscal report and the most recent 3rd quarter fiscal summary which had been distributed.  He reported the costs of the LWCF Summit had not been paid in the first half of the year, but the third quarter fiscal summary accounted for those costs.  In summary, he indicated the Summit revenues were approximately $ 8,000 short of the costs, with most of that being the contract for Summit facilitation by Engaged Public.  A copy of the Summit proceedings and recommendations was included in the conference packet and posted on the web site.  

He indicated NASORLO had changed the MOU with NASPD for DC representation and he had just written NASPD a check for $6,000 to cover the six months from April 1 through September 30.  A new one year contract will be signed, provided all parties agree to move forward with the effort, on Oct. 1 and will be re-evaluated annually at the two organization's annual meetings.  He also indicated he had placed a proposed budget for 2014 in the conference materials that showed what it would take to balance the budget with the current spending patterns.  However, that was a starting point for Board discussion, as the new Board has the authority for the organization to approve and monitor the budget.  
He pointed out the membership and Board had discussed and approved taking funds from the NASORLO reserves to fund the 2013 budget and he reported it was likely the $ 64,000 in the reserve account would be needed to provide support and a " bridge " to the new calendar year if the organization continued to pursue an aggressive agenda in 2014.  The Board would make that determination at their final meeting of the year.  

He also indicated NASORLO could operate currently within the dues revenues, if all the states and territories paid their $ 950 dues and the organization did not have a MOU for a Washington DC presence.  If all states do not pay, the MOU is in place and the organization chooses to continue it's aggressive advocacy for LWCF, the use of the reserves seems necessary. 

He then asked if there were any questions concerning the fiscal summary, budget overview and fiscal report.  
He referenced the NASORLO website in his Executive Director's report.  In addition to the report in the conference packet, he showed how the website is organized and how he tries to keep the information current.  Eiken referenced his role as a facilitator and information distributor and showed how he loaded information into the web site for members and also other advocates for the LWCF.  He indicated that he had placed all the 2013 Annual Conference materials online and will post other presentations and information presented at the conference online also.  He encouraged the NASORLO members to check the website regularly and to make sure they knew their NASORLO website password, so they can access more confidential membership information that may not be appropriate or timely for other LWCF advocates.  
Eiken went on to compliment the NPS for their cooperation and assistance in providing the LWCF Training and Summit, the Iowa DNR staff, including Kathleen Moench and Kevin Szcrodronski for their work in coordinating the logistics for this meeting and to NASPD, NRPA and SORP in working to find draft language for the reauthorization of LWCF.  All have different priorities, approval process and perspectives on a workable format for the reauthorization and he thanked the parties for their patience and cooperation to get the organization to this point in the process.  

He reported the IRS has finally indicated they cannot find the NASORLO Letter of Determination for our 501 (c) 6 designation and therefore he was in the process of filling out the forms to receive a new determination of our non profit eligibility.  This process is likely to take into the middle of next year, given the office to process this application is the same on that has been caught up in the controversy concerning Tea Party non profits.   Being no further questions, the next topic was a report from the Nominations Committee.
President Bravo referenced the recommendation from that committee, that to provide the strongest group of candidates for the NASORLO Board, they are suggesting a Constitutional revision which was printed out and in the conference packet.  He indicated Sedrick Mitchell would report on that effort and on the list of nominees for the Board and Executive Committee vacancies.  

Sedrick Mitchell and Tim Hogsett gave the Nominations committee report.  Hogsett indicated it has been difficult to find 2 candidates from each of the six NASORLO Regions to fill the vacancies for each Region.  The proposed change would only require one Board member from each Region, instead of the two required by the existing language in the Constitution.  In several cases, there are more than two strong candidates in each Region and in a couple of Regions there has been only one person interested.  This change would give the organization more flexibility at this point in time to find the best and most effective NASORLO members to serve on the Board.  This proposed change would be discussed later.

Hogsett indicated the nominating committee consisted of himself, as chair and Immediate Past President, Sedrick Mitchell CA, Susan Moerschel DE, Nancy Merrill ID and Cindy Dunn PA.  Mitchell presented the slate of officers.  In the NE Cindy Dunn was re-nominated, NW Nancy Merrill has agreed to remain, NW region Doug Hofer SD, SW Sedrick Mitchell will agree to remain on the Board and Jennifer Scanland NV has agreed to be nominated, SC John Beneke AR is nominated;  NC Steve DeBrabander has agreed to stay on the Board if elected, SE Phil Gaines SC and Gerald Parish TN have agreed to be nominated.  For the Secretary Treasurer position, Susan Moerschel DE is suggested, David Johnson VA for Vice President and Tim Hogsett TX has agreed to serve as President if elected.  
Eiken indicated that a vote of 80 % of the members attending the annual conference can approve a Constitutional change.  He indicated the Constitutional change ( attached ) was created to deal with the current situation by giving the organization more flexibility.  President Bravo pointed out it was important to process the Constitutional change first, before finalizing the slate of Board members and Officers, as the change might open up more options for some members.  He also indicated our published agenda was changed slightly to move up the elections from that which was distributed, due to the change in the time of the NASPD Board meeting and proposed joint meeting with NASORLO later in the day.  

Discussion about how this process might work out internally was discussed.  Concern was raised that the organization should first attempt to fill the vacancies to ensure equal Regional representation if you have interested candidates, but if there were few candidates or difficulty finding a candidate, it gave the organization flexibility to fill them with the best possible candidate.  Bravo indicated that to address that concern, it might take a modification of the proposed change and he asked this be done, prior to the vote. 
President Bravo led a discussion was held on the strategic direction for NASORLO.  He pointed out this effort started last year with the development of a strategic White Paper by Nancy Merrill of NASPD and after a discussion in Austin, a NASORLO follow up LWCF Consensus sub-committee chaired by Cindy Dunn took that White Paper, issues discussed in Austin and prepared a NASORLO response, which was in the conference packet.  Bill Bryan, NASORLO Board member and chair of the NASPD Legislative Committee had prepared a document to address the proposed legislation presented to the group by SORP and offered options to address the key points in the two organization's White Papers.  That draft would be the focus of our discussions today, with the express purpose of finalizing the key points and adopting a resolution addressing our concerns.  
Cindy Dunn presented the White Paper, a compilation of principles many of which would not need to be addressed in legislation.  It provides a framework for discussion.  Merrill added that NASPD was concerned the SORP document listed dollar amounts, but with inflation issues, they do not think the specific numbers for each segment were appropriate.   Maybe percentages, or language that indicated an appropriation could not be " less than " a certain amount.  One other difference suggested by NASPD was the specific mention of eligibility of " maintenance " projects.  This term created a forum for a discussion and clarification on whether the term " maintenance " should be used, rather than a more clearly defined upgrade, renovation, restoration etc.. It was generally agreed that whatever the term, a clear definition of the specific meaning and scope of these projects needed to be identified before promoting this aspect of the legislation.  This element may resonate with Congress, as they continually emphasize " taking care of what you have first ".  
Pete Biemeirers WI, representing the Society of Outdoor Recreation Professionals gave an update on their position paper on LWCF.  In 2007 they began to look at " what the LWCF should look like in the next 50 years ", a big task.  Have been involved since then in this effort.  They asked for ideas concerning LWCF on their web site and what you have before you is our paper on this subject to be presented to Sec. Jewell.  Their website, www.recpro.org, will have this paper posted.  They are asking for full funding of 900 million a year.  They believe there should be a national focus on an integrated system of parks and protected areas and they believe the national Atlas GIS project being presented at this meeting is a step in the right direction. They recommend SCORP as the key document to identify local, state and federal projects for LWCF funding and support.  And that the SCORP be an interagency project involving those entities, with more extensive public input into the process.  This will take more resources than in the past, so they recommend 30 million dollars a year be set aside specifically for SCORP planning.  
They recommend a 10 year review of LWCF and SCORPS be a 10 year document.  They support restoration and repurposing of the LWCF to address renovation and upgrades.  They recommend 200 million a year set aside for an urban allocation and a set aside of LWCF for federal area restoration be implemented.  They recommend expanding the federal receipients of LWCF, if the projects proposed are prioritized and recommended for funding in the state SCORP.  The recommend establishing a President's Council on Outdoor Recreation in America and DOI establish a Bureau, or some entity within the Department, to focus it's efforts on Outdoor Recreation.  And finally, they are proposing PROS Committee in each state.  This group meets to coordinate efforts in the state's outdoor recreation system and would include non profits, federal, state and local interests.
Biemeirer indicated their proposal is for full 900 million dollar funding.  The breakout is 150 million for cooperative ( interagency border ) projects, 200 million for urban areas, 200 million for non urban, 200 million for federal in holdings, 20 million for new access on federal areas, 100 million for federal renovation projects, 30 million of SCORPS.  
Mickey Fearn, representing the City Alliance, presented their views on the future of LWCF.  He pointed out that the urban component of any future LWCF must be strong to obtain the support needed in a much more diverse Congress.  He recommended six principles in moving toward reauthorization:  1.To mobilize the broadest possible constituency in support of reauthorization. 2. Increase the variety and number of stakeholders. 3.Create broader awareness of the impact of LWCF for the last 50 years. 4. Identify what we all agree to be the key factors of LWCF.  5.  Eliminate territoriality. 6. To unify the support base
And he suggested working with urban park directors and the City Parks Alliance to address a means to ensure urban uses have a high priority in the distribution of LWCF should be an important step in firming up a coalition to pass a new LWCF.  He pledged his support to work with NASORLO and others to expand the coalition to include better urban support and presence.  
Craig Sundstrom representing the National Governor's Association's Natural Resources Committee gave a brief report.  He stated NGA had their annual meeting and had not yet announced the Chair's of the NGA committees.  He expected that announcement in the next few weeks. Once that is known, he would work with the Chair and the committee to address issues brought before the committee by the members.  He said staff for NGA had also been adjusted and he now was the only staffer assigned to Natural Resources issues and policy.  He suggested that if the states wanted issues brought before the Committee, they encourage their Governor's to let the Committee know about the importance of that issue.  He particularly said the members of the NR Committee would be in the best position to be advocates for a stronger LWCF state equity statement, but they would need to bring it to the Committee for deliberation and action.  He stated his continued interest in and support for LWCF state assistance and the work of the stateside coalition. 

Stacey Pine from NRPA gave a report over the phone.  She reported that Rep. David McKinley introduced a clean amendment to LWCF to guarantee 40% for the state grants program.  This is a bi-partisan bill and does not require any new funding.  In the next few weeks Rep. McKinley will send out a Dear Colleague letter to solicit co-sponsors.  NRPA has sent out 40 letters to organizations to support this effort and intends to use those organizations to help get co-sponsors.  She asked if anyone at the NASORLO meeting from Washington state had a way to communicate the value of this change to Rep.Doc. Hastings, the chair of the House Natural Resources Committee, she would appreciate it.  Kaleen Cottingham WA responded that they had tried in the past, but Hastings has not recognized the value of LWCF, as he views it as only a land acquisition program.  
As far as FY 14 appropriations is concerned, all indications that a continuing resolution will be passed, which will continue last years funding levels, minus the sequestered amounts, until a budget agreement has been made.  There are big differences between the Senate and House bills,  Basically the Senate funds LWCF state grants and the House provides no funding.  
A question was posed by DeBrabander asking if NRPA had taken a position on the reauthorization.  Pine responded they had done some work, but Congressional staff have indicated LWCF reauthorization is not on the current Congressional agenda and probably will not be addressed until after the new year.  They felt they have plenty of time to articulate and promote their position.  

Tom Wolfe, the NASORLO representative in Washington DC, reiterated what Pine had stated and that if we are able to hold on to the current level of LWCF state assistance, it would be a victory for stateside proponents.  
President Bravo went over the bill draft that SORP had presented to us and SLO Bryan had reviewed and prepared his comments.  Bravo pointed out his would be a brief review, as NASORLO would have a more detailed discussion of the proposed legislation during the afternoon session.  

Bryan had indicated that he had not reviewed or commented on the SORP recommendations on SCORP, but indicated a NASORLO sub committee could make the necessary review at this meeting.  His key points were, the inclusion of maintenance as a legitimate use ( as noted previously, restoration, renovation may be a better term to use to define this component ).  He also recommended using percentages to define the specific sharing of the LWCF, rather than the amounts listed in the SORP draft.  The feeling was the proposed draft was a bit too specific in some of the detalis and funding recommendations.  
A question was posed about how much money should be mentioned in the legislation.  Currently, the language is 900 million dollars as full funding, but the LWCF has significantly more money in the fund than the 900 million.  Some suggested a larger amount, up to the 3.2 Billion a year mentioned in a previous study and recommendation.  Pine indicated this was risky, as there are multiple factors working against increasing the full funding amount above 900 million a year.  A suggestion was made that maybe the language should address a percentage of the annual proceeds of the fund, rather than an amount.  Merrill suggested that both and amount and a percentage should be listed.  

Ben Ellis AK, indicated that Western states oppose land acquisition and suggested what can be done in the legislation to address their concerns.  As long as there are big numbers in the bill for land acquisition, there will be strong opposition.  He would have a difficult time supporting this bill, especially if the state grants portion is insignificant.  He could support an effort to reduce federal land acquisition, rather than a straight renewal of the LWCF.  Stacey Pine indicated NRPA had a similar discussion and they have decided, rather than draft language, they would develop a list of " wants " from the program.  They would develop an ideal list of factors or components, and then determine in which areas were  they willing to negotiate and which ones were not negotiable.  They would take that list of " wants" to the Hill and talk to staffers to see which were feasible and to communicate their desires for the program.  Bravo pointed out that NASORLO and NASPD had a similar document in their White Papers that had been presented earlier.  

Doug Hofer SD, indicated the current LWCF was a relatively easy program to administer at the state level and he was concerned the SORP draft, made a simple program into a more complex one.  He felt the details in their draft would kill the bill, as elected officials would find out something they would like to change.  He recommended a straight authorization with a stateside guarantee, would be the only way to get states to support the bill.  He felt that a 40% share should be the minimum for the stateside program.   

Bravo brought back the recommendations from the Nominations Committee.  A motion to approve the slate of officers presented by the Nominations Committee was made by Mitchell CA, seconded by Johnson LA.  An amendment to the motion was made to replace Nancy Merrill as the NW Region Board member with Ben Ellis AK.  Motion by Cottingham, seconded by Merrill.  Amendment passed.  The amended slate of Board and Executive Committee nominees was then brought to a vote.  Motion passed.  

Joel Lynch NPS gave a report on the Administration efforts for the LWCF.  The apportionment letter is done and is just waiting for it to be signed by the Secretary.  It should go out in couple days.  Transition to FBNS has not gone well.  Very challenging.  A two year process, but with many last minute details.  He indicated it will be a big improvement, once implemented.  The goal is to go " paperless " with grants.  It has been a frustrating time, with the changing of DOI administration.  
He indicated the reapportionment funds will be available from the FY 11 will be used, and FY 12 - 13 funds will be allocated.  He pointed out how important it is to get those funds spent, as auditors and OMB keep asking about unspent funds.  He was asked about staffing and indicated they are stretched to keep up with the expectations and changes they are dealing with.  The budget sequestration is taking away any flexibility to fund new staff to assist.  
Lynch indicated the establishment of the stateside coalition has been noted in Interior.  He felt we are having an impact in getting more positive attention related to the state program.  He noted many programs are being reduced but the state grants program is being maintained, even if it is at a low level.  

He felt the 2015 LWCF will see an increase in the President's budget.  DOI seems to be using different budgeting techniques, including a competitive grants program, to promote LWCF.  But when it fails, they have come to the program and asked what do they have to do to get more support.  He indicated that communications with the states must improve and states need to be involved to help craft the message and provide support. The first step in that is to involve the grants staff in the policy and planning discussions to avoid these mistakes in the future. He predicts that there will be more opportunities to communicate with DOI on joint efforts in the future.

He suggested that NASORLO and NASPD combine to develop the key points on LWCF and to continue to communicate them to DOI and Congress.  He suggested that a follow up meeting with Rhea Su, Dep. for Policy, Management and Budget is needed.  DOI is actually writing a bill, so it is important to get recognized by DOI as factors in the reauthorization.  He is a proponent for using LWCF funds for administration of the program at the state level and that is the type of change that needs to be discussed with Interior.  He also indicated that NASORLO and NASPD needed to determine the five things that we want in the reauthorization and continue to promote those items with the advocates and Congress.  
Four breakout sessions reported back to the membership with specific action items to address.

Reauthorization Group - Looking at proposed legislation and developing a list of items which needed to be included in any legislation.  Report by Nancy Merrill.

They supported equity between the state and federal uses and worked to revise the proposed resolution to address the key points.  The resolution ( attached ) was presented.  A motion to approve the resolution was made by Stuart Johnson and seconded by Linda Lanterman was made.  Motion passed.  Hogsett indicated this resolution, along with a letter and presentation to Rep. McKinley would be a good way to proceed.  

2014 Meeting Site:  Sedrick Mitchell reported he committee addressed several issues to resolve before settling on a location.  Do we want a joint meeting with some other organization, or a separate one.  He reported the group felt a joint meeting every other year was appropriate.  Secondly, what time of year should the meeting be held?  They decided a fall meeting was best.  They discussed locations and indicated moving the meeting to different locations might stimulate better participation from some states.  Mitchell moved, and Lanterman seconded a motion to have the 2014 NASORLO annual meeting in the Portland Oregon area, with Oregon and Washington jointly hosting.  Kaleen Cottingham indicated that if Oregon was not interested in a joint meeting, Washington would host.  The date of the meeting was decided to be late September or early October.  Motion passed

SORP/SCORP Response Group.  This group reviewed the SORP recommendations for the LWCF as it relates to the state planning process.  The group indicated they agree with SORP on the 10 timeframe for SCORP, with a voluntary 5 year update allowed.  They felt there were already wetland plans for the states and indicated they did not support including that as part of SCORP as recommended by SORP.  They wanted to ensure that all federal involvement in the process remained voluntary and that states could receive 100% of the costs of doing the SCORP from LWCF proceeds.  

They felt the PROS recommendation was not needed and was redundant in many states and appeared to be a top down involvement by the federal government in state planning.  A position most Governor's would oppose.  And the recommended NASORLO articulate these concerns in a letter and communication with SORP, listing those points on which we agree and the points we disagreed with listed above.  A motion to approve this report was made by Bryan Martyn AZ, seconded by Ben Ellis AK.  President Hogsett indicated this was a noble effort by SORP, but that NASORLO is not in total agreement with all the recommendation and could not sign on to support the bill before us.  Hofer indicated that NASORLO must clearly communicate to SORP that we do not support their bill and ask them not to move forward until consensus was reached.  Motion passed.

Atlas/GIS Project Group.  This group looked at the proposed nationwide GIS LWCF location project presented by Susan Moerschel and Larry Orman earlier in the meeting and developed the following recommendations.  NASORLO pass a resolution or motion supporting this project.  That contingency funding from NPS be sought to fund the project.  Expand the pilot project to those states who have useable GIS data.  
A motion was made by Moeschel, seconded by Lanterman that;  NASORLO advance the development of the LWCF Map Collaborator ( Atlas Project ) partnership with NPS and the Green Info Network.  After a discussion to add more states to the pilot and determine the resources needed to complete the project, the motion passed.  

President Hogsett commented on the positive work of the membership at this meeting and the fact the organization had adopted an aggressive direction for the future.  He looked forward to the challenge and thanked everyone for being so supportive, engaged and for attending.  

Being no further business, a motion was made to adjourn by Lanterman, seconded by Cottingham to adjourn.. Motion passed.
Addendums for the Minutes: 

Report to NASORLO Board of Directors:  White Paper Draft
Land and Water Conservation Fund Consensus Sub Committee
Meetings:  November 14 and December 4, 2012
Sub Committee Members:

Cindy Dunn (Pennsylvania) - Chair, Domenic Bravo (Wyoming) - President

Tim Hogsett (Texas), Sedrick Mitchell (California), Bill Bryan (Missouri)

Nancy Merrill (Idaho),  Kathy Muir (Idaho), Dan Schuller (Wisconsin)

Ben Ellis (Alaska),   Jean Ayres (Alaska),  Sedrick Mitchell (California)

Kaleen Cottingham (Washington),  Darrel Siesholtz (Pennsylvania)

Rob Grant (Alabama),  Bob Anderson NPS,  Doug Eiken, Executive Director 

The committee was charged to identity the LWCF issues that NASORLO currently has consensus on in order to prepare for discussions around LWCF Reauthorization. We determined that the best approach would be to develop a set of principles that would guide NASORLO representatives in discussions with other interest groups, National Park Service, and Congress.

Funding Sources 
             Principle NASORLO will agree to look at additional long term funding sources, but not 
diverting current funding from existing programs.
Allocation of Funds 
Principle Our principle is to promote a robust "viable" state grants program with equity in the distribution between state and federal uses. 

Principle The Stateside program should be equitable with the Federal program                            

           Financial Assistance to States 
Principle While we recognize the issue and challenge of maintenance, we think that routine maintenance should not be eligible.  Projects of long term benefit such as renovation, restoration and upgrades are eligible. As with all uses of the funds, states should consider describing the need in their SCORP to highlight the importance and wide-spread nature of this issue. 
Apportionment among States. 
Principle We support keep the same formula for distribution, but we are open to examine other options that may better address the growing needs of urban and metropolitan areas. 
Matching

Principle  NASORLO supports the continuation of a minimum 50% match requirement to assure local buy in and support.
SCORP
Principle NASORLO will use the SCORP committee’s findings on the issues relating to SCORP, including the issue of changing the time period from a 5-year period, to a 10-year period, with a 5-year update.  We also agree that LWCF Funds should be eligible for planning and studies for SCORP, as they currently are. These are both administrative issues that can be addressed by National Park Service.

Below is an excerpt from the SCORP committee’s report.

Plans must cover at least a ten year period.  Plans must be updated every five years to remain eligible.  Priorities should be updated as high priority items are accomplished and lower priorities move up. A completely new plan is required every ten years.

At a minimum, updates should include a summary of:
· Accomplishments

· New public input

· Most recent inventory data

· Updated needs assessment

· Priorities
· New implementation plan

· Demographics

· Population projections

· Goals and objectives

· Standards, and 

· Maps

There was discussion about the wetlands provisions and we agreed it should be kept as it is useful to many states, and not harmful to others. 

Additionally, we felt that an inventory of local and federal resources would be useful, and the process would be improved by the voluntary involvement of the federal agency staff within each jurisdiction, but not to the point where they dictate to the states the individual priorities within the state.  

We also discussed the use of rulemaking to implement some of our suggestions, and decided that we need to look at which of our principles and suggestions were appropriate for administrative level discussions between NASORLO and NPS, and which ones should be elevated to more formal discussions with other entities (SORP, NARP), and which should be formalized in rulemaking.  

6(f) Conversions

Principle: NASORLO needs to have a robust discussion with NPS for flexibility to achieve both appropriate protection for the values inherent in recreation and conservation resources, yet workable solutions for conversions.

We had a robust discussion on the issue including;

· potential amortization for smaller development projects (i.e. 20 years, but that larger landscape projects maintain perpetual protection.

· great need for a less onerous conversion process  

· the NASORLO survey  showed 18 for flexibility and 3 against flexibility. 

· NPS indicated 6(f) is a contract: issue and the legal responsibility for replacement lies with the state

· It was noted one option for flexibility in conversions is to have that the state replace the property / project with state park acquisitions.

Facility Enclosures. 
Principle The current program that allows certain enclosed facilities as eligible projects be continued. 
                                             

Requirements for Project Approval 
Principle Agree that other federal funds can be used to match LWCF, if the federal fund specifically allows LWCF as a match. (Currently only two CBD and Rec Trail programs can be used as match, so a general principle is to leave it alone and be mute on the subject). 
                            
Capital Improvement and Other Projects to Reduce Crime:  
Principle In an effort to cleanup underutilized areas of the original Act, we recommend that it be taken out of the statute as it has never been used.

Publicity 

Principle Provide flexibility for signage, and to encourage promotion of the use of the facilities for health, fitness and visibility of the federal program.  We noted that this is educational and informational and does not constitute lobbying. The education is essential so that communities and grantees are aware and reminded of the 6(F) requirements.
Resolution

WHEREAS, The National Association of State Outdoor Recreation Liaison Officers (NASORLO),  representing the states and territories and providing a liaison to Congress and the Department of Interior for the administration of matching funds to state and local governments for outdoor recreation, met for purposes of their annual meeting on September 3, 2013 in Dubuque, Iowa. 

WHEREAS, On September 3, 1964 the Congress enacted the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 to provide urban and rural outdoor recreation opportunities on state, federal and local lands for all Americans.

WHEREAS, The current legislation guarantees not less than 40 percent of annual appropriations for federal purposes, with no comparable guarantees for the stateside assistance program.

WHEREAS, Representative David McKinley (R-WV) along with Representative Cynthia Lummis (R-WY), Representative Gene Green (D-TX), and Representative Alan Lowenthal (D-CA), are commended for introducing H.R. 2727, to change the funding formula for the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) to re-establish equity between the federal and state distribution by requiring not less than 40 percent of LWCF annual appropriations be set aside for the State Assistance Program
WHEREAS, the members of NASORLO and their stateside partners reviewed and reinforced their strong support for legislation that would enhance the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF).

WHEREAS, NASORLO has affirmed its priority goal of urging the United States Congress to pass legislation providing for full funding for the Stateside Assistance Program of the LWCF.
WHEREAS, NASORLO looks forward to working with all interested stakeholders to build a mutually agreeable platform and strategy to achieve the legislative reauthorization and continued success of the LWCF.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the membership of NASORLO at our annual meeting in Dubuque, IA hereby calls on the United States Congress to approve legislation to reauthorize the Land and Water Conservation Fund with language that includes full funding and requiring not less than 40 percent annual distribution of that Fund for the Stateside Assistance Program.

This resolution adopted by the National Association of State Outdoor Recreation Liaison Officers on September 3, 2013.

National Association of State Outdoor Recreation Liaison Officers                                                                                                                       

                                                                                       Signed ___________________________________





                    

 Tim Hogsett, President                                                              

National Association of State Outdoor Recreation Liaison Officers


             105H, ABNR Building, University of Missouri, Columbia, MO 65211-7230
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NASORLO ( www.nasorlo.org ) is a non profit organization  of state and territorial officials who to partner with state and local agencies to provide close to home opportunities for recreation using the federal LWCF program.
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WHEREAS, On September 3, 1964 the Congress enacted the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 to provide urban and rural outdoor recreation opportunities on state, federal and local lands for all Americans.





WHEREAS, The current legislation guarantees not less than 40 percent of annual appropriations for federal purposes, with no comparable guarantees for the stateside assistance program.





WHEREAS, Representative David McKinley (R-WV) along with Representative Cynthia Lummis (R-WY), Representative Gene Green (D-TX), and Representative Alan Lowenthal (D-CA), are commended for introducing H.R. 2727, to change the funding formula for the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) to re-establish equity between the federal and state distribution by requiring not less than 40 percent of LWCF annual appropriations be set aside for the State Assistance Program





WHEREAS, the members of NASORLO and their stateside partners reviewed and reinforced their strong support for legislation that would enhance the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF).





WHEREAS, NASORLO has affirmed its priority goal of urging the United States Congress to pass legislation providing for full funding for the Stateside Assistance Program of the LWCF.





WHEREAS, NASORLO looks forward to working with all interested stakeholders to build a mutually agreeable platform and strategy to achieve the legislative reauthorization and continued success of the LWCF.





THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the membership of NASORLO at our annual meeting in Dubuque, IA hereby calls on the United States Congress to approve legislation to reauthorize the Land and Water Conservation Fund with language that includes full funding and requiring not less than 40 percent annual distribution of that Fund for the Stateside Assistance Program.


This resolution adopted by the National Association of State Outdoor Recreation Liaison Officers on September 3, 2013.





National Association of State Outdoor Recreation Liaison Officers                                                                                                                       


                                                             


					


					Signed ___________________________________


				                    		 Tim Hogsett, President                                                              











