
Congressional Authorizing Committee Members By NASORLO Region with assigned 
responsibilities and key points to emphasize.  ( Will post draft letters on NASORLO web site )

Proposal - Make sure each gets contacted from home district.. and/or home town multiple times

each month between May and October.  The letters/calls/emails  need to emphasize the 
key points listed below and, if possible, identify key LWCF projects completed or considered         
(not presently funded ) that emphasize key themes relevant to each.  ie.. Economic 
impacts, jobs, access to recreation from divergent communities, renovation, restoration, 
health/fitness, state parks, urban/metropolitan needs, etc..


When we contact them on a regular basis over the next 6 months, we have the best chance to 
get a fair deal in the reauthorization, especially with the support of the key Chairs.  Please note 
the NASORLO Board and Executive Committee members from your Region.  They will be 
following up on this request to encourage full participation in this effort.

Here is a draft email to send..  email, fax or write to the key Committee Members listed below. 

To contact your specific Congress person.. Go to http://www.contactingthecongress.org/, Then click on your state, find the specific House or Senate Member from the attached file, click on their email template and then cut and paste the following. 
  Date:

Topic:  Restoration of Equity to the LWCF program

Dear ( Senator or Representative ) 

I am writing to you to ask for your support for the reauthorization of LWCF and in restoring fairness and equity in the distribution of funds from this program for grants for close-to-home outdoor conservation and recreation through the State Assistance Program.  Reauthorization of the LWCF program and restoration of equity for the State Assistance Program will allow the continuation of the federal, state and local partnership for outdoor recreation that was envisioned when the LWCF Act was passed 50 years ago.  Local needs continue to grow as the population changes, new safety and health requirements are required and as we update and renovate existing areas.  

The LWCF was originally enacted in 1964 to help preserve, develop and ensure access to outdoor recreation facilities for the purpose of strengthening the health of U.S. citizens. It included a mandate to support the states in promoting close-to-home outdoor recreation through the State Assistance Program.  The LWCF State Assistance Program is a great example of a successful partnership between federal, state and local governments to improve the lives of communities in every county of the country. We ask that you follow the leadership of your Committee Chair and work with them to re-establish fairness and equity to the program. 

Thank you for your service to our community and for your consideration of this request for support for state grants. If you have any questions you can contact me directly. 

Sincerely, 

Cc ( House and Senate Committee Chairs; and your delegation if appropriate ) 

Here are the names of the key committee members to contact along with the NASORLO Board or Executive Committee Member in that region.

NE Region..  Lauren Imgrund and Susan Moerschel

Sen. Patrick Leahy, VT
Jack Reed, RI

Rep. Thompson, PA

Rep. McArthur, NJ

SE Region..  Gerald Parish, Phil Gaines

Sen. Alexander, TN

Sen. McConnell, KY

Rep. Wittman, VA

Rep. Duncan, SC

Rep. Byme, AL

Rep. Hice, GA

Rep. Mooney, SE

Rep. Pierluisi, PR

Rep. Beyer, SE
SC Region..  John Beneke, AK, Craig Wacker, NE

Sen. Cochran, MS

Sen. Cassidy, LA

Rep. Gohmert, TX

Rep. Fleming, LA

Rep. Westman, AR

Rep. Graves, LA

NC Region...  Steve DeBrabander, MI, Dan Schueller WI

Rep. Benishek, MI

Rep. Dingell, MI

NW Region..  Doug Hofer, SD, Ben Ellis, AK

Sen. Hoven, ND

Sen. Daines, MT

Sen. Tester, MT

Sen.Merkley, OR

Rep. Young, AK

Rep. Lummis, WY

Rep. Labrador, ID

Rep. Newhouse, WA

Rep. Zinke, MT

SW Region..  Jennifer Scanland, NV, Sedrick Mitchell CA

Sen. Feinstein, CA

Rep. Bishop, UT
Rep. Lamborn, CO

Rep. McClintock, CA

Rep. Gosar, AZ

Rep. LaMalfa, CA

Rep. Denham, CA

Rep. Cook, CA

Rep. Radewagen, AS

Rep. Hardy, NV

Rep. Grijalva, AZ

Rep. Napolitano, CA

Rep. Bordallo, GU

Rep. Costa, CA

Reb. Sablan Mariana Islands

Rep. Huffman, CA

Rep. Ruiz, CA

Rep. Lowenthhal, CA

Rep. Torres, CA

Rep. Takai, HI

Rep. Gallego, SW

Rep. Capps SW

Rep. Polis, CO


KEY POINTS TO REMEMBER TO EMPHASIZE WHEN DRAFTING LETTERS, Ect... 

1.   Reauthorize full and dedicated funding for the LWCF.


This recommendation was for full funding of the authorized 900 million per year and dedicated 
meant we recommended it be taken off budget and full funded every year at that level.




2.   Ensure a minimum funding level for state grants of at least a 40% 
share.


NASORLO concluded that, without some state grants guarantee in the Act, states are at a 
disadvantage in the appropriations process, due to the fact  the appropriations are subject to 
intense lobbying.  States do not have a lobby for the LWCF, but the federal lobby is significant.  
Therefore, it is difficult to maintain consistent and adequate funding for 
states.  States have 
been struggling to get fairness and equity to restore the primary purpose of the LWCF Act.



3.  Ensure that emerging needs identified in the state SCORP's, such as 
those in metropolitan areas and upgrades and renovation of facilities 
are clearly an authorized use ( and a priority? ) for the LWCF.


For many reasons, metropolitan areas have not felt they have received a fair share of federal 
outdoor recreation funds.  With the population shifts and the federal focus on urban area 
revitalization, there is a need to ensure an adequate share of any LWCF reauthorization be 
directed at these needs.  



4.  Index the LWCF when reauthorized, so it does not lose its fiscal 
impact over time.


One issue that has impacted LWCF over the life of the program is the fact the original fiscal 
impact of the appropriation has diminished due to inflation and other fiscal changes.  Therefore 
NASORLO and its members are asking the reauthorized program funding level be indexed so that 
it increases over time based upon the inflationary index on an annual basis. 

5.  Support expanding uses, including PILT, if Congress can find 
additional funds to ensure  state grants receives an equitable and fair 
share of the appropriation. 


It seems clear that, to pass a reauthorized LWCF, changes are needed. There is strong interest in 
the House and some in the Senate to funding of PILT in LWCF.  We feel that,  at a 450 million a 
year federal obligation to this program, if this is a LWCF priority for them, we could support it if 
the total appropriation level was expanded to accommodate full funding.
