                              LWCF State Assistance Program Key Points
1.  States need LWCF State Assistance grants and have grant match.  
A 2017 survey of NASORLO members found States have grant fund needs that will enable continued outdoor recreation investments.  And, States have sufficient matching funds
2.  LWCF State Assistance helps address national priorities in our communities. 
Promoting active lifestyles addresses health and youth obesity – both national priorities.  State Assistance from LWCF invested in playgrounds, ballfields and outdoor recreation encourages physical activity.  
LWCF State Assistance grants grow jobs – a national priority - through new park development and renewing existing parks.  75% of all recent LWCF funds were granted for park infrastructure development and renewal projects. 1   When LWCF is doubled (or greater) with state and local match, the subsequent impact on local economies and job creation from park projects is significant.  Impacts are especially noteworthy for local small and mid-sized businesses.  And, parks are proven to provide ongoing local economic boosts through direct employment and via support of local businesses. 
3.  We’ve heard States do not use LWCF funds and there is a backlog of unspent funds. 
Not accurate.  Delays in federal budget approvals, Interior’s LWCF distribution to the states, and, grant processing are the foremost factors in delayed spending performance.  
States typically start a grant cycle after LWCF funds are obligated through the Interior Secretary.  Apportionment Letters have lagged up to 9 months in a fiscal year. These delays, and the steps in grant reviews and approvals, have a ripple effect in the obligation and expenditure of funds. 
Park land acquisition projects occur quickly while development and rehabilitation project timelines can be affected in many ways.  Development or rehab/renewal projects can be delayed when permits are required, or, permit restrictions affect construction schedules. Construction may be affected by weather conditions as well.  And, with 75% of the state and local LWCF projects branded for outdoor recreation development or rehabilitation, construction that disrupts park operations and visitors both factor into project completion timelines. 
And, if there is a problem in a state to allocate the funds in a timely manner, there is a mechanism in place to reallocate those unused funds to states and territories which have unmet needs. 
4.  Recent project reviews showed that state and local governments nearly doubled the required      50-50 match on LWCF projects.  
A typical $100,000 LWCF State Assistance grant to a state or local entity resulted in a $300,000 project – a 1-to-2 match, more than doubling the federal investment. 
5.  When comparing the divergent distribution of LWCF for federal and state/local uses, the State Assistance grants provide these benefits:
· Close to home opportunities for active and passive outdoor recreation.
· Has an immediate and direct link to creating jobs and stimulating the local economy.

· Provides growth of emerging outdoor recreation industries in the states by creating new and upgrading park infrastructure.

· Demonstrates immediate 1-1, and higher, impact to the appropriated federal dollars. 
· Requires a federal/state/local partnership for project success. 
· Requires an open and public review of the use of the funds and approval by the Governor.
· Requires the selection of the project be consistent with a State Outdoor Recreation Plan – a plan which is grounded on public input.
6. GOMESA fund availability lessens the need for the discretionary appropriation of LWCF to the State Assistance Program.  
No. Even with full GOMESA funding, a recent study indicated state and local communities had the need for and the match funds available to fully use both GOMESA and regular (discretionary) LWCF account sources.  

7. GOMESA should be used only for oil development impacts in coastal states. 
Not correct.  Coastal oil producing states (TX, AL, LA, MS) receive far more than the 12.5% of GOMESA funding for state and local outdoor recreation.  GOMESA legislation took a small percentage of retrievable national assets (oil deposits owned by all citizens) and equitably distributed them to all states for investments in outdoor recreation grants to promote healthy, active living and well-being.  Coastal states alone received additional allocations of from GOMESA. 
8. GOMESA funds must also be matched 1 to 1 just like regular LWCF.

The match requirement that applies to regular LWCF State Assistance, also applies to the GOMESA source.  
9.  States do not have the staff to administer LWCF when amounts increase.  

      Not correct.  States indicate they have the staff to administer a doubling of LWCF grant funds.   
10. Administrative expense support for the Program is needed.

States support and are requesing a minimum of a 10% administrative allowance for LWCF Program administration.  Administrative funds are necessary to manage the stewardship on over 42,000 projects since the beginning of the program. Stewardship includes inspecting each project every five years, educating local officials on the LWCF requirements and processing any necessary conversions from non outdoor recreation use and finding acceptable replacements for the land converted. In addition, there is significant work with eligible town, city, and county governments and state agencies on grant applications, assuring federal compliance, and seeking public input on State Outdoor Recreation Plans.  
1   2017 Survey of the National Association of Outdoor Recreation Liaison Officers (NASORLO) regarding administration and functioning of the federal Land & Water Conservation Fund State Assistance Program.  
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