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nator is not going to be a commissar. I think the-reeord to date indi-
cates that heisnot a commiss ol e

" It also indicates the basic decisions about what ‘is to be done are
local—within some ground rules. I don’t think that we appropriate
Federal money with a blank check.| I think it is normal and usual
that there are certain ground rules in connection with Federal pro-
grams. But within those limits—which it is up to the Congress to
establish, we have only made recommendations, of course—it will then
be up to the locality to decide what the program is going to be. That
will have been done before the Federal coordinater comes on the
scene. His functions are not that of a commissar. . His functions
are not to make any local decisions or determinations, His functions
are really to assist the locality and assist the local government to carry
out its program—not his program. | | ‘

Finally, an information officer, would bé a person who could give
some information—and this is all to the good, this is included in our
concept—but this requires more 'than an information officer. This
~ requires a source of support—a sort of pulling together, as far as the
Department of Housing and Urban Development 1s ¢oncerned—of its
activities. -And, also, a person is|required who will be able to nego-
tiate much more effectively than an information officer would with
other Federal departments/to carry out the local programs rather than
a Fedséralsprogram., e R S ‘

I think that this is 3 much more potent position and a much more
potent role than purely an information officer would have.

And finally, I }mte to bring in the matter of semantics, but I think
this program requires an officer to do much more than hold the hands
of local governments. This man is \going to have to do more than
hold their hands, he is going to have to go out and help.

Mr. Fino. Mr. Secret ‘ouand T know thatueban renewal experi-
ence in:tlie past hasisho ederal dictation for hardship to displaced
persons. ‘ \ v

Secretary WEAVER. There has been no|Federal dictation for hard-
ship and displaced persons. 'Asa matter of fact, 1 think the record of
the last 514 years will indicate that it has been the Federal Government
which has taken the leadership to urge, and in some instances under
legislation that you ladies and gentler en have passed, to require, that
the localities upgrade their relocation |pr

But these again are local programs not Federal programs. We
do not decide in urban refrewal wher j are gomg to.-be. We
do not decide whether or not the locality is going to use the bulldozer
or rehabilitation. - But we do encours abilitation. And I think
it has been the Federal Government that has taken the lead in humaniz-
ing urban renewal. ‘ ‘

But again in our system of govern
be at the local level. i » :

Mr. Fixo. On page 3 of your testimo ou say, referring to the
qualifications of a qualified program ui s bill, “A city must be
prepared to plan and carry out a com| hensive city demonstration
program.” Is that not requiring the to do certain things?

Secretary Weaver. Noj it is nof. simply. saying that if you
want a supplemental grant over and al hat you normally would




