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housing, and second that there is in eﬁ'ec(s in such section or nelohbor—
hood a workable program such as-is currently a requirement or re-
newal funds?

Secretary Weaver. Well, as far as the first is concerned, I thmk
that we are in complete agreement as tp the objective. The bill re-
quires that there be an nnpact on sl and blighted areas, and that
there be an impact on low-income familids. - In order to qualify for this
program you would have to deal with arpas which have hl% priorities
according to the criteria which you hiye described. The difficulty
here I think is this, if you establish a high-priority system it might
require the city to select, as between saveral areas, that one that had
the highest index on these criteria rather than meeting them in general

Mr. Asarey. Why don’t you want to do that anyway, Doctor?

Secretary Weaver. Well, I think there is a problem here, sir. It
may well be that the first area that you select for this program may
not-be the worst area. It has got to b a-bad area. It has 0'ot to have
all the criteria that you mentioned

Mr. AsHrey. But you have got a yepr’s planning. |

Secretary Weaver. But my point is this, that 1t may well be that
you not only have a question of tearfing that area down where it is
bad and rehabilitating it where it is hot too bad, but you would-also
have the possibility of getting your:first proposal your demonstra-
tion proposal, a successful one. And'it may be that the area that will
lend itself to the initial success while you are learning and experi-
menting may not be the worst ared. It has got to be a bad area.
And T think you should have that} ﬂex1b111ty in order to make the
program/ work.

As to/the workable program, th workable program concept is a
citywide concept. The elements in|the workable program cannot. be
segmented. But in order for any [city to qualify for this it would
have to be making use of some of thg programs, such as low:rent hous-
ing or urban renewal which already require a workable proo ram. So
this will be accomplished by the existing situation and while T agree
with the purpose of the amendment, it is really not necessarv

Mr. Barrerr. Mrs. Dwyer?

Mrs. Dwyer. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Secretary, both vou and the
President as well as other top admhinistrative officials concerned with
urban /affairs have frequently emphasized the essential character of

an efficient mass transit system ak a part of a healthy metropolitan
area. . Mr. Secret'u-y, do you exphet to retain jurisdiction over your
Department’s present mass trans ortatlon program under the Presi-
dent’s proposed Department of Transportation ?

Secretary Weaver. I am afraid I won’t make that de(-mon, but I
think that decision will be indicated, or at least the line of that decision
will be indicated sometime this week when the Pr esmlent S message on
transportation comes up to the Congress.

. Mrs. Dwygr. But could that mean that you lose ]1111%d1ct10n7

Qecretary Weaver. I think yqu will have to wait untﬂ the message

M. B
Dwyer. Thank you. ; |

Mr. Secretary, I understand [FL.R. 12841 carries authorization for
two programs over a 6-year period. How much are H R. 12946 and
H.R. 13064 going to cost the F eral taxpayer?




