DEMONSERATION -CITIE ‘ny URBAN DEVELOPMENT: 123

how you think that Cengress sho 1es(; -easy with 'a situation where
the.Seeretary of Housing and Urban Development is under no con-
gressionally 1mposed obligation e important matters. in dlsrpute‘
with other agencies to the Chief Executive for resolution. j

Secretary “Waeavez. I think 8 :gome:such obligation be-.
cause he has to exercise leader * . divection of the President,
in coordinating Federal activities affecting housing and-urban devel-
opment. In qdchtmn, there an Assistant Sec y whose
main concern will be this part  avea. I think there is adminis-
trative machinery moving toward t Whether it is moving: fast
enough or not is something I would 0 1;0‘ vflxe’ok' at after a Jittl-e more
experience and more cogitation.

Mr. Reuss. We will await your res - ;

The second proposed amendment has been a,lluded to briefly by
Mr. Ashley. That has to do wi
and the reaction of some of usto the criteria for qua; g
this program. Ihavea fear on readlng the administration’s bill that
this whele thing is somewhat of .a lettery, that the: standards are SO
vague and general that 3 cities mlght apply, or-300... “Fhere is a point
of equity, and a point, too, in keepmg aith with the cities. After
all, if ;you have invested them with | th t-stage, 90-percent plan-
ning assistance, it is geing to 'be very sappeinting to some if
they come in and are told, “Thls is only Tor 60 cities, and you are the:
200th city, and while your program technically complies, we are not
going to admit you to this-select compfmy, and you fohus dont get
any of the 80 percent. matching fumds,” :

Therefore, our idea was to beef up th
the demonstration cities program was ap
borhoods suffering from social and ecor
list them. It is not necessary for us to rough with themy. a,(faln
Your only objection .to that: this morni hen' Mr. Ashley raised
this, as I recall, was that you were afr id that this language would
present a. situation whereby city X comes in|to you with its second or
third worst social .tension:area, and w e'you would -have to.say
“No” to them, that you could consider jonl '

Such was certainly not in the:mind of \A , Moorhead, and Reuss,
in drafting this language. And I canno ndfa phrase which con-
duces toward that interpretation of it. O

Let me put to you this question.. Ift ngumge is cleafrly purged
of any suggestion that you cannot aid a second or third worst slum in
a city, if that city.elects to present it, 2 if it otherwise qualifies, if
the hnguage is ‘cured .of .that alleged tment, you, would not
oppose 1t? \‘ ; i ey

Secretary WEAVER. Not at all. I don nk it is necessary,. be-.
cause I think if you read the eriteria that we have, which is to provide
low- and moderate-income housing in a substantial amount, to do cer-
tain of the social activities and solve ce of the social problems,
to assist disadvantaged people back int mainstream of society,
with the emphasis that it has upon: the dvantaged, 1 think that
the net result as youhave interpreted your language : emd the.language
that is now in-the bill would be exaetly tI X

Mr. Reuss. I am delighted to hear that. use to our mind, it is
necessary to work out a program which h: ar criteria .and where
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