200 DEMONSTRATION CITIES AND UREAN DEVELOPMENT

In our judgment a program designed to encoun age creation of new commpm-
ties should be tiéd closely to gener ﬁlly acceptable standards of desirable land
achievable patterps. of urban growt It should-stem from a ‘well-defined| na-
tional policy, est%yhshed after full and detailed loration: of national housing
and urban development needs. Such an urban grdwth policy can only be set after
all concerned groups have had opportunities to agvance their views of the pFOb-
lems and the proposed solutions. We have not Had that kind of full and com-
plete examination. . Those among us who agreethat a national urban growth
policy is both desirable and needed have not all agreed on the shape and scope
such a policy should take.

Mayors do not ‘usually counsel more study———aynd hence delay—m any area
of .obvious nationdl need, and they do put urban growth needs in that cateooly
But-in this mstance they feel that more study anc‘ discussion is needed and 1§ in
order.

Mayors recogn e their responsibility for de eloping ‘and ‘advocating don-
structive, meaningful roles for established communities in promoting the kind of
urban development and expansion which can and vill serve the best interests of
all urban citizens. |

The U.S. Conference of Mayors and National League of Cities are giving
careful study to (fuestlons of ‘public: policy guldéhnes for more orderly urban
growth, The studies should be completed within the year.

We would welcome—we would urge—similar qti!ldies under auspices of a b1ue
ribbon commission ‘organized by Congress

The problems should get full review by all intetested groups—public interest
organizations, academicians, builders, realtors, trade unions. Only after that
can we properly decide the course Federal, State, and local governments should
follow in trying to shape the pattérn of future urban expansion. ‘

‘We submit that'Congress should act on new towhns legislation: only! after it i
established that— | ‘

(1) The program would not dlscnmmate against older central cities and
would not promote further economic and $ocial’ dlspamtles between’ central
cities and new growth areas.

(2) . It. would not serve to promote fringe aiba commercidl and mdustrial
growth and. development to the detriment of the'central city’s tax base.

(3) It would not further promote economic dnd social segregation and the
further flight ‘of the middle class ‘taxpayer to outlying areds:

(4) It would not furtheér promote the undeﬁswable prohfelatlon of looal

. government v

“(B) It would 'not divert ‘scdatcs Federal re ources from areas of great
and immediate!need ‘into qupport of enterpri : hlch have not need of
Government support. ; g

(8) It would not serve to encourage real ¢ 1
questionable ‘vajae in” achieving more Tational ¥ n'-growth- patterns.

' iondl ‘Liedague of 'Cities advocate

3 ] Y g unities within:existing
core cities and the transformation in itiés 4f ‘existing sinaller eommuni-
ties.  Such development can be earried out:ih ‘conijunction with'' well-defined
community goals, in such areas as’ hdusing education, and employnient  oppor-
tunities, for the enﬁlre city. | Likewise, éxisting snjiall ‘gities*can be made |
new towns. ' The Leagwe of ‘Cities and Conférence ‘of Mayors ‘would support ney
‘towns legislation on'those terms. But'it cannot support new towns legislation
which ‘has the potential of accentuating urban-sulfdrban gocial ‘and economie
disparities:and devel}opmg outlymg areas at pubhc xpense~—and at the expense
of established com: ti X \

Urban mass tre
Act of 1964 for 1 !
that w1th 9x1st1nu i ) Lc

any §9110u§ planning bv loval govemments for nde ed 1mpr0vement§ of and
additions to existing mass transit systenis. '

On the basis of current need figures from qeveral Iarger metropolitan areas,
we submit that the program level should ‘approach $800 'to° $900 million a year:
‘We also submit that the interests of the program And the localities would be
served better if the grant-in-aid ratio were increased from'two-thirds/ one-third
to 90 percent/10 percént, bringing'it in line with the i0applicable to the inter:
state highway program.




