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Mr. BagrrerT. My time has expired. i
Mr. Widnall?, =~ - e
- Mr. Wionary. Thank you, Mr, Chairmang .~ . .
Mr. Mayor, I want to commend you for the emphasis that you have
placed on slum cﬁaran(',e and in:aiding the ppor and low-income people
i New York City. Because this isa majoi concern and should be.

. Now,.on Monday of this week; Secretary [Weaver admitted that the
urban: renewal program and other vast Federal urban programs had
not lived up to their original promise. ith that, I agree. And
Secretary Weaver is the first high administriation official who has ei;r
acllni”r,’c(;;[y this obvious fact. rﬁﬁd these billions been allocated for
the relief of truly low-income slums and ghettos during the past 20
years, perhaps there would not have been the Watts or the potential
Watts herein this¢ountry. . ... . .. -} . :

. The statements of intentdn H.R. 12341 arp fine, but largely Witho}ut
legal support.. | I S ' ;

.+ Would.you support an amendment. to this bill that would prohibit
outright f‘cor,litilitu,e{iJ Federal urban renewal funds for censtruction: of
luxury  type $500-per-month penthouses and materially restrict the
commercial—that in the last 5 years has esten up 50 percent of the
urban renewal program? Fifty percent. And that is a higher figure
than Secretary Weaver admitted to, but thesd are figures obtained from
the Reference Service of the Library of Congpess.

- I think if we are to do the job with thd emphasis that you haye
placed on it for the low-inceme people; andiin clearing the slums, we
have certainly gat to-tie down the use of urbhn renewa% funds more to
that purpose than to permit the absolute y- wei have had in the
past.: SR ‘ s 2 : Sy ;

- Mr. Linpgay. Mr. Widnall, I think my hnswer to that will have
to be a careful one. : e o ‘

In New York City gradually:the city has gi;)tten away from the use
of any Federal moneys in urban renewal totbuild high-rent housing.
They have had in the past a list of horrible examples of where this has
happened, - Andias you know full well, s¢me of the work we did
on title I about fund disclosures-were as a respilt of that. I'don’t thin
Federal money ¢ught to be used to build fluxury housing.. And I
support the purpbse of such:an-athendment ih*principle that you haye

just outlined. Lok

However, you can head into other troubleg if you should write this
into a. flat mational law, I would think.  What you need in.laws of
this kind is maximum flexibility. = And sometimes if you are attempt-
ing. to integrate :a’ neighborhood racially and econemically you: can
head into difficulty if you write flat Statemdnts in a national statute
which may comeback tohaunt you. - . § . ‘
.. As you know; we have had to introduce flekibility in public housing
in order;to get away from some:of:the éconofnic rigidities which were
put in there. i}, ! :

So I'would hes‘itate before I wonld endorsd flatly an introduction by
way of national law of a measure which in prineiple no one could he
against, but in practice, if you put.it into the bill, I can see might
create some difficulties. Lo

Mr. Wipnarn. I think your reaction is a just one, and certainly a
sound comment on the proposalthat I make. : E
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