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large as the amou A ke the supplementary fynds in the demonstra-
tion cities bill- 106 & t tit as part of the demon-

: 1 § # single department and not
.subject to all the limitatio; i by 1aw and’ fegulations with respect
to the use of éxi; d prograngs. Néither assumptlon is-valid.

An effective natio : J% 1 cities' prog ‘participation by
a large number £ nt size, type, and geographic location. It is
only by using vid ( ith' different types of major urban
problems th | : ‘ n produce Tesults useful to all
; ] th'd sufficiently broad sam-
phng of cities can be C 1} Rl hirig the assistance available undet
existing Federal programs with t jpeci I ‘ tal—grants prowded by

the demonstration c; lation
3y : rried out under ‘the demon-

the spec1a1—supp1emental—-

. [ ] oposal, the number of cities

which could par ( : ’ tically curtailed or the size
and scope of the demonstration prog ‘smplated Would have to be réduced
to something far less than a tot ack maj ¥Ban problems. '‘Severely
limiting the num J cdl Jucing' the ‘scope of ‘the demon-

s

stration program that the city un q iriously: limit the valie of
the proposal as a n 0 11 ) X
) out ds part of the'demonstra-
‘ v‘astly‘ ncrea$ed single fund provided for the ‘purposes
tiesg 1egi§ a}tion also has very gerious defects. - It would
of Housing and{; Urban:Development responsible for fund-
et ivities,that aremow administered by. other
executive ;branch de; 1 ' Lgen i‘ 1nder emstmg grant-in-aid pr0¢
grams, - This 'would- ¢ ‘ -
The fact that 'a-parti f
existing Federal gtaht:in-did. program 1s undevta
cities program should not ‘causé z*breach n.the existing relatlonshlps between
the people who will car: he project or activity and those responsible for
admmlstermg the' : ! & ; ¢ ‘experience in the various
hese’ projee and ‘activties oughtmot to be
the normal sponsors of

61 that their fiscal control

2 artl "ede ograms for which they are

respons1ble wou, > disrupted 1f,in ¢ stra on-cities, projects and activities

vsually approved xecnt ranch’ ¢harged by law with admin-

istering these pro e BppI -a différent’executive branch agency— ud

finaneed out of ! ithorized and. ¢ ‘different lgislative sub-
stantive and app oy, T s

A key goal of the administration( monstration! cities proposal is. to show
the effectweneqs of using ex1st1\ng grant-in-aid pro rams on a concentrated and
coordmated basw in -total attaek‘ on major -y n problems, The very con-

bt : ly developed comprehensive
X ‘ograms’ ih a‘concentrated and
coordlmted fashxon .ouldw‘be To| t if these existing programs were bypassed.

‘ ( nal advantage in . tying the amount of the supplemental
grant availvahle“ he .dem ration cities legislation to the aggregate
amount of non-Fedeée ontributions réqiired to be made to projects or activities
assisted by Federal grant-in-aid pn?grame undertaken in connection with ‘the
demonstration program. ‘It serye to give the ‘Congress assurance that there will
be 'a desirable balance in each:ci v emonqtration program between the benefits
of -innovation :made possible E]y supplemental grants ‘and the lessons: of
experience already gamed fro he operatlon ‘of ex1st1ng Federal grant-in-aid
programs, H

A variation of the alternatwé proposed by - Mayor Lindsay would ‘require
that. a community all relevant, grants that could. be obtained quickly from
Federal agenicies an n,‘seek pq-pe cent Federal assvstance for carrying out the
rest of the demonstration ‘




