444 DEMONSTRATION CITIES AND 'URBAN DEVELOPMENT |

1. Immediate creation of the Institute o Urban Development calleﬁ for by
the President in his “Message on:the- Citigs,’ glvmg special pnouty‘ for the
training of'ldcal officials.

2. Immedmte attention to providing: shorf-eourse tralmng for code|enforce-
ment officials to assist them:in initiating - the: codes assistance provwmns re-
cently made available in national housing legislation.

3. Examination and adjustment of persorﬁnel policies and reerumnent prac-
tices for héusing and urban development agencies—Federal, State, and local—
to assure that they are conducive to attractmg and keeping the best new talent
available, including: |

Extension of the local public agency traﬁnmg effort supported by the Urban
Renewal Administration to all local agencies operating programs uﬁder the
new Depairtment of Housing and Urban Dévelopment ;

Acceleration of the Housing and Homd Finance Agency’s intern progmm
under the' new Department ;

Increase in the summer and part-timg:-joband internship opportumnes
for students in age»nc1es at all levels; .

Improvément -in- opportunities for professional advancement, accélerated
training, and meaningful salary and benefit increments for midcareer| |agency
personnel. i

4, Accelera*tion of present in-service halnlng activities by all sponsars and
expansion of specialized programs:into new areas, including :

Review of the mechanism for implementing title VIII of the 1964 IIousmv
Act in an effort to facilitate State-local geordination of in-service tlamlng
for future use in this and other Federal legiglation ;

Increased use. of .all presently available {Federal in-service txaxmng assist-
ance programs in such areas as aging, poyerty, and public w elffue, ‘

) Imtlat n of the new opportunities for lofal agency-university par tnex ships
¢ Higher Education Act of 1965; .

Expansion of NAHRO’s program of shor -term, in-service training tm ough
sponsorshl% of training institutes, pubhca ions, and program development.
In addition to capitalizing upon its preseift resources, NAHRO should seek

support for eetabhshlng, as a continuing, independent section of
ion, a national in-gervice traming center for administr, atofrs and
speclahsts in the housing and urban development professions.
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“NEW TownNg” RoLE IN URBAN 'GrowTH EXPLORED, PUBLIC PoLicYy I‘ SSUES
ExAMINED— (1) ForM oF LOCAL' GOVERNMENT, (2) LanD Usk CONTROL§ (3)
RELATIONSEIP TO CENTRAL CrriEs ‘

(By Robert Gladstone of Robert Gladstone & a%omates economic conqul;ants,
Washington, D.C. The following statement was presented to a general sess
of NAHRO'’s National Conference on Oct. 26, 1965. Mr. Gladstone’s firm is
responsible for a long list of economic stutlies for downtown, residential,
commercialiand industrial development projects) |

New communities program proposals have been controversial for a number of
years, failing twice to gain congressional acceptance, although changed in| sub-
stance——and even in name—from ‘“new towns” !initially to “extemlve dex*elop-
ment” in the 1965 attempt.

Evaluation of new communities as a policy of urban development—apart for
the moment from specific program proposals—can clarify the debate on program.
Accordingly, it ig our task here to identify and analyze major public policy issues
in the light of national and local trends and interests—especially the 1nterests
represented in NAHRO’s membership.

Four major items are of particular interest tH us. In summary, these are:

1. Center city redevelopment and new commjunity development—are th e
conflicting objectives?

2. New communities, metropolitan development policies, and the role of Fed—
er nl Government.

3. Social patterns and segregation—the contrast between new communities and
suburban development. |

4. Local government issues and new (‘ommuglty development—problem%‘ of
urban services, self-determination, and fiscal facto




