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three amendments to make this p opo l] more workable as an initial
experiment in the development of new First, we recom-
mend that the ‘disposition of land b ”the And dev opment agencies
be permitted on the basis of lon m leases as well as ale “of the
land, subject in both instances to T

munlty development plan. 'S 1

term leasing where desirable, we recommend that the maximum term
of the Federal loan be increased to/40 years from 15 years; this would
be in line with comparable provisiong for 40-year loans to finance the
capital value of leaseholds under urban renewal program. Third,
we recommend an amendment 4 “'171no the use of Federal loans
to cover the necessary costs of site imp ovements such as basic public
uuhmes and major streets by the land development agencies.

With respect to title 3 of the Urban Development Act, we are, fully
in aceord with the essentiality of |a: exten%ton of the gmnt authorm -
tion under the Urban Mass Tt
in our opinion, the extension of 1e undmo of th]s pmgr m for only
1 year is nmdequate both in amount and in relation to advance p]an~
ning requirements. The boa i
Conference recommended i cember . 19 hat addi ioual mass
transportation- grants be authori ¢ , 750 million per
year for the next 3 years. ‘

VVlth 1“eoard to ‘rhe gr ant ion centers p1'0p0€91
in title 4 sve ’rha 1 s
would perform a moqt uset ]
action on'this proposal,

We have also reviewed
velopment Amendments of 1966, VVe c,nppmt the proposed AYHPII(]
ments of the flexible formula for the low-rent publie housing pro-
gram to extend the period of yse of private housing for public. housmcr
purposes and to permit, the use of this formula for new]y constructed
housing as well as existing housing. Comparable amendments were
recommended by the boa directors of -the National Housing
Conference in December 1965, ;||

We also support, the pr ‘osal in sectlon 106 of the bill to estabhqh
a program for research and enouragement of the use of new and im-
proved techniques and methods of construction, rehabilitation and
maintenance of housing and other urban development facilities. - We
likewise suppeort, sectlon 107 to repeal the limitations on the use of
urban renewal grant authority for grants for rehabilitation and code
enforcement which were ifnposed by the Supplemental Appropriations
Actof 1965. | |

It is our undersf‘mdlnd fh’tt this committee will consider consolidat-
ing the three pending bil which I have commented on and thus re-
portlno a comprehensive | gle bill. In that event, we would urge
the committee to: consider mcorpomtmtr certain expansmns in and
extensions: of existing rams to improve housing conditions for

families and. individua iin farm and nonfarm rural areas. As this
committee well knows, the percentage of substandard and dilapidated
housing in rural areas is even greater than in the urban blighted areas
to which the other legislation pendlno before the committee 1s directed.

We therefore I*ecommend to the committee that it consider amend-
ments inereasing /fr $1,()00 to $1,500 the maximum limit on'the
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