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Mr. Witriamson. Mr. Fino, back in the fifties and forties I remem-
ber testifying with our‘witnesses in ILuRpo'rt of ‘the rent supplement
idea as an alternativé to public housing, so this wasn’t a new policy
position for our assoeiation. il e o

Mr. Barrerr. Will the gentleman yield? -

Mr. Emlen, does this not warrant a tremendous commendation for
the real estate boards when they have found they havemade a mistake?
Does it not show the bigness of the bpards to come out and say, “We
made a mistake, we realize it.” Wow;ld\ it not ssible that while
you oppose the demonstration cities' progran that ultimately
you may come before'the committee tﬁ‘d say back in 1966 we made a
mistake again ‘and we are coming here today to clarify it.' I.would
hope that it willhappen,. Thankyou. .||« = = coorns o

Mr. Fvo. ‘Again, we hope we m%gilt? see you in the future coming
back and saying, after this so-cdlled experiment is tried that we realize
the mistake that we'made'and we want| ‘et that mistake that we
made on top of the mistake in the first.ing S Ch

Are you familiar with the rent ceilings (d)(3)? -

Mr. Emren. I will have to defer to Mr. Williamson.

Mr. Wirttamson. Yes, on"the 221@) (3), the below-market rate
program; yes, we are. [l pL s e

M(Jﬁ('1 )I*E‘IN(;. Do you feél that we' s‘l\ro\uldl have rent supplements in the
221 (d) (3) 4 P S s R ¥

Mr. WI)LL‘IAMSON. Absblutely ‘no“t.‘ That is why last year we op-
posed the rent supplemient program as advo the administra-
tion because it was limited to tfhe‘fgé ies w’ onies were within
the eligibility ranges of the 221

mi]

)(8), beli arket interest rate
program. - We argued that 92 percent of the: American families in
the $4,000 to $8,000 ificome brackets ﬁré‘adequa “housed, that there

1s no justification ‘for a subsidy’ for families*in that income group.
" Any subsidy should be directed to those in the low-income groups and
they:-are the ones who are within the eligibility range of public hous-
ing; and while there have been some abuses in certain areas we think
by 4nd large public‘housing has sep‘red‘the‘ very low income families.

Mr. Fino. Do you'think the rent supplements should be applicable
or should be qualified” for subsidized ho like in New York City
where they have housing that is subsi'(%iz‘e&d vinterest?

Mr. Wittiamsox. ‘'You are referring our release of yesterday,
are you not, Mr. Fino? - I thinky u\m“ej,ntibnéd that. “Our position 1s |
that we are opposed to the double subsidy. =~ ‘

Mr. Fixo6. That is what it would amount to.

Mr. Wrzamson. That is ‘why ‘we like the rent supplement pro-.
gram, because that program does not have the hidden subsidies of pub--
lic housing. ' Tt'is fully taxable. It is financed in the private unsub-
sidized mortgage market. - It is going in the front door so people will |
know exactly what it will cost tosubsidize the poor. v v

Mr. Barrert. {The'time of the gex}t%errﬂan hasexpired.

Mrs. Sullivan? ‘% Y .

Mrs. SurrivaN. Thank you, Mr. ?@ha,ikna,n, - ‘

Mr. Emlen, I gather from your testimony that you are interested in
the use of more Government fundy for urban renewal to improve the
grounds and the buildings and S0 iorﬂh—im'provements in the com-
munity area generally. But you are not in favor of the Federal Gov-

|




