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for the Secretary to make grants to cover the full cost of “relocation payments.”

The placement of a Federal director in every demonstration city . and. the
excessive amounts of Federal financial par cipa'clon in every stage of this super-
program ane certainly not conducive to the aim to “mobilize local leadershlp
and private initiative” referred to in the President’s message. And it is very
obscure Just what such a superprogram rgally would demonstrate.

5. Failure to. awoid preferentwl treatmént.—It is enough to note| that this
is a speciaf program, participation in which would be determined by the un-
reviewable Wiscretion of the Secretary. 8 than 10 percent of the pme% par-
-ticipating:i present Fedéral programs woltld be allowed to participate in this
superprogram. - It would require a veritabje Solomon to insure that subjective
considerations did not enter into the chg¢ice of these select cities., This is
especially true under a bill such as this where ‘the criteria for_selection laid
down by thé Congress would be vague, genéral, and highly subjective En nature.

In addition, it appears that certam sections and neighborhoods  within a
city will be preférred over other sections gnd mneighborhoods within the same
city. Thus, instead of shutting the door tp preferential tréatment, this super-
program will provide greatly expanded oppottunities for it.

6. Failure to avoid the bulldozer approdch.—The purported aim of the pro-
posed act i to “rebuild America.” This:ik a noble and lofty aim. [However,
urban renevwal under Federal| legislation hfs become associated in the public’s

e bulldozer demolition approa h by which much good is destroyed

in its approiich? There s no surefire guafantee that it will, )

As recently as March 20, 1966, a New York Times news story in regard to
private urban renewal efforts in the Boerunt HIIl area of Brooklyn reflected this
concern, as follows': :

“In a sense the battle of Boerum Hill epitomizes in miniature the nationwide
tug-of-war between two principal schools of ‘urban-renewal thought.

“Ranged on one side are those * * * who envision renewal in the broad
terms of clearance and complete rebuilding, even if it means sacrificing some
sound old buildings. ;

“And on- the other side are those; like Jine Jacobs, the author and caustic
eritic of many city planners, who seée vitalityj'even in slums and seek to fenew by
preseiving existing sound: stmctures and buf 1ng sround’'a community’s heritage
and people. : |

“‘We are highly suspicious ‘of renewal,” s§id Robert ‘A. Snyder, a 3‘3lvear old,
Columbia-edycated labor-lawyeér who is'prepident of the Boerum Hill| Associa-
tion. The association i8 comprised of about-50° families that are dedicated to
reclaiming fhie heritage of the area. !

“‘We want to preserve, not to tear dowh The buildings are sound struc-
turally,’ said Mr: Snyder, * * *

The bill does pay lipservice to the fact ﬂhat prior programs have mot ade-
quately protécted historical and cultural fdatures by the provision in section
4(c) (2) that the Secretary shall give maxifitim consideration to, amop«r other
things, whether “tHe program  will enhance fneighborhoods by applying a high
standard of design and will, as appropriatej maintain distinctive natqral his-

‘caltural chamcterist1e3' * * *7|.he bill is perhaps deserving of
a small “plug?” in this regard; but this is far ¢utweighed by the lack of ¢ ‘plusses
in regard to ahy other matter at issue.

THE PRIVATE ALTmNATIVF

Communities without Federal urban reneWal aid are not abandomﬁﬂ their
cities; they are “doing it themselves” through local public financing, or| private
enterprlse Although privately financed 1mprovement§ usually leque some
increase in loeal publie facilities, this publie-cost is a lower: proportion of the
total than is:found when a public projeet t)ries to attract. private investment.
Some cities have had experience with both {ypes of renewal. In a variety of
cities. acrosg the s‘country—Houston, Pittsburgh, and Rochester to name just a
few—private énterprise redevelopment in b iness areas has been quicker than

sored: redevelopment Local” fax- revenues have been increased
sooner, and!without imposing a burden on pdople in other communities.

Midtown Plaza, in Rochester, N.Y., has gaiped wide attention as an approach
to-commerecial rehabilitation of a d(antown rea. “It was planned by two com-
peting department stores.. After'30 years Without a’'single new com‘merciwal




