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. There is. practlcally day-to- day routine contact:on: these with iiter:
change of information on projects that are underway with respect to
how these should be handled; in what-degree each of the two. m‘ga—
nizational subcomponents should work together in each instance..

Now, I anticipate that it will not be difficult to effect the com'dlha-»
tion on water pollution that T have referred to, but because of the
recent action and transferring the main a,c.tlvmy on water pollution
to the Department of the Interlor, the admmlstratlve arrangements
have not yet béen: fully consummated L s

Mr. Dabparto.  Mr. Vivian? ' ‘

Mr. Vivian. Mr. Secretary, I Would like to get some further 1nfor—
mation ; namely, what is the distribution of funding support among
prlvate mdustry, the State governments, and the Federal Govern-
ment for research and development on pollution control? In my own
district, for example, there are a number of firms engaged in provid-
ing and selling pollution control devices and they are fairly successful,
but I have no idea how well they serve the need. What is the amount
of funds provided by the States for both research and trammg by the
Federal é)overnmenrt;e .

Mr. Sterx. To the best of -our understanding; the resaarch and .
development, in this area is funded some 60 to 70 percent with Federal
funds at the presernt time. :

We don’t have very good data on the research and development proj-
ects that are being carried on in industry. We do, however, have. a
study jointly Wlt% the American Society of Mechanical Engineers
which is by questionnaire attempting to determine:the extent of the
‘ %Vwate industry involvement in research and development in this area.

e expect to have data available sometime ]ater thls fall and will
make it available to the committee at that time. -

Mr. Vivian. How about training in unlvemltles? My own uni-
versity has a fairly active group in this field and has for years. . Wha,t
is the relative split in training in universities? ' : ‘

Mr. MacKenzie. May I answer this, Mr. VlvmnQ i

Totally I think training is bein supported almost en’rn‘ely by the
Federal Government in the air pollution field at any rate; and I can
only answer for this aspect of the total problem. We'are currently
budgeting in fiscal year 1967 appromma,tely $3 m11110n or': support
of training in the air pollution field. - ‘
~ Two million of this is:available for grants to umverglt]es for the

: support of faculty, equipment, and for instruction and similat matters.
~About half & million is used for the support of fellow: th
support of individuals who attend universities other than
marily which are recelvmg grants. And, about a half nnlhorl dol afré :
is used directly by the Division of Air Pollution in the Public Health
Service for the conduct and support of short-term training courses
to which employees of State and local governments and of industry
can send their people for short—term technlcal course tralmng of an
intensive nature. .

Mr. Vivian. In other Words, at. the present t;me the Federa,l Gov-
~ ernment sponsors:this actwlty Is the*re any poss1b111ty nthat it Wlll :
be carried on by the States? .

Mr. MacKexzre. Well, it has not matured up to the present time. I
would hesitate to make a “forecast of what might happen in the future,




