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Mr. Meeds. o :

Mr. Meeps. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, I would just like in regard
to this cost-benefit analysis thing, to point out that the Congress, vari-
ous committees of the Congress, have for a number of years, and I
speak of the Public Works Committee, the Armed Services Commit-
tee, and almost all of the committees dealing with material things,
haye been operating on cost-benefit ratios for a number of years.

1A cost-benefit ratio analysis presupposes the question of: Does the
investment of this amount of money return a benefit. It is not a ques-
tion of .whether it is done or not, as the gentlewoman from Oregon
implied. It is a question of if we understand that this thing does show
a benefit. .- , : v

L. would like to compliment you people for bringing this type of
analysis into the social field. I think it is an excellent tool. I agree
with the gentleman from Oregon that there it certainly is no answer
to everything but it is a valuable piece of evidence as to whether the
investment in terms of dollars and in a material sense is going to
return a.profit. _ : 1

I also would like to point out that there seems to be some con-
fusion, at least I am a little confused at this point, as to whether the
advocates of the Opportunity Crusade are saying that this should be
put into the Office of Bducation at the same time they are proclaim-
Ing that it can be part of a community action program. I am con-
fused as to how these two things can be done.
~ Mr. Quie. Under the Opportunity Crusade community action would
be.in HEW and the Office of Education handling of any programs
would be through community action agencies as wel% 4
- Mr. Megps. So this would be a further splinter from HEW to the
Office of Education. — ‘

Mr. QuiE. Under the Opportunity Crusade there is no proposal that
Upward Bound be a part of the Office of Education. Upward Bound
could be financed by the community action agencies under the versa-
. tile program just as they have been heretofore. o
" Mr. Meeps. Would it then be under the Office of Education? -

Mr. Quik. It would be under HEW with that plan. The other sug-
gestion was made by Mrs. Green in the higher education bill hearings
~that the Office of Education coordinate and administer not only Tal-

ent Search but also Upward Bound. = .
- Mr. Meeps. Would it put it under the Commission of Education not
under HEW ? _ : : :

Mr. Qure. And this is the testimony by Mr. Muirhead I read into
the record from our hearings at that time. B
- Mr. MzeEps. Thank you for the clarification.

Chairman Perkins. Mr. Gibbons?

Mr. Gieeons. No questions. A o

~ Chairman Perkins. Are there further questions from anybody ?

. Mr. Steiger? : , _

‘Mr. Steieer. The one statistic that again we can get back to, did T
understand you correctly, Dr. Frost, that the 8 percent non-Upward
Bound poor youth that you estimate now go to college are defined only
as those who attend a four year college or university ?

- Dr. Frost. We use the Office of Education book on this and it is
accredited or institutions that had some kind of general curriculum



