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 APPENDIX IV

E What is the view of the Interaqencv Coordlnatlnq Committeg on—‘,,k
“ecerning the probabwlltv of belnq able to ralse the necessarv funds in
»the manner propose 2 g s

: ‘Answer: Members of the Interagency Coordlnatlng COmmlttee
(ICC) have statod ‘that the' presently budgeted funds’'aré - not . adequate
to “support the. 1ntegrated ‘research programs ‘of the IBP. They have
pointed out. that 1dentiflcatlon of program: funds for the ‘IBP 1n any
agency budget requires- ‘Bureau of the Budget approval The ICC has
'not dlscussed thls problem w1th the BOB : ;

Dr. Bennett in his propared statement of 12 July 1967,
xcommented as follows concernlng funds for the IBP-

"As I understand the Subaommlttee & 1ntent,‘1t

is desired to establlsh a focus of purpose “for

the IBP, and in so ‘doing, to seek some assurance
“that it can be defended w1thout endangerlng the . =
: overall support of the 1BP research effort.~ i

"In essence, the problem b01ls down to an ex—
ploratlon of the ways 1n whlch.« : &

"1 Additlonal funds can be seCured to
‘support IBP act1v1t1es. : :

Y “"2 The spe01fic purpose of the IBP can-
*be hlghllghted in agency budgets. ‘ ;

"3, The budgetary 1dent1f1cat10n of IBP
funds can best be’ safeguarded during the
, authorlzatlon and approprlatlon process.'_V'

”“Each of these three questlons, of course,
_donsists of two parts -+ one referrlng to the
formulation of the Presidents budget ‘for.. sub~
- mission to Congress - the other to the Con--
',gres51ona1 actlons on that hudget P




