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" f; 1mately the same tlme and they Wlll go: out in bunches, but they do

" not overlap bec:

o contractors

ause we will not, be appeahng to the same potentlalf

“Senator CHURCH.' The fourth questlen is: The “Revenue Sharmg}
Study” proposal was circulated to the Commission members on Sep-
- tember 3, 1966. Yet the contract to EBS was not let until May 17,

1967. Do you feel such delays, in this instance one of 814 months,r“‘": -
have contributed to the fallure of the Commlsslon to meet the orlgmal» S

~schedule contemplated?

~ Mr. Peart. No, sir; certamly not matenally Thxs was the first
-~ of our studies, t|

~ do on refining it. We were very careful in working
contractors in adsy

the manner of o

i _they all needed
_in order to assur

Senator CHU

~ transitional poir
- pl
~continue holding
problems? Is th

actual study

he first of our major studies. We had a lot of work to
‘with potential
vance to be sure that we were on the right track in
ur reg
clarlﬁ

cation, and we think we had a good t1metable. s
e an efficient job and also an effective one.

nt between preparation of study proposals and the

presume ccost the Commission a considerable amount? :
r. PEARL. Yes, sir. We think they have been very productwe and

as mdlcated 1n
particular series
over to the 12th,

~ who want to be

have attended h
~ thing new has ¢

~'We have had n
'sentatlves in ad

‘the chairman’s statement, the last meeting of - thls
~will be here in Washmgton January 11 and carrying -
‘if necessary, depending on the number of witnesses
heard I think all the members of the Commission who
ave indicated that at each one of the meetings some-

ome up. We have received new insigh
nembers of the Advisory Council, éovemors repre-
dition to members of the staff at each of these meet-

~ings. For some of the Governors’ representatives, particularly, and

also members of the Advisory Council, they have been educational in

that, while some of these people are very familiar with some phases of

 the Work they don’t have the depth of understanding of other phases

~ so that we feel that what we have found out in these meetmgs has been

very helpful and ve
Senator CHURCH. -
plating further hearings in the field durmg the stu y perlod after thefk'{_ s

beneficial to all of us. :
ollowing the January meetin are you contem-‘ ‘

contraets have been let‘? ’

Mr. PearL. Yes, sir. As 1nd1cated in the chalrman 'S statement S
robably be some hearings, but we can’t plan those e
until we know what our time frame is for the completlon of the work.

- Asindicated also, the Commission, asits meeting last April, authorized

- meto

““»toﬁn

again there will!

lan such |

o

hearmgs for the Commission but we have been waiting

: out what our time frame is. Of course, if the Commission must -
- wind up its business next year there possﬂol

hearing, but in any event these will be more likely to focus on subjects

- rather than on general 1nformat10n, which i is the sub;ect matter of the e

: current series.

Senator CHURCH. Section 6(d) ‘of Public Lew 89—-606 authonzes f‘

_the chairman to

‘and authorizes the Commission to pay for travel and subsmtence ex- o

{

call a meeting of the Advisory Council each 6 months

penses of councﬂ members attendmg

(uest for proposals. After the proposals came in,
roH. The Commission seems to have reached the. .
nase. Is it necessary, then, for the Commission to

y hearings across the country to learn of public land
lere any purpose served by these hearings Whlch I

ts in problems. |

would be one type of



