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The Cuamman. Thank you, Mr. Mott, for a very fine statement. 1
think what you have said dramatizes qulte vividly the need for
ditional funds to assist the States.

I might mention that bena’ror Kuchel is a cosponsor on S. 1401. He

ets S that he is not able to be here this afternoon. He was h
as you know, and he is tied up in another meeting.

y fine statement.
Ml. MOTT. Thank : y
The Cuamrman. Dr. bpencer &annth, Citizens Committee on
Natural Resour Dr. Smith, it is always a pleasure to welcome you
back to the committee, and we look for ward to your statement.

STATEMENT OF SPENCER M. SMITH, JR., SECRETARY, CITIZENS
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES

Dr. Smrra. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Some of my state *1’1t is repe tmu%, and I shall avoid reading it
anew, and simply hig cts of it, commenting on
one or two things.

There has been some discussion as to whether the fund has failed.

I don’t think the land and water conservation fund has failed, but
I think there is general agreement that it has not come up to the level

ain ment that mo%t peo sle thought that it would.
7 unt that had been anticipated because
of user fees to come up to the levels that were ger
econd, the appreciat ' land values, ‘[hOuOh every
t land values would increase, no one snn'fre‘;tefl » even
t, not even the wisest, at thg hme the original act wa being
formulated, that they would ris as they did; and thu‘d the

‘apid increase in land values (‘Oupled he delay between the time
of authorization and the time of purchase i
authorizations hnve beeu ) inudeq\,m‘t'e to me

I would a ] '
for financing onh 1nholdmgo and ¢ St
already established ares ‘lmt dlso to thdt ﬂw I‘ed ral (m\ ern-
ment be responsible tot ‘hases, in land acquisitions.

I should like to point ouf ﬂmt the S mtes, under the statute, were
allowed to receive money on a matching for three p
purposes. First, for the p]aumnw and staffing that was nec
second, for ’0(‘1‘9 mona] develo ; and third, for land acquisi

Now, it has been pointed out t at in many instances, the subs
an n‘r~‘ going to <911am States were for land acquisition. I think it

if the committee had before it what the
tot-ﬂ e\pu'lence un rants to the States have been, in terms
have us ed , b0, or 60, or whatever percentage it was
tol? (md (u,q_uimtum.
ed to me that, since the ral G nment under the
is limited solely to lanc isiti
the re asons causing the lapse of time
nancl ing. The Sec etary made the 1'(~\r=ommemhhon that thls be -JO~—5O
in order to alleviate this situation,




