{_1966 amendments prov1ded for technical ass1stance in the plannmg of translt:

improvements and provided funds for the training of personnel in transit opera- = k

© tions and research. It also directed HUD to undertake a special study for the
development of a program of resedrch; development and demonstratlons of new

- gystems in urban transportatmn S S

These programs in urban mass: transportatlon seek t0—~ : g

(1) encourage local planning of mass transit facmtles as- part of overall
comprehenswe planning for the urban regmn, in order to facihtate orderly'
- ‘community development :
. (2) assist in making the c1ty, partlcularly the eentral ‘core, V1ab1e by
- 'providing adequate acecess to and circulation within heavily congested areas;
- (8) provide for mobility for those WhO, because- of age, health or income,
have no alternative means of trangportation; and

(4)  develop new methods and new systems of urban transportatmn whmh’ .

~will prove faster, safer, and more economical and w111 enable newly develop—
ing areas to grow in an orderly manner.
A total of $675 million has been authorized under the 1964 aet as amended

as follows:

AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATIONS

;[In,mllhons_ofdoll‘ar’s] N

Authorization  Appropriation
" Fiscal year 1965.___ 75 80
~Fiscal year. 1966... : i 150 +130
“Fiscal year 1967... oo e 160 : 1300
-Fiscal year 1968. . OO L i 150 125
- Flscalyear1969-_-_v ....... R N R e S TS
[ R S 675 620

1Advance appropnatlon :

o L of the authonzatmn $55° mllhon remams avaﬂable for appropmatmn To fund o
- the program beyond- ﬁscal year 1969 at the level of estlmated program need

- additional authorization will be needed. 5 .
" The need for capital improvements in mass’ trans1t Was documented ina 1961

Institute of Public Administration study, and updated by HUD in a 1966 survey
~of mass transit capital improvement programs in 11 major metropolitan areas

‘containing 40 percent of the population of all SMSA’s. From this analysis, a
- current 10-year projection indicates approximately $10.9 billion in capital financ-
- ing needs—$8.6 billion for: ex1st1ng and proposed rail transit systems, $1.8 billion
“Afor bus replacement needs, and -an estlmated $1 bllhon for poss1ble future rall
- systems, B
Grant funds commltted under the 1964 act through March 31, 1968 total e

GRANT FUND COMMITMENTS UNDER THE 1964 ACT
‘ ‘ [ln mlllmns of dollars] :

, ,Cap,i,tal i Research : Techmcal o Managerial
grants development and - studies training. -
‘ demonstratlons :

 Fiscal year 1965 Cs0.7

. Fiscal yearl%ﬁ------_.’;. o106 I IO SN I & CF Rt Sy L AR
= Fiscal year 1967 ... . - ... im0 012009 9.1 3.1 0,1
‘ ‘,Fnscal year 1968 through Warch e L 1.6 - .01
Tota‘l__c__;;_';_"-’..k_k-_-*;.'-_k*--.;;_';'-__.»“‘ .:383;1. S 129,.;2,}‘ 4.7_« 11

The demand for Federal funds is mereasing at an accelerated rate An ex1stmg o

" backlog of applications under the capital grant program exceeds $255 million; ¢
of this total, $340 million is ‘requested for improvements. for rail rapld transit -
, systems and $25 million for buses and related facilities. This ratio =
_is consistent with program experlence through the end of fiscal year 1967. While -

" bus projects accounted for 64 percent (42 out of 66) of all grants, they con-
‘stituted only 21.3 percent of the total fund reservatlon under the capltal grant'
program. . 5



