S

makes a significant contribution to, recreation resoutces available to the Distriet
citizen. Moreover, figures are not readily available:toind ate: for these cities
1 ‘capital development pro- -

- the magnitude of existing problems or the scale of
~grams devoted to recreation facilities. -~~~
In sum; I think the recreation problems of -the’ Dis ; : ‘
" need to. be evaluated in'its own terms, and decisions respecting allocation of avail-
he light of overall local needs.

‘able resources to recreation will have to be made i
ard priorities. N T e
' - Sincerely,

; ¢ . Puicire 8. Huemss,
N N . Deputy Durector.
© NATIONAL RECREATION & PARK ASSOCIATION - o re
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o citiest

+Cincinnati, OWioL o o oin oi
..Cleveland, Ohio (Boar
. “Milwaukee, Wis. (Board
Phifadelphia, Pa._..o.l:ialos E
.New Orleans; La__.ui. o< L
. -Cotumbus; Ohio /5K
. Pasadena, Calif .. 200,000
. Jersey City, NuJ.. Lot 276,100
. Providence, R.I1. ' e 191,000
District of Columbia.. i iiameieiiilea el ~-+.800,000 -

O 00 i T U U NI E

"t Major cities of 200,000 and up with separate recreation departments.: 1 1 e
21965 actual. . L o Ll

might just comm

eason for the rec

~ Mr. SHGAL. ‘Mr. Chairman, I wonder ity
this point and give some rationalization or 1

dation that the present budget needs to be af least tripled in light ¢
the urgent needs that have developed and have ex | 1n the Distric

: .

_ Ome case in point is that we found in our investigation that the

* best equipped recreation center in.the city was the Chevy Chase

 Community Center. Now, that building has been condemned, so to . -

~gpeak, and to rebuild it is going to cost $920,000—at least $920,000.

~Our contention is that this type of recreation center is needed in all

_the areas of the city, especially the poverty and low-income areas, -

and if you were to build, for example, just seven of these centers, it

- would take up the entire budget, the entire present budget that the -

© ‘Recreation Department has. And when you add to it the ne for
upgrading and improving the facilities, the need for having a mc

imaginative and more innovated program, yc

- recommend this figure, o
Mr. BuaTnik. Any questions; Mr. Reuss?
“Mr. Reuss. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

" To me; this is clearly an excellent, re;

" it is before us. When the Reorganizat

t Teorganization plan

) Plan No. 3 of 1967 ,

" basic reorganization, was before us last year, th re were some 432

- separate functions that were transferred under that plan. Had you

_ subdivided them into- 432 reorganization plans,. which happily you -
~ did not, do, you could have immobilized the for yearsto

. I note that there was a oreat deal that

- done are now being done under Reorg

- but I notice that there are all kinds of funetio

- vin the District of Columbia which' are not d

. 94-350—68—3 ‘ A




