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I would like to leave my statement for just a minut €
case example of my own State, the State of North Carolina. Two years
ago, at the beginning of this pro , the State of North Carolina
made State approprmtlonb available for this. program this current
year'and the year coming up.
" "We are overmatched on Federal funds ‘and T have to go to the
general assembly within the next 3 months-—«the budget is aheady
prepared—for another program and another review.

My case is going to:be a little bit weaker this time, g
because we don’t have sufficient Federal funds to match with i

So, I want to give you a case example of what can happen at the
State level unless sufficient Federal funds for matching these programs
are prowded

and ce Lpdb]llf} for ('onductlno a progra

These figures that I have just ment mned on hlndn
are not drawn out of the air ; they are based upon careful and exte
study on what is needed to do the job and upon the rate at w hl(,h

capabilities can be developed.

Also, at the time our association testified on behalf of the State Tech-
nical Services Act 3 years ago, it was with strong conviction that the
act should provide not only for the dissemination of technoloomal
developments but also should ‘make possible similar progr
with.the science.of management.

We:believe the act permlts this mtelpretfmt]on but in order to clarif
the point, we would urge that the Congress, v ithout amending the
act, would'state its “senqe that the manaoerm] scier are included
within the scope of the program. - ‘

This is’ eritical becaiise it is management which must make the
decisions® which ‘bring about the adoption of new technology and
application of new technological developments.

Therefore, it seems to us to be altogether logical that the program

concerned -as well ‘with the processes of management as with
the technology with which managemerit has to deal.

If the (‘onqress. however, feels that clarification requires amend-
ment to establish this end; we would support this action.

_Finally, and especially in view of the New England experience with
a regional ‘approach as dited above, we urge that the le
amended specifically to: authorize increased “and more direct funding
for regional programs.

This may be accomphshed through additional cial-merit funding
or through incredsed Federal quppmt of regional programs with more
than 50 per('ent matching as an incentive to reg ionalism.

In any event, we recommend strongly that.it may be made possible
for regional arranoements to be funded directly, subject only to the
approval of the several State agencies participating in the r
plan.

We thank you for the prlvﬂege of appearing before you today.
We feel that the accomplishments and effects of the State Technical
Services Act have been most encouraging. We are ready and eager to
continue; we respectfully ask that you make it possible for us o do
so.

Mr. Moss. Thank you, Dr. Turner.




