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for outdoor recreation. The grant 'dpp‘lic‘ation'must pe reviewed and commented

upon by a metropolitan review agency, pursuant to itle 11 of the Demonstration
Cities Act. The g‘ramtpapp-lication' is made to the Bureal of “Outdoor Recreation
of the Department of the Interior. The project grant is made within an annual
allotment made to the ‘State by the Secretary of Interior: - B
3. A metropolitan ‘development suppllemental grant ‘to inerease the Federal
share of the park land acquisition element by 20% under Mitle 11 of the Demon-
gtration Cities and ‘Meétropolitan Development Act ‘of 1966 (P.L. 89-754). This
will increase the Tederal share in item (2) to 70%. The ‘supplemental grant may
pe obtained from ithe Land and Development Facilities Administration of the
Department of Housing and Urban Development, provided that the initial park |

" land acquisition proposal is found to contribute significantly to the planped de-

velopment 0f the metropolitan area by the metropolitan review agency and HUD.
The supplemental grantisa project grant. S
4, A grant fior urban peautification ‘of ‘the grounds of the project under the
Housing and Urban Development Act ‘of 1965 (P.L. 89-117). The Federal share
may be up to 509, of the costs of peautification. The grant application must
be submitted for review and comment to the designated metropolitan review
agency. The application is made to the Liand and Development Facilities Admin-
istration of the Department of Housing and Urban Development. It is & project
grant, executed as & contract between the grantee and HUD. : ;
5. A grant for landscaping the Tederal-aid highway right-of-way adjacent to
the overall project. It isa project grant financed from the three percent of Federal-
aid highway funds allotted to the State annually which is aVailable_fox‘ land-
scaping purposes. The grant application is made to the Bureau of Public Roads
of the Department of Transporbation. The Federal share is 100%. A continuing
cooperative comprehensive transportation planning process is required in any
metropolitan area in which Federal-aid highway funds are expended.
Under the current legislative and administrative regulations, the applications
process for the recreation project would look like this: :
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1. Four pureaus in three Federal agencies a‘dministering five grant
programs. ‘ e L : . o ) ’
9. Five separate grant appropriations, “obligations, and five separate ac-
counting requirements. ‘ i

. 3. Five separate applications (two straight project grants, and three
grants which are approved within annual State allotments by the relevant
Federal agency). . e ‘ o

4. Two State agencies as separate grantees. .

 The hypothetical recreation project appli-catibn process has—




