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wating .any. Tequirement that such funds be deposited in separate bank aecounts
ppart from other funds administered by the State. Another section of Title 1T
would ‘simplify Federal aecounting requirements of Federal funds an
heir tra . e LoCOT i lin by the Stat

I other recipient unit of government with ‘the
4, permitting  Stateg to draw upon: grant funds as

/1 The. last" seetion of.Title II would ;alleviiategano,ther,major.:point of;Federal-
ft»a'tewfriction.=‘by_-'authot%izing ‘Federal departments and agencies  to ‘waive the
requirement for “g- single State ageney” and to approve other forms of adminis-
rative - organization, providing the Objectives..of the grant ‘Program -are not
pdangered,. ‘The “single -agency” requirement is found in about a quarter of
the  Federal grant brograms and in certain, concrete. instances,; it hag been used
0 shackle the States in their efforts to achieve administrative reorganization.
i Title IIT authorizes Federal departments and agencies to provide specialized
echnical assistance ang services to State and local governments on a reimburs-
Able: basis. This coneept. was formulated first and -approved by the Commission
1 response to ‘the expressed interest of individual Federal agencies and organi-
zZations of governmental officials. The title would establish, as a general authority,
4 actic _ nmental comity already enjoyed by several Federal
[agencies,; including “the Census Bureau,. Bureau o Reclamation, and Internal
Revenue Service of the Treasury Department;
{This discretionary authority 'would in no Way mo
of : Federal: «a\gen.fcies:rto.fpnov.ides}specia;l technical assistance and consultation
Services: ag a direct activity without reimbursement. as might be authorized in
their substantive legislation. and - appropriations, Further, the title ig wholly
permissive; under it, the requesting ‘State or local agency and .the affected
Federal agency would have to agree on the scope and class of the services
to:lbe performed. Finally, the services provided would - include only these that
the Director of the Bureau of the Budget through rules and regulations deter-
mines may. be provided by such Federal agencies and these rules must be in -
tharmony with, the government’s poliey of relying on the private enterprise  to
provide those services that are reasonably ang expeditiously available through
ordinary business ‘channels, The Commission is of the opinion that thig title
would encourage intergovernmental ‘cooperation: -in: the -conduct of ‘specialized
and technical services and enable State and local governmen
essary di ‘ i ervice ; ions and to achie s
1 terg ‘ :
‘ pment. The fi £ thig:title (1)
nt to establish governmentwide guides in-the formula tion,
review -of urban’ development brograms. and projeets;; - (2) estab-
lishes as a' matter of . Congressional Doliey that agencies, to the extent feasible,
take into aceount all vieWpoinrtSMnational, regional, State and local—in the
planning and : ministriation of such programss; (3) declares it to be the inftent
of Congress that Federal departmentis and agencies consult with and seek advice
from one another through interagency and other mechanismg in order to achieve
fuller eoordination in this. eritieal area; and (4) requires, insofar as possible,
that systematic planning stipulated under various individual Federal programs:
be geared to local ang regional comprehensive planning. This section then seeks.
to come to grips with Some of the basic difficulties impeding a more effective
Federal role with respect to metropolitan America, including fragmented de-
cisionmaking ‘with - respect ‘to . Federal aid tor various urban facilities and
j the absence of effective interagency coordinating machinery for such
brograms, and the failure ito consider State, regional; and local comprehensive-
Planning efforts that might relate to ‘such projects. Regarding the ‘planning.
problem, it might be noted that of the many Federa}l brograms-relating to plan-
e number have no require-
ehensive planning,
Total Federal aid to urban areas (using the standard metropolitan statistical
area as the basis for definition here) inereased by nearly $614 billion or 165
percent since 1961, |Approximately $10.3 billion of the $17.4 billion total for
fiscal 1968 will be spent in ‘SMSA’S ‘to help meet the mounting demand for
increased services in these areas. If thege funds are to be used Wi‘selyﬁespecially'




