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Our second Suggestion involves exactly the same concept and would make it
applicable to the institutional grants provided for in Section 770(a) on bage six
of the Dill. Here, again, we would propose g simple amendment separating into
two items, for purposes of authorizations andg appropriations, the two groupings
of health professional schools which are characterized by markedly different
cost factors. This amendment, too, would cost no additional funds, S o

We have appended to our sStatement g draft, “Amendment Number TWO’",L
which perhaps might accomplish thig, ~ o et O Sy

This is so obviously worthwhile g broposal that we urge the Committee tp
make it immedia‘tely effective rather than for “fiscal years ending after June 30,
1969 (Page 5; line 3). : , : g ;
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- Lines 11 to 16 on page 39 of the bill permit federal grants up.to 66324 percentum
of costs in the case of projects which “The Secretary determinigs have ‘such
Special national or regional significance ag to warrant. a larger grant than ig
bermitted under paragraph (1)” (i.e.; 50 Dercentum). . o
. 'We submit that many medica] schools which might be ideally suited and will-
ing to ufndertakef Special projects of 8reat national op regional significance do not
have the matching funds for such undertakings, Moreover, they cannot justify
to ‘their local constituents the raising of funds to be used for purposes of no -
Special relevancy to the beople. of that locality no matter how beneficial the
broject might pe to the nation as g whole or to a barticular broaqd region. We
‘would also point out that the sheer impo-ssibili‘ty'of ‘raising‘matohing funds in
Some areas makes -impossible the opvtimum geographie distribution of federal "
funds. which members of thig Committee and the Congress in general have long
urged upon the Administration, , ‘ fon VR R :
We would urge, therefore, ag our fourth Suggestion, that thig Committee strike
“6624” from line 11 of page 39 of the bill ang substitute “100%" therefor, Since
- the funds for any such grant would have to come from 'the total appropriated
for the overall purpose, thig would not result In additonal expenditures. Since
‘the Secretary would have to determine the existence of Aan overriding regional
or national interest before making any such 1009% grant—ang we can as
that any such would be mattery of keen interest to other applicants—we have
no fear-that such an authorization would. be used: without serioug consideration

s

and full justification. -
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~ments to the bill. We believe their objectives are within the intent of the bill
‘but hope that such intent will be made crystal clear, = R P
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such changes in circumstances as‘may ocecur ‘between the time funds are applied
for and individual student needs become realities, - ‘ : . ,
. However, we are not sure that the bill makes it clear that an institution trnag-
ferring loan funds to Scholarships in accordance with that provision will auto--
matically -be relieved of any ’responsibil'ity it may have incurred for the return
of those loan funds. We hope that this, too, will be spelled out in the bill or in
the Committee’s report. . « ' RN :
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‘That, Mr. Chairman, concludes our suggestions for amendment or clarif
-of ‘the bill.. ' PEris S RN NG
.~ "We have but one final point to make. Tt ig one we consider all important, 1¢ is:
one to which we urgently request. you give full consideration, It involves the
- question of authorizations to be Set forth in the Aet, ,
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