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H. R. 11860
Supplemental Community Development Employment
Assistance-Act of 1976 |
Section-by-~Section Summary

Section 1. Short Title

The first section of the bill would provide that the bill may
be cited as the "Supplémental Community Dévelopment Employment
Assistance Act of 1976". 4
Section 2. Findings and ?urpose

Subsection (a) of section 2 would set forth Congressional
findings: (1) that many of the Nation's cities and other communities,
whose economic health is essential to natiqnal economic prosperity,
are experiencing considerable hardships due to high unemployment
resulting:ffom-recessicn;"and=(2):ﬁhatithe_existing community -develop- -.
ment“block-grant_pfogram can provide an effective mechanism to -
increase significantly private sector employment while fostering
cohmunity development in such communities.v

Subsection (b) of section”2 would state that the Congress de-
clares it to be the policy of the United States and the purpose of
thé bill to reduce unemployment by encouraging and accelerating |
locally determined community development activities to genéra£e
immediate employment in cities and -other—communities-with—high un-—

employment due to adverse national economic conditions. The subsection



also would state that it is the intention of Congress that the
provision of assistance under the bill should be in addition to the
assistance pfovided under title I of the Housing and Community
DeveloppentAAct of 1974, or any other law.

Section 3. Supplemental Community Development Block Grants

Section 3 of the bill would amend title I of the Housing and
Communitf Development Act of 1974, P.L. 93-383, by adding at the
end thereof a new section 119. -

Subsection (a) (1) of the proposed new section 119 would
authorize the Secretary to make grants, inraddition to the assistance
otherwise authorized under title I of the Housing and Community
Deévelopment Act of 1974, to any State, metropolitan city or urban
 00unty which meets the requirements of the section, to finance
community development and other activities which are approved by
the Secretary as consistent with the objectives of title I. It also
would authorize the appropriation ofb$780 million to carrxy out the
| provisions of the section, and would provide that any amounts so

appropriated would remain available until expended.
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Subsectlon (a)(Z) would provxde that, notwithstaﬁding any
amounts appropriated pursuant to subsection (a)(l): he

total of all grants approved under the section with respect to

any calendar quarter would be equal to the lesser ofvany
amounts so appropriated which rémain uncbmmitted; or’$15 million
*‘ multiplied by the number of one-~tenth percentage pointé'by
- which the rate of éeasonally adjusted national unemployﬁent for
the*most~recent calendar quarter which ended 3 mbnths>before~~»-

the beglnnlng of such calendar quarter exceeded 7 pexr centum.

o - e . .-t - o n e mee e —

o Subsectlon (b)(l) would require the Secretary to

.- - -
- X -

allocate 75 percent of the amount available pursuant to subsection (:

for grants under the section with respect to any calendar quarter.

“to metropolxtam cities and urban counties, except«that ‘the =i

Secretary coulﬂ establish such higher or lower percentage aS‘the

o, o~

Secretary deemed appropriate in view of unemployment and related

factors in such metropolitan cities and urban counties. The
subsection would further provide that, from the amount allocated
‘to metropolitancities and urban counties with respect to any

calendar quarter, the Secretary would determine, for each

-

metropolitan city and urban county-with a seasonally adjusted

unemployment rate in excess of 8 per centum for the most recent
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gélendar quarter which ended 3 months before the beginning ofrsuch
calendar quarter, a2 supplementary grant amount which would equal
an amount which bears the same ratio to the total allocation
to metropolitan cities and urban counties with respect to the same
-calendar. quarter as the ratio of (A) the number of unemployed |
persons in excess of the number of unemployedApersons which

“'i;;;;ésented 8 per centum u§employment in such metropolitan city
or urban county during thg*most‘recent calendar quarterAwhiéh
»H‘ended 3 months béfore the beginning of such calendar quarter to -

(B) the number of unemployed persons in excess cf the number of

unemployed persons which represented 8 per centum unemployment

-

in all such metropolitan .cities and urban counties during the

© e -

same calendar quarter. The Secretary would be directed to atilize
__appropriate unemployment data, as determined by the Secretary of
Labor and reported to the Secretary, for the purposes of'detérmining
grant allocationé under the.subsectién. |
Subparagraph (A) of suﬁsection (b) (2) would require the
Secretary to allocate the amount remaining, after making the alloca-
tion with respect to any caiendar quarter required pﬁrsuan; to sub-

section (b) (1), with respect to any caliendar quarter for grants under

the section to States on behalf of units of general local gcvernmentvhn
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such State, other than metropolitan cities and urban counties
therein, which are experiencing high rates of unemployment
and serious fiscal frobleﬁs'as a result of adverse economic
conditions. The subsection would further provide that, from
- the amount allocated to such States with respect to any calendar .

quarter, the Secretary would determine, for each State

—— s . e o ————— T s

eligibleAfor assistanée,’ a grant amount equal to
an amount which bears the same ratio to the allocation to States
with respect to thchalendar quarter as the ratio of (1) the |
number of'unemployedeersons in‘ekcess of the number.of

ﬁnéﬁpioyed persoﬁs whichﬁiepresented 8 per centum unempiéyment

in such State, excluding unemployed persons in metropolitan"
"cities and urbén counties therein, during the most recent -
calendar quarter which en&ed 3 months before the beginnihg of

Sﬁch calendar qUarter to (ii) the number of such unemployed

persons in excess of the number of unemploye& persons which

- represented 8 per centum unemployment in all such States, excluding
unempioyed persons in all metropolitan cities and urban counties

therein, during the same calendar quarter.

Subparagraph (B) of subsection-(b)(2) would require any grant -

allocated to a State under the section to be used, or distributed by
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such State for use in or for the benefit of units of general
local government, other .than metropolitan cities and urban
counties therein, which are experiencing high rates ofvun-

- employment and serious fiscal problems on a basis consistent

with the purpose of the section and criteria thereunder

prescribed by the Secretary.

_ Sﬁbparagraph-(c) of subsection (b)(2) would require the
Secretarj to utilizé appropriate unemploymeﬁt d?ta, as determined
- by the Segreéafy of Labor and rebortéd to the Secretary for the
- purposes of determining grant allocations under subseqtibn (b) (2),
exéept-that, in the event such unemploymént data are unavailable
fof any reéipiént; the Secretéry would be authorized to utilize
the best available unemployment data for such recipient, consistent
with criteria determined by the Secretary.
Subsection (c) (1) would require each metropolitan city and

urban county allocated supplementary grant assistance under

the Section to submit to the Secretary, ;;twi;hstanding

any other pro?ision of title I relating to requirements for

contents of applications for assistance, an application as

prescribed by the Secretary which -- (A) outlines the proposed |



Ld
-

job intensive uée or uses of the assistance and the benefits to the
community of such use or uses, particularly in terms of accelerating
planned projects and reducing unemployment through creation of jobs
in'tﬁe private sector; (B) demonstrates how the proposed job in-
tensive use or uses is consisten@ with the objectives of the
récipient's Community Development Program, if any; and (C) regquests
assistance in an amount, which together with other resources that
may be available, will be adequate to complete the proposed
activity or activities. , | |
Subsection {(c) (2) would provide fhat any application submitted
~pursuant to Subsection (c) (1) by a metropolitan city or urban
kcounty receiving‘assistance unéer any section of title I ‘other than
;section,llQ; would be deemed approved within " 30 days after

receipt of such application unless the Secretary has informed -

the applicantAwithin such period of ;pecific reasons - for -
disapprowval and the action necessary to'secure approval. Any

other applicaticn would be deemed approved within 135 daYs after
rééeipt of such application unless the Secretary has informed thé
applicant within such period of spécific reasons forrdisapproval

and the actions necéssary to secure’apprcval. The Secretary

would be required to approve an application for assistance allocated
under the section unless the Secretary derermined that the proposed
use or usesrof such assistance were plainly inaipropriate to meeting
the purpose of the section, or that the application did not comply
wifh the requirements of the section or proposed activities’

which are ineligible under the section.



- - .

’Subsection (c) (3) would éntitle any State allocated grant
-assistance with respect to any calendar quartér under subsection
(b)(2) to receive such assistance promptly aftér complying with such
application requirements as tpe Secretary may prescriﬁe, consistent
- with requiiementé'applicable under the preceding subsectidn
or othérwise deemed app#opriate by the Secretary to assure
achigvement of the purpose of assistance under the section.

. Subsection (d) would permit a recipient to use any assistance
grantéd‘under the section for any activity éligible for

 assistince under section 105(a) of title I, except that up to

. . - i .
25 per centum of the amount allocated to any recipient with
 respect to’any calendar quarter cculd be used for such other

activity or activities as may be deemed by the Secretary to be

consistent with the objectives of the title and assistance undef
,the.section, reépectively. | |

. Subsection (e) would provide that, except where otherwise
provided in the section,.assistance.under the section would be
subject tg all of the requirements énd pro&isions of title I, except
‘that the Secretary may waive any such requirement or provisionfwhich

the applicant certifies will adversely’effect the efficiency or

impact of the funds provided under this section.
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Subsection (f) would authorizé the Secretary to pxescrihe such
. rules and regulations, and to take such steps as may be neceséary,
to assure the prompt implementation of the assistance program‘
authorized uhder the section with respect to any calendar quarter,
commencing with the calendar quarter beginning on April‘l, 1976,
with respect to which assistance was allocated hereéeunder.
Subsection (g) would prohibit the Secretary from approving
any assistance under the section with respect to any céleﬁdar

quarter after the calendar quarter which ends on March 31, 1978.
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E.D.A. BUSINESS EMPLOYMENT INCENTIVE GRANTS

The Problem
More than éeven million Americans are unable to find work, and the nation
is spending $19.4 billion this year on unemployment compensation.
The nation's industrial plant is operating at only about 70% of its capacity,
and~the national economy is losing an estimated $125 billion in idle productive potential.

The Purpose

The purpose of this program is to stimulate the growth of employment oppor-

tunities in private business through incentive grants to private employers who will
expand their business operations to provide jobs for long-term unemployed Americans
who have been seriously endeavoring to secure work.

It is so structured as to encourage sound investment and expansion in the

private sector and to gain for the American economy the greatest possible number of new

jobs for the public dollars invested.

It also is designed to simplify administrative procedures by processing these

incentive grants through an existing agency, the Economic Development Administration,

‘which for the past several yvears has administered an active program of private business
loans énd grants. |
| The Program
Here is what this program would provide:

For any private business, farm or other legitimate employer which will

increase its payroll by employing any person who has been out of work and actively
seeking employment for at least four months prior to the date of such new employment:
An incentive grant for the first six months of each such additional
employment equal to one-third of the employee's salary for the six-
month period or $2,000, whichever is the lesser; and
An incentive grant for the second six months of such continuous
employment equal to one-fourth of the employee's salary for the

second six-month period or $1,500, whichever is the lesser.

Provided that such employment must represent an actual increase in the total

employment by such employer and is not achieved by laying off or replacing any other
employee.

To be eligible, the employee must certify that he/she has been
out of work for the previous four months or longer and during
such period has been actively seeking employment.

Employer must certify that the position filled is an actual addi-
tion to the work force of such employer and has not been created
by the dismissal of another employee for purpose of receiving
such federal matching grant.



Penalty for false swearing shall be, in the case of an employee,

not more than $5,000; and in the case of an employer not less

than $1,000 nor more than $10,000 for each such offense.

For purpose of making such incentive grants, funds would be authorized and
appropriated to the E.D.A., beginning with the transition quarter (July 1 - September

30, 1976), and extending through fiscal 1977 (October 1, 1976 - September 30, 1977).

This would be a 15-month program.

3

ADVANTAGES
The advantages of the above described program include the following:

1. It will generate more new jobs for a given amount of federal investment

than can be created in any other way. Assuming an average wage at $7,000 annually,

each $1 billion of federal funds invested in this program will produce approximately

500,000 new and additional jobs in the American economy. (A $5 billion investment
would create approximately 2.5 million new jobs.)

2, Per job cost to the public is remarkably less thamn by any other method.

Again assuming an average job at $7,000 annually, the average federal cost for each new

;job created would be $2,000 for the full year. In no case could the government invest
more than‘$3,500, and this top figure would apply only to jobs paying $12,000 and up.
3. TFor each federal dollar spent to create a new and additional job for |
one jear, private business will provide at least $2.50. Each $1 billion in federal
funds expénded on new employment will étimulate a total public and private investment

in job creation of at least $3.5 billion. (A $3 billion program, for example, would

stimulate at least $10.5 billion in new payrolls.)

4. The total federal cost will be self~liquidating in the very near term.

It will, in fact, yield a demonstrable benefit to the Treasury within the first full
year of its operation.

A 82 billion investment would yield one million new jobs at an average
salary of $7,000 a year. Assuming that two-thirds are taken off un-
employment compensation at a per capita saving to the public of $3,000
annually, the government would save the full $2 billion in unemployment
compensation. And income taxes realized if estimated at only $1,100 per
employed worker would come to $1.1 billion —- for a total fiscal benefit
to the government of about $3,1 billion for its $2 billion investment.

5. Therefore, the more of the E.D.A. incentive grant "seed money" that
actually could be put into the stream of private employment, the greater the dividends
to the governmeﬁt and the greater the benefits to the nation's economy.

| 6. By encouraging additional employment in private business, this program

will stimulate expansion of the private sector vis-—a-vis the public sector.



7. Most of the jobs so created are not likely to be "dead end” jobs. Many

will be lasting jobs. No business would make the private investment requirad unless

it could see at least a reasonable potential that the new and additional employment
will be profitable a;d self-sustaining after one year.

8. To the extent that these incentive grants —- by relieving business of a
part of the labér costs involved in business expansion -— could free up capital for

1

additional investments in plant, equipmeﬁt and materials, the '"seed moner" would truly

generate a multiplier effect within the nation's private economy, resulting in still

more job opportunities in related industries. And the added purchasing —ocwer of one

million or more additional employed bread earners could spark a remarkabiy sound and
continuing recovery.

9. Finally, the program could go into effeét quite rapidly. It would be
largely self-generating, and would require little administrative detail. It is simple
and direct and treats all employers —- large and small - exactly alike.

The only limiting factor to this program's success would be ths degree and
extent to which businesses of all types might be prepared to avail themszlves of it by
expanding their employment. If it stimulated relatively less expansion than we foresee,
it would cost relatively less. If it resulted in the creation of only 239,000 new jobs
in the private sector, for example, it would result in only about $500 miilion in outlays
regardless of the total amount authorized. On the other hand, if every collar authorized
is used, so much the better for both the government and the economy. Every dollar must
go directly into the creation of a job. And we know of no other way in w2ich procductive
new jobs can be stimulated so cheaply. :




H.R. 5247 - Local Public Works Capitol Development and Investment Act of 1975 '

President Ford has stated that he Wwill veto this bill. It would authorize
over six (6) billion dollars in increased federal funding for public
works. projects, temporary assistance grants to state and local
governments, and several other programs. In addition to seriously.
increasing the federal deficit in FY '77 and '78, the Administration

~ considers these proposed programs ineffective means of stimulating
the economy. ' ‘ /

-



The purpose of this memorandum is to provide a brief
discussion of H.R. 5247 and to outline the advantages of
a community development block grant substitute for the
enrolled enactment. .

I. Summary of Description and Weaknesses of H.R. 5247

Title I. Provides a FY 1977 authorization of $2.5
billion for 100% federal grants for local public works ,
projects, thereby replac;ng careful local project salectlon
with grantsmanship.

Title II. Provides for temporary grants to State and
- local governments to help them maintain basic municipal
sexvices. The estimated cost is $1.5 billion over the
next 15 months. The program is triggered by the national
- unemployment rate exceeding 6%, and the level of funding
increases.

Because it bases local fund allocations in part on
local taxes raised, cities and States would receive aid
based on what they spend, creating incentives to greater
expendltures. '

A N - . -

Tltle IIX. Provides (1) $1.4 billion in FY 1977 funds -
for EPA's wastewater treatment grants, (2) an extension,
$500 million authorization and modification of the Job
Opportunities program, (3) interest subsidies on EDA loans
to businesses, and (4) additional EDA grant and loan author-
ity which would effectively make EDA an Urban Renewal Agency.

Only a small proportion of the over $6 billion cost of
H.R. 5247 would be available, in the short term, to create
local jobs. :

IT. Proposed Alternative to H.R. 5247

A. Program Description

-

Under HUD's proposal funds would be provided
primarily to cities with more than 50,000 population, since
they were the hardest hit by the recent recession and will
be slowest to recover. These cities are least likely, in
the short term, to benefit from general fiscal policies.-
The HUD proposal builds on your concern for creating private

sector jobs, by concentrating assistance in areas of hlgh
unemployment. R



The program would be activated only when the
national unemployment rate is over 7%, and $15 million
per quarter would be available for each .1% by which
unemployment exceeds 7%. .

Assistance would be provided only to cities
with unemployment over 8% based on the extent to which
the city's unemployment exceeds 8%.

Twenty-five percent of the funds would be dis-~
tributed to states with unemployment over 8% to use in
areas outside cities of 50,000.

B. Program Administration

Grants would flow into their community development
program, subject to the same statutory standards as
community development block grants. To participate, the
city would submit a brief statement of its planned use of
the funding, referencing its HUD-approved communlty
development application. . -

C. . Advantages

{1) The measure provides emergency relief only
to those local governments with hlgh
unemployment.

(2) Cities which experience improved employment
~  conditions will have their own supplemental
funding reduced quarterly.

(3) The program phases out automatically when
the national unemployment rate drops below
7%, which is predicted to occur in early
1977.

(4) Directing supplementary funding into local
community developrent programs is responsive
to the special problems of the cities. 1In
addition to stimulating the local economy
with "new" money, the supplement will allow
the recipients to attract and keep industry
and stabilize and 1mprove declining neighbor-
hoods. These activities should create
private sector jobs and improve the 1ocal
economy .



(5)

- (6)

(7}

(8)

(9)

(10)

Most of the funds would be spent on activities
which create jobs in the private sector rather
than creating long term obligations for
financially strapped local governments by
swelling public payrolls.

The HUD proposal, at a cost of $780 mllllon,
will create at least 38,000 jobs during the
first guarter after 1mplementatlon and another
25,000 “within the next 6 months. In contrast,
H.R. 5247, at a total cost of over $6 billion,
would produce 28,000 jobs during the first
quarter after implementation. Ultimately,

H.R. 5247 would create up to 198,000 additional
jobs, but only long after the program was .
implemented and the stimulus needed.

Use of the existing block grant administrative -
structure at the Federal and local level
reduces start-up time and administrative costs; .

‘requires local priority-setting which would be

lost under the categorical programs in. H.R.
5247; and avoids the disruption which often
occurs when Federal funds are discontinued.

As the economy continues to recover and interest
rates fall, the cost of government borrowing
will decrease and the Administration can remain
within its budget target of $395 billion.

The $6 billion public works/public employment
bill now before you passed the House by a clear
veto cverride margin. Availability of a far
less costly and programmatically sounder
Administration alternative ﬂould provide the

‘margin to sustain a veto.

Proposing an alternative, even if it is i
unsuccessful and the veto is overridden, shows
that the Administration is concerned about and
looking for ways to help urban centers with
high unemployment. :



75 CITIES OVER 50,000 WITH WORST UNEMPLOYMENT (12% OR GREATER)

COMPARISON BETWEEN TITLE II OF H.R. 5247 AT FULL FUNDING FOR
ONE QUARTER AT 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($437.5 MILLION) AND H.R. 11860
AT FULL FUNDING FOR ONE QUARTER AT 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($225 MILLION)

PERCENT ALLOCATION UNDER ALLOCATION
UNEMPLOYMENT H.R. 5247 ($000) UNDER H.R.

11860 (5000

ATLABAMA : :
Gadsden A " 15.1 135.6 . 323.
CALIFORNIA ) . .
Berkeley ' T 13.4 ‘ 260.7 654.
Compton ‘ 1l4.6 101.86 386.
Modesto ‘ 12.4 B 114.8 236.
Oakland 12.7 © 891.5 ' 1614.
Ontario 12.8 72.4 S 265.
Richmond . 12.0 204.4 - 284,
Salinas ‘ v . 12.2 107.8 - 230.
Santa Cruz 13.2 - 0.0 139.
’ Stogkton e X202 T 232.0 - 382, _
CONNECTICUT ' . | | N
Bridgeport - 12.3 492.1 =~ . . 646.
Bristol - 14.3 . 148.3 . 338. -
Danbury ' 12.5 ) 118.3 =~ - 217.
New Britain 13.3 ' 216.4 ' 449.
Waterbury A 13.8 - 334.9 . 596.
DELAWARE , o ' S
Wilmington 14.5 317.7 , , 470.
FLORIDA )
Hollywood 13.5 213.3 i 479, -
Miami Beach 12.1 . 364.5 236.
West Palm Beach . -12.1 129.4 N 231,
Broward County -, 12.5 370.6 .~ 465.
GEORGIA - : : , ' o
Atlanta 12.7 - 1038.6 . 2256.
ILLINOIS S
East Saint Louis 18.0 165.0 7 475.
INDIANA ‘ . . - ,
Anderson V o 14.7 143.5 436.
Muncie 12.9 1os.8 ‘ 299,
MASSACHUSETTS : ’ ) | |
Boston 12.8 4590.8 ‘ 2941.
Brockton 12.1 - 307.9 331.
Chicopee 12.7 145.5 307.
Holyoke 14.8 176.4 305.
Lawrence 12.6 - 201.6 ' 305.
Lowell 13.1 291.1 453,
Lynn 12.5 359.7 373.
New Bedford l6.0 ~ 449.8 768.
Somerville 12.9 270.9 : ; 220.

Springfield 13.4 7 513.5 806.
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75 CITIES OVER 50,000 WITH WORST UNEMPLOYMENT (12% OR GREATER)

COMPARISON BETWEEN TITLE II OF H.R. 5247 AT FULL FﬁNDING FOR ONE

QUARTER AT 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($437.5 MILLION) AND H.R. 11860 at

PULL FUNDING FOR ONE QUARTER AT 8.5%

MICHIGAN

MISSOURI

Detroit

Flint

Grand Rapids

Lansing

Lincoln Park |

Pontiac :

Redford Township

Roseville

Saginaw

Sterling Heights

Taylor :

Warren .

Waterford Township
Genesee County
Oakland County

- Wayne County

Saint Louis

NEVADA

Las Vegas

NEW JERSEY

Camden
Newark
Passaic
Paterson
Union City

»

NEW YORK

Buffalo
Niagara Falls
Utica

Erie County

NORTH CAROLINA

OHIO

Asheville
Winston-Salem

Hamilton
Lima
Youngstown

 PENNSYLVANIA

Chester
Lancaster
Scranton

21.6

PERCENT
UNEMPLOYMENT

19.1
13.1
X2.5
12.7
29.9
12.8
15.1
14.8
13.2
15.6
12.3
19.5
17.1
l4.6
17.1

12.9
12.3

16.6
16.2
14.6
14.5
14.8

16.5
17.9
12.2
13.2

13.8
14.4

13.7
16.5
13.3

14.2
12.4
13.0

ALLOCATION UNDER
H.R. 5247 ($000)

10940.4

680.0
336.4

252.7

51.5
- 801.5
50.0
87.0
223.3
109.1
117.5
280.7
46.9
428.0
657.7
2400.9

- 2462.7

280.3

352.4
1570.1
l03.0
378.7
155.5

1905.0
337.9
137.8

2358.3

145.6

307.3

107.0
78.9
265.4

108.3

70.8
136.6

UNEMPLOYMENT ($225 MILLION)

ALLOCATION
UNDER H.R.
11860 (s00C

18021.
1808.
911.
- 550.
233,
1543.
301.
372.
 509.
- 261.
. 430.
656.
. 597.°
1531.
2204.

© 1805. -

2661,
523..

752. .
2636.
367.
869.
409.

3407. -

739.
347.
2784.

311,
779.

331.
399.
623.

304.
244,
474,



75 CITIES OVER 50,000 WITH WORST UNEMPLOYMENT (12% OR GREATER)

COMPARISON BETWEEN TITLE II OF H.R. 5247 AT FULL FUNDING FOR ONE
QUARTER AT 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($437.5 MILLION) AND H.R. 11860 AT
FULL FUNDING FOR ONE QUARTER AT 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($225 MILLION)

RHODE ISLAND
Cranston
Pawtucket
Providence
Warwick

TEXAS
Laredo

PERCENT
UNEMPLOYMENT

12.5
16.3
17.1
14.3

19.5

ALLOCATION UNDER
H.R. 5247 (5$000)

128.6
222.0
641.7
110.0

137.8

ALLOCATION
UNDER H.R.
11860 ($00C

306.
630.
1559.
499.

539.



. Alabama

Alaska
Arizona .
Arkansas

+ California
. Colorado

Connecticut
Delaware

- District of Col.
" Florida o

Georgila

* Hawaid

Idaho

Illinois

. Indiana

Iowa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine

Maryland .
Massachusetts
.- Michigan . .~
~ Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

e R ‘
OUVWOVUANNWHRIDMMNSNPSUVIOVANAOYNOVONNOOUBME OGN

e o *« o s @ ® e e o *» o e o o L] e .o o o o . » e o o o e

Unemployment

~ Percent

[

P

-
GDG\\1010\P‘CDBIW>U!UlG\O\O\O\C)U)UD\lhiﬁ‘h'k'\lP‘F‘W{yhb

f—

No.”"

. 98761.

13325.

33057, 1
65855,

231612.
51907.
66843,

4995.
26374,
111278.

141350.

25132.
25741,

169298, . -
e 143004,

. 62065
©39620,.°
© 88087, - "

67328.
38816.

62729,
. 149246, .
" 212448,

91553
57347.

S 4272,

_wh o 4813,
t'?f'3430.zi

7213693,
o .‘64821o;'v -

91660.. "
21012, *

'25513.

13805,

Under HR 5247

© Title II .
" Formula ($000) "

L3300,

240,
3120.

. 2580. .

" 33000.

o

4680.
1500.
6300. -

14640,
. “7620.

1560.
- 960.
. 13260.

Allocation =

s Allocation ! n
- Under $15 Mill. .

Per 1/10

Fornula ($000)

1943, -
. 2189, 5

1560,

6227, .
29479,
N ¢ ’
420.
-0-

. -0
- 6886,
11409.
0= .
1636.
. =0-
10964, .

T =0

Allocation to
Metro Cities and
Urban Counties

3021.
"103.
| 5212,
852,
112051.
-~
15420.
4368.
=0
28283.
11156.
==
(-
23617.
8563.
262.
803.
© 525,
4320,
1606.
8891.
39211.
| 136412,
719,
41.
13688.
283.
652.
2576.

: Total Sta:e“jif,;ﬂ
Allocation .= "

4964,
2292,
6772,
7079,

141530,

~0=

15840.
4368.

-0-

35169, -

22555.
=0=
1636.

23617.

19527,

262,
803.
525.
4320,

7021.

8891.
58587.
174505,

' 719,
41.
13688.
1954.

652-

4224,




R

Unemployment " Allocation - ' Allocation - Allocation to . Total State . -

, .- Under HR 5247  Under $15 Mill,  Metro Cicie: and Allocation -
' No. - Title II ‘. Per 1/10 . Urban Counties : '
‘.Percent : Formula ($000) °~  Formula ($000) -~ '
New Hampshire 6.6 17810. -0- o 600. S © =0- o . 916, o " 916,
New Jersey 9.5 171199, 26363, ' : 8400, - . 11989, - v 32760, ' 44749,
New Mexico 8.2 29375. .. . 716, ..+ . 1020. S 326, - . -0- 326.
New York , - 8.1 - 233592, . o 2962, ¢ L. Lo 377400 ‘ . 1347, S 109291. 110638,
North Carolina 11.0 199697, . 54244, . . . e 10440, 0 24669, 9312, . . 33981.
North Dakota 6.5 14639, -0t 0= o T 3e0, -0- \ -0- - -0-
Ohio 8.3 - 229859, So-.8613. . -, T 12180, S 3917. ' - 26195. 30112,
Oklahoma 5.7 -.57223. . @ (- o ' ~0- ' -0- -0~ -0~
Oregon 11.4 . 68752, 20432, . 3420. C 9292. 4982, , 14274,
 Pennsylvania 8.1 - 254189, 2109, ; 19440, ' : 959. 35708. 36667.
- Rhode Island <. .. 15.1 35944, - 16876, - . - ~ 2880, , 7675. ' 12074, ) 19749,
South Carolina '11.6 111046, . T ' 15598. ’ 1553. ' 17151.
- South Dakota 5.2 13221, -0- _ -0- ~-0-
Tennessee 8.2 127202, 1411. : -0- 1411,
Texas - 5.4 212177, -0~ o 8004, _ 8004,
Utah 7.0 18838, . =0~ 626. 626.
Vermont 10.2 ... 17867, 1753, .~ -0~ 1753,
Virginia 6.5 119402, =0~ 196. - 196.
" Washington 10.9 . 63184, . 7558, 6328. 13883,
. West Virginia T 8.2 . 45535, - 593, - 385. ’ 978.
' Wisconsin ' 7.4 - 104625, - =0- - 4043, 4043,
5.8 ~0- ' -0- . -0-

Wyoming - 7704,




ALLOCATION ALLOCATION

UNDER % 15 MILL. UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS . UNDER HR5247
PER 1/10 UNFMPLOYMENT JITLE 1Y
FORMULA ($000)  PERCENT NO. FORMILA ($000)
ALABAMA
ANNTSTON T4 12.6 1462, 534, 0.0
FLORENCE Bl. - 11.1 1463, 409, 0.0
GADSDEN 1303, 15,1 , 3140, 1477, 282,17
HUNTSVILLE 886, 9.8 5467, 1006, 278.3 J
ALASKA
ANCHORAGE 103, 8.5 1982, - 117, 128,9
ARTZONA
PHROFNIX 4901, . 10.3 24867« 5553, 1507.9 °
. SCOTTSNALE : 715, 8,3 2341, 85, 122,5
TEMPE 237, ! 9.0 2416, 268, 102.5
ARKANSAS
FAYETTEVILLE 225, 1041 1229, 256, 0,0
FORT SMITH 491, 10,1 2678, 557 45,4
SPRINMGDALE 135, 10,1 737, 153, 0,0
CALIFORNIA
ALAMFDA 62, 8.2 2872, 70, 84,1
ANAHE [M : 329, 8,5 6347, 373, 295.7
RERKFLEY 2636, 13,4 76413, 2987, 543,7
RUENA PARK : 232, 9.0 2366, 263, 93.8
RURBRANK 388, 9,0 3952, 439, 222.7
CARSON 95, B.h 2276, . 108, 95.6
CHULA VISTA 643, 10.3 2756, 615, = ° 150,7
COMPTON : 1557, 14.6 3903, 1764, 211.8
CONCORD 62, 8.2 2875, 70, ; 109,7
COSTA MESA 5 8 P B.4 26139, 126, 145,.4
EL_CAJON 315, 9,7 2036, 357, 120,1
“EL MONTE ; 196, 8.8 2440, 222, 87.9
;%éﬁF’FLD Rl, 8.5 . 1569, 92, 0.0
REMDNT : 35, 8.1 3173, 39, 126, :
FRES~O : © 989, 9,7 6203, 1087, - 494,0

t2 }



ALLOCATION e ALLOCATION
UNDER $ 15 MILL. UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS UNDER HRS5247
PER 1710 UNEMPLOYMENT _TITLE 11 Pty
FORMULA ($000)  PERCENT NO. FORMULA ($000) [
GARDEN GROVE 225, HeS 4378, 255, _120,4 FO i
HAWTHOPNE 317, 9.4 2414, 359, 72.5 = }
HAYWARD 944, 10,7 4238. 1069, 284 ,0 &
INGLEWOOD 280, 8,7 3938, 317, 196.7 \st_,s_/7
L AKEWNOD 189, 8,6 3077, 215, 69,7. K
LONG BEACH 2301, 9.6 15646, 2608, 890,0
LNS ANGELES 29817, 10.7 133890, 33785, 12163,8
MODESTO 950, 12,4 3034, 1077, 239,4
MONTERFEY 612, 11.1 2482, 693, 0.0
NORWALK 622, 10,0 3524, 705, T4.8
NAKL AND 6510, 12,7 19931, 7376, 1859,2
ONTARIO 1069, 12.8 3230, 1211, 151.0 g
NDXNARD 491, 10,0 2TR4, 557, 177.1
PT1CO RIVERA 149, 8.8 1f54, 169, S1.1
PAMONA 4 477, 9.6 3240, 540, 218,6
REDONDO BEACH 395, 9.8 2440, 448, 155,.7
.9IC_§MONL 11‘50 1292 3891, 1297. ‘_"260‘
RIVERSIDE B41, 9,7 5438, 953, 264 ,1
" SACRAMENTO 1556, Se7 10060, 1763, 731.6
SALINAS 928, 12.2 3053. 1051, 224,8
SANTA ANA 617, 9,1 STH6 . 629. 287.7
"CANTA CLARA 5§75, T 3715, 651, 203.2
SANTA CRUZ 559, 13,2 1609, 634, 0,0
SANTA MONICA 540, Dol 4106, 612. 222.8
SANTA ROSA 571, 11,3 2214, 647, 214,90
SAN BERNARDINO 1321, 11,9 45AT, 1497, 384,7
SaN NIEGO 6586, 10.4 32338, 7463, o 1754,7
SAN FRANCISCO 7748, 10.5 36A73. 8779. 6295,2
SaN_JOSE 3232, 10,1 17613, 3662, 1244,8
SAN LEANDRO .28, 8,1 2539, 31. 136,7
SFASIDE 488, 11,1 1980, 553, 0,0 :
STMI VALLEY 532. 11.0 27210, 603, 65,5
“SOUTH GATE b 68, 8,3 2138, 7. 63,9
STOCKTON : 1540, 12.2 5069, 1745, 483,8
SYUNNYVALE 113, H,3 3534, 128, 151.5
wESTMINSTER 41, Be2 1905, 46, 64,5,
ALAMEDA COUNTY 2583, 10,7 11599, 2927, 2924,5
CONTRA COSTA CO. 1456, 9,1 13647, 1650, 1413.8
FRESNO COUNTY  ~ 2003, 10,5 9530, 2269, 1174,4
CERN COUNTY . 342, Bk 8128, 387. 850,3 .
L0OS ANGELES COUNTY 10477, 9,5 75183, 11871, 19587,0
ODAMGE COUNTY ; ° 6.0 166“7. 0. 18“.9
RIVERSIDE COUNTY 2127, 10,6 9R25, 2410, 1413,7
SACPAMENTO COUNTY 1361, 9.0 13874, 1542, 1717.4
SANTA CLARA COUNTY 1107, 9,0 112R8, 1254, 2097.7
SAN BERNARDINO CO. 4942, 11.3 19175, 5600, 2356,.4
SAN DIEGO COUNTY 3474, 10,0 19633, 3937, 2864,7




L
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OPLANMDO

ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
UNDER $ 15 MILL. UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS UNDFR HRS247
PER 1710 UNEMPLOYMENT TITLE 11
FORMULA ($000) PERCENT NO, FORMULA ($000) S \\BR,
158
COL ORADO =
e
CONNECTICUT
RPIDGEPORT 2603, 12,3 84138, 2950, 1026,2 * L
RPISTOL 1364, 16,3 3507, 154§, 311,.3
DANRURY 8715, 12,5 2755, 992, 246,7
FAIRFIELD 87, 8.5 1642, 99, 149,9 Y
HARTFORD 2458, 11,9 8498, 2785, 1387.6
YERINEN 834, 11.9 28RS, 946, 211.6
MILFORD 731, 1147 2621, 829, _294,0
NEW BRITAIN 1812, 13,3 5152, 2053, ~ 451 .4
NEW HAVEN 1776, l1l.4 6749, 2013, 95,9
NFW LONDON 53, TP 1268, 60, 0,0
NORWAL K 127, 8.4 3019, 146, 230,0
MORWICH 60, 8.4 1429, 68, 0,0
WATERBURY 2404, 13.8 64R2, 272, 698,5
WEST HAVEN 234, 9,1 2193, 265, 116,9
DEL AWARE
WILMINGTON 1894, 14,5 4787, 2146, 662.6
“NEW CASTLE COUNTY 2475, 10.3 12557, 2804, 383.6
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLNRIDA
BOCA RATON 245, 10,9 1045, _2718, 0,0 ;
CnCoa 323, 13.4 07, 366, 0.0 P
DAYTOHNA REACH 409, 10.8 1787, 463, 0,0
FORT LAUDERDALE 193a, 11.8 6AN6, 2192, 662.3
FNARY MYFRS LPbh, 12, 1373, 480, 0,0 2
FTALF AR 130, B.3 40A9, 1474 142.6
HOLLYWOOD 1931, 13,5 5370, 2188, 444 ,8
LAKELAND 0. .0 1779, 0. 0.0
- MELBOURNE 758, 13.4 2131. 859, 0,0
WTAW] BEACH 52, 12,1 314s, 1075, . T760,.1 -
MIAM] 3176, 10,3 16114, 35984 1140,6
1155, TT.0 GR%6, 1324, 356.1




—— —

e ———————— o AN P i

ALLOCATJON

ALLOCATION
UNDER $ 15 MILL. UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS UNDER HRS24T
PER 1710 UNFMP|L OYMENT * TITLE 11
; FORMULA (%000) PERCENT NO. FORMULA ($000)
PENSACOL A 183, 8.9 2053, 208, 80,2
SAINT PETERSBURG 959, 9.5 6884, 1087. 379,1
SARASOTA ' 663, 11,5 1650, 502, 0,0 o
b TAMPA 2022, 10.0 11456, 2291, 671.0
TITUSVILLE 576, 13,4 1621, 653, 0.0 Y
WFST PALM BEACH 933, 121 312l. 1058, 269,.8
WINTER HAVEN 0% 8,0 549, 0. 0,0
BRROWARD COUNTY 1876, 12.5 5906, 2126. 772.9
DADE COUNTY 2806, 9,0 28616, 31R0, 2395,8
HILLSROROUGH COUNTY 1352, 9.8 83139, T 1532, 644,2
ORAMGE _COUNTY 2508, 11,2 9947, 2842, 592,46
PALM RFACH COUNTY 2260, 10.9 9627, 2561. 742.6
PINELLAS COUNTY 913, 9,4 6948, 1035, 455,1
GEORGIA
ALRANY 556, 10,1 3032, 630, 100.8
ATLANTA 9099, 12,7 27860, 10310, 2165,9
AUGUSTA 339, 9,7 2190, 384, 125.6
COLUMBUS 335, He6 5434, 379, 340,3
MACON 441, 9.0 4495, 499, 230,0 .
SAVANNAH 376, H,9 4217, 426, 220,11
HAWATI
1DAHO
ILLINGTS
CHICAGO 14112, 9.1 1322R5, 15991, 11149,8
. NECATUR 1111, 11,3 " 4311, 1259, _196.8
o FAST SAINT LOUTS 1914, 18,0 3904, 2169, 44,1
FLGIN : 0, 840 1949, _ 0 15,2
JOLIFT 318, 9,1 2941, 360. 154,1
RNCKFORD 2032, 11.6 7416, 2302, 469,2
WAUKEGAN 2Ty Bel 7435, 30, 124,1
#ADISOMN COUNTY 2019, 10,3 10247, 2248, 121.8
SAINT CLAIR COUNTY 20R4, 1V.9 8RT5, 2361, 205,3




ALLOCATION

ALLOCATION

UNDER $ 15 MILL. UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS UNDER HR5247
PER 1710 UNFMPLOYMENT TITLE 11
FORMULA ($000) PERCENT NO . FORMIILA ($000)

INDIANA {<
ANDERSON 1158, 16,17 4371, 1992, 299.,2 ' w
EVANSVILLE 763, 9.5 5476 865, 269,9 byss
FORT WAYNE 2225, 1143 8633, 2521, 464,3 -

GARY 703, T 9,2 6105, 796, 466,0
INDIANAPOLIS 1396, 8,5 26890, 1582, 1700,9
MUNCIE ; 1206, 12.9 3598, 1367. 227.0
SNUTH REND 512, 9,1 4798, 580, 275.4

JOwWA
COUNCIL BLUFFS 262, 9.2 2218, 297, " T4.5

KANSAS
KANSAS CITY 803. 9.3 6507, " 910, 399,2

KENTUCKY
COVINGTON 503, 10.8 2197, 570, 160,2
HOPKINSVILLE 22, 8.3 696, 25, 0,0

LOUTSIANA . ]
ALEXANDRIA 33e. 10.5 1582, 377, 0.0
LAKE CHARLES ' 299, 9,2 2600, '339, 144,

MONPOE 162, 8,9 1819, 184, 5.7
NEW ORLFANS 2953, 9.5 21194, _ 3346, 1781,9
SHREVEPORT 573, 8,9 6417, 649, 376.2

MA INE
AUBURN 454, 12,9 1353, 514, 0,0
LFWISTON 795. 12.9 2372, 901. 0,0
PORTL AND 357, 9,5 2561, 404, 261,5

MARYLAND .

RALTIMORE BAGT . 39924, 10074, 3132.4

10.7




ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
UNDER § 15 MILL., UNFMPLOYMENT EXCESS UNDFR HR5247
PER 1/10 UNEMP| OYMENT TITLE 11
FORMULA ($000) PERCFNT NO, FORMULA ($000)
7o ETI

MASSACHUSETTS f;o

AP INGTON 47, B3 1484, Sk, 177,46 v

ROSTON 11862, 12.8 35842, 13441, 9574,2 €

RROCKTON 1336, 12,1 4466, 15134 642,1 NT¥ID
CAMRRIDGE 1690, 11.9 5842, 1915, 1101,1 R
CHICOPFE. 1238, 12.7_ 3791, 1403, 303.4
FALL. KIVER 2544, 14,7 63134, 2847, 797, 6
F1TCHBURG 639, 11,3 2092, 611, 040
FOAMINGHAM 53, de3 1651, 60,  245,5
HAVERHTLL 568, 11.3 2205, 644, ‘ 0,0
HOL YOKF 1231, 14,8 3035, 1394, T 3619
LAWRENCE 1229, 1.6 3816, 1393, 420.4
LFOMINSTER 415, 11,3 1609, 470, 0,0
LOWELL 16828, 13.1 $321, 2071, _607,1
LYNN 1506, 12,5 4739, 1706, 750,2
__MALDEN 566, 10.6 2616, 642, 329,5
vEDFORD 368, 95 2642, 417, 298,3
MEWTON g 177, 8.5 Qr‘llc 201. 432,9
MEW REDFORD 3066, 16,0 7016, 3508. 938,0°
PITTSFIELD 642, 11,1 2607, 728, 329,17
QUINCY - g 1031, 11,0 4285, 1169, 701.9
SOMERVILLE 1695, 12.9 5056, 1921, 565,0
SPRINGFIELD 3251, 13.4 9142. 3684, 1070,.8
wAlL THAM 293, 99? 2547, 3;2. 246,2
PEYMOUTH 76, 8,5 1456, 86, 201.5
WORCESTER 1925, 10,9 8198, 2181, 1092,5
MICHIGAN

ANN ARBOR 907, 10,3 4601, 1027. e72.3
RATTLE CREEK 593, 12,2 1953, 6724 0,0
RAY CITY 1197, 15.2 2863, 1356, 0.0
NEARRORN HEIGHTS 838, 11,0 3480, 949, 11643
DFARRQORN 951, 10.4 4670, 1078, 550,1
NETRPOIT 72680, 21, 130795, 82353, 22816,2
FAST LANSING A92, 12.7 2730, 1010, 0,0

FLINT ot 7293, 19,1 14270, 8264, 1418,2 :
GPAND RAPIDS 3672, 13.1 10588, 4161, 701.6
 FALAMRZ00 1162, T 4163, 1317. 236,5
" LANSING 2214, 12,5 69R3, 2514, . 527.0
LTNCOLN PARK Qal, 12.7 2RR1, 1066, - 107.3
CLTVONMTA 329. Ho9 3685, 3173, 211.4
?h?. 12.7 ang 297- n.o

WUSKFGNM HEIGHTS




e
e
t

ALLOCATION

ALLOCAT IQ‘ N
UNDFR HR524

UNDER § 15 MILL. UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS ‘
PER 17189 o UNEMPL OYMENT TIVIE I1
— FORMULA (3000)  PERCENT NO, FORMULA ($000) /2§L'» d
MUSKE GON 731, 12,7 2239, 828, 040 s
PONTTAC 6224, 29.9 9628, 7052. 1671.6 {u
PORTAGE 201, 9,7 1298, 227, 0,0 g
POSEVILLE 1499, 1541 3612. 1698. 181.6 Yzi
ROYA] 04K 658, 10.0 3129. 146 . 142.2 £ ,/
SAGINAW 2052, "14,8 5062, 2326. 465,7 e
088, 1293. 170.3 %
SOUTHFIELD 378, 9.5 2713, 428, 202.0 .
STERLING HEIGHTS 1052, 13,2 3026, . 1192, 227.6 .
TAYLOR : 1736, 15.6 4037, 1967, 245,0
WARREN 2646, 12.3 8576, 2994, 585,13
WESTLAND 787, 10,7 3536, BY2, 125.0
WYOMING 652, 11,1 2644, 738, 106,6
GENESEE COUNTY 6174, 171 13146, 6996, 892,.7
OAKL AND COUNTY 8890, 14,6 22284, 10073, 1371.7
7 WAYNE COUNTY 7279, 17.1 15498, 8247, 500740
MINNESOTA -
NULUTH as8, 9,0 3651, 4064 152,6
MINNEAPOLIS 361, 8.2 16773, 409, 84S 4
MISSISSIPP]
AJLOX] po 81, 8,2 1895, 86, 32,3
MISSOURT
KANSAS CITY 2956, 9.5 21215. . 3350. 2026.8 ‘i
SAINT LOUIS 10732, 12,9 32014, 12160, 5136,0
4 MONTANA
- BILLINGS 113. 8.5 2167, 127, 91.6
GREAT FALLS 171, 8.8 2128, 193, 82,1
NERRASKA o
T, OWAWA 852, 8.5 12554, 738. 7246




ALLOCATION

ALLOCATION

UNDER $ 15 MILL, UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS UNDER HRS247
PER 1710 UNEMPL OYMENT YITLE 11
FORMULA ($000) PERCENT NO, FORMULA ($000) g
7 PR WA
NEVADA BB
LAS VEGAS 2109, 12,3 68236, 2390, 584,6 by
RFNO 467, 9.5 3350. 529, 240,5 ke
NEW HAMPSHIRE g
_MANCHESTER 916, 10,7 4113, 1038, 376,2
NEW JERSEY .
ASBURY PARK 24, 8e4 570, 27, i 0.0
ATLANTIC CITY 677, 12.1 2264, 767, 0,0
RAYOMNE 86, 8,3 2707. 98, 191,9
g: _PLOOMFIFLD 172,. 8.8 2149, 195, 152,.6
ReINGETON 462, 14.0 1273, 524, 0.0
CAMDEN 3033, 16,6 6633, 3434, 734,9
ELIZABFTH 1009, 10.2 5303, 1144, 409,2
IRVIMNGTON 358, 9.4 2722, 405, 184,.1
JERSFY CITY 2428, 10.5 11555, 2751, 973,9
) LONG BFANCH 48, Bed 116, S4, 0,0
MILLVILLF 499, 1440 1319, 565, 0,0
MFWARK 10632, 16,2 23799, 12047, 3274,4
o NEW RRUMSWICK 48, 8.3 1504, 54, 0.0
PASSA]C 1679, 14,6 3706, 1675, 214,.8
PATERSON .3506, 14.5 BHA2. 3973, 759.8 TR
O PFRTH AMRQY 46, 8.3 1850, 524 . 0.0
SAYREVILLE . 36, 8.3 1137, sl, 0.0 i
TRENTOM - RO7, 10,1 4396, 914, 395,0
& . UNION CITY 1651, 1448 4n72, 1871, 324 .4
VINF| AND 990, 16,0 2616, 1121, 0,0
. RURL INGTON COUNTY 2215, 10.9 9435, 2510, 407.8 -
W HUDSON COUNTY 1607, 11.5 5985, 1821, 1427,6
MIDDLESFX COUNTY 278. Be3 A712. 315. 587.0
MONMOUTH COUNTY 448, 8.4 10655, 507, 485,8
(S UNTION COUNTY 220, Be2 10204, 249, 484 .1
R NEW MEXICO
4+
iy NF'W YORK
ALBANY S 90, He2 4191, 102, 36T .4




ALLOCATION - ALLOCATJON
UNDER $§ 1S ™MILL, UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS .UNDER HR5247
PER 1710 UNEMPL OYMENT TITLE II
FORMULA ($000) PERCENT NO, FORMULA (%000) _
RINGHAMTON 542, 103 2751, 614, 337,5 A LA IHALy
BUFFALO 13740, 16.5 30221, 15569, 3973.0 3
ELMIRA 200, 9,5 1434, 226, 0,0 [« 4
“OUNT VERNON A03, 10,7 3608, 910, 300.4 fes I
NEW POCHELLFE 435, 9,5 3121, 493, 330,8 | :
NFW YORK 73790, 10,5 351165, 83611, 62701,0 Nk 1
NIAGARA FALLS 2979. 17.9 6102, 3375, 704,6 ~°r S
RACHESTER 785, BeT 11085, 890, 929,.0
SCHENECTADY 230, HBeH 2861, 260, 146,0
SYRACUSE 733, 9,0 7472, 830, 467,17
TROY 133, 8.6 2154, 150, 109.3
UTICA 1399, 12.2 4604, 1585, 2687.3
YONKERS 1375, Y7 RB‘QZ. 15%8. 682.9
FRIE COUNTY : 11229, 13,2 32299, 12724, 4918,2
ROCKLAND COUNTY 64, Hel SR&44 , 726 327.8
SUFFOLK COUNTY 107, 8,1 YASH, 122, 2R95,0
NORTH CAROLINA
‘&
ASHEVILLE 1254, 13.8 3382, 1421, 303,6
RIIRL INGTON 540, 11,4 2050, 611, 0,0
CHAR| OTTE 3476, 11.6 12690, 3938, 1073.0 °
GASTONIA 366, 9.9 2162, 415, 0,0
GREENSRORO 170, 8.3 5337, 193, 330.5
HI1GH POINT 52, Ho2 2405, 59, 1%0,g
WILMINGTON 314, ) 1456, 356, 121,.9 ¢
WINSTON=SALEM 3140, 14 .4 K005, 3558, 640,8
NORTH. DAKOTA 5
oH10
BVEON 1656, 9.7 10706, 1874, 701,.2
CANTON 504, 9.3 4086, 5714 233,0
CLEVELAND 4013, 9,5 28799, 4547, 1932.5
DAYTON 2178, 10,8 10693, 2468, T45, 1
ELYRIA 288, 9.5 2068, 327, 95,3
HAMTLTON 1336, 13.7 3638, 1514, 223,.1
L TMA 1611, 16.5 543, 1425, 16445
LORAIN . 495, Y.9 2925, 561, 155.0
_MANSFIELD 60, ‘8,3 1676 68, 86,5
.MARTIETTA 176, Ting 716, 199, 0,0 i




ALLOCATINN 3l b Ao ALILOCATION
UNDER $ 15 mILL, UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS UNDER HR5247
___PER 1/19 UNEMPLOYMENT TITLE 11
FORMULA (%000) PERCENT NO. FORMULA (%000)

MTDDLETOWN 46, 13,0 2692, 958, 0,0

SPRINGFIELD 171, 8.6 2719. 194, 118,1 l/’%“'Jéﬁ\

TOLEDO 5031, 11,6 18363, 5699, 1163.4 N PR

H‘RREN ﬁl&- 1007 2776. 701. 12301 ‘:

YOUNGSTOWN 2511, 13,3 7141, 2846, 553,6 i \
HAMILTON COUNTY %37, 8.5 10336, 608, 701,.1 R /
MONTGOMERY COUNTY 108, 8,1 9948, 123, 395,2 ¥ -

SUMMIT COUNTY 0, B.0 6643, 0. 307.2 A
OK{ AHOMA
OREGON

EUGENE 753, 10,7 3379, - 853, 231,7

PARTLAND 2959, 10.0 16765, 3353, 1034,9

SALEM a3l, 11.5 3093, 941, 219,7

SPRINGFTELD 440, 12.5 13R3, 498, 0,0

PENNSYLVANIA

ALLFNTOWN 565, 9,3 4577, 640, 209,9

ALTOONA 336, 9,6 2284, 381, 76,3

CHESTER _ 1228, 14,2 3187, 1391, 226,0

_ HARRISRURG 180, T 841 2530, 204, 94,9

HAZLETON 2467, 10,2 1296, 280, 0,0

LANCASTER 9R3, 12.4 3138, 1113, 147.6 g

PTTTSRURGH 3566, 10.0 20375, 8075, 1607,6

RFANING b 243, B.7 3426, . 276, 115,9

SCRANTON 1910, 13.0 5627, 2les, 284 ,9

Wil KES=-RBARRE 519, 10,8 2704, JJ01. 121.4 .

WILLTAMSPORT 272. ‘101 1482, 304, 0,0

YORK 666, 11,4 2531, 185, 140,

RUCKS COUNTY 405, 8.5 7810, 459, 25%,9

LUZERNE COUNTY 1249, 10,2 . 6560, 1615, 176,11

WESTMORELAND COUNTY 1865, 10.0 10565, 2113, 176.9
RHODE ISLAND

CPANSTON 1234, 12,5 3886, 1399, 268,2

PAWTUCKFT 2542, 16,3 5656, 2880, 463,0

WARWICK 2Ll 1443 5172 2279. 229.5




ALLOCATION

ALLOCATION

EXCESS

UNDER $ 15 MILL. UNEMPLOYMENT UNDER HR5247
PER 1/10 & UNEMPLOYMENT TITLE 11
FORMULA ($000) PERCENT NO. FORMLUILA (%000)
SOUTH CAROL INA ,’1—'?::‘
. FA 75\
COLUMBT A 392, 8,8 assl, A44, 142,0 f <
GREENVILL 501, 10.1 2729, 567, 160,9 f’ }
SPARTANBURG 661, 12.0 2247, T49, 0,0 J?
‘ B S v o
o
§5§7H~Dl!51i.
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
PROWNSVILLE- 540, 11.9 1867, 612, 103.4
DENISON 387, 12.4 1236, - 439, 0,0
€N INAURG 123. 10.4 602, 139, 0.0
FL_PASO 2115, 10,1 11524, 2396, 687,5
HARL INGEN 296, 11.0 1230, 335, 0.0
LAREDO 2173, 19.5 4176, 2663, 287.5
MCALLEN 276, 10.4 1343, 310, 0.0
PHARR 97, 10.4 478, 110, o;o
PORT ARTHUR 348, 9,9 2056, 39S, 112,.1
SaN ANTONIO 855, 8,4 20335, 968, 173.8_
SAM RENITO 12%, 11.0 518. 141. 0,0
SHERMAN 490, 12.4 1565, 555, 0.0
TEXARKAMA ' 80, 8.7 1121, ’ 90. 0.0
WACO 102, Be3 3184, . 1154 161,.2
UTAH
0GDEN 558, 10.2 2931, 632, 106.6
OPEM_ 16, 8,2 738, 18¢ 0.0
PROVO 52, Be3 1641, 59, 414,6
SALT LaxF CITY 02 8,0 6126, o 28l.3
#ERUONT
VIPGINIA
21, 8.1 1887, 23, 136.7

LYNCHBURG




ALLOCATION . ALLOCATION
UNDER $ 15 MILL, UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS UNDER HRS5247
PER 1/10 UNEMPLOYMENT e
FORMULA (%000) NO, FORMULA ($000)
PORTSMOUTH U, 3521, 0, 236,5
ROANOKE 176, 3386, 199, 265,7
WASHINGTON
SFATTLE 1321, ) 21462, 1497, 1200,7
SPOKANE 1314, 2 6903, 1489, 396,.8
TACOMA A7, 5 5792, 915, 417.4
YAKIVMA 613, 0 2015, 595, T 0,0
KING COUNTY ATH, 4 20R48, 993, 814,3
" PIERCE COUNTY 670, 0 8867, 98%, 203,6
SNOHOMISH COUNTY 526, 8 6562, 597, 254,3
WEST VIRGINIA
PARKERSRURG 350, 1774, 396, 0,0
WEIRTON 36, . 851, 41, 0,0
WISCONSIN iy
MTLWAUKFF 3877. 9.4 29498, 4393, 1500,5
NSHKOSH 138, 8,7 1938, 156, 57,2
WwEST ALLIS 28, 8.1 2577. 32. 80,0
WYOMING

TOTAL CITY ALLOCATION 675000,

STATE SET-ASIDE

225000,

TOTAL PROGRAM

900000,
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: ' ALLOCATICH . - CDRG ALLOCATION V0+Ed. p
; ‘ UNDER 5 15 MILL, . UNEMPLOYMENT .  EXCESS ENTITLEMENT  UNDER HR5287 . . A Ciunl
oER 1710 LINEMP] AYMENT FY197% - TITLE 11 OV Frinpl
e ) e FORMULA (50000  PERCENT. + WNOs . .. | T (5000) . FOKMULA (5000) , PASSA &,

e e S

ALABAMA ' +
ANNTGTOM 360, 12.6 1462, 534, 235, 0,0 R,E oR lU
e 1L ORENEE, : : 215, 11,1 1463, 409, 1026, 0.0 Ly 5‘
GROSDEN 996, 15,1 3146, 1477, 305, 471,2 . X : k ; A 7
HUNTSVILLE 5 P 9,8 ' B4sT, 1004, 4065, 463,9 e )
i Oy
ALASKA ¥
: : £y
AMCHONEGE _ 79, L BaB o o 1908e. . . AT 655, 214.8

e aoemen o

AR]ZONA

; . Arncll ‘ i : it v 5 ' T i a3 iy - ——
DNQ_&"—IX ) ; 37°6u 10.3 2‘867. - 5553. i 257". 2 2513;’. ‘- g "
3.‘.‘9."5.‘/‘ 'L"&/ TSEOTTSOALE . T 7% BN | SO | PUNCEAGREE T P T Y ‘.\J/ + U +
{ s ®. ‘0 0 lK?

TEMPE 181, 2416, 268, - 853, 170.9 ‘_
! : p ¢ i 3 2
on Flhi\ ‘

¥ ARKANSAS 3
Howemensebuiidt v aviTTeviiee 772, 0.1 1289, 256.  B%¢. 0.0 Passa G,
FORT SMITH 376, 19,) 2678, 557, 736, 75.7 B i’
£ SPRINMGDALE 163, * 10,1 T3, 153, T2, 0.0 z?.

CALTFORNIA ' £ it ' | - | 'REJOR'{' +o

e BLAMEDA : &7, 8,2 28712, < 70, 260, - 140,1 H SQ¢
w ANMAFE [y , - 252, a.5 6347, . ar3, S3)s 492.9 A 8 7’
PELLFLOWER 78, 8.5 1975, 116, 181, 66,5 :
FFRXELEY ) 2014, 13.4 7413, 2987, 2812, - 906.1
“M‘ %‘Rﬁiﬁ.}l‘b" PARK 177, 9.0 2366, 263, . 203, 156.3 e
R AANK 296, 9,0 3952, 439, 273, P ;
_CAaRSny . 8 73, _B.A 2276, S N 320, 159.4
WO CaOLA VISTA . s, Y0.3 2756, . &5, 258, 2511
CoWuspn CAunTON 1190, 14,6 3903, 1764, 4982, 353, 0
CoNCaRD . 47, 8.2 2b615, . 104 2dds 182.4
COSTh MFSA RS, B.4 7639, 126, 229, 242.3
FL CAJON 241, 9.7 2056, 3574 152, 200.1
FI. nwawTE 150, 8,8 2440, 222, 367, 146,5 ; '
FETWETELD £2, A5 1565, 92e 172, 0.0 - : g
ELEMONT 26, 8.1 3173, 39, 288, 210.7 !
FRESND _ 733, 9,7 6203, 1087, 10038, 823.3
F”‘JFRTON o 17, a-g_ 3146, 114, ?._E_{G. Z_?_;_!.l i




& (1 " e 5 “" abam e b cmieme shod §5 Cinl0 wems § ',‘ ,’
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f ALLOCATION 6y S CORG ALLOCATION |
UNDER & 15 MILL. UNEMPLOYMFENT EXCESS ENTITLEMENT UNDER HHS247
___PER 1/1n - ____UNEMPLOYMENT FY1975 TITLE 1]
FORMULA ($000) NT NO o Eoiax : ($000) FORMULA (5000)
CAHDEN BROVE 172, Reb L 432R, . 255, 367, 2006
; NANTHDHMF P4z, 9,4 P4l4, 359, 1758, 120.9
e THGLFAND 214, Bel 3934, 317, 185), 327.8
LAK{!-‘:WOOn 1"‘-5. 8.6 3077. ] 215. 231. 11601
LOS ANGELES 227A3, 10,7 133890, 33745, . 38595, 20273.0
NODESTO TP6 12.4 3034, 1077, 251, 359,0
SANTHREY BAT sl 2489, 693, B2, 0,0
MO AT K 475, 10.0 584, 705, 374, 124,6
CAELAND 4974, 127 19931, 7376, 12734, 3098,7 , g h
f" Tf SIo i ) By, 12.8 - 3230, i IZII. . 297, 251.6 - E : ".':
& OXWARD . LA 375, 10,0 2744, ) 557 - 1598, : 295,2
18[s0m _PICH RIVERA i 114, 8,8 1654, 169, 25k . . - #5,2 ‘ X
: Salanma 354, 9,6 3240, 540, 395, 364,4 .
il b LA L L 307, 9.1 2440, Whf, 1149, 259.5
ﬁt feanD OYER 12,0 3691, 1297, 4096, 710.6 5
HIVERSINE i 643, 9.7 - 5438, 953, 1608, 440,1 : ; S .
CANRAMENTO 1149, 9,7 10060, 1763, 3791, 1219.4
legi'.. SALTNAS : 709, 12.2 2053, 1051, _2bh, 374,46 L
-~ w EANTA AMA 479, 9,1 5786, 699, 689, 479,5 : 3
L} SANTA_ €1 ARA 439, 9,7 3715, 651, asg, 33R,7 i
\nATM (“‘«‘1 Y 4 ’027. 13.2 1609. 634. . lhbg 0.0 -
TA_MONICH 813, 9.4 4108, 612, 381, _3AT1.4 e
J CAUnL #08A 436, "11.3 2214, 647, 1821, 356,6
DRow S LERMARDING 1609, 11.9 4567, 1697, 3117, 641,2 :
3-“‘.!»-./0& : / wepedncd GYETY 5632, - 10.4 32338, 7463, 0148, T2924.5 v
cme—— kex | B Al TRANCTSEN : su20, 10.5 3AR73, 8779, 28790, 10492,0
rloands tneta SAN JOSE ; 2469, 10,1 17613, 3662, 6554 ¢ 2074,7
—— /m _—i RPM ll'#"'DPO s . PYa A.l ?5390 ook 3,0 ; _1_93a o 227:9 '\.:
Q A*U‘: 373. ' lltl ‘980. 5530 l126. 0.0 =1
Q-(&m Siv1 VLLLEY 40h, 11.0 2210, - -603, 249, 109.2
nu.h HATE 52, B.3 2138, 17 218, 106.5
Q&_ga]} €700 F0w © - ¥iTT. 12.2 5059, 1745, 1803, ans,3
TR YVALE £b, 8.3 3534, 128, 255, 25245
WESIVMIMSIER e B, 2 1905, 46, 196, 107.5
ALAMFEGA COUNTY 1974, 107 . 115990 2927, 145, 4874 ,2
COMTEA _COSTA GO, 1112, 9,1 13647, 1650, 1080, 4 23%6,23
FHFESNO GOUMTY P 4k 1530, 10.5 9530, 2269, : 1560, 1957,3
MERM COLNTY ‘ ?61. A4 Ala2n, : 387, 1440, 1417,2
105 AMGELES COUNTY - #005, 9,5 75183, 11871, 14401, 37645,0
MRS COUNTY . 0, A,0 166687, - . 0. 1361, 2074, 8
ATVERSTOF COUNTY 1625, 10,6 9825, 2410, ; 1342, ) 2356,2. S
’LL. : SAGCRAMENTO COUNTY ~ 10840, 9,0 13674, 1562, - 1258, 2862.4 '
- SAHTA CLaRA COUNTY g Hah, 9,0 112a8, 1254, 1012, 3496,1 1 17 BT
g S4d AFPNARGTLD CO, 3775, 11.3 19175, 5400, 1863, 3927.4 |
Sat DIEGY COUdTY - 2h95, -xo.o io6as, 3937, 1611, 477645

W ¥ Goldwater, &MMMWQM@ ilf_"s'dﬂ W—W_—_C Ud'”“-: W DAt ss dn

-‘-

" i e e e L5



' &
ALLOCATION : 4 CORG____ ALLOCATION
UNDER $ 1% MILL. _ UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS ENTITLEMENT  UNDER HR5247
PER 1710 UNFMPLOYMENT, FY1976 . - TITLE T1
) FORMULA ($000) PERCENT . NO. : ($000) FORMULA ($000)
T T Vo)
COANNECTICUT
] v .
. P FRILGERPORT 19439, 12,3 RG38, 2050, %113, 17104 S
ReISYTOL 1042, 14,3 1507, 1545, 1533, 516.9
. Sagasiw T ANRRY BR9, 12.5 2755, 992, 1198, RPE R
FALSIIELD 07, 8.5 1682, 99, 162, 269,8
_ = HARTF 0% D 1a7n. 11.9 RLYR, 2785, 10267, 2312,.7
SAae MFRINEM 638, 11.9 2885, 946, __A0A, 352.6
ML FoRN 559, 11.7 2621, 829, 515, 490,0
WEY DUTTAIN 1353, §3.3 5162, 2053, 4182, 762,72
MFW HAVEN 1357, 11.4 K149, 2013, 18162, 1493,2
Bodd  nre Lonoon a), 8,4 1268, 60, 6413, 0.0
NORWALK 97, 8.4 3019, 144, 812, 383,.3
%___g_qr_f;-z_r_,c_rj_ ; 46, 8,4 1429, 68, 1478, 0.0
Se WATERRURY 1837, 13.8 6482, 2724, . 5688, 1164,2
——— WFST HAVEN 179, 9,1 2193, 265, 758, * 194,848
DEILLAWARE
o Wa¥ VIl IHGTON 1447, 12,5 47187, 2146, %490, 1104,3
duPant_ NEW CASTLE COUNTY - 1691, 10,3 12557, 2804, 159, 639,64
DYSTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLORIDA
AOCA RATON 187, 10,9 1045, 278, 408, ' 0.0
Cncoa o 247, 13.4 907, 366, 113, 0.0
DAYTOLA HEACH 312 10,8 y78%1. 463, 675, 0,0
Eemsf dueker 0T L nrEDALE 1478, 11.8 6806, 2192, 612, 1103,8_
: PATALS " FORT MYERS 374, 12,3 1373, 480, - 518, 0.0
HTALFAH 99, 8.3 4069, 1467, 512, 237.6
3“&/!.:1"" FOLLY 00D 1475, 13.5 5370, 3188, 40A, T41.3
| AREL YD Cs .0 1279, 0. 217, - 0,0 :
HELROURNE 576, 13,4 2131, 859, . . 580, 0.0
MTAT HEACH 121, 12,1 alua, 1079, Shb, 1266.9
uuu. BTANT 2426, 10:3 16114, 3598, 3165, 1901,.0
nnLuwon #a3, 11.0 4656, 1324, 936, 591.8

s -



1 i (.} ! 1
ALLOCAYION - - % gk _EeDRG __°_ ALLOCATION
UNDER $ 15 MILL, UNEMPLOYMENT . EXCESS ENTITLEMENT UNDER HRS247
PER 1710 oy LUNEMPI OYMENT EY191% IITILE 11
FORMULA ($000) PERCENT NQe ., ' e ($000) FORMULA (5000)

PENSACOLA g i 160, 8.9 2053, Ry 367, ¥ 5 e
SAINT_PETERSBURG 151, 9,5  6BHA, - 1087, 1010. 631,58 i,

ﬁhﬂ:q[&{a.‘: SARASOTA - - 339, 11,5 1650, - 502, . . 965, : 0.0
bhonsTavA 1666, 10,0 - 11454, 2291, 8577, 1118,3
. TITUSVILLE 440, 13.4 1621, 653 959, 0.0 e
Qe!.‘!hs ¢ WEST _PALM BEACH 713, 12,1 3121, 1058, 307, 449,7 et
WINTER HAVEN 0, 840 549, 04 96, 040 ;
ﬂmk« dmu.luwowmo COUNTY 1434, 12.5 5906, 2126. 1435, 1288.2 = o
T RANE COUNTY 2l4h, 9,0 2Ab1G&, 3180. 21610, 3993,0 e ¥ :
MT1 L SRORNUGH COUNTY 1033, 9.8 2339, 1532, 922, 1073,1 ! . : .
ORANGE COUNTY . 1916, - 11,2 9947, . 2842, TR 987,3 e :
PALM REACH COUNTY 1727, 10,9 9627, 2561, 106A, 1237,6 ' s
PINELLAS COUNTY 698, 9.4 6948, 1035, ~ 8l6. - 758.5
X . o
GFNRGIA m * :
. £ BANY 425, 10,1 3032, 630, 690, 168.0 “
Leu,jns ZTLANTA 6954, 12,7 27860, 10310, 18780, 3609,9
; A lGHth ) 249, qn? 2l9o. 384, 1042, 209,3 -
CALGPRUS i . 256, 8,6 8436, 379. 4287, 567.2 sl
MACON 51 9,0 5495, 499, 1023, 363,4 ;
SAVANMAH : 2848, 609 ‘217. ‘26. 726‘0. ) 36506 g o i
HAVALY 4
* ks
INASHO : _ . | . -
TLLINOTS
*lj— CHICAGO 10783, 9,1 132285, 15991, 4320). 18583,0
igaw_ NECATUP. H49, 11.3 4311, 1259, 515, 32840
FAST SAINT LOUIS 1463, 18.0 3904, 2169, 3492, 573.5
FLGIN 0. 8,0 1949, 0. 157, 125.3
A0 TET 243, 9,1 2941, 360, 295, ____?56 .8
ROCKFORD 1552, 11.6 7418, . 2302, 2607, 782,0 ] :
WAUKFGAM =T 20' 8.1 ?435L 30. 268, 206,9 S
MADTSON COUNTY 1543, 10,3 10247, 2284, 992, 203.0Q :
"LL SAINT CLAIR COUNTY 1592, 10,9 A87S5, _236), A90, 342,1 1
Ly , i : 1

Nk Meleal, Murphy, Russo, Yagy, Byde, Clis, Coslonkowchi Yates, Rnwnzic

oo e — g o~




-

S

g d
]

ALLOCATION ‘ coRG ALLOCATION :
UNDER % 15 MILLe . UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS ENTITLEMENT  UNDER HRS5247
PEW _1/10 . UNEMP] OYMENT Fylors - TITLE 11
FORMULA ($000)  PERCENT NO. \ ($000) FORMULA ($000)
INDTANA
ANDERSON 1344, 6.7 437l, 1992, 762, 498, 7 e
o FVANSVTLLE Bh3, . 9.5 5476 A65, PRTIA 449,9
FRY WAYNE 1700, 11,3 R633, 2521, 2081, 173.9
GARY 537, 9,2 £105, ‘796, 6976, 176.7 T
TNDTANABOLLS 1067, 3.5 26890, 1582, . 13929, 2834,9 2 : G
RUNCTE 922, 12.9 1598, 1367, 344, 378,23
= SOUTH REND 391, 9,1 4798, 580, 3547, 459,0 3
L9
__lowa
Mm CouNEIL_PLUFFS 200, 9,2 2278, 297, 267, 124,1
KANGAS
KENSAS CITY 613, 9.3 6507, 910, 6206, 665.3 &
' KENTUCKY o
R _COVINGTON 334, 10,8 2197, 570, 1507, 267.0
“dﬁ%gﬂs:HnPFlNSVILLE Y 8.3 696, 25, 140, 0.0 %
LCUTSTANA o
Lo ALEXAUDRIA 254, 10,5 L1562, 377, 326, 0.0 "
‘=4§f=“’1nxa CHARLES 229, 9.2 2600, 339, 1678, 240,9 ‘ g
MONEOSE 124, 8,9 1819, ° 184, 1415, _126.2
NFR O<LEANS 2257, 9.9 21194, 3346, 14R08, 2969,8 :
SHUREVEPORY 438, 8.9 A417, 649, 1142, 6270 —
MAINE -
AUBURN 347, 12.9 1353. 5!4. 701. 0.0
LEWISTOMN 608, 12,9 2372, 901, 2936, 040 :
MOKTI AND 273, 9.5 2561, 404, 5272, 435,9 X
I
MARY] AMD
6794, 10,7 39924, 10076, 32749, 5220.7 '

.,'"L'L.

W‘gwp/'!w[_ 8AL TIMORE




ALLOCATION . .0 " i M CORG

ALLOCATION
UMDER § 15 MILL. =, UNEMPLOYMENT . EXCESS ENTITLEMENT  UNDER HRS247
PER 1710 UNEMPL OYMENT Fy197% . TITLE IX
FORMULA ($000) PFRCENT - NO. 5 ($000) FORMULA ($000)
MASSACHUSETTS
LR INGTON : 36, Be3 1486, 54, 141, 295,7
NGOCH TON , 1021, 12.1 4466, 1513, 1032, 1070,2
—CAMADIDGE 1291, 11,9 5H62, 1915, 4035, 1835,1
CHICHhSEF . 4936, 1247 3791, 1403, 365, 506,6
Fall_RIVER . 1us7, 14,7 8334, PA8TY, 5449, 1329,3
W FTICHRURG . 412, 11.3 2042, 611, 5h6. " 0.0
T EDAMINGHAM 2l 40, 8.3 1651, 60, 249, 409,.?
HagRingtew HAVILHTIT 44, . 11.3 2205, 64k, 1976, 040
~ _HGLYOKRF 940, 14.8 3035, - 1394, . 2942, 613.1
U ReE NEF ‘ 939, 12.6 3818, 1393, 1578, 700.7
LERMINETER 317, R 1609, 470, 113, 0.0
ongal LARELL R 1397, Y3. ] 5321, 2071, 3542. 1011,9
_LYNN ¥ : 1151, 12.5 4739, 1706, 3227, 1250,4
TMALDSN 433, . 10,6 2616, 642, 4546, 949,1
A Bt i i) e 2h1, 9.5 2642, 417, 181, 497,2
MELTON 135, B.5 3ell, 201, ; 655, 721.,5
Studds 1ev secFoaD 2366, 16.0 7016, 3508, . 10138, 1563,3
o P T11&F IELD - . A 491, 1%l 2607, ~ 728, 1342, 549,5
WINCY : 788, 11,0 4285, 1169, CLEN 1169,9
CoMEVVTLLE _ izo%, 12.9 %056, 1921, 337. 94l,7
SPRIMGFIELD : 2604, 13.4 9142, 3584, 9094, 17846,7
e—— G AL, TIAV , i 224, ° 9,2 2547, 332, 193, 410,33
WEYMOLITH * “H, H,5 1456, a6, 163, 33%,9
ANRCFSTER 1471, 10.9 Al98, 2181, 6044, 1820,9
MICHIGAN
%_Lrw AROAR £01, 10,3 4601, 1027, 2476, 453,8
WR” AATTLF CHEEK 451, 12.2 1953, 672, 177, 0.0
AAY CITY__ a4, 15,2 PR63, 1356, 1318, 0.0
b= npnhxnnv T2l - 10;4 4670, 1078, 294, 916.9
nrTReG $5534, - 21.6 130795, - 82353, , 34187, 38027,0
FART £'h=lNG £R], 12.1 2740, 1010, 164, HIN))
. FLTNI 5573, 19,1 14220, 8264, 8759, 2363,6
v GAAMD PALTDS : 2006, 13.) 10638, 4161, 4A15, 1169.3
JACKSON - i 2?84, © 10.4 1852, 427, 1062, 0.0
KALAMA7ON HAA, : 1151 4163, 1317, 343, 364, 1
L ANSTHE 16495, 12.5 6983, 2514, 6967, 878,.4
L THOL N BARK 719, 177 PHAY L 1066, 456, 174.0
LIVOITA 751, - 849 3685, 373, 266, 352,.4
Frsxpcan. HETGHTS 7200, 12x1 802, 297, 676, 0.0

wik Lowyeec, Diaqs; Wedtsy, Dingefl, oot heat:

l"(

O
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A ALLOCATION : CNRG ALLOCATION
© UNDER & 1% MLLe ¢ UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS ENTITLEMENT UNDER HR5247
BPER_1/Z10 LUNEMPLAYMENT, EY1975 L IIILE It
Vot FORMULA (%000) PERCENT NO+ ($000) FORMULA ($000)
MUSKEGON 6854, 12.7 7239, 828, 1108, 0.0
PONTIAC 47455, 29,9 9628, 1052, 198, 2786,0
PORTAGE 183, 9.7 1298, 227, 84, 0.0
AN8EVILLE 11465, 15,1 3612, 1698, 212, W Ly
KOYAL DAK 503, 10,0 3729, 746, 221, 23740
' SAINMT CLARE SHORES 872, 1.7 4068, 1293, 261, 283.9
SOUTHFIELN 289, 9,5 2713, 428, 145, 36,6
STERLING HEIGHTS 804, 13,2 026, 1192, 134, 379.3 -
TaYL N 1326, 8.6 4037, 1967, 239, 408,48
WARRE N 2022, 12:3 8576, 2998, 1586, 975.5
v WESTLAND h02, 10.0. 3536, A9P, 268, 208,3
(73 KYOMTNG 498, 111 2644, 738, 183, 177.6
e ey SRENE G EE  COUNTY $T10, LIJI \3146, 69596, 121 JART..G
OKKLAND CGUNTY 0793, 14,0 22284, . 10073, 954, 2286,1
WAYNE COUMTY _5%6),° 17,1 15498, R267, 637. A365,0
. MINNESOTA
mnuwm 274, - 9.0 3651, 406, 3386, 254,.4
MINNFAONLTS 276, 8,2 16773, 409, 16793, 1409.0°
MISSISSIPPI
RYLOXT 31, 8.2 16895, 46, 3933, 53.8
WMISSQURT
KANSAS CITY 2259, 9,5 21215, 3350, 17859, 3378.0
SAINT LOUIS 8200, 12,9 32014, 12160, 15194, - 8560,0
MONTAMA
£ ILLINAS / Ab. 8,5 2167, 127, 246, 152,7
GREAT FALLS 130, 8,8 2128, 193, 243, 136,9
NEBRASKA
2 Y . Onana A9H, A.5 12554, 738, 1390, 1207.7

L. -

3



ALLOCATION

+

CORG _  ALLOCATION

EXCESS

O Y

“ . UNDER $ 15 MILL, . UNEMPLOYHEN?‘ ENTITLEMENT UNDER MR5247
~__PER /18 LINEMPL OYMENT FY1974 " YITLE 11
g FORMULA ($000) PERCENT NO. PR (5000) FORMULA ($000)
NEVADA |
SMAT W L3S VEGAS 611, 2.3 836, 2390, 510 974.3
eSS - SERO K7, L 9.5 . 3350, 529, 257+ 400,9
) ’
2 ; NEW HAMPSHIRE :
D'AWewRs ranCHESTER 700, TR0 1id. To3e, 2500, 62740
I Ry o
NEW _JERSEY
ASFLIRY PARK 18, 8.4 S70, 27, 297, 0.0
ATLANTIC CITY 517, 12.1 2264, 767, 3340, 0.0
T ___HAYONKF 66, f.3 2707, 98, 500, 319,48
T RLOGHFIFLD 132, 8,8 2149, 165, 134, 25444
_FRINGETON 353, 14,0 1223, S 524, 283, 0,0
Co\“f‘[N 2317. J 16.6 6633. 3‘36. 555“. 122‘.9
alde Fro17ameTH 711, 10,2 5303, 1164, sl 1y 682,0
ToVINGTAN 273, 9.4 2722, 605, 297, 306.9
Dan JFRSEY CITY 1855, 10,5 11585, 2151, 6485, 1623,2
To LARG ERANGH 37, 8.4 1141, 54, 145, 0.0
MILLVILLE aul, 14,0 1319, 545, 78 0.0
TR wANK “B124. 16,2 237199, 12047, 20513, 5457,3
NF I HPUNSWICK 37. A.3 1508, B4, 1399, 0.0
PASSATC 11404 14,6 3706, 1675, 283, 356,.0
PATFRSON _ 2679, 14,5 nB62, 3973, 4036, 1316, 4
PEATH AMADY : 33, A.3 1450, 52, 1441, 0.0
: SAYREYTLLE 6926H ., 83.0 111677, 102720, 770, 0.0
TREMTON™ 616G, 101 4396, 914, 5097, 658.4
| P UNION CITY : 1262, 14.8 4072, 1871, 301, 540.6
VINELAND 756, 16.0 T 2616, 1121, 1519, 0.0
nuRL THGTON COUNTY 1693, 10.9 9435, 2510, 509, 679,6
T WUDSOM COUNTY . 1778, 11.5 6945, 1821, 385, 2379.4
MICDLESEX COUNTY 212, A,3 a7l2, 315, 655, 978,3
VOMMOUTH GOUNTY 342, Bed 10655, 507, 978, 809,6
UNTON COUNTY 163, 8.2 10204, 249, 613, 806,8
NEWw MEXICO
s
b-II—
‘ hEW YORK ; : : :
BLAANY 89, 8.2 A19T, 102, 2109, 612,4

e o B s B & e b v

el S
sl
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ALLOCATION : chRG ALLOCATION
‘UNDER $ 15 MILL, UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS ENTITLEMENT  UNDER HRS247
PER_12)4 ' UMEMPL OYMENT EY1915 S IITLE 1T
) , FORMULA (5000)  PERCENT NO ' ($000) FORMULA (%000)
: RYNGHAMTON 2 414, 10,3 2751. 6lé, 5416, 562,.,5
tnFﬂ_\gg'/N_W_.szumxn : 10499, 16,5 3nz21, 16569, 11645, 662146
Ca FLMIfA j ok ~ 153, 945 1434, 226, - 1610, o0
M;-:nurn VEZRNON 618, 10,7 1608, 910, - 2590, 500,6
MEW ROCHELLE . 332, 9.5 312l, ~ 493, T 4640, 551.3
_NFV_YORK L 56382, 10,5 ___ 351165, 83611, 102244, 137835,0
LATNIGE "HiaGIR FALLS 227h, 17,9 6102, 3375, 1571, 1174.4
e e _LNCHESTER 400, 8,7 11055, @90, 11684, 1548,4
m:m‘q! FOMF . 803, 11.9 2274, 745, © 1523, . 159.5
. SCHENECTADY S, b L 8.8 2861, 260, 1488, 263,3
SYRACUSE . 540, 9.0 1472, 830, 11861, 779.5
TR0y r 18 - 8,6 2154, 150, 1816, 162,1
Mitehell uTICA 0T 1069, - 12.2 4604, 1585, 1551, 478.8
el S o 1051, 9.7 ABYZ, 1558, 5248, 1138.2
FITE T CAUNTY UsAL, 13.2 32299, 12724, 1621, 8197,0
RPOCVLANG COUNTY .9, B8.) . 8B44, 12, 465, 546,64
“UFF Oy COUNTY 82, 8.1 Qu58, 122, 1079, 4825,0
MORTH CAROLINA
%@g@ﬂu 5. : ase, 13,8 3382, 1421, 3232, 5060
FURLTNETON 412, 11.4 2050, 611, 133%, 0.0
‘?}__C!"z’v’m?_f’i TR 2640, 11.6 12690, 3938, 10594, 1788,3
ia(\: GASTONIA — 280, 9.9 2162, 415, 1402, 0.0
S BILENSHOA0 130, 8,3 5337, 193, 2191, 50,9
HTGA SOTNT : 5s - Ba2 2405, 59, 4038, 184,7
# T MTHGTON 240, - 9,9 1636, 156, 961, 203,1
'%: WINSTON=-SALEN 2399, 14,4 8005, 3558, - 5491, 1068,.0
NORTH DAXKOTA
OHIO
]
e | fugh o0 ' : 1258, 9.7___ 10706, 1076, 10979, 1168,7
CELTAN ik, 9.3 4086, 571, 1109, 368,3
CINCINNATIY - 3lao, 10,5 19307, 4597, 18828, 3422,0
CLEVELAXD , 3066, 9.5 26199, 4947, 16092, 3220.9
NEYTOM 1664, 10,4 10593, 2460, 6R22, 1241.8
eR FLYATA - 220, 9,5 2068, 327, 1382, 158,9
L M HAMILTON : 102), 13,7 3638, 1514, 597, 371,48
-":'g’(." O 1231, 16.5 3543, 1825, 230, 276.1
¥ A LA Tk 379, 9.9 N2, 561 4 12617, 258,4
A TR 4o, ¢ 8,3 1876, 68, 339, 144,2
Milleg. vrnreTTA 134, O T 159, 70, 0.0
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ALLOCATION COR ALLOCATION
UNDER $ 15 MILL. UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS ENTITLEMENY  UNDER HRS247
PER_1710 : UNEMBL OYMENT FY191% L TITLE 11
FORMULA (%000) PERCENY NO. ($000) FORMULA (5000)
hﬁuu MIDDLETOWN Bab, 13.0 24972, 958, 5353, 0.0
SR IMGE TFLD e Hab 2779, 194, 666, 196,49
ToLENo - 38643, 11.6 “18363, 5699, 11831, 1939,0
WARREN 477, 18,1 2716, 101, 914, 205,2
YOUNGSTONN 1919, 13,3 RETE 2846, 3730, 922,6
__yAMrLTnM COUNTY 410, Q.5 10336, 608, 849, 1168, 5 bt
MOMTGOMERY COUNTY 83, Hal 99aR, 123, 757, 658,6
SUMVIT COUNTY 0, 8,0 6643, 0, 579, 512,0
’
ONLAHOMA
OREGGN
FUGENE 575, 10,7 3379, 853, 421, 38641
) BARTL AMD 226) ., 10,0 16765, 3353, 8760, 1724, 8
q’L' Mo !‘3'-". llos 1093' 9‘1‘ 31“3. 306.2
~SPRIMGFTELD 336, 12,5 1383, 498, _104, 0,0
PEMNSYLVANIA
ggag ALLENTGUN 431, 9.3 4577, 640, 2426, 349,83
%ﬁ; L}, THOMA 257, 9.6 22484, 381, 1225, 127,]
3 SA‘ (“"";Tl'“ : G3K, 14,2 3187, i 1391. . 2303, 376.6
PARD ARG 137, 8.7 2530, - 204, 2L 158,1
HELETON 169, 10,2 1296, 240, 104, 0.0
& ! ZNCASTFR 751, 12,4 Alas, 1113, 420R, 266,0
PHILIDELOHIA 16308, 11.0 BR6179, 24185, 60829, 21486,0
Mﬂ-‘/m/% _PITTISHIPAN 2748, 10,0 20375, 4075, 16429, 2679,3
BEENTNG 186, 8.7 3426, 276, 418K, 193,1
SAPANT M 1459, 13.0 5627, 2166, 7747, 476,9
WTLRF ':"-'A'JRE 473. 10,8 2704, 701, 8084, 202.4
Schue WYLL'rvRPOPT 208, 10,1 1442, 308, 10A80, 0,0
6 Yows 509, 11.4 2531, 155, 1234, 233.3
- L___RUCKS COLMTY a0, 8,5 _410, 459, 629, 426,5
i Ul Nf‘”’ COUNTY 954, 10.2 65060, 141%, 584, 293.5
WESTMORELAND COUNTY 1429 10,0 10565, 2113, 939, 294,9
#HNDE ISLAND
TERANSTON G434, 12.% 3856, 1399, 461, 44740
g LT N E T 1942, 16,3 5696, 28K0, 5650, 171.6
Ft, G R POV TEENCE 4R04, 17.1 13386, 7124, Y110, 2230,4
: VAR S1CK 4 1537. 14,3 5172, 2279, 384, 362,56




_ALLOCATION ' DRG __ALLOCATION :
UNDER § 15 MILL. UNEMPLOYMENT EXCESS ENTITLEMENT  UNDER HR5247 , ;
PER_1/10 UNEMP| QYMENT FY] 978 TINLE 11
FORMULA (%000}  PERCENT NO (5000) FORMULA (3000)
e Lty
SOUTH CAROL INA f
Ip&MeE ColUnBTA 299, f,8 4881, 44b, 1936, 236,6 i
GREENVILLE 383, 10,1 2729, 567, 2205, 268, 1 i 9o
Ann SPARTANKURG 505, 12,0 2247, T49. 4434, 0.0
L e ] b ’
€y ;
SOUTH _DAKOTA ‘
: - 1
< :
TENMESSEE
TFXAS t Do
, GAR2A ©vunuyusVTILLE 413, 11,9 1867, 612, 645, 172.4 o
Rak4AX" rrnieon 266, - 12.4 1236. 439, 179, 0.0 o
[a_¢ FOL s 96, 10,4 602, 139, 419R, 0.0
FI. PASO 1615, 10.1 11524, 2396, ‘2195, 1145.8 b
A_HARL INGEN 226, 1.0 1230, 335, 355, 0.0 B
I AFENO . 1661, 19.5 4176, 2463, 2661, 479.1
AVCALLEN 209, 10,4 1343, 310, 399, 0,0 e &
sy R RN b 74. 10.6 ‘18. 110. 218. 0-0 b/ !
PORT ARTHUR P66, 9,9 2056, 395, 13246, 146,8
Se—— G AN ATONTO 663, Bob 20335, 968, 17904, 1269.6 '
de <AM NENTTO s, 11,0 518, 181, 201, 0,0 .
ks SHERN AN ath, 12,4 1565, 555, 109, 0.0 ]
o MJF_}_::\_‘?,LA_&"‘ 6l. B.7 11211 90, 2812, 0,0
- -y OO 78, 8.3 3144, 115, 5704, 235.3
UTAH -
kay ocoey 426, 10,2 2931, 632, 655, 177,7
nRE D 8,2 738, 18, 114, 0.0
BrOVO 40, 8.3 1681, 59, 315, 691,
SALT LAKE CITY 0. 8,0 6126, T 0 4176, 468,8 :
'y d VERMONT '
i+ i
VIKGINTA {
| YNCHBUPG 16, 8.1 . 1887, 23, 1537, 227.8

Srie DS e eme s eis &

PRI Rppou—
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gk VNN ALLOCATION : o i T SO CORG ALLOCATION
"~ UNDER $ 15 MILLs + UNEMPLOYMENT EXGESS ENTITLEMENT _ UNDER HRS247
PER_)/10 : UNEMPI OYMENT FY1975 -  TITLE 11

FORMULA (3000 ‘PERCENTV . NO. ($000) FORMULA (3000)

HOANDKE - 134, 8.5 386, 199, 2629, 442.8

WASHINGTON ,

K SFATTLE v 1010, R.6 21462, 14974 T 11641, 2001,2
&‘&__{-?_Qﬁhf-‘ 1004, 10,2 - #903, . 1489, - 7086, 661 .4 i

. _TACOMA - B1Te . 9,5 . &192. . WiSe 2459, 695,7

MULopmac ks rivs : 469, 12,0 2085, 695, 256, 0.0

KNG COUNTY .10 h6Y, Aaed . 20848, 993" y 1511, 1357.1

nIF"CE__COUHTY i é"". 910 Rab.’. 995- 7]5. 339.‘0

SNONOMISH COUNTY - T 02, B8 6562, . 597, ~ 573, 423,8

-

WEST VIRGINTA

P ASKE NSHURG RN S\ 10,3 1718, _396, 248, 0,0
. FETSTGM : 27. 8.4 ®51, 41, ~ 89, 0.0
WISCONSIN
z.guvel_(i/ MILWAUKES 2943, - 9.4 29498, - 4393, 13383, 2500,8
elqcE  ISHAsH : 108, 8.7 1938, 156, 179, 95,3
X 5‘-"’57 HLIQ ] ?1. - 5 8.1 . ?577' 32- ’96. 13314
WYOMING ' X : ) o ‘
TOTAL CTTY ALLOCATION 585000,
STATE SET-ASIDF 155000,
TOTAL PROGRAM 780000, . : "

vy Sue=

e



New York

Los Angeles
Chicago
Detroit
Philadelphia
Baltimore
San Francisco
Boston

San Diego
St. Louis
Buffalo
Milwaukee
Cleveland
Atlanta
Indianapolié
Phoenix

Seattle

Kansas City, Mo.
New Orleans
Pittsburgh

Allogation
unde

$10 million
per 1/10%
formyla

($ mill.)

5144
2048
98
50/. 6

1.0
<

2.
2.0
2.5

Alldcation

]

Allocation Procc Gfaamrs

under CDBG
formula Allocation Unemployment Unemploy-
in Title II FY 1975 ment
of HR 5247 Percent No. over 8%
($ mill.) ($§ mill.)
137.8 102.2 10.5% 351,000 117,000
" 20.3 38.6 IB.7 134,000 46,000
"18.6 43,2 9.1 132,000 31,000
' 38.0 34.2 21.6 131,000 88,000
: 21.5 - 60.8 11.0 89,000 32,000
 ‘5.2 32.7 1047 40,000 13,000
309 28.8 10.5 37,000 12,000
+16.0 32.1 12,8 36,000 16,000
‘2.9 By % | 10.4 32,000 11,000
f.8.6 15.2 12.9 32,000 15,000
© 6.6 : 1 16.5 30,000 17,000
I 2.5 : 13.4 9.4 29,000 7,500
) 3.2 16.1 9.5 29,000 7,600
3.6 18.8 a2,7 28,000 13,000
2.8 13.9 8.5 27,000 4,700
Lo 2.6 i3 25,000 8,000
2.0 11.6 8.6 21,000 -4,000
3.4 17.9 9.5 21,000 5,600
3.0 14.8 ‘9.5 21,000 5,600
2.7 16.4 10.0 20,000 6,100




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide a brief
discussion of H.R. 5247 and to outline the advantages of
a community development block graru substitute for the
enrolled enactment.

I. Summary of Descripﬁion and Weaknesses of H.R. 5247

Title I. Provides a FY 1977 authorization of $2.5
billion for 100% federal grants for local public works
projects, thereby replacing careful local project selection
with grantsmanship.

Title XII. Provides for temporary grants to State and
local governments to help them maintain basic municipal
services. The estimated cost is $1.5 billion over the
next 15 months. The program is triggered by the national
unemployment rate exceeding 6%. Because local fund allo-
cations would be based in part on local taxes raised,
cities and States would receive aid based on what they
spend, creating incentives to greater expenditures.

Title IIX. Provides (1) $1.4 billion in FY 1977 funds
for EPA's wastewater treatment grants, (2) an extension,
$500 million authorization and modification of the Job
Opportunities program, .(3) interest -subsidies on EDA loans
to businesses, and (4) additional EDA grant and loan author-
ity which would effectively make EDA an Urban Renewal Agerncy.

Only a small pr0portlon'of the over $6 blllldn cost of
H.R. 5247 would be avallahle, in the short term, to create
local jobs.

II. Proposed Alternative to H.R, 5247 A

A. Program Description

Under HUD's proposal funds would be provided
primarily to cities with more than 50,000 population, since
they were the hardest hit by the recent recession and will.
be slowest to recover. The HUD proposal seeks to create ‘
private sector jobs in areas of excessively high unemploy-
ment.* This temporary assistance, which dove-tails with the
President's philosophy that econonic growth is best produced
through the private sector, will help revitalize these very
depressed areas so that they may participate in the national
recovery.

* East St. Louis - 18% Pontiac - 30% Niagara Falls - 18%
Flint - 19% Camden - 16% Providence - 17%
Detroit - 22% Buffalo - 17% Laredo - 20%



The program would be activated only when the
natlonal unemployment rate is over 7%, and $15 million
per quarter would be available for each .1% by which
‘unemployment exceeds 7%. At the present 8.3% rate of :
unemployment (1.3% above 7%) funds would be provided in
the amount of $195 million per guarter, or $780 million
per year. ’

Assistance would be provicded only to cities
with unemployment over 8% based on the extent to which

the city's unemployment exceeds 8%. (See attached table
for examples.) . :

Twenty~five percent of the funds would be dis-
trlbuted to states with unemployment over 8% tc use in
areas outside cities of 50,000. :

' B;r Program Admlnlstratlon; ‘

: _Grants would flow into their community develapment
program, subject to the same statutory standards as .
community development block grants. To participate, the
city would submit a brief statement of its planned use of
the funding, referencing its HUD-approved community
development application.

C. Advantages

(1) The measure'providsa emergency'rellef oniy
to those local governments with ‘high
unemployment.

(2) Cities which experisnce improved employment
conditions will have their own supplemental
funding reduced quarterly.

(3) The program phases out automatically when

" the national unemployment rate drops below
7%, which is predicted to occur in early
1977.

(4) Directing supplementary funding intoc local
community development programs is responsive
to the special problems of the cities. 1In
addition to stimulating the local economy
with "new" money, the supplement will allow
the recipients to attract and keep industry
and stabilize and improve declining neighbor-

- hoods. These activities should create
private sector jobs and lmprove the local
economy .



(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

Most of the funds would be spent on activities
which create jobs in the private sector rather
than creating long term obligations for
financially strapped local governments by
swelling publ;c payrolls.

The HUD proposal, ag a cost of $780 mxlllon,
will create at least 38,000 jobs during the
first quarter after implementation and another
25,000 within the nsxt 6 months. In contrast,
H.R. 5247, at a total cost of over $6 billion,
would produce 28,000 jobs during the first
quarter after implemsntation. Ultimately,

H.R. 5247 would create up to 198,000 additional
jobs, but only long after the program was
1mplemented and the stlmulus needed.

Use of the existing block grant administrative
structure at the Federal and local level
reduces start~-up time and administrative costs;
requires local priority-setting which would be
lost under the categorical programs in H.R.
5247; and avoids the disruption which often
occurs when Federal £funds are discontinued.

As the economy con t%nues to recover and interest
rates fall, the cost of govermnment borrowing
will decrease and the Administration can remain
within its budget target of $395 bllllon..v '

The $6 billion public works/publzc employment
bill now before you passed the House by a clear
veto override margin. Availability of a far
less costly -and programmatically sounder T
Administration alternative could provx&e the

"margin to sustain a veto.

Proposing an alternztive, even if it is
unsuccessful and the veto is overridden, shows
that the Administration is concerned about and
looking for ways to help urban centers with
high unemployment.
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COMPARISON BETWEEN TITLE II OF H.R. 5247 AT FULL FUNDING FOR ONE
QUARTER AT 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($437.5 MILLION) AND H.R. 11860 AT
FULL FUNDING FOR ONE QUARTER AT 8.5%7 UNEMPLOYMENT ($225 MILLION)

A
l/o{-cd, 7 e 'on Einal R, . e’ *Wot Uptiu j
?ASSA (’m@ev?.uu&' EefoE‘f' . Fnal Tassage
) . SH¢7 Cown eiaeme e
o : +o H 5.247
PERCENT ALLOCATION UNDER AL_LOCATION UNDER
UNEMPLOYMENT H.R. 5247 ($000) H.R. 11860 ($000)
ALABAMA / - s | :
e Hkdla” ANNTSTON 12.6 0.0 117,
g.u:;. FLORFNCE 11 0.0 89.
/GADSNEM 15.1 135,.6 323, -
Tones HUNMTSVILLE VeH 133.5 220,
BALANCE OF STATE 8.9 . 3524.1 - 751,
TOTAL 3793.2 1500.
P A ANCHORAGE . 8.5 61,8 26,
BALANCE OF STATE  '12.5 870.5 493,
TOTAL - 932.3 519.

ARLZ . ;
&Mvotﬁnu 10,3 723.0 L1218, -
5, SCOTTSNLLE - - -. .. B33 .. . 58,7 R
| Wetes V[ F MPFE, 9.0 49,2 59,

BALANCE OF STATE 9.6 2879.2 417.

TOTAL 3710.2 1710.

ke ARKANSAS » -

AYETTEVILLE 10.1- 0.0 56,
@gﬁmr SMITH 10.1 21.8 : 122, "

Hascimon shdE PRINGDALE lu.1 0.0 - 34,
BALANCE QF STATE. 10,7 1914.9 71._5_%0.-

TOTAL . 1936.7 0 LT32
~CALIFORNTA - o

o5 ALAMEDA 8.2 40,3 1S,

X AMAHEIM 8.5 141,8 82,

" RFLLFLO~FR 8.9 13,4 25 .

BRERKELEY 13.4 260,7 654,

ﬂ"*‘“"‘/&#ﬂ BUEMA PARK 9.0 45,0 58,

RURA ANK 9.0 106.8 $6.

CaRSON Oeh 45,9 FT

Van Deeeliw CHULA VISTA 10.3 72.2 135,

Q.v; g;y-dum CaMPTON ) 1.6 101.6 386.

COMCANRD 8,2 52.6 15.

COSTA MESA B.4 69,7 27.

Bugerver FL CaAJoM 9,7 57.6_ 78.
Rmu\]jowduﬂ_ VONTF ned 42,1 49,

_m_ FAIPFIFLD g5 0.0 20,
FROEMOMT - 5.1 60,6 9.k
Sisk/MEees  FPESMO 9.7 236.9 238 T
FULLERTON 52,3 64,2 25. -




P PERCENT ALLOCATION UNDER ALLOCATION UNDER
¥ UNEMPLOYMENT H.R. 5247 ($000) H.R. 11860 ($000)

GARNEN . GROVE 8.5 57.7 ' 56.
lar, - HAWTHORNE .4 4.8 - 19..
Staeic] Gooids HAYWARD 10.7 136.2 234,
INGLEWOCD 8.7 94,3 ; 69.
Hommatod | AKEWOUD 8.6 33.4 47.
Haswload /Audsssm. LONG BEACH 9.6 426.8 571.
" FiEx LOS ANGELES 10.7 5832.5 : 7393.
MERI[SisK MOQESTC - 12.4 114.8 ‘ 236,
y elt  MONTEREY 1l.] 0.0 152.
Clawsew NORWALK 10,0 35.8 ; 154.
Tellums /Stae K DAKL &ND 187 891.5 1614.
L ONTARIC 12.8 12.4 265.
:_aauwm/s.um&w XMARD 10,0 84.9 122,
. Dwmiklsm  PTCO RIVERA 8,8 24,5 ar.
QM/QQF( POMON A 9.6 104.8 116.
: Bell REDONDBC BEACH 9.8 . The T 95.
misr RICHMOND 12.0 204 .4 284 .
Prowsd  pyVERSINE 9.7 126.6 209.
; SACRAMENTO 9.7 3908 . -, 386.
Bissorfiagive/linshar. SANTA £1A 9.1 138.0 : 153,
eelas SENTA CLaFE ST 9T 5. - 142,
i Talest SARTA CRUZ 13.2 0.0 139.
, Bl SanTA MONICA 9.4 106.9 134,
: Clawsesd  SANTH ROSH 1.8 102,86 141.
Brsww [Teltia  SAN BERNAXDBIND 3.9 184,5 N S48«
i;.»gu:.«-/vm Sfpagen@A N ] EGC : 10.4 841.4 ghons 1.5 &
g SHN FRANCISCD 10.5 3018,5 1921,
M/ﬂﬁMsm JOSE 1G.1  596.9 Bol.
: SAN LEANDRO ) 8.1 65.6 7 : 7. &
| Talestt.  SEASTDE - 31.1 0.0 121,
; QeluwAteR STMT VALLEY 11.0 31,4 jie.
! SCUTH GATE . N T E 36.6 : T
i Memd  STOCRTON 12,2 232.0 _382,
SUMNNYVALE 8.3 72.6 . 29,
VENTURR B.6 375.8 3.
WESTMINSTER 8.2 30.9 1.
ALAREDA COUNTY lea7 1402,3 é4u,
\ - CCHTRA COSTa Ce, 9.1 677.9 361.
: PRESNG COUNTY 10.S 563.1 497.
5 KERN COURTY 6.4 407.17 B85,
: LOS ARGELES COUNTY 9.5 9392.0 2598.
; ORANGE CLUNTY 8.0 684.6 0.
: RIVERSTIE Courry 0.6 6l7.9 R.Fop~_ 827,
SACKAMENTO TOUNTY 9.0 823.5 337.
SANTA CLARA CouwnTY 9.0 1n¢5.8 274 .
SAN CERRNARD I U CC» 11.3 1129.9 K 1325,
SaN QIEGL COUNTY 1¢.0 1373.6 . * 861,
BALANCE OF STATE 13.7 27438 .4 1467
TOTAL $19727Z.9 i 5 3528273

A Co‘dwa{-ek, c&@'_’_'_“:_“’_, E_.g_@s_, m”mhmd) LM‘."_"; Ro L"‘D Eﬂ-] M, "‘ﬂa)k-'hsj
Cwilson, Ardepsm




PERCENT

ALLOCATION UNDER

ALLOCATION UNDER

S o iDo UNEMPLOYMENT  H.R. 5247 ($000) H.R. 11860 ($000)
TOTAL 5.4 700.4 0
. CONNECTICUT
Bkwaey ap1peERORT 1243 492 .1 646,
: HRISTOL 14.3 169.3 338,
,.iﬂsajL.nnunqu 1.5 118,.3 217,
FAIRFIFLD He5 71.9 ?¢.
HARTFQAN 11.9 665.4 6NG
SRMIV “ERTNEN 3 T 101.4 2n1.
Cimimo  WMILFORD 5 141.0 181,
Motbtt new gRITAIN 13,3 216.4 44b,
Giaime NFW HAVEN 1l1.4 429,6 440,
ng NFY | OMDON B4 0,0 13.
NaPYALY 5ol 110.3 31,
Doddd moPwiICH Bet 0.0 15, :
SARAY WATFRRURY 13.8 334.9 596,
_Gisimg wEST HAVEN y.1 56,0 B8,
BALANCE OF STATE 8.4 3986.8 - 319,
: “ TOTAL 6873.4 4141,
DELAVA
Eﬁﬁ ﬁﬁLulwsrnm 1445 317,.7 470,
da Ba¥ NEW CASTLE COUNTY 10,3 184, 0 £14.
BALANCE OF STATE 7.1 797.5 0.
TOTAL 1299.2 1084.
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
| TOTAL 7.4 3028.9 a
FLORIDgnCA RATON lU.9 0.0 61.
cocns 154 0.0 " S0, :
?r“ NAYTAMA REACH 1043 0.0 161.
qur FORT LLAUNERNALE 11.8 317.5 Lay, .
FORPT MYFRS g 12¢3 0s0 165,
HTALFAH te3 68,4 32
ag-{g!m HOLL YwOND 13.5 213.3 479.
: LAKFLAMD 0ol Uo @ te
- ERBY4. pFLBQURNF 13.4 0.0 181,
MTAMT RFACH 1.1 362.3 ;37.
MTAMT 10.3 546, o
*@“;;%g ORLANDN 1340 170,3 250
Sikes pEmSACOL A haY 34.5 f;;"
Uoumwg SATNT PHTFRGHUPS Yeh 1él.8 ¥y
ol S SAGASOTA 15.% 0.0 ey
7%i£héé; TAMDS 1u.0 321.7 VER
TITUSVILLE 134 0.0 53] .
iﬂhh%ggqur PA_M nHFACH 121} 129.4 > {’.
WINTFP HAVF?Y cel 0.0 /Q—Fn%; 65.‘
REAMALT COUMTY 12,5 370.6 /9 A 29g'
NADE COBATY 9.0 J1l4aR.H g
HILLSKNSDUGH CNUNTY Y. 308,9 o b,_;”a'
ORONGE COUNMTY Y12 286.0 \ % ‘gzn.
PALLM EFACH COUNTY 10.9 3561 | T iy
OINFLLAS COUNTY 9k 218.2 Ui
i BALANCE OF STATE 10.0 11279.4 18
, TOTAL 16318.4 8844,

—



> PERCENT ALLOCALION DNUER T ADCUTHETIOS TR

e

2 g UNEMPLOYMENT ~ H.R. 5247 ($000) H.R. 11860 ($000)
. GEORGIA :
. Maddne apBANY 10,1 48,3 1356,
LQ_WLAMTA 12.7 1034,6 2256,
tg; s ALJGLISTA 9.7 60.2 kb,
COLUMRUS B.6 163.2 _ R3,
MACOM 9.0 110,3 - 109,
SAVAMNAH .9 1055 93,
BALANCE OF STATE 10.0 7465.7 2679.
TOTAL % 8991.8 ; 5442,
HAWAII : _
TOTAL : 7.9 1545.1 0.
: -
_IDAHO .
T BALANCE OF STATE 9.3 . 960.9 315,
’ TOTAL - 960.9 '“ 375,
ILLINOIS i } ; ,
| CHICAGO 9.1 5346,3 3499,
_Mul%%_ DECATUR 11,3 - 94 % DA .
: FAST SAINT LOUIS 16,0 , 165,0 _ a7%,
: FILGIM Be0 36.0 T R
. . QBeigw  JNLIFT 9,1 73,9 7%,
3 0'Bugw  KAMKAKEF 10,8 38,1 B3,
Andsesew FEOCKF QRN 11.6 : 2725.0 506,
. WBAUKFGAN - Bal ot 59.5 ¥ L
MADISON COUNTY 1063 ~ SB.4 T Sl
: SAIMT CLAIR COUNTY 10.9 98,4 817,
L BALANCE OFE_STATE 5.4 8312.9  ° o
TOTAL . 14505.9 5490,
T IDTANA = e . -
_Hllig ANNDF GG 447 143.5 bih,
© HewEsS  FypnavILLE < 945 129.4 1249,
- Roush FopT waynE 11.3 222.7 n52,
GhRY u,2 223.5 174,
INDIAMAPOLIS Heb 15,6 346,
Shkage wmiNCTE 12,9 106,68 290,
SOUTH REMD Y.l 132.1 177.
BALANCE OF STATE 9.9 7539.9 2633.
TOTAIL 2315.5 4756.
oW . E ;
d COUNCIL RLUFFS 35,7 69,
- BALANCE OF STATE 136.1 ' 0.
TOTAL 171.8 65.
KANSAS :
KANSAS CTITY 5‘;6.4 199,
b .9 ! 0
BALANCE _QOF STATE S s S
TOTAL 442.3 - ¢ 199.
ENTI Y ) L7 g
Snyde®  COVINGTOM 10.8 16,8 SeH L 12%.
HOPK TNSVILLF te3 0,0 “e
BALANCE OF STATE g.1 295% .2 al.
H - TOTAL 2132.1 212.



r & oA

L LIANGILIVE

AALLVOAL LAWY UL

LU T IO U

UNEMPLOYMENT  H.R. 5247 ($000) H.R. 11860 ($000)
LOUISIANA =
Lo»_q ALEXAMDIRTA 105 0e0 R,
%fzm LAKE CFAFLES Y2 5Y..3 T
Assman. MONRPOF 8,9 36,3 4y,
NFW ORLFAMS %.5 8564 .4 132,
SHREVEPNRT 5.9 180.4 142,
BALANCE OF STATE 7.9 2734.1 0,
TOTAL 3874.5 1070.
MAINE — o
Cahem  FURUSM 12.v 0. 2.
Qo€w LFWISTOM 12.9 0.0 197,
PORTLAND 9.5 125.4 “Hd,
BALANCE OF STATE 11.5 2285.8 1220.
TOTAL 2411.2 1617.
ezwntiA/éﬁﬁﬁgnLTrvops 10,7 1502,0 27205, :
BALANCE OF STAT 2.7 . 278,35 0.
TOTAL 4289.5 2205.
MASSACHUSKTTS
ARL TNGTRN 6.3 85,1 12,
_ROSTON 12.8 4590 .8 244,
Bugks =oockrow 17,1 307.9 o
. CAMRIINAF 11,9 528 ,0 41,
Bolamd cHicOPFE 12.7 145,.5 307,
Heekler FALL RIVER 14,7 382.4 £37,
Crinaw FITCHRURG 1.3 0.0 13%, = §
FRAMINGHAH da3 117.7 13,
&ﬁu HAVEPHTLL 11.3 0.0 141.
' HOLYOKF leod 176.4 - 3045,
Toemads | AwRENCF : 1c.6 201.6 305,
PRiwan. | FOUINSTFR $1.% 0,0 103,
Taoigas | auE| L 13,1 291,1 453,
Haz@ingin 1 yh 1445 359.7 5y,
MALNEN 166 158.0 140,
MEDFORN 5e5 143.0 9],
NFUTON 4.5 207.6 4b
% MEW EENFORD 16,0 449, 8 7eh,
PITTSFIFLD 11,1 154,1 T1%9,
i CUTNCY 11,0 336,.6 756,
Reill cnvreoviyLr 12,9 276,9 420,
SBRINGFTELLD 13.4 513.5 PGA,
VALTHAM Y2 118,.0 .
BEYMOUTH .S 96,6 15,
WORCFSTFR : J10..9 523.9 &77,
BALANCE OF STATE 11.3 15535.5 4373.
TOTAL 257477 .£095.



PERCENT

ALLOCATION UNDER

ALLOCATION UNDER

XA Cortxtif.’.» Piggs, Nedai Dingel| Beodhead.

- UNEMPLOYMENT  H.R. 5247 ($000) H.R. 11860 (S002)
ICHIGAN T
ANN ARLOD 16.3 130.6 775,
B%awAd RATTLE CRFEK 1.2 0,0 1al,
TTRax\eR RAY CITY 15.2 0.0 797,
Ford, NFAPROPN HE TEHTS 11.0 55,8 Zin,
NEARPQDY 1.4 263,.8 PR
*EE PETROTIT 7leb 10940,.4 18021,
J%?gg FAST LANSING 1exT - 0.0 221,
le FLIMT 1vel 630,0 e,
“miréhiuﬁwnhn FADIDS 13.1 336.4 911,
nga JACKSOM 10.4 0.0 Os,
BownN VALLTAZOD - 1y 113.4 Fh .
CarR | ANSTNG 12.5 252 7T 559,
Disggll LTNCALN PARK 12 r 51,5 233,
LIVORIE ) 101.4 re .
Vaudse Jagh myUSKEGON HETEHTS 12.7 0.0 A,
'V%;{' T5+ MUSKE GO 1241 0,0 1%,
Bloentiohs PONTIAC ey 801.5 ICYER
BeowN POPTAGE VN 0,0 Lh,
) - RFRFOWED TOWNSHIP 12.4 S0,0 301 .
O'Ha ROSEVILLF el 87,0 L
EﬁiﬁgiiunYAL nax 1640 64,2 163.
Thaglen SAGTMAW 14 .54 223.3 )
Obara  SAIMT CLARE SHORES 1147 81,7 2R3,
SOUTHFTIELD 9eH 9h .8 24,
Blanchersl STFOIMA HEIGHTS B 109,1 7€1.
Iord  TeYLOR 1.6 117.5 430,
Nedm/EIonMApm.q 1243 2H0,7 656,
WATEAFNSD TOUNSHIP 1%.5 46,9 547,
: WESTLAND 107 9,9 145,
_@-:h__?; WYQMTNG 1l.1 5141 162,
: GEMESEE COUNTY 17.1 428, 0 1-31,
OAXLAMD. COUNTY . laob . 657.7 J 270a,
WAYME COUNTY L | 2400,9 1R05,
BALANCE OF STATE _12.9 21727.1 7934.
TOTAL ' 40013.4 42657.
MINNESOTA
SR NULUITH S0 73.2 RY,
MINNMFAPNIIS Ber 405,4 ap,
e - -BAI Aucg OF-STATE 7.4 4884°6 0-
~ TOTAL B 5363.2 179.
MISSISSIPPI
' RILOXI to?2 1523.; 19
s o 7. 1563.7 10.
MISSOURI :
KAMSAS CITY Y,.9 971.9
.!#jiuRWu,sAINT LOUTS 12.5 2462.7 //15f0 ;\‘?666
BALANCE OF STATE 6.5 3450.1
TOTAL 6884 .7 3394.



8 0

P2 4

H.R. 5247 ($000)

s UNEMPLOYMENT H.R. 11860 ($000)
MONTANA
RTLL INGS Hobh 43,9 PH,
Melther GRFAT FALLS Bed 39.4 io.
; BALANCE OF STATE 8.7 879.3 376.
TOTAL 962.7 446,
NEBRASKA
OMAHA Beb 347,5 162,
- BALANCE OF STAT=E 5.5 792,2 0.
TOTAL 1139.7 162.
NEVADA
Sawhing LAS VEGAS 12.3 280.3 CFER
Sandeiwy  RFNQ ve5 115.3 116.
BALANCE OF STATE 10.8 1649.9 371,
TOTAL <0485.5 1010
NEW HAMPSHIRE
s MAMCHESTER 1047 180.4 7721
BALANCE OF STATE €.6 " 726.5 0.
TOTAL 906.9 227.
NEW JERSEY
Howapd ASRIIDY PARK Bk 0.0 o
Pughes ATLAMTIC CLTY 1241 0.0 Vot .
BAYOMMF be3 92.0 - - ?l.
' e QOYFIFLD Goh 73.2 4,
. Rughes PPIDGETAN 1440 0.0 L%,
Heg® CAMDEN lo.06 352.4 82,
CHFERPRY HTLL TOwWNSHIP &,.0 54.8 s 0.
Rolling FAST OFANGE lue? 169.8 176,
__sz.€|17rvﬁru 10.2 196,2 250,
Miwish TRYTHETNN Yol 85,3 g
Daniels JFRSFY CTTY : 1u.% 467,0 BUP
Waward | ANG HEAMCH Heh 0.0 'Yg.
%%¥g. MTILLVILLE i o0 0,0 24
odinog MFWAPK 15.2 1570, 203n,
Valtew ~ NFW EHUNMSHICK “ed 0.(1) an;;.
Roe  pas<arc 1446 103,0 267,
BoE  PATFRSON 1445 378,7 KAY,
" WRem PFRTH AMBOY Me3 0.0 i1.
1\;§&L SAYRFVTLLE 4.3 0,0 9,
srm TRENTOM 1v.1 189 ,4 200,
ﬂﬂcgébumrnm'rrrv 14.8 155.5 :uy,
hes VIMEL AND 14.0 0,0 P65,
WOONRRINGE TOANSHIF  o,.2 b4 ,2 1~
PURLIMGTON COUMTY 1v,.9 195,.5 L4,
KUNGON GCOUMTY 11.5 684 .6 250,
MINDNDLFSEX COUNTY Bed 261,5 AY,
MOMMOUTH COUNTY A4 232.9 : 111,
UNTON COUNTY n.2 232,1 74;?'””€xA 54,
BALANCE OF STATE 10.3 14013.8 /= ~-3162.
TOTAL 19615.0 11478.
NEW MEXICO
BALANCE OF STATE 8.3 880.0 93.
TOTAT. 880.0 D3



PERCENT ALLOCATION UNDER  ALLOCATION UNDER

4 UNEMPLOYMENT  H.R. 5247 ($000) H.R. 11860 ($000)
, NEW YORK :
= Al HA”Y H.a 17“.2 ?/-
: 2 RINGHAMTON 1Ua3 lel.8 134,
'.';‘_Fﬁ\ief_}e_“l‘_k PUFFaLND 1645 1905.0 3407,
: FEM12a .5 0,0 50,
uage MOUNT VEBNGH 107 144,0 199,
= NEY POCRELLF 95 157.6 108,
NFW YORK 105 39654 .1 1r297.
LaFales NTAGARA FALLS 17.9°~ 337.9 Tau,
ROCHFSTER 8,7 . 4s5,5 195,
Mibebell voxr 11.9 45,9 163,
SCREMECTADY n.5 70.0 “Te
SYRACUSF vl 224,3 142,
TROY Koh 52.4 33,
M uTICa 1.2 13;.8- ia{.
SER gﬁngGNK.FHS Sl 3¢5 3al,
ROCKLAMD COUNTY . Hel iv7.2 : 16,
SUFFOLK COUNTY el 1388,2 27 -
BALANCE OF STATZ 8.3 - 32353.4 856.
TOTAL 80099.1 27957..
i
NORTH CAROLINA ;
TAyloR ASHEVILLE 158 145.6 311,
s PURLIMGTON lsa 0.0 134,
eilWw CHARLOTTF 11,6 514,5 862,
,«pntansfbnxn v.9 0,0 °1.
GREFNSRORQ te3 158.5 42,
, HYGH POINT B2 53,1 13,
Rose = WILMINGTON Ye9 55,4 The
WNeal WINSTON=SALEM 14 o4 307.3 779.
BALANCE OF STATE 11.3 9441.4 5728.
<~  TOTAL 10678.3 U308 .
NORTH DAKOTA !
TOTAL 6.6 386.3 0.
sgig& 9.7 336,2 4i1
3 ..‘.ue* AKPONM 9 « % -
CANTON 9.3 b i P 125,
Cradise leln,.ea’ CINCINNATI 10.5 984.5 1066,
*¥x%% | CLEVELAND 9.5 926,7 995,
Wialey NAYTON 10.4 357.3 540,
‘Moshse FLYRIA 9.5 45,7 - T,

XEkx Stantow, C)‘._./s\‘cfves/ Mottl | Vtmike



-t PERCENT  ALLOCATION UNDER  ALLOCATION UNDER
y UNEMPLOYMENT  H.R. 5247 ($000) H.R. 11860 ($000)

Kwodwess pamry Tow : 1347 1607,0 - ax],

Guyer [ TMA 1o.5 76,9 99,
TMoSher | nRA TN Y.y 74.3 123, %,

MANSFIFLD de3 al.5 15,

MilleR. HaRTFTTA sl 0.0 ey

KimAwneEss ¥TNN| FTNYN 13.0 - 040 219,

. SPRIMGFIFLD E.b 56,6 42,

shley  TOLENO 11.% 557.9 1741,

CaARnd WARREN 10.7 59,0 !-:-,:4.

d YOUMGSToOwk 133 265.4 r-)i
HAMTLTON COUMTY teb ) 3356.2 133
MONTGOMFRY CQOUNTY Bia ) 189.5 ?7».
SUMMIT COUNTY B0 147.3 0.
BALANCE OF STATE 8.3 11338,5 1728.
TOTAL 16014.2 8233,

OKLAHOMA §
TOTAL 5.9 . 53.2 0.
'M FHEENE 10,7 131.1 147,

| AuCoin ] DumemP ORTI.AND 10,0 t{‘;gz ;g:

! in) Wlman, SALFY 11.5 : .

§'Auc°m - SPRIMGFIELD 12.5 : 0,0 109,

i BALANCE OF STATE 11.4 3067.2 2093.

L TOTAL 3779.9 329,
TN Y A ¥ v :
s ngfgr‘—'&mmm L ey 106.6 160,
S!\usﬁﬂ. 2L TOONA Y6 36.6 a6 P

= RRISTOL TOWNSHIP 1l.0 35.0 33,
Slgae.  CHESTEP 14,2 104,3 306,

B HADRTSPURS w7 -k & 45,
Floo HAZLFTON 10,2 0.0 ql,

! man |l AMCASTFR 124 70.8 _?Mf.

i PHTI ADFLPHIA 11.0 6151.5 5295,

FHE PITTSHUPGH 1040 776.8 uG2,

} Atesw prADTME 5.7 55,6 60,

< SCPAMT M 13,0 ] 135.6 41,:12

1 Flood WILKFS=FADRE 19.9 SH,2 X

g Scneebel; ¥ TLL TA%SPART 16.1 0.0 ST

; | yoRw 11.4 AT} 165,

i ¥ RUC%S CAUNTY HeS 122.7 1Inl,

i LUZFRES COUNTY 10.2 B4 .4 318,

{ WESTMORELAND COUNTY 10.0 B4 .8 Y-

BALANCE OF STATE 8.5 13%41.4 1057.
TOTAL 21799.9 9944,

kxxx [Yooehead, Keinz., 6’4740{




R

T “FERCENT ALLULATTON UNDER  ALCOUCATION DROET
’ UNEMPLOYMENT  H.R. 5247 ($000) H.R. 11860 ($000)

tu®

< ag

RHODE ISLAND

%ggi CRAMSTOM 12.5 126.6 300,
. . CERMAMD A TUCKF T 16,3 22,0 ; 630,
Beorr| / Sk SmigoRNyY TNE1CE 17.1 : 641,7 ‘ 1559.
e WARWTCK 5 110,0 149

BALANCE OF STATE 15.1 2531.9 1729.
TOTAL 3634.2 _ 4723,
SOUTH CAROLINA - ; '
COLUMRBTA : 8.8 68,1 Qr,
] GRFEFNVILLE , l1Ve1 11l 12&.
MNORTH CHARLESTON T¥P 11.9 15,9 70.
ﬁ&_ SPARTANEURG 12.0 0,0 164,
BALANCE OF STATE 11.7 ' 3626.1 3507.
TOTAL 37872 % 3962.- .
SOUTH DAKOTA
TOTAL b 5.2 . 9.9 0.
TENNESSEE
BALANCE OF STATE 9.1 4096.4 1077.
TOTAL 4096.4 , 1077.
__TEZAS A -
de la GagzR UPOWNSVILLY 11.9 49,6 134.
I3 NFMTSON 126 0.0 QA ,
del%;gmza FRINRURA 1v.6 0.0 3n.
Whit®  FIL PASO vl 32%.56 Soh . 1

de /o Gag28 AR TNGEH 11.0 0,0 73.

Mazew, | aRFNQ 19¢5 137,.8 539,

de /a GAeza MCALLEN 1.4 . 0.0 .

Ole 14 GARzA ©PHARP - 2 - 1044 0.0 26, .

m- POART APTHUR 9.9 53.7 An,

SAN ANTONIO Gl 371,0 217,

Jde [4GARZA SaN BENTTO 11.0 0.0 31,

Robed¥TE  SHF AN 12.4 0.0 122,

m%% TEXAGKANA Y.8 .0-0 3

““““ wAGD 8.3 67.7 25.

: ; 5-4 L 964.4 OQ
: 73.8

TOTAL e 3_A 2015.

UTAH :
Cidy OGDEM 10,2 91«1 134,
Mikig ORFY 8.2 040 a,
pPROVN 8.3 196,.8 13,
SHl TR e i PR 134.9 0.
BALANCE OF STATE 7.8 514.6 0.

TOTAL ‘ 899.4 —- 155.



st PERCENT ALLOCATION UNDER° ALLOCATION UNDER
. . UNEMPLOYMENT  H.R. 5247 ($000) H.R. 11860 ($000)

Ly

onsgbel 8

%,

- VERMONT !

BALANCE OF STATE  10.2 gg}-; igg-
PRSI, . L/ .
.VIRGINIA .
' LYNCHRIUIES Bel 6545 S
PARTSMOUTH 80" A B T 0.
RNANOKF ok - - 127.4 s Lo,
BALANCE OF STATE. 6.9 - 3882.4 0. .
TOTAL 4188.7 49,
WASHINGTON . |
FVERETT G0 97.6 49,
SFATTLF Heb 575,.7 azd,
_EE_ SDNK e MF 1V.2 190.3 g R
i TACO"A ‘ Y. 200.2 | T
S Coomarky A1 1A 1240 0.0 _ 152, .
i KINMG COUNTY - 390.4 : 217,
PIFWCF COUNTY BeB 97.6 : 172.
SNOHOMTSH COURTY 9,0 121;9 : 163,
BALANCE OF STATE 11.3 4050.1 1762,
TOTAL 5723.8 3369.
WEST VIRGINIA ; :
' Moflolhizn PARPKFRSPURG 10.3 : 0.0 Al
Mpllohaw  wFIRTON B.4 0.0 9..
7 BALANCE OF STATE 8.5 1071.2 224,
TOTAL SRR i BN 320. ,
’ WISCONSIN iy
,Zﬂu»k‘-/ uS  MTLWAUKFE Get 719.5 961,
ey OSHKOSH s 67 27 .4 34.
; WFST ALLIS del 3B.4 o
BALANCE OF STATE . 7.8 5176.5 , 0.
" TOTAL 5961.8 1002,
WYOMING

TOTAL 5.8 ' : 0. : 0.




75 CITIES OVER 50,000 WITH WORST UNEMPLOYMENT (12% OR GREATER)

COMPARISON BETWEEN TITLE II OF H.R. 5247 AT FULL FUNDING FOR

ONE QUARTER AT 8,5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($437.5 MILLION) AND H.R. 11860

AT FULL. FUNDING FOR ORE Q

ALABAMA
Gadsden

CALIFORNIA
Berkeley
Compton
Modesto
Oakland
Ontario -
Richmond
Salinas
Santa Cruz
Stockton

CONNECTICUT
Bridgeport
Bristol
Danbury
New Britain
Waterbury

DELAWARE
Wilmington

FLORIDA

Hollywood

Miami Beach

West Palm Beach
Broward County

GEORGIA
Atlanta

ILLINGIS
East Saint Louls

INDIANA
Anderson
Muncie

MASSACHUSETTS
Boston
Brockton
Chicopee
Holyoke
Lawrence
Lowell
Lynn
New Bedford
Somerville
Springfield

PERCENT
UNEMPLOYMENT

1501

13.4
14.6
12.4
12.7
12.8

12.0

12.2
13.2
12.2

12.3
14.3
12.5
13.3
13.8

14.5

13.5
12.1
12.1
12.5

12.7

i8.0

14.7
12.9

12.8

12,1
12.7
14.8
12.6
13.1
12.5
16.0
12.9
13.4

H‘R'

ALLOCATION UNDER
5247 ($000)

135.6

260.7
101.6
114.8
891.5
72.4
204.4
107.8
0.0
232.0

492.1
149.3
118.3
216.4
334.9

317.7

213.3

364.5
129.4
370.6

1038.6

165.0

143.5
108.8

4590.8
307.9
145.5
176.4
201.6
291.1
359.7
449.8

270.9

513.5

UARTER AT 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($225 MILLION)

ALLOCATION
UNDER H.R.

11860 ($000)
323.

654.
386.
236.
l6l4.
265.
284.
230.
139.
382.

646.
- 338.
217.
449,
596.

470.

479.
236.
231.
465.

2256.

475.

436.
299.

2941.
331.
307.
305.
305.
453.
373.
768.
420.
806.



~ 75 CITIES OVER 50,000 WITH WORST UNEMPLOYMENT (12% OR GREATER)

COMPARISON BETWEEN TITLE II OF H.R. 5247 AT FULL FUNDING FOR ONE
QUARTER AT 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($437.5 MILLION) AND H.R. 11860 at
FULL FUNDING FOR ONE QUARTER AT. 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($225 MILLION}

MICHIGAN
Detroit

Flint

Grand Rapids
Lansing

Lincoln Park
Pontiac

Redford Township
Roseville
Saginaw
Sterling Heights
Taylor

Warren

PERCENT ALLOCATION UNDER ALLOCATION
UNEMPLOYMENT H.R. 5247 ($000) UNDER H.R.
11860 ($000)

Waterford Township
Genesee County
Oakland County

Wayne County

MISSOURI
Saint Louis

NEVADA
Las Vegas

NEW JERSEY
Camden
Newark
Passaic
Paterson
Union City

NEW YORK
Buffalo
Niagara Falls
Utica
Erie County

NORTH CAROLINA-
Asheville
Winston~Salem

OHIO
Hamilton
Lima
Youngstown

PENNSYLVANIA
Chester
Lancaster
Scranton

21.6 10940.4 | 18021.
19.1 680.0 , 1808.
13.1 336.4 | 911.
12.5 | 252.7 550.
12.7 51.5 233.
29.9 ~ 801.5 1543.
12.8 50.0 | 301.
15.1 87.0 S 372.
14.8 223.3 509.
13.2 109.1 261.
15.6 117.5 | 430.
12.3 | 280.7 656.
19.5 46.9 , 597.
17.1 428.0 1531.
14.6 657.7 2204.
17.1 2400.9 1805.
12.9 | 2462.7 2661.
12.3 280.3 523.
16.6 352.4 752.
16.2 1570.1 2636.
14.6 . 103.0 367.
14.5 378.7 869.
14.8 155.5 409.
16.5 1905.0 3407.
17.9 337.9 739.
12.2 137.8 : 347.
13.2 2358.3 2784.

13.8 145.6 311.
14.4 307.3 779.
13.7 107.0 331.
16.5 78.9 : 399.
13.3 265.4 623.
14.2 108.3 304.
12.4 70.8 244.

13.0 . 136.6 474,



75 CITIES OVER 50,000 WITH WORST UNEMPLOYMENT (12% OR GREATER)

COMPARISON BETWEEN TITLE II OF H.R. 5247 AT FULL FUNDING FOR ONE
QUARTER AT 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($437.5 MILLION) AND H.R. 11860 AT
FULL FUNDING FOR ONE QUARTER AT 8.5% UNEMPLOYMENT ($225 MILLION)

RHODE ISLAND
Cranston
Pawtucket
Providence
Warwick

TEXAS
Laredo

PERCENT
UNEMPLOYMENT

12.5

. 16.3

17.1
14.3

19.5

ALLOCATION UNDER
H.R. 5247 ($000)

128.6
222.0
641.7
110.0

137.8

ALLOCATION
UNDER H.R.
11860 ($000)

306.
630.
1559.
499.

539,
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TALKING POINTS e. L. Hs

I. Garry Brown - - Bob Stephens alternative

A, Advantages of CD Block Grant approach

1.

2.‘

3.

4.

Starts checks fléwing immediately on April Ist - no
new bureaucracy - HUD ready to go..

Costs less {$740 million projected vs $6.5 billion)} while
targeting aid on highest unemployment areas.

Mayors and Governors and local officials like this program -
no red tape. Wide variety of community facilities; local
and public works projects qualify.

Will not upset current economic recovery. Drop of 1/5 of 1%
in unemployment rate last month represented 800, 000
permanent jobs created in private sector at no cost to
taxpayers.

------ continuation of recovery is expected to create
2 to 2.5 million jobs in private sector in '76
and again in '77.

B. Disadvantages of pork barrel approach

1.

2.

Accelerated public works program of '62 showed impact comes
1 and:2 years later, wrong time in recovery plans.

Estimated cost per job created is $25,000. All unbudgeted.
Will spark inflation.

Normal public works spending is up 1?% in FY77 budget.
Creates only .28,000 jobs in first quarter after implemehtation -

Brown approach creates 38,000 at a fraction of the cost based
on actual experience.



C. Disadvantages of Muskie's Title II counter-cyclical approach

1.

Chairman Brooks in '"Dear Colleague™ letter said it
would come out of revenue-sharing.

Would require new bureaucracy in Treasury Department.
Would take months to write regulations and get into operation.

State and local gdvernments could be expected to use it to
lower taxes or avoid tax increases, not hire unemployed.

Unbudgeted and inflationary.
Complicated formula rewards inefficiency - Newaork City
benefits disproportionately.
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94th CONGRESS E__‘ﬂ | (Orii'fnnl sizuature of Menler)
2nd-— SESSION ° !; % °

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

(for himself and Mr. Stephens)
Mr. ___Brown of Michigan.. .. i introduced the following bill; which was referred

to the Committee on

A BILL

(Insert title of bill here) "

To amend the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974 to
provide supplementary community development block grant
assistance to communities with high unemployment due to
adverse national economic conditions, and for other purposes.

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United

9 States of America in Congress assembled, That this Act may be.cited

3 as the "Supplemental Community Development .Employment ™ - -

4 Assisfance Act of 1976".

5 SEC. 2. f{a) The Céngress findg --

6 (1) that many of the Nati_on's cities and other

7 communities, whose economic health is

8 essential to national economic prosperity,

9 are experiencing considerable hardships due
10 to high unemployment resulting from recession;

11 and



(2) that the existing community development block
grant program can provide an effective mechanism
to increase significantly private sector employ-
ment while fostering community development in such
communities.

(b) Therefore, the Congress declares it to be the
policy of the United States and the purpose of this Act to
reduce unemployment by encouraging and accelerating locélly
determined community development activities to generate
immediate employment in cities and other communities with high
unemployment due to adverse national economic conditions. It
is the intention of Congress that the provision of assistance
ander this Act shall be in addition to the assistance provided
under Title I of the Housing and Community Development Act of
1974, or any other law.

SEC. 3. Title I of the Housing and Community Develop-
ment Act of 1974, P.L. 93-383, is amended by adding at the
vend thereof the following new section:

"SUPPLEMENTARY COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANTS

"SEC. 119. (a) (1) In addition to the assistance

otherwise authorized under this title, the Secretary

is authorized to make grants to any State, metro-

politan city or urban county which meets the



requirements of this section to finance community
development or other‘activities which are approved
by the Secretary as consistent with the objectives
of this title. There are hereby authorized to be
appropriated $780,000,000.i; to carry out the pro-
visions of this section. Any amounts so appropfiated
shall remain available until expended.

"(2) Notwithstanding any amounts appropriated
pursuant to paragraph (1) of this subsection, the
total of all grants approved under this section with
respect to any calendar quarter shall be equal to the
lesser of any amounts so appropriated which remain un-
committed, or $15 million multiplied by the number of one-
tenth percentage points by which the rate of seasonally
adjusted national unemployment of the most recent calendar
quarter which ended 3 months before the beginning of such
calendar quarter exceeded 7 per centum.

"(b) (1) Of the amount available pursuant to sub-
section (a) for grants under this section with respect
to any calendar guarter, 75 per centum shall be allocated
by the Secretary to metropolitan cities and urban
counties, except that the Secretary may establish such

higher or lower percentage as the Secretary deems



\

appropriate in view of unemployment and related factors
in such metropolitan cities and urban counties. From the

amount allocated under the preceding sentence with respect

to any calendar quarter, the Secretary shall determine,

for each metropolitan city and

urban cdunty which has a seasonally adjusted
unemployéené raté in excess éf 8 per.cegtqm

for the most récent calendar quarter which

énded 3 months before the beginning of such
Calendaf quarfer; a‘suppleientafy grant

amount which shall equal an émount vhich bears
the same ratio to the total allocation with
respect to the calendar quarter under the
preceding sentence as the ratio of (A) the
number of unemployed persons in excess of. .

the number of unemployed persons which represents
8 pervcehtum unempioyment in such méfropolitan
city or urban county during the most recent
calendar quarter which ended 3 months before

the beginning of such calendar quarter to (R)

the number of unemployed persons in excess of
the number of unemployed persons which represents
8 per centum unemployment in 21l such
metropolitan cities and urban counties durin%.
the same calendar quarter. For purposes of 

determining grant allocaticns under this



paragraph, the Secretary shall utiiize appropriate
unemployment data, as determined by the Secretary
of Labor and reported to the Secretary.

"{2) (o) After making the allocation with respect
to any calendar quarter required pursuant to paragraph
(1), the Secretary shall allocate the amount remaiﬁing
with respect to such calendar quarter for grants under
this section to States on behalf of units of general local
government in such State, other than metropolitan citieé
and urban counties therein,—&hich are experiencing high
rates of unemployment and serious fiscal problems as
defined by the Secretary and which are a result of adverse
economic conditions. From the amount allocated under the
preceding sentence with respect to any calendar guarter,
the Secretary shall determine, for each State which is
eligible for assistance .under the preceding sentence, a
grant amount which shall equal an amount which bears the
same ratio to the allocation with respect to the calendar
quarter under the preceding sentence as the ratio of (i)
the number of unemployed persons in excess of the number
of unemployed persons which represents 8 per centum un-
employment in such State, excluding unemployed persons
in metropolitan cities and urban counties‘therein, during
the most recent calendar quarter which ended three months

before the beginning such calendar quarter to (ii) the



number of such unemployed persons in excess of the number
of unemployed persons which represents 8 per centum
unemployment in all such States, excluding unemployed
persons in all metropolitan cities and urban counties
therein, during the same célendar quarter.

"{(B) Any grant allocated to a State under this
paragraph shall be used, or distributed by such State
for use in or for the benefit of units of general local
government, other than metropolitan cities and urban
counties therein, which are experiencing high rates of
unemployment and serious fiscal problems on a basis
consistent with the purpose of this section and criteria
thereunder prescribed by the Secretary.

"(C) For purposes of determining grant allocations
under this paragraph, the Secretary shall utilize
appropriate unemployment data, as determined by the
Secretary of Labor and reported to the Secretary, except
that, in the event such unemployment data are unavailable
for any recipient, the best available unemployment data
for such recipient, consistent with criteria determined
by the Secretary, shall be utilized.

"(c) (1) Notwithstanding any other provision of this
title relating to requirements for contents of appli-

cations for assistance, any metropolitan city or urban



county which has been allocated supplementary grant
assistance under subsection (b) (1) with respect to any
calendar quarter shall be entitled to receive the amount
of assistance so allocated if it has submitted to the
Secretary an application for such quarter as prescribed
by the Secretary which --

"{(A) outlines the proposed job intensivé use or uses
of the assistance and the benefits to the community of
such use or uses, particularly in terms of accelerating
planned projects and the reduction of unemployment through
the creation of jobs in the private sector;

"(B) demonstrates that the proposed use or uses is
consistent with the recipient's Community Development
Program, if any;

"(C) requests assistance in an amount, which together

with other resources that may be available, will be adequate - -

to complete the proposed activity or activities.

"(2) Any application submitted pursuant to subsection
(c) (1) by a metropolitan city or urban‘county receiving
assistance under any section of this title other than
this section, shall be deemed approved within 30 days
after receipt of such application unless the Secretary
shall have informed the applicant within such period of

specific reasons for disapproval and the actions necessary



to secure approval. Any other appiication shall be
deemed approved within 45 days after receipt of such
application unless the Secretary shall have infofmed the
applicant within such period of specific reasons for
disapproval and the actions necessary to secure approval.
The Secretary shall approve an application for assistance
allocated under this section unless the Secretary
determines that the proposed use of uses of such assistance
are plainly inappropriate to meeting the purpose of this
section, or that the application does not comply with the
requirements of this section or proposes activities which
are ineligible under this section.

"{(3) Any State allocated grant assistance with respect
to any calendar quarter under subsection (b) (2) shall be
entitled to receilve such assistance promptly after com-
Plying with such application requirements as the Secretary
may prescribe, consistent with requirements applicable
under paragraph (1) of this subscction or otherwise decmed
appropriate by the Secretary to assure achievement of the
purpose of assistance under this section.

"(d) Assistance under this section may be used by
the recipient thereof for any activity eligible for
assistance under section 105(a) of this title, except

that up to 25 per centum of the amount allocated to any



recipient with respect to any calendar quarter may be
used for such other activity or activities as may be

deemed by the Secretary to be consistent with the

objectives of this title and assistance under this section,

respectively.

" {e) Excep£ where otherwise provided in this sectiog,
assistance under this secfion shall be suﬁject to all of
the requirements and provisions of this title except that
the Secretary may waiveAa;y such fequirement or provision which
the applicant certifies will adversely effect the efficiency

or impact of the funds provided under this section.

"(f) The Secretary is authorized to prescribe such
rules and regulations, and to take such steps as may be
necessary, to asgure the prompt implementation of the
assistance program authorized under this section with
respect to any calendar quarter, commencing with the
calendar quarter beginning on April 1, 1976, with respect
to which assistance is allocated hercunder.

"(g) No assistance under this section may be approved
by the Secretary with respect to any calendar quarter

after the calendar quarter which ends on March 31, 1978."
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amendments? I -
If not, the question is on the commlt-
tee amendment.in:the nature of. asub— 3

of the Whole House on the State-of:the
‘Union, reported::that that Committee;
having had, under consideration the: bill-
(H.R.-5247) to-authorize a local public.

.
. ment program; he‘reported the bill backs:. DISEs <
‘to the House with an amendment adopted, . Down.y

ey v
qmﬂomgis:.-on- the' oommith&r Eckhardt--
s‘gx;::l;.?iment inthe nature .of a- substi: o BAgar-is

\,,Mr.nubergwmxm Neal. ~;
* Mr, Florio with Mr. Murtha.
. Mr. Hefner with Mr. Riegle:- . =
. Mr.. Moorhud of - Pamnylnnu wif..h Mr‘
Rose. oty Siiohemn
MrHortonwlthm Patman. .
TMrs Mormmm.aw-motnm
Cn.ro!lns. 4..7“7’&‘,._’—&"09«"‘7-{ . £
" .. Mr. Nix with Mr. Hannatord, - -,
- 2 Mr. Vigorito with Mr. Staplwns. 2L
'Mr Yatron with Mr. Broyhiil.. -
M. Dtnzdlwnnux.o’smu
* Mr. Biester with Mr. Lujan. .
%;Mr Barrett with Mr. Ruppe.: - 2
Mr. Danislson with Mr, Coughnn. .
Mr. Maddonmur..rohnsonof?cnnsn
m' 4 ~;":'.‘¢"'*'§v oo
Mr. Mouohmmmm Ragas v
dlr J..William Stanton. with Mr. Babennl. =

- Thnremltottheiabyu nnnounced
_asabovarecorded. i -

L Junuv.
i rStark. ¢

DOSed tothabﬂl? N TN

'I‘Pa qustion h on

; tha ;
‘mot!on to recommit. i

“Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanfi-
mous consent that all Members may have *
5 legislative days in which to revise and =
extend their remarks. a.ndinc!udeextm-"
neommstteronx.a.su't thebln;hut

pused.

<" The' srmm Is there objecuon to

% Host :
Thevotemtakmbyelectrom;tde‘»mmm : the request of the gmtleman f:oanew

- Onio: - _Ottinger Jdersey?:. -
;f:;:}gg;g;’e"mm 312, nays 86, Passman There was no objectim~ »
[Roil “No. 237] g S :
FRAS 810 MAKING IN ORDER ON.-TOMORROW
- SSpow OR ANY DAY THEREAPTER CON- -
prm=A Beard, R.I. SIDERATION OP CONFERENCE RE-
Addabbo Bedeil PORT ON HR. 5899, MAKING SUP-
ﬁ-‘m'?rg'i“ g:gn = PLEMENTAL : APPROPRIATIONS
Anderson, - Bergland FOR FISCAL YEAR EN'DING JUNE
asiion, 1. St o S S
Andrews,  Bingham Mr. MAHON Mr Speaker T ask unani-
A::lm g}:&c:nd mous consent that it may be in order in
g the House on tomorrow or any day there-
AuCoin Boland after to consider a conference report on: -
g m gﬁ;ﬂ; the bill. (B.R. .5899) -making supple-
Baldus Bowen

mental appmpﬂaﬂong rorf.he ﬂsce.l year .
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the amendment offered by the-gentle--
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHUSTER) ..

The amendment was agreed to.. 5

The CHAIRMAN. Are there furt.ber
amendments? .- -

If not, thequeeuonisonthecommlt-
tee amendment.in the nature of. asub-
stitute. -« wsdepn - o

The commttee amendment m thene—
ture of a substitute was agreed o

The CHATRMAN. Under the mle. t.be
Committee rises.. A

Accordingly - ‘the COmmmee roee*mnd
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Forey, Chairman of the Committee-
of the Whole House on the State-of the
Union, reported: that that Committee,
having had. under consideration the: bill-
(H.R.--5247) to- authorize a -local -public.-
works capitaldevelopment and invest--
ment program, he reported the bill back:;-
to the House with an amendment adopted. .
by the Committee-of the Whole:-

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, {

g 1"’"1",

CONGRBSSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE -

Camoy - Hillis Peyser
~ Hinshaw Pickie
Carter " Holland Pike
Casey Holtzman - Pressler
Chappou Howard Preyer
Howe Price
Clausan. Hubbard Pritchard
Don H. Hughes — Railsback
Clay o te Randail .
pars . Jeffords Rangel
TVE Jenrstte Reea
Gomm. m. Johnson, Calif. Regula
- Jones, Ala, RBsuss -
canyere Jones, N.C. -Richmond
Corman ** ~Jones, Okla. Rinaldo
Cornell - .-« Jones, Tenn. Rlsenhoovet
Cotter Jordan
D’Amours . Karth ;Rodmo
Dan.tels. N.J.”” Easten Roe
~ 'Kastenmeier Rogers
de 1a Ga.m Kazen Roncalio
Delaney . .2-: EKeys Rooney
Dellums - - Kindness - Rosenthal
Dent . Eoch - Rostenkowski
Derwinski Erebs Roush
-Dickinson- - LaFalce Roybal
Diggs - -

Dodd
Downey
Drinan..

>~previousqueetionjsordered. RN =~ Farly <
' “.'The- guestion: is. on the commlttee Eckhardt""-l.ott
amendment.rnt the nature of a .substi- ggm ot ﬁggg.r{ey
tute adopted.in-the Committee ot the - Edm"“d" Calit. McCormack
3 SR G . we cDade . .
: : A i McFall ..
The SPEAKER. Tho question is.on the 5B, Colo. ~~ MeKay
engroument and: third readingﬂt the - Evans, Ind. ' MecKinney
] bill. - rv‘:;w* 15 e e 'w—h,,r( Bﬂnl.Tunn. : Macdonald
The bill: was-ordered "to be grossed e g L e
and read a third time, and was read the - pisn Mahon
N - - *;-.'_;; Pisher Mann
MOTION wﬁmmnrnm m‘n ﬁ:"‘m’ =
Mr. SNYDER. Mr: Speaker; loﬂcz a ?g:;n - Mazzolt =

motion to recommit.

The smamrsthegenuemano“ﬁ

posed to the bill? -
Mr. SNYDER. I am, Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will :e;sort

the motion to recommit.
The Clerk read as follows: - =
Mr. SnYDER moves to recommit the b
(HR. 5247} to .the Committes on Public
mmpormmn. :

previous question Is ordered

tion to recommit. ~:
Therewasmobjection.
The SPEAKER.

" The motion $o recommit was reiected.

"The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of thebill. -

Mr.. ROE. Mr. Speaker, onthatlde-
_ mand the yeas and nays.

Theyeasandnayswereordered. :

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 312, nays 86
not voting 35, as follows: &

[Roll-No. 227]
YEAS--313

Abgug Baucus
Adams - Beard, R.I.
Addabbo Bedeil
Alexander Beil
Ambro Bennett
Anderson, - Bergland

Calif. Bevill
Anderson, Ill. Blaggi
Andrews, Bingham

N. Dak. Blanchard
Ashley Blouin
Aspin Boggs
AuCoin Boland
Badillo Bolling
Bafalis Bonker
Baldus

Bowen

Ginn v
Goldwater

schmidt.
Hanley 3

Ka.rrtngton. :
Harris
~ Harsha

Hastings
Hawkins
Hayes, Ind
Hays, Ohio
Hébert

Burleson, Te:

Burlison, Mo.
Butler

.. Hechler, W. Va. Patten, N.J.~
Heckler, Mass. Patterson,.
elnz

Mineta

' Minish

Mink
Mitcheil, Md.

O'Neill
_Ottinger-
Passman

NAYS-—86

=% "Cederberg

Clancy

. Clawson, Det
Cleveland

Collins, Tex.

Conable

.~ Conlan

Crane

x. Daniel, Dan

Dantiel, R.W.

Derrick

2

Mitchell, N.Y. -

© Stratton
. Stuckey
© Studds

Taylor. N.C.

_ Teague

Thompson
Thornton
Traxler

Devine
Downing
du Pont
Erlenborn
Eshleman
Findley
Flynt -
Forsythe
Prenzel
FPrey

. Gradison

* table.-

May 20,1975

Gnuley Schneebeli
Hagedorn McDonald Shriver
Hansen McEwen Skubitz
Holt . Michel Smith, Nebr..
Hutchinson Miller, Ohio Snyder .
Hyde Montgomery Steelman
Ichord Steiger, Arix, 2
Jacobs Moorhead, Symms - .
Jarman Calif. .. Talcott
Johnson, Colo. Myers, Ind. =~ Taylor, Mo.
Kelly . 0Age Thone -
Kemp -~ Quie Treen
Quillen Wampler

Kruegsr Rhodes Whitehurst
Lagomarsino Robinson
Landrum - Rousselot. Wydler
Latta. ; Runnels Wylis
Lent.-. _ ', Satterfleld Young, Fla.

: NOT VOTING~35- R
Andrews, N.C. Horton O’Brien
Ann Johnson, Pa. Patman, Tex.
Barrett Litton - - Riegle 3
Biester Lujan Rose
Broyhill Madden Ruppe
Coughlin Martin Sebelius el

~ Danielson Mollohan Stanton, =

Dingeill Moorhead, Pa. J. William <
Ellberg -~ Morgan Stephens
Florio - Murtha.. Vigorito

ord Neal. - - Yatron 7
Hefnar . NI - i !Taung,.uuka

So the bill was passed.-

pairs: :
= Mr. Annunzxowimur.wﬂm.
Mr. Rilberg with Mr. Neal. -,
Mr. Florio with Mr. Murths..
.. Mr. Hefner with Mr. Riegle.
-« Mr.. Moothead of: Penneyln.nu witn m-
Rose.
- M. Horton with Mr. Petm;n.
TMr. Morgan with Mr. Andrews o! m
Carolina.

Mr. Nix with Mr. Hannaford, '
Mr. Vigorito with Mr. Stephens. T At

Ap—

" . Mr: Yatron with Mr. Broyhill, oy

Mr. Dingell with Mrz. O'Brien.. e Vo
© Mr. Biester with Mr. Lujan, e

Mr. Barrett with Mr. Ruppe.- -

Mr. Danielson with Mr. "

Mr. Madden with Mr. Johnson of Pennsyl
vania. :'_“

Mr. Mollohan with Mr. mntn.

: My, J.-Willlam Stanton with Mr: Sebenua.

“The result of the vbte was announced.
as above recorded.

Amoﬁon torecotieiderwaelaidontha

v

5eH Gmma;. 1EAVE .

" Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani--
mous consent that all Members may have
5 legislative days in which to revise and
extend their remarks and include extra-
neous matter on Hz.m't th.ebmjust
passed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection m
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey?

There was no objection.

SR aE <k -

MAKING IN ORDER ON. TOMORROW
OR ANY DAY THEREAPTER CON-
SIDERATION OF CONFERENCE RE-
PORT ON H.R. 5899, MAKING SUP-
PLEMENTAL .~ APPROPRIATIONS
Ll s e

9 =

Mr. MAHON., Mr, Speaker I ask unani-
mous consent that it may be in order in
the House on tomorrow or any day there-
after to consider a conference report on
the bill (HR. 5899) making supple-
mental appropriations for the fiscal year

s






