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To fund transportation capital investment programs, the proposed
Jegislation would create a new urban transportation program with
appropriations from the Highway Trust Fund of $! p1111on for E1sga1 Year 1974
and $1.85 billion for Fiscal Year 1975. An additional $850 m1111on in capital
grants would be available in 1974 for urban mass transportation programs from
the General Fund of the Treasury under the provisions of the Urban Mass
Transportation Assistance Act of 1970.

Under the proposal, 40 percent of the amounts avai1ab1e.under this new
urban transportation program would be distributed to “the Nation's Standard
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA) according to their share of the total
national SMSA population. Forty percent would be allocated to the States
on the basis of their share of the national SMSA population and 20 percent
would be reserved for discretionary use by the Secretary qn.urban mass
transportatior projects best suited to the needs of the cities. A11 these
funds would be allocated on a 70 percent Federal and 30 percent State and
Tocal matching basis.

Funds would be made available to state and local governments for the
planning and execution of projects best suited to meet their specific needs.

It is proposed that each SMSA form a consortium of the local governments
within its area to carry out the local urban transportation programs. It
would be required that each consortium provide for representation by the
highest elected official in each local government in the area; that it have
a planning authority for all transportation modes and that no program could
be initiated which was not in ¢onformance with that planning; that it require
proportional voting within the consortium, be authorized to prepare long-range
planning and possess the authority to designate agencies to administer programs.

Also, the consortium would be required to develop a multi-year comprehensive
transportation plan for each program to be financed through the Single Urban
Fund. AT1 SUF programs would be subject to the same Federal review and approval
procedures as those now in force for such projects.

In the event that an SMSA did not choose to form a consortium, the funds
allotted to it would be retained for management by the State. Local officials
within the area would then develop plans in cooperation with the State for
programs to be financed through the Fund, subject to Federal approval.

RURAL PROGRAMS

The Administration's proposal would establish a Rural General Transportation
Program funded at $200 million annually in Fiscal Years 1974 and 1975 for capital
investments in surface transportation systems and facilities outside of metro-
politan areas. Eligible for inclusion in the program would be highways on or
off the Federal-aid systems, as well as bus and rail transit facilities and
rolling stock.
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RURAL PROGRAMS (continued)

The legislation would implement the recommendation of the Highway
Needs Report that the present primary and secondary Federal-aid systems
be restructured to more accurately reflect the current and anticipated
future functional uses of these highways. Tnis program would be funded at
a level of $800 million in Fiscal Years 1974 and 1978

Under the terms of the Bill, the primary system would provide a system
of connected main roads important to Interstate, statewide, and regional
travel consisting of rural arterial routes and their extentions into or
through urban areas of under 50,000 population.

The secondary system would consist of rural major collector routes
and arterial routes in urban areas of under 50,000 population.

INTERSTATE SYSTEM

Present plans for the completion of the Interstate System would not be
disturbed except for the annual authorized funding and the completion date.

The Administration's proposed legislation would phase down the
Interstate authorization from the current level of $4 billion annually to
$3.25 billion annually for Fiscal Years 1974 and 1975 and to $3 billion for
Fiscal Years 1976 through 1979. These authorization levels will then more
accurately reflect the estimated Tevels of construction during these years.
The proposed authorization for Fiscal Year 1980 is $1.257 billion.

PARTICIPATION RATIQOS

Interstate funds would continue to be allocated to the States on a 90/10
matching basis.

The Federal share payabie for any non-Interstate project including mass
transportation projects would be increased effective Fiscal 1974 from 50 percent
to 70 percent.

HIGHWAY -BEAUTIFICATION

The Administration's proposal would amend the Highway Beautification
Act of 1965 by extending the prohibition against advertising signs, displays
and devices along the Interstate and primary systems to thase whose informative
content can be seen from the main traveled way. Currently only billboards and
displays within 660 feet are excluded.

The Tegislation would authorize $50 million in Fiscal Years 1973 through
1975 to carry out the control of outdoor advertising and would renew previous
authorizations.

In addition, it would make available for junkyard control $5 million in
Fiscal Year 1973 and $7 million in Fiscal Years 1974 and 1975.
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INCREASED AUTHORIZATIONS FROM THE HIGHWAY TRUST FUND

Two-thirds of the authorizations for State highway safety programs carried
out under Section 402 of the Act are funded in Fiscal 1973 by the Highway
Trust Fund.

The legislation calls for 100 percent funding of these programs from the
Highway Trust Fund in fiscal years 1974 and 1975.

The Tegislation would authorize appropriations of $180 million in Fiscal
Year 1974 and $250 million in Fiscal Year 1975 for state highway programs. The
authorization for Fiscal Year 1973 is $130 million.

NATIONAL EMPHASIS PROGRAMS

The legislation would require the States to incorporate in their
comprehensive and annual work programs all programs designated by the
Secretary as national emphasis programs.

The Secretary would be authorized to designate as a national emphasis
program any program that would deal with a national highway safety problem
and had the potential for significantly reducing highway accidents and deaths
and injuries resulting therefrom.

INCENTIVE PROGRAM

To spur the States to increase their funding commitment to highway safety
activities and to develop new approaches to reducing highway fatalities and
injuries, the legislation would authorize the Secretary to award grants to
States he determined to have made significant progress in carrying out the
purposes of the Act. The total amount of such grants in any fiscal year
would be Timited to $5 million.

FLEXIBILITY IN EXACTING PENALTIES

The Act presently requires the Secretary not to apportion any funds to a
State which is not implementing a program approved by him. The unapportioned
funds are redistributed to the impiementing states.

The legislation would improve the effectiveness of the penalty by giving
the Secretary more flexibility in assessing it. The Secretary would be
authorized to withhold all or a portion of a States highway safety funds
for the non-implementation of an approved program. If the State remedied
its failure within a specified period of time, it would receive the full
amount of funds due it.

PLANNING AND ADMINISTRATION STANDARDS

To emphasize the need for maximizing the effectiveness of the State
comprehensive programs, the Tegislation would clarify the Secretary's authority
to promulgate a standard on planning, administration and evaluation of such
programs. This requirement would encourage the States to program all measures
for implementing safety standards into a single, cohesive plan for the reduction
of highway deaths and injuries.
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"T urge all of Rochester's ciltizens to attend and
express thelr views on all modes of transportation. T
want to hear your comments and suggestions on mass
translit; auto, alrecraft and boat rental; vehlcle purchase
and repalr; and the use of auto safety devices," Miss
Ueccello sald, "Your views are important to me 1n my role
as your representative in the Department of Transportation.”

New York 1s fthe elgth state to be visited by the
Office of Consumer Affalrs. Hearings were held in
Tennessee, Pennsylvanlia, Texas, Louisiana, Ohic, Georgia
and North Carclina.
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INDUSTRY

Burton T. Mast of Houston, Texas: Consultant; 1974

George W. lWhite, also of Houston, Texas; Vice~President, Tennessee
Gas Transmission Company; 1974

PUBLIC

e i S

B. M. Laulhere of Whittier, California; President, Hood Corporation;
1973 (fi1ling unexpired term)

Charles H. Tupper of Washington, D.C.; Director of Safety, International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers; 1974 '

Mars G. Fontana of Columbus, Ohio; Chairman, Department of Metallurgical
Engineering, Ohio State University; 1974.

Present members who will continue service on the Committee are:
GOVERNMENT

Carl R. Johnson of Columbus, Ohio; Commissioner, Nhio Public Utilities
Commission: 1973

Melvin R. Meyerson of Washington, D.C., Acting Chief, Product Evaluation
Division, National Bureau of Standards, Department of Commerce; 1973

Harold E. Shutt of Springfield, I11inois; Chief Electrical-Gas Enaineer,
I11inois Commerce Commission: 1972

INDUSTRY.

Charles W. May of Jackson, Tennessee; General Superintendent, Jackson
Public Utilities: 1973

Robert I. Snyder of Los Angeles, California; Senior Vice-President, Southern
California Gas Company; 1972
PUBLIC
Frederic A. Lang of Landenberg, Pennsylvania, Consultant; 1972

A. W. Peabody of New York, Mew York; Supervising Corrosion Engineer,
Ebasco Services Inc.; 1973

Allen F. Rhodes, also of New York:; Vice-President, ACF Industries, Inc.:
1972
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