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HUMPHREY CALLS FOR CABINET-LEVEL DEPARTMENT

FOR URBAN AND METROPOLITAN AFFAIRS

Senator Hubert H. Humphrey (D.,Minn.) yesterday urged early action to estab-
lish a Department of Urban Affairs.
Humphrey spoke at a New York City conference on metropolitan problems spon-

sored by the Lexington Democratic Club.

"Our cities must have vigorous, co-ordinated federal financial support with

a dynamic Cabinet-level Department of Urban Affairs as a focal point for research,
information, advice, and leadership," Humphrey declared.

"It is about time that we adopt a political philosophy and political insti-
tutions which regard our urban areas as vital centers of American life -- worth
developing as great national assets.

"It is about time that we start giving our cities the kind of support and
leadership they need at the national level.

Humphrey warned that the problems of urban development should not be allowed
to conceal the opportunities in city life:

"--the opportunity for prosperous economic activity

"--the opportunity for creative social life

"--the opportunity for widening cultural development

"--the opportunity for a growing sense of brotherhood and human dignity."
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Urban Development --
A National €hallenge

Lexington Democratic Club
New York City, March 4, 1961

'ﬁ\As a former mayor, I enjoy

reéding newspaper columns about
city life a hundred years ago.
The picture that emerges is
antiqge./ilt is qgﬁi?t. It shows

=
a tranquil, peaceful, slow-changing

environment withg® few really

serious problems facing the mayor
or the city council.

/{Fifteen years ago in
Minneapolis, life was not

tranquil or slow-moving. AS

mayor I was wrestling with problems
that still afflict every big city

—— a lack of housing for low and



i

middle income families, urban slum
i ; ,

blight, traffic congestion, unmet

education needs, law enforcement,

inadequate tax revenues, public

health and sewage problems, and the ™| ‘iuc¢smoy.

cqnflicts of human relgtions.

/{fhe problems we face today
in our big metropolitan centers
often come to our attention

because they involve physical

discomfort, or danger in our

daily lives.

/{j am concerned about these

e

problems -- but I am even more
concerned about the challenge

of urban life to our democratic

e
political institutions and our

democratic way of life, with its

L



//;pen society, its opportunity for
N

individual achievement, social

progress, and human dignity.

/iln the next ten years

America will add 30 million 'V‘ )
people to its present 180 million iﬁ% '

—-— and 25 Of that 30 million will

e

be in our major metropol1tan centers.

— ==

Two out of every three Americans
—

(_’ 1
now live in these cities. B Ky e,
' 7
1980 four out of five will be city

e —

people. =

ZZWe hear about the "flight to

the suburbs" and the "decay" of

S——————

central city areas.d/étagnation

and sprawl, congestion and social

conflicts threaten to turn our

city life into a nightmare reality.
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But at the same time we are

1
wrestling with these problems, let
us not forget the opportunities we

B/]_, C;J"M'-' : Y :
find, in our cities:

—-— the opportunity for prosperous

economic activity

—— the opportunity for creative
social life
—-— the opportunity for widening

cultural deyglggment

-— the opportunity for a
growing sense of brotherhood

and human dignity.

1
[24@&{\Thg big, tough problems of
our cities are really a reflection

of the dynamic vitality of American

life. We don't want to destroy this
vitality —- but we do want to channel

it away from its own self-destruction.



Here is a tremendous challenge.

And we do not have to look very far

from New York City to see that it is

—_—

a national challenge -- a challenge
facing many other American cities

-— a challenge which calls for action

on a national scale -- a challenge

which demands fgderal action and

federal leadership to call forth

the co-operative effort necessary to

turn our urban problems into

opportunities for creative action.

%<\How can the average citizen
identify himself with a metropolitan

area which transcends his own experience



of neighborhood or community?

AHOW can this citizen make up
his mind on issues affecting his

area-wide metropolitan community —-

e ——

and then express himself politically?

——

To ask these questions is to
realize the challenge of urban life

to our democratic process.

4/;he problem here is political

—— and our solution must be political.

—

ZZWe see the failure of our

political institutions to grapple

with a major national development,

the growing urbanization of America.

///We see the failure of the great
f-"\

urban majority in the United States

to win its proper representation in

- our state legislatures and in Washingt

——

Oon.

7
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/{; think it is time to arouse all
Americans —-- not just city people —-
to the urgent need for genuinely

creative urban development to revive

e

city life, to raise city life to new

heights, \\\
'

call for prompt

Cabin

f A why /
)éstablihmt ‘
iy

t-level
] —

ir sz;htio




B%; fféeral action is justified when
the fabric of American life is torn
apart by persistent social problems
which defy any easy solution by
communities lacking full power and
authority to counter-attack.

>

—

fmﬁoﬁ\ interelst
i ’ ur urb
/ II,;

§-of-energy
a}- o ﬂ&ént.

I think we can do this best if we

’, have a Cabinet-level Department of

Urban Affairs, respons1ble to the Pres1dent

and to the Congress and to the American

people.
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// The Secretary'ff Agr1cu1t Te is

concerned about the welfare of 20 million
l

farm people.
Z{The Secretary;of Labor/ looks after
the welfare of Amefioa's/fworking men
and women. ;
//The Secretary of”COmmerce represents

the interests of several million business

l =, S
firms. 5

|

| 2
And the Secreﬁary of the Interior is
|
primarily concerned with the welfare of

those Western States which have only a

small fraction of our total population.

;{iEach of /these federal departments

has a sound historical justification,

f

and each hds contributed to the over-all

/
welfare agpd progress of our country.

/
/But /the welfare| of the city dweller

7 :
and the/énterests of\our great metropolitan

areas -— overlapping city, county, and state

boundaries —-- do not!have an official voice

\
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in the President's Cabinet

Df you)know,\ our upban areas

have some pergsistent, vocal, and effecftive

spokesmen in the Segpate. [But legjislation
passed enat¢ can be blocked in
the House of /Repregentativeg by
Congréssmen who areN\unfamiliar with/ the
needs oOf urbar/ areas/and who-are aware
of the growing presfure for g/ nationag

urban/developmghat poljcy.

hat résfilt/of this—tagk g
r,.eﬁl'/e;s ._..Il-.. gtOﬂ
y

)""Fdlt‘t tect cit
l‘mﬁ(‘ffﬁp) i)ju‘él\n ederal action to protect city

people and to speed urgently needed
assistance to our metropolitan areas 1is

inadequate. It is un-coordinated. It
“"——-—-—-—

is too little and tee latg: It lacks the

—

e

i~ __________._.--'—'___"‘"—-—.___.____._

vision whichi can bring order out of chaos.
The various agencies within the
Housing and Home Finance Agency --- the

Federal Housing Administration and the
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Public Housing Administration
particularly -- have at times followed
conflicting policies. This is
ridiculous. These agencies should
be working together under one chief
who has authority to knock heads
together, to make the decisions which
build the housing effort into an
integrated whole which is greater
than the sum of its parts.
Z{A.Secretary of Urban Affairs

could do this. He could coordinate

our hous1ng efforts Wlth transportat1on,

—

education and other programs, helping to
give a much needed shot-in-the-arm to
urban development.

_America's cities EEF have no
single, clear voice within the federal

government. The Housing and Home) Agency

tries to coordinate a variety of housing



e

D

policies. The director of the H.H.F.A.
has to be an alphabetical wizard. He
must coordinate the F.H.A. -- the P.H.A.
-- Fannie Mae -~ with the Community
Facilities Administration and the Urban
Renewal Administration.

And he must keep in touch with the
National Housing Council which includes
the Veterans Administration, the Small
Business Administration, the Atomic
Energy Commission, the federal department
of Commerce, Agriculture, Health, Educatio
and Welfare, Defense, and the Federal Home
Loan Bank Board.

Billions of dollars are involved
and millions of people in urban areas are

affected. But H.H.F.A. cannot take an

over-all view of city problems. It is
primarily concerned with housing, and

important as housing may be in urban

development, it is not the whole problem

“Z:yeiﬂu7j3§£41xvaf
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',) U I believe

have a clear, vig

t level that

wide varﬁety

And let ;u

the prospect

A SO ;?%ng,,ﬂ_xhﬁﬁ__,ff#--

' / What are the problems that will face

a new Department of Urban Affairs?’

First of all, it will be responsible

for carrying out the purposes of the

Housing Act of 1949 & &

step forward in the field of housing

legislation in the hisotry of our country.
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/ The Housing Act of 1949 pledged

our nation to the proposition that

every American family has a right to

a decent home and a suitable living

environment.

S

The new Secretary of Urban Affairs

must regard this pledge as basic to the
existence of his department. And he
must also carry out the intent of

Congress as stated in the 1949 Act —-

that a high rate of residential
construction is necessary in order to

maintain continuing full employment and

—

steady growth of our national economy
and our high standard of living.—miﬁéi
Afizgke a look at our investment in
urban residential buildings. Not
counting the value of the land they
occupy, these residential buildings

represent an investment of more than

$320 billion -- nearly one quarter of
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of our total national wealth.

Surely this shows the importance
of slum clearance and urban renewal
to overcome urban blight and decay.

Yet we have only very skimpy
information about deterioration and
obsolescence of these residential
properties. If they were stocks or
bonds, we would have careful
statistical surveys. We would
know the cost of obsolescence in
terms of declining tax revenues.

This is the kind of coordinated
research that a Department of Urban
Affairs can do to lay the groundwork for
genuine progress and development in
America's cities.

Z{The Urban Renewal Administration
set up in 1949 has helped 475 communities

join in 870 projects on a two-thirds
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federal, one-third local basis -- and
more than 1,400 smaller communities
have received help under this urban
development program. Public agencies
have acquired 15,000 acres of blighted
city slum areas for clearance —- yet
So—
hundreds of thousands of slum-blighted

e
 E—— ——

acres still remain.

el el -

il Fortunately we have developed over

the past 10 years a new awareness at
local, state, and national levels of

the high cost of slum blight and the

value of urban development and urban \

renewal.

And now we have a President with the

——

v1s1on and the will to moe forward at

I

the national level to spark cooperative

i S L
——

actlon by all_levels of government :£¢~1}lk
reV1v1ng and developing our cities.’ He

e e Y S et e (W Syt

should have a man in hlS Cabinet who will

help translate his vision into action.
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pak about Ahg flighf to the

subyfbs Is hi_ﬁa -ré A wi but
change jin Aighty, cf havesve alrgady
started/a n to e city?

‘nghe flight to the suburbs has two
sides —- a negative desire to escape
crowded city life, and a positive desire
to create a richer family life. And
yet it sometimes seems that those who
flee to the suburbs are creating some
of the very conditions they hoped to
escape.

Our suburbs too often become social,
racial or income "in-groups" -- fearful
of minority intrusion, existing in an
uneasy relationship on the outskirts of
cities, yet nd associated with the cities
by any rational system, and, with a few
notable exceptions, existing on a precarious

tax foundation.
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Once there were green fields, trees,
and streams surrounding our cities.
Now there are super-highways, cloverleaf
intersections, filling stations, ice cream
stands and billboards. And we see the

ever-present landscape-changing

bulldozer -- the forerunnerof new rows
_—
of houses and waves of family migrations.
lziéuburbia has even developed a
literature of frustration -- a
frisiration which may well herald an
early end to the flight to the suburbs
and the beginning of a return to the
cities, the beginning of a closer
integration of business, social, and
family life in an urban culture which
enhances human dignity and individual

opportunity. b,#"

Z:énother challenge is transportation.

Too often we emphasize mobility for its

own sake. I think an advanced, civilized

|
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society like ours should give more

attention to convenience. We should

bring people's homes and their jobs

s

1nto a more convenient relationship.

I — R e

Good h1ghways and good roads are ﬁ oD

DT ES————— - - B

essential -- but they are means to a

end, not ends in themselves. Public
T e

transportation, whether public or

privately owned, must be planned to
S —

serve metropolitan needs, rather tha

particular communities or special
ap——

segments of the area's population.

;iﬁgnd we must be prepared to give

substant1a1 public support to our

B

P T T A har s r-n....,n.-u.-—-—“ S ——

mass transportation systems if that

becomes necessary in the public interest.
/iénd what about housing -- not

housing for some, or housing for

the many, but housing for all.

- \
Housing for all -- we have never had it.
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Consider what Sweden has
accomplished. Fifty years ago the Swedes
bought up land surrounding the city of
Stockholm to hold for future housing
needs.

And 25 years ago they started using
city tax money to aid housing construction.

They made available municipal credit for

prefabricated sections of low cost houses,

—
and city employees advised people how to

build their own homes. Financing was

made very easy -- nothing down and very

low payments.

Here in the United States in 1961
we are still struggling with the lack of
suitable land for housing, wasteful use of

urban and suburban land, speculation in

land and real estate, and exorbitant costs

g S L L g .

of land and construction.

L S e

What are the housing conditions of




our people? Is good housing in our
cities as rare as commonly reported?
And is it true that slums and blight
are spreading faster in some parts of
our cities than are being eliminated
in other parts?

We know that nearly 9 million households

in the United States live in substandard
housing. Another 5 million live in
housing units that are deteriorating

and well on their way to becoming
substandard. And more than 25 million
people -- about one out of six —-- live
now in substandard houses.

Thirty years ago President Roosevelt
declared that one-third ofﬁ;?iation is
ill-housed. We have made improvements
but, as the wealthiest nation in the

world, we have little to be proud of.

Housing construction is the mog

important element which must be
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accelerated to provide better homes
for all of our people. We cannot possibly
rid ourselves of slums until an adequate
supply of decent housing is available for
American families now living in slums.

A;LDuring the next 10 years, 16 million

new urban homes must be built to take

o = =

i

care of our housing needs. About 10

m11110n of these are needed Just to house

—

new families. The other 8 m11110n are

—
- —

needed to replace houses torn down for
slum clearance, highway construction,
or deterioration.

ThlS means we w111 need an average

S —— PP - "“l’H-__ Peltimin -, .

of one mlllion Six hundred thousand

T

P

‘new homes a year. The number would vary

e e v

e

from one million four hundred thousand

e

1n'the tirst half of the S1xt1es b
‘one million eight hundred thousand in

the second half, reaching two m1111on by

1970.
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These figures from a Study
by the Senate Subcommittee on Housing
do not call for the millenium, but
they do realistically assume that we can
cut substandard housing in the United
States in half by 1970.

Our target in housing construction
should be at least two million new
homes a year -- mat of it priced to
meet the housing needs of middle and
low income families who are now priced
out of the market for decent homes.

This is a big order and it will
need all the support it can get at the
national level from our federal government.
I am confident that Dr. Robert C. Weaver,
who has served the eity of New York and
the state of New York so ably in the

housing field, will press this program
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vigorously as Administrator of the
Housing and Home Finance Agency.

President Kennedy is deeply
concerned about the present slump in
housing construction. In 1960,
housing starts totaled only one million
two hundred thousand, and at the present
time, we are building new homes at the
rate of only one million a year.

In this country, government aids to
housing have taken many forms -- mortgage
insurance, direct and indirect lending,
and outright grants.

Credit is involved in all of these
programs.

Under the insurance programs, the
federal government helps attract investment

funds into mortgages by insuring the lender
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against loss.

In the indirect lending program, the
Federal government is helping to maintain
the flow of capital into mortgages by
purchasing mortgages in the secondary
mortgage market, when the demand for
mortgage money is temporarily greater
than the supply.

At present, the Federal government goes
into direct lending and outright grants
only in a small way -- to help finance
home construction for families which
private enterprise cannot possibly take care
of. These loan and grant programs must be
increased drastically if we are to achieve
the goals pledgedin our Democratic platform
last year.

Fortunately, the present Administration

accepts a direct responsibility to hold

down the cost of money flowing into mortgages,
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as well as other capital investments.

President Kennedy has embarked
on the difficult task of reducing
interest rates in long-term investments
and, at the same time, increasing
interest charges on short-term money.

Let me tell you how the cost of
buying a house, which is profoundly
affected by interest rates, has sky-
rocketed in recent years.

In 1959, the average FHA one-
family new home was valued at $14,300
compared with $10,000 in 1952. This
was a 40 percent increase.

The average mortgage loan was
$13,300 in 1959, compared with $8, 300
in 1952 -- a 60 percent increase.

When financing costs are added to

the principal amount of the loan, the

average FHA new home buyer was committing

himself to repaying, over the life of the
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of the mortgage, $27,000 in 1959
compared with $13,000 in 1952. This
means more than a 100 percent increase
in the cost of a home in seven years.
I realize, of course, that the
1859 house is, on the average, a bigger
and better house than the 1952 house.
The 1959 house is likely to have 10
percent more space, and many more
homes have four bedrooms and two
bathrooms. But these factors do-not
fully account for the increased prices.
The purchasing power of the consumer
rose only $1,000 during this same period.
Prices moved far ahead of purchasing
power, and this means that more and more
low and middle income families have been
denied access to the housing market.
Now what is the Federal responsibility

in these matters? Some say that these
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rising costs are mgrely the natural

working of the mgrket of supply an

demand. They gay that any inferference

by the Federal government would do|/more

eject these counsels
lessnegs in the

face of an urgent

ationqﬁ problem
We kngw that our F derayfgovernmen is
a topol which we us¢ to éarry out th
purposes of our na ionél life. We
dgre to use Federal péwer so long as
this power is subjeqt to the checks
nd restraints of the democratic process.
———We-spend billions to explore and
control outer space. It is foolishness
to balk at spending millions to raise

our standards of living here on this earth!
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0 W LThirty years ago, local taxes
accounted for half of all public
revenues in the United States. Today
local taxes produce only one-sixth
of all pubdlic revenues.
Z{ The increasing responsibilities
of the Federal government for national
and international security, not to
mention the welfare needs of our fellow
‘; citizens, have operated so as to limit
the tax resources available to local
= T —
governments.

g —

‘<:E§deral income taxes support national

defense and pay the interest on our

national debt. State sales and income

taxes support education, highways, and

M it

welfare serv1ces.

Ca e P—

4W‘rat is left for our cities? The |(rle.
traditional overworked property tax,

C . '

supplemented by a variety of makeshift revenues.|
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/{At this point I want to pay my
respects to New York City. Here you

have an income tax and you apply it

P

quite 1mpart1ally to pBOple working

— s S

in your c1ty —-— even if they live in
e T ——
Hackensack, New Jersegy

or Greenwich,
Connecticut.

Z,It is about time that we adopt
a political philosophy and political
institutions which regard our urban

areas as V1tal centers of Amerlcan

- e e s A £ 5

1118 — wqrth developlnguig great
natiopal assets.

éf;lt is about time that we start
giving our cities the kimlof support
and leadership they need at the national
level. And when you think of the
tax revenue they provide for the Federal

government, our cities should start

getting the financial help they deserve.
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/thhe partnership of Federal and

L ————

city governments makes sense —- in

e e A g

politics and economics.

It makes sense in politics (
because it is the only way for the
urban majority to break through the

discriminations now practiced by

so many state legislatures. If the

States will not help meet city needs,
the cities have no other place to turn

than to the Federal government.

;éi I often remind the "states rights"
advocates that the States themselves

are forcing the Federal government
N i

to expand its serv1ces and its activities

B T S I i E

when they default on the1r responsib1l1tes

———— e i ot e

to their cities. They have forced urban

America to turn to the Federal government .

o T A e —t S
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Ziihe economic argument for Federal

L= ——

support for our large metropolitan
areas is even more fundamental.
;ﬁEederal revenues are raised

largely through income taxes. These

[/
taxes more closely based on ébility

d e -

to pay are more eQuitable and more

responsive to rising national income
———— e — - e e ——

than are property taxes and sales taxes

on which local governments so largdy

depend.

(
Until the“States make greater
h

progress toward developing equitable

tax structures —--arnd by this I mean

more reliance on income taxes as we do
in Minnesota and in Oregon and in New

York -- only the high income taxpayers

e S

will gain by substituting State taxes for

féderai'taxes. This would be a backward.

step.
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[{gf course the new and expanded Coyt

programs necessary for sound urban fﬁwﬁy]

development will cost money. But let

—

us keep in mind their wealth-creating

potential, their enlargement of our
tax base. And let us keep in mind how
dangerous it will be to our national
welfare if our cities sink into

unredeemed blight, decline; and

g PR

despair.

— e |

In the long run, we should look

forward to a better coordinated

tax system —- with States and cities

sharing in the rising revenues which
come from income taxes on a riging

national income.
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{ But now our cities must have vigorous
coordinated federal financial support

with a dynamic Cabinet-level Department

o e T ——

of Urban Affairs as a focal point for

—— T Y s
e R o —

“research, information, advice and
leadership.

ZPioneer efforts in area-wide
planning are under way already in
Dade County, Florida, in Toronto,
Canada, and; of course, here in your
own New York Port Authority.

[i‘I hope we can learn how a broad
philosophy of metropolitan development,
with an over-all program of coordinated
area-wide action can guide us toward
new dimensions in urban life.

40{11‘ growing experience in city
planning and regional development is
helping to shape this philosophy. And

we are getting excellent research and
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education in urban development from
our universities.
(;Ihe development of a philosophy of

urban development must move ahead

e

rapidly if we hope to avoid increasing
blight and chaos in our great urban
areas. Therefore it is imperative thda
we establish a focus within the Federal
government for this process.

éiOur great metropolitan centers

need a voice at the summit of our

S S——————__ e, Y

\Hgational government. They need a

W

focus for creative thought and action.
Let us make sure they get this voice
—-— this focal point -- without further

delay.

i



Lexington Democratic Club
New York City, March 4, 1961

Fifteen years ago in Minneapolis, life was not
or slow-moving. As Mayor, I was wrestling with
problems that still afflict every big city -- a lack of
housing for low and middle income families, wurban slum
blight, traffic congestion, unmet education needs, law
enforcement, inadeguate tax revenues, public health and
sewage problems, and the conflicts of human relations.

In
people to
mill
out

xt ten years America will add 30 million
resent 180 million -~ and 25 of that 30
in our major metropolitan centers. Two
Americans now live in these cities.
of five will be city pecple.

i
o

ion
of

By 1980

e

decay”
t

1L
55‘

the "flight to the suburbs" and the
city areas, Stagnation and spravl,
social conflicts threaten to turn our
a nightmare reality.

n expect our great metropolitan areas to have
Just as long as cities exist. But at the
t ve are wrestling with these problems, let

the opportunities we find in our cities:

-

525
B8 .
if

4
§

;
el

not
-« the opportunity for prosperous economic activity

‘

-= the opportunity for a growing sense of brotherhood and
human dignity.

We see the failure of our political institutions to
grapple with a major national development, the growing
urbanization of America.

We see the failure of the great urban majority in the
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United States to win its proper representation in our state
legislatures and in Washington.

I think it is time to arouse all Americans -- not Jjust
city people -~ to the urgent need for genuinely creative urban
development to revive city life, to raise city life to new
heights.

And this will be done if our cities get the political
recognition and the national support they should have.

This is why I call for prompt establishment of &
Cabinet-level Department of Urban Affairs. It is the pledge
of our Democratic Platform. And it is the answer to an urgent
need for political recognition and political support of America's
urban areas at the highest level of American political life.

As many of you know, our urban areas have some persistent,
vocal, and effective spokesmen in the Semate. But legislation
passed in the Senate can be blecked in the House of Repre-
sentatives by Congressmen who are unfamiliary with the needs
of urban areas and who are unaware of the growing pressure
for a national urban development policy.

What is the result of this lack of representation in
Washington?

Federal action to protect city people and to speed urgently
needed assistance to our metropolitan areas is inadequate. It
is un-coordinated. It is too little and too late. It lacks the
vision which can bring order out of chaos.

I believe America's cities must have a clear, vigorous,
effective yoice at the highest level of our government --
& voice at the Cabinet level.
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hhalmkatowwmntmmmhnmmul
buildings. Mcmtmgmmormhmthwocmy,
mwmmmunmmwmmmmm-
vestment of more than $320 billion -- nearly one quarter of
our total national wealth.

Mﬁusmmwaﬂmmmem
urbenumltomurhnhushtanddnay.

Yet we have only very skimpy information about
deterioration and obsolescence of these residential properties.-
If they were stocks or bonds, we would have careful
statistical surveys. We would know the cost of obsolescence
in terms of declining tax revenues.

The filggbh to the suburbs hax two sides ~= & negative
desire to escape crowded city life, and a positive desire to
create a richer family life. And yet it sometimes seems that

ditions it hopes to escape.

Our suburbs too often become social, racial or income
"in-groups" -- fearful of minority intrusion, existing in an
uneasy relationship on the outskirts of cities, yet not
associated with the citles by any rational system, and, with
a few notable exceptions, existing on a Precarious tax
foundation.

mbuhlmnw-ntont\mortmtntmn -
nfmtmﬁmvhichwnuhmaanuﬂ;fcndtomﬂisht
wmm:mmugmnmor-nmwmutm,
the beginning of a closer integration of business, social, and

family life in an urban culture which enhances human dignity
and indiv;dlal opportunity.

mtmthnminscomuimcrmmh? Is good
hmsinginwrcitusunnumlywr And is
i tmthntllmmuia:tmapmdimnaurmam
mmormcitmtmnmumgnmmmmmr

t nearly 9 million households in the United States
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live in substandard housing. Another 5 million live in
housing units that are deteriorating and well on their way
to becoming substandard. And more than 25 million people -~
about one out of six -- live now in substandard houses.

During the next 10 years, 16 million new urban homes
mist be built to take care of our housing needs. About
10 million of these are needed just to house new families.
The other © million are needed to replace houses torn down
for slum clearance, highway construction, or deterioration.

This means we will need an average of 1,600,000 new
homes a year. nemmrwmauryrml,ﬂeo,ooomm
first half of the Sixties to 1,800,000 in the second half,
reachhg 2 million by 1970. '

Our target in housing construction should be at least
2 million new homes a year -- most of it priced to meet the
housing needs of middle and low income families who are mow
priced out of the market for decent homes.

Ihisisabigorderanditwmmdallthaa\wport it
mgstattbmtimllmlfmwrmsmmnt. I P
am confident that Dr. Robert C. Weaver, who has served the \
ciwormrorkmmsuuormrwkmnmmmmmg ‘
field, will press this program vigorcusly as Administrator of
the Housing and Home Finance Agency, and, I=hepe, eethe-Sirst
SSorstaTy OF Ushen /PReirs 1o the Heouwsssy Cétimet

We spend billions to explore and control outer space.
What foolishness to balk at spending millions to raise our
standards of living here on this earth!

It is about time that we adopt a political philosophy
and political institutions which regard our urban areas as vital
centers of American life -- worth developing as great national
assets.

It is about time that we start giving our cities the kind of
support and leadership they need at the national level. And when
you think of the tax revenue they provide for the federal government,
our cities should start getting the financial help they deserve.
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I often remind the "states rights" advocates that the
States themselves are forcing the federal government to
expand its services and its activities when they default on
their responsibilities to their cities. They bhave forced
urbnnmmrieatomtothetcdmlmm

Federal revenues are raised largely through income
taxes. These taxes mcloulybnudonabuitytow
are more equitable and more responsive to rising national
momthnlnmutyhmmumum on which local
governuments so largely depend.

mthelmgnm,mshwldlooktomrdtoabettercoor-
dinated tax system -- with States and cities sharing in the
risingnvamwhichmfmimmtlm on a rising
national income. .

But now our cities must have vigorous, coordinated federal finan-
cial support with a dyramic Cabinet-level Department of Urban
Affairs as a focal point for research, information, advice, and
leadership.

Our great metropolitan centers need 2 voice at the sumnit
of our national government. They need a focus for
thought and action. let us make sure they get this voice «-
thhfocalpomt--withmtfurth.rdehy.
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February 21, 1961

Mrs. Ralph Gerstle
1125 Park Avenue
New York, New York

Dear Mrs. Gerstle:

Barbare Willismson has asked me to se

nd
pictures and biography copies tc you in advance of
the Senator's appesrance at the Lexington Democratic

Club lfincheon on March k.

The text of the Senator's remarks will be ready amext
week. Should this also be sent to you or

Irving Haber?
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

Winthrop Griffith
News Secretary to
Hubert H. Humphrey
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