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NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND HUMANITIES

ACT OF 1965

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 28, 1976

e

United States Senate,

Specizl Subcommittes on Arts and Humanities of the
Committee on Labor and Public Welfare,

Washington, D. C.

The Subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 11:35
a.m., in Room 4232, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon.
Claiborne Pell, Chairman of the Subcommittee, presiding.

Present: Senators Pell, Mondale, Javits, Taft and
Stafford.

Staff present: Livingston Biddle, Professional Staff;
and Gregory Fusco, Minority,

Senator Pell. 1 hope we can get through with this g
very shortly.

This is the reauthorization of the Artsz and Humanitia?
legislation, which would be the fourth acycle since we originall&

enacted it seven years ago. g
i

Title T of the bill provides that the State Human&ties

Councils or Committee will be converted within three vears into

State Councils, of whom a majority would be appointed by the
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Governor. Fach State would get $100,000 minimum provided the
money was authorized and appropristed. |

The protection for the rights of prevailing wages, ;
the labor rights that are in the Arts Section, would also applg
to the Humanities Section.

It would add the Chairman cf the Kennedy Center to
the Federal Council on Arts and Humenities. It would authorizq
the use of suiplua sroperty. And the funding -~ I do not knowi

if you want to touch on it now or as we get toward the end.

Usually, we do the funding towards the eand.

That would be Title I.

Title II is Museum Services anéram which, in my own
view, should be placed in the Smithsonian, but they will not
have it., HEW is the present recommendation in the draft. Ve
are not wedded to it.

The House passed bill would put it in HEW,

It peovides for Institute of Museum ﬁarvieaa, and
the Institute shall consist of a National Museum Services Board.
The Board would consist of 15 members appointed by the Presi-

dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, plus

eight ex officio members, appointed for five years; and ineli-
gible after saven years.
The Dirvector of the Institute would be appointed by

the President,; by and with the advice and consent of the Senatsl.

Title III is what we title Cultural Challenge Prograni,



e

(=<}

ot

T TEE————

s enpirn

St S-S S ey

3

which is the same program we have had for short-range challenge

grants, and Title I all of these years, where one dollar of
Federal money produces §3 of private money. It lhas been very
successfiul for short-range goals.
e think it would be successful for long~term goals.
This has heen adopted in the House bill that paséed

the day bafore yvesterday.

Title IV is the Arts Education Program, which provide%

for the in-service training, retraining of art teachers.

Title V is Sferator Mondale's American Bicentemnial
Photoagraphlic and Fiim Project.

I neglected to say that in the Title I is a new pro-

vision here, two new provisions. One saying that funds can be

spent for exhibilions and for work abroad, and exhibitions

O
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abroad, and alvo provides for advice and consent of the Senate |

on the Council on Arts znd Homanities.

Neithexr of these tweo provisions I am sold on, but

there seems to be a good deal of consensus on it. Lote of sup-|

port outside, an@ I put them in here for discussion.

The blll is open for comment now. I tried to walk
through so there are no surprises.

Is that right?

Mz. Biddle. et me make obne comment.

This was a result of the original State Humanities

Erogram as proposed by Senator Tower and co-sponscored by Senator
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Javits back in May.

The figure that you mentioned, the $100,000 per State,

I think should be $200,000 per State.

Senator Pell. I gee.

senator Javits., My, Chairmen, I would like for Sena-
tor Taft to take the lead on the guestion of amendmants, and
then I will follow. But I would iike to raise Title VI and
deal with it.

Senator Pell. There is no Title VI. i

Senator Javite. I would like to raise the question.;

& i

£ t is Bicentennial Progvam which has been vaised by a bHill of
Senator Mathias' inspired Ly John D, Rockefeller, III, which weg
held a hearing on., That iz not includad in the bill hecause xi
think Senator Pell and T both felt, and the Seéenator will cor-
vact me if T am wrone as to my impression, that not enocugh had§
yet been put foyward to rate a program., |
T was going to request that the Chair zllow another !
hearing te he granted and that Senator Mathias be asked to sup-
ply the witnesses,

I have talkad with him, and he feels that e can makel
& case whichk will convinee us, if he can call Eri¢ Goldman, the
Historian, who is very deeply appareantly involwved, and he feels
can be very helpful in the particularizetion of the so~called
Rcckafaller Plan, and My, Punmelsine who used ¢o be in the

State Department and ie ncow down at Williamsburg, and himself.
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T talked with him this morning as to what he would

-
Fi g

like us to do about this bill. That was s suggestion which

% | developed between us. And between the Chair and myself, we

|
ﬁ-% will work out some way of giving it the time. I would hope that
8 £ we conld find in the next six or eight weeks some opportunity g
& z to let them go at it again. |
7 % Senator Pell. This bill wust be reported to the Fuli
8 E Conmittee ~- %
2 j Senator Javits. It will be., I have no desire not tég
te a We can report out a separate ma@ssuvre which might have been a ;
19 ; Title VI if we feel the case is made. | §
] i2 ? I gather correctly the Chair does not yet feel that %
( ¥ & it is made. g
4 g Senator Pell., Hummelsine is basicelly a Rockefellerg
z employea. )
1 ; Senator Javits, I understand. é
$7 ? Senator Pell, Goldman, we had dealings with savéralz
Ee i years ago, not always of the most specific nature. g
06 % Senator Javitas. And Mathias wants to testify hims&i%.
20 ; Senator Pell. Well, nc problem. We will work out ag
2 % time, and vou will help preside. ;
Q“ o i That bearing does this have on the bill? §
i {
g% Senator Javits. None whatsoaver except to account ;
\ &fé% for the bill, Normally, somebody could move it on this bill. %
H i
25 % T could. It might be defeated, but I could do it. Rather then
i
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do this, I prefer to go this route.

Senator Pell. We had made provision perhaps in the
Challenge 3e¢tian,‘nanaaﬁ Challenge Section, under Humanities,
of putting a certain amount ;~ of avcepting an amendment now
that would provide for this Ricentennial Program, in lieu of
part of the Challenge Grant on the Humanities sector. You
might want to put it in right there.

Senatoy Javits. How much did you have in mind?

Senator Pell., We had $15 million.

Senatoyx Javits. $15 million.

Senator Pell. BAs authorization.

Senator Javits, Let me take that up and see.

Senator Pell, The only thing is we want to try o
rveport it out.

Senator Javite. I will do it in the Full Committee.

Senator Pell. COkay.

Senatoxr Javits. As long as it is agreeable 4o the
Chair end Senator Taft, then I will gsuggest that option to
Senator Mathias, and I will move it in the Full Committee if
he agrees. I think that will shortecut the whole thing.

Senator Pell., So we can reserve that amount to the
side.

When we get to the authorization funde at the and of
the meeting this morning, hopefully, then we could earmark the

appropriate awount of money for that suggestion.
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Sepator Javits. That will be fine.

Senator Taft. The language of this would just be
general language, is that right?

rt}wculd not designate what the project was?

Senator Pell. I think it should bes fairly specific
for this particular project.

Vihat would be your thoughts?

Senator Javits. I thimk you are both right. 3

Senator Taft. Yes.

Senator Javits., It would be a continuance of the
Bicentennisl concept through the philosophic aspects and his- |
torical and policy and studies aspects which is covered by the g
Mathias bill, It would not identify it as the Rockefeller's i
project. E

Senatcor Pell, Or Nummelsine project. f

Senator Taft. I have a questlion regarding Senator !

#ondale's proposal. That is the reason I raise it.

?

I am somewhat concerned about that. g
o

H

Senator Pell. Which one is that?

Senator Taft. Do you want to discuss that one at
this point?

Senator Mondale is here. The concern that I was
expressing with regard to the precedent of designating a par-

ticular project. I am not seving the project is not a perfectl;

good one.

~
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I wonder if it could not be combined in the language
of Senator Javits' amendment in some way so we have general
authorization for it, given authorization under which applica-
tion can he made to fund this type of project without identify-
ing the particular project. It may be a very worthy project.

But I am not gure I like the precedence involved.

Senator Mondale, We have not sean Senator Javits'
language.

fenator Javits. If I may describe the situation.

T think Bob has a point. I think we could do it

g A0 s
together.

As T read vour smendment, it, too, is a continuance
of the Bicentenniazl spirit and idea. 8o was Rockefeller‘s. It
has been before us, we have had a hearing, and I will cescribe

it.

His i3 to establish in an institutional frame a con~ |

tinuous of historical davelopment, study, policy development,
at cetera, respecting the spirit of the Bicentennial and how it
carries on until the establishment of the Constitution. 1In
other words, an additional 11 years. That is the span of his
thought.

It is a vay of continuing the Bicentennial observance
in order to develop it into a permanent game in rvespect of the
policy of the country.

Yours is much the same thinog in the fisld of culture.

|

%
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( 'Eg Therefore, we could wrap the two together by providing §$20 §
£ § million under the Challenge Grant Title, generically describe §
{ ¢ é in your project, and describing qna#rie&lly the Rockefeller ;
4 ; Project. - z
£ Though we describe them generically, as a practical %
3
6 E matter, thev are the oanly projects around that £fill that defi- %
7 ; nitica. g
@-g But: the only point that introduces is this, it %
-8 ; requires metching., TYo other words, it does not go unless there%
i g is at least 50 percent matching. g
; Senater Pell. Seventy-five percent. §
e ;‘: Senator Javits. Sc you have to consider that very |
23 ? cafeﬁnlly.

Senator Pell. Excuse me.

PR —

There is one other point here, too, I think, and that

is that the Rockefellery proposal belongs basically under the %

b redlia of the Humanities, I think Senator Mondale's proposaﬁ
0 belongs basically under the umbrella of the Arts. é
if we did it here, there is no reascn it should not |
be done with matching provision, but it would mean of the $30
z: ¢ million that we theoretically budgeted for this new long-range %
22 | Challenge, the 15 for Humanities would be for this particular |

£3 ; programn of Rockefeller'’s, and of the 15 that we tentatively f

A 23 | budgeted or thought about for the Arts, a third of that -- five

}

e !
¢

25 | == that is all authorization, not appropriation -~ could be for
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the Mondale American Bicentennial Photographic and Film Project
Senator Mondale. I would not have any objection to
that. I would like to keep this Title V. In other words, we
would have a sepavate title, and one part could be the Rocke~-
feller Project on that part of the proposal and, of course, it
carries a separate authority, and you have got to get appropri-
ations, and you have to justify before the Appropriations Com- |
mitt&a.“
But I would like to keep this roughly in its present
form. 5

Now, of course, you could always ask that these pro-

grams be funded out of existing programs. But I do not want to

do that because ¥ think it is the feeling of this “omwittes,

e

which I streﬁgly share, that the heart of these foundsztlions is

to ke found in theivr discretion, and we should not get in the

e

middie of trying to dirvect those judoments at the Congxessiona%
level.

This is a one~shot proposal. The set of photographs
that were developed during the '30s are smong the best in the

country. I would hope that we could have a similar picture of

e A TSNS o e o A SV

America at its Bicentaennial.
T think we could work “hat out.

Senator Jevits. All right.

I have onre suggestion, Mr. Chairman, which would

enable us to have a separate title.

Ty —
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If we laft the Challenge Grant thing as you have it,

but we set up a separate title for these two proiects, with 50
percent match;nq —

I do not want any matching in mine.

Senatoy Mondale,

I want this the way it is.

Senator Javits. The is the whole peoint. |

Eenator Pell. This would be matching.

Senator Mondale, I think it kills the program. We

B

had all kinds of testimony on this. They hoped to hire pho-

tographers, film makers, and a lot of these have low budget

e —

beginning young artists. If they have te go out and raise half|
the meney, I do not think the program would amount to anything.i
?

We had the State testify on that. §

Senator Pall. You know, pecple would much prefer non-

matching funds. There is another fault here, too, from your i
viewpoint, and that is when we go to conference with the House,
1 think there is more cupport probably behind the Rockefellerx
nroposal in that body than there is with your part.

From the viewpoint of holding it in conference, I i
think it would be stronger -- t

Senator Mondale, Congressman Brademas owes ms one or§
é

tWo. §
Senator Pell, ¥You may be right., But I think the ide&
would be to put it all under the rubric of a Bicentennial ;

]

extension, or whaktever wa want to ecall it, as a separate title.
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! Senator Javits. I think that upnld be wise,
( , .
: z Senator Mondale. That would be fine, It is such a
” . small program, I would just as goon not get into matching.
(
] 4

Sanator Javits, If the State Art Councils themselves
5 can match under your program -- why do we not do this, Mr,

8 I Chairman, if vou might vield a little point here -- why do we
7 not provide for mateching and sav, -@ell, I would like to provide
g' for both these projects 50-50, but give the Director in each

9 case the authority %o waive so much of the matching &s may seem

Wi desirable under all the circumetances.

L3 Senatoy Pell. That would be acceptable.

Would that bs agreeshle?

i
e

\ 2 i Senator Mondals. What is it your want?

4 ; Sanator Javits. Provide for 50 percent matching but,
i

ggz‘ in this particular case of this title, give the Director of the
|

?32& Humanities -~ I ¢uess yvours would he the Arts -- the authority

Eiéi to walve as much of the matching as the Director thinks is

%%% desivable under the circunstances to forwayrd the proiect.

(E % Benator Mondale, Why do we not agree to that now, and

Q)SE let me check with them and see how that works, so we have the
|

iaé, matching, but it would be a waiverable reguirement?

23 : Senator Javits. Walverable requirsment in whole or
|

23 || in part. and it might prehably differ for you and the Rocke-

feller Proiect because they probably can raise more money.

Senator Mondale. The way I would envision this is we

H
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i have a Bicentennial title --

- Senator Javits. That is right.
( 3 Senator Mondale -~ with two subparts carrying sépa-

4 || rate authorities?

3 5 ~ Senator Javits. Right.

i
8 % Senator Pell. Then we will add a separate -~ your
7 % shoucht is a separate title for both of these, and then in the
& ? part that we had tentatively scheduled for Challenge Grants, |
9 @ the new program which was $30 wmillion in toto, that would now

7 4 becowe 10 million ==

[

| ;
13 g Mr. Biddle. Thirty-five. ?

( % Senator Pell. I see. It would reduce the Challenge,§
13 § the three to cne long-rangs challenge in Humanities because of %

i || ehis. f

il i

3 g Senator Javits. That is correct. Reduce it. |

f i

i8 % Now, Mr. Chairman, unless Senator Taft has some %

i7 % amandments, T would like to raise some questions. g

3 g Senator Taft. I have a couple of guestions. I do é

1 !

15 § not know that I am going to bring them up a& amendments as yetJ

30 g One is with regard to the addition of the Chairman j

21 2 of the Loard of Trustess of the John F. Kennedy Center. %

| ) i ° VWhat are the considerations behind that and how is %
23 % the Board of the Xennedy Center selected and how is the Chair-:

( i |

man of the Board selected? .
i
]

Senatoxr Pell. My recollection is that the President

i
1
i
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selects the Chairman and that the Board is selected by the

President, and that the President of the Fedexal Council on the

Arts, to which he would be added, would be eight or nine people

Senator Taft. More than that.

I have got the list here.

Senator Pell., It started out at eight or nine.

Senator Taft. A publicly selected Board?

Senator Pell. Those are all ex officio. (

Senatoy Taft. I do not mean that. I mean the Kenned?
Center.

Senatoyr Pell. No. Thet is selected by the White |
House. |

Mr. Biddle. There are public wmembers, Concoressional
mambers snd Presidential appointee members.

Sanator Taft. Who are the public members appointed

Mr. Biddle. By the President.

Senater Javits., The thing I would like to know, I
had a guestion on that myself, Bob, that is an individual per-
forming Axis operation and it is in business for itself, why
should not I ask that the Lincoln Center Chaixman be an ex
officio memher or whatsver?

Why the Kennedy Center?

Senator Taft. That is right.

T

L U B A N TS A £
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Senator Javits. Why do we suddenly pick out Kennedy?
Senator Pell, He would be ~- what is your legal term

~- primus inter pares ~- from all these different Directors,

because he is basically --

Senator Javits, They do not run it that way.

Juest because the President is a patron of Washington,
D. C., not because it is generically like the Smithsonian or
anything like that ~- supported by private funds. This is pri-
marily privats funds with Covernment contribution.

Conceivebly ~- and I do not know that this is true --
¥ennedy can get funds from the Endowmenit, or is eligible.

Senator Pell, I see your point on that. If there is
a move to drop that ~-

Senator Javits. T move to strike it.

Senator Pell. Without cbjection.

Conator Javite. That is 106 and 404(a).
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Senator Taft. The other gquestion, Mr. Chairman, isg

on your art teachers situation. What is the rationale on that?

Senator Pell. The rationsle was that more support

i

¥
|

for art in schools is necessaxy. You may have seen the articles

in the press in the last few months showing the need, and the

relating of teaching of the arts to the problems which teachers

face. You may have seen that story about the dancer who showed

what angles were with their hands and legs.
There is a need to refine art teachers, bring them
up to current methods, and bring art into the schools.

I ceuld have put the same provision in to the edu~

cation bill, but we were doing nothing in general education this

year. We are dealing with higher aducation.
S0 it seemed equally erpropriate in this »ill, and
that is why we insertecd the idea.

Senatox Taft. Does it amend the general education

Senater Peil. It does no®. It is a new project.
It doas not touch it.

It would bz pexnfectly app#opriata to put it in the
ESEA bill if it would have been coming wp this year for re-
authorization.

fenator Taft. It does not affect the Endowment
at all, is that correct? Tt does not have amything to do with

oparation of the Endownment? It i3 an entirely separate item?

y
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Senatoer Pell. A separate item, but it would be run

& 3

by ﬁha Endowment. Tt would bring in a2 relationship with Educa-~

aws~2 ¥

" e e T Y

: 4 x
5 1 tiop =~ it would bring in relationship with the education ~-
4 | it would come into relationehip with the Dffice of Education,

5 | which iz needed, and it wonld also make use of the work that i

5 | has been geing on at the Kennedy Centex in the teaching of

7 | kids. |
& | I think the Chairman of the Kennady Center gets %
zig involved in a cooperative sense. g
gx;g v | Senator Taft. I have a hard time seeing why it g
i |
32§§ cshould have anyvihing to do with the Endowment. I might be %
i L
12 f pgrfectly-willing'to go along with the amendment in %he generaig
33,& edﬁcﬁtion bill., I hasitate o get the Endowment bogged down %
S, |

“gzg wiﬁh'#uefﬁﬁministrative program of this kind.
{ ' i : .
i

5 ; I do ﬁcﬁ think they ave se® up to do it. g
5 Mr. piddie. 1If I could say something on that, the §
{5 Avte fndowmant does have, and alwa&é’haS-haﬂ an education pro- %

;;%S gram within the program it develops. The education progran at §
f% tli=s morent grimar%ly ié concarned with providiag & numhaf of g

" %g aﬁtists In s<hools that nunber now around 2,000 artists in %

2 ié di{farent public schools. |

EEE% Senatoy Taft. Through grants?

2 ; Mr. Biddle. Through grants. |

Tﬁgf Senator Taft. It is grant, not an adnministrative

95 } job. That is the diffevence. :
%
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K | Mr. Biddle. Well, this particular amendment ox

2 | title would involve special kinds of teaching demonstration -

3§ proijects that would have an ex@mplaryvquality.

s A A R AR A A s

& Senator Taft. Why can they not go ahead and fund ?
5% ‘those any way if they wanted to? g
8 ‘ Mr. Biddle. Well, there is a shortage of money. §

{
7 ? _ Senator Taft. Then it cores under the same objec~ |
3§§~tion I was raising before. It is attempting on the part of 3

@:Q Congress Lo earmark what funds are going to be used for that

in 1 which we put into the Endowment.

g 1 Senator Pell. You are wight. It is putting more |

#
4

5o money into the edusaticnal side. It would be perfectly appropwz

| rziate to put in the ESBEA bill., I would like to ses a greater g
i merger of the Arxits Endownent and the 0ffice of Bducation. At g
this point there is virtually no rvelationship between the two.

T think willy-nilly as they move along in a program

£

like this, vou would find them working move eclosely together.

H
i j
} 1

Ssnator Javits. If it is of any help to you, I |

talked o Nanoy Hanks vestarday in Chicago, and she had some- §
thing else she wanted me to look into, which we will come to ini
a minute. f
: She said thexe ig something there called Urban i

jfzéq Gateways, that is doing exactly what Senator Pell wishes to do
here. She gaild it now covers 300,000 people who are involved.

su . It is that popular and that important.



nws—~4 19

1 That is, training artists to train teachers. I

¥

N

think the distinction shout it being in this bill is that the |

3 i "trainors” ars probably subjects of the Endowment. They are

4 artists. They ave mot an institution for college or university,

5 | or something like that which we deal with in the sducation
& |l side. g

g ¥You really ere using people who could rate or §
8 i% gualify for stipends from the Endowment as teachexs, as teacher;ia
g ’§ of teachers, rather than the way we do it in the education §
11 % field, some establishment or institution which is doing the é

I b
T f teaching. g

That is the distinction. 8o you could aonceivably'i
13 n do it here. %
A i Am I right about that? §
i3 % Senator Pell. Exactly. Why do we not leave it in.g

¢ 11 and if you want to strike it -=

, \ : Senator Taft. UWell, the only other guestion is
th@: moseum question. I have got all kinds of comments on that
k Ag;paxfanﬁly the latest I get is a little like the storv of the j
; :“ football team which is getting the pants beat off them, and
i everyone stands vp and heeps velling give Lexoy the ball, give E
" % Teroy the ball, »nhd the quarterback puts his head up a2nd says g
p Lexoy Jdees not want the ball, g
i §
56 Senator Pell. This is the problem. The »‘Smithsmnia%z
> | Institution, which is the museum's museum, thev are the ones |

DO —

g et e ottt
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most adamant sbout not wanting it.

H
%
3

et i e A A0

20 : Senater Javits. It is well known that the'Endowmen%

-

2 1| i8 not wvary hapopy about its going to HEW, and I also think there
are gualms in the museum field about HEW, whether it be showved §

aside in this enormous organization.

8 | So I have a suggestion. I do not make it as an g
g | amendment. This is the Chair's baby, and I am just making thisé

suggestion. But here is the suggestion. Making this in a sansé

1 f

a pseudo-gencrous operation and to establish an institute for %

the improvement of museum services, as part of the National

S AP S —

Foundation on the Aris and Humanities. Then to establish a |

board waich would be sepresentative of three factors; the Councﬁl

on the Arts, the Comncil on the Humanities, and by public

14 || menmbers, estapliah a2 divector and assistant director, and let |

3% é them run it under the geneval tent of the National Foundation
on the Ares and Humenities. Thereby giving it a cozporate
status of its own, but preserving it within the frame of refer-

@ enpce of the Arts and Humenities, and trying in that way not to

! burden the Administration in the Arts, and at the szame time

not to put ﬁhiu in a huge agency where it could easily be

treated as a side effort, which would mean that each Council

u would designate five members, including the Chairman of the

; Arts and Humanities, and they would constitute two-thirds of
the Bearxd that would run the institute for the improvement of

i
|
f
. || museum services.
|
!



y
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f | Senator Pell. Two questions on the mewbership of t%e
@Tf council as you envision it. 5
3 i ! One, would members of the new governing board be é
( 4 é also menbers of the Arts and Humenities Councils? |
5 ; Senater Javits. Yes. Five of their nuwmber. é
8 é : Senator Pell. T like the idea. The Fouse has |
7 ; already passed the measure, including it uwnder HEW.
3 i Senator Javits. Right.
! Senatoxr Pell. When we go to conference, by that
mézf time we will have some yeactions back and forth., T¢ will eithe%
| be under HEW, which I do not like elither, or this proposal. |
Senator Javits. Oy some other. Somebody may came»
( C&j; up with a better idea. 5
| s;%} Senator Pell. I like the idea very much, and WO“l&é

i5 | move that we would accept it.

Senztor Taft. Fine with me. A good way to get

i it
 §5 Cenator Javite, I would like to aéknmwleﬂge Greg é
“:%f Tusco's workmanship here, which is wvery, very constructive. %
‘*Ei Senator Pell. Vexy helpful to us.

?; Senator Javits. It shows great initistive.
,&:§§ The other thing I would like to raise is with the g
% ;: State Humanities Committees end the struggle. Now, again, %

Mr. Chaiyman, I submit this to vou, this is my idea, and 1f youz

25 | take it, I get the credit.

D —————
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L The idea here, Mr. Chairmen, would be to leave the

set up as it is, but to provide for anybody who iz unhappy with

3 i the work of a State Council as now organized to be able to

Lgé appeal directly to the Director of the Foundation on the Human~ |

o

ities, and for the Director to supersede the State Council in

T S

respect to what he does, that is, he could order it done, or

&

7 | make the grant, or whatever, in consultation with the Governor |
5 | of the State.

fﬁ Again, it is an efiort to capture the best of both

W\%%‘WorléS- !
i 1 Senator Pell. I see the theught heve. Actually it%
s 1 increases the pover of the Chairman, which I think may be al-

2 | ready a bit too great.
14 || Senator Javita. Who would give it to his Council.

Senator Pell. Council, or the Chairman. And we
have now, as we know, throughout the country, 50 Arts Couneila,é

:ii members of which are very often critical of the National Arts :
Council, because they zre appoianted separately, and they do
not owe him any allegiance.

On the other hand, you have the State Arts Commit-
wees that ere bheing set up, by, as we described b@foﬁe the
laying on of hands, firset from the Chaixran tc a friend in the
State, and that friend to many others, and with a few more,

g{f¥ may lay his hands on five people, and when you de that you

obviously have 50 committees all of friends, because if vou are
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: ;f xiot a friend, out. And so you do not have the same reaction.
z 5 ' I think yvou ought to bear in mind that a Etete
f: appropriated funds for the arxrts have increased fifteen fold,
4 ; from four million to more than 60 million in the years we have ﬁ
5 j h;andled this program. And related to the growth of the grass
& ? roots support of the arts is the development of these COmmunity:f‘
i I
7 [ Arts Councils. ;
g ” Ten years ago we had less tham 100. Today there }
4 : are more than 1,000, 4
1% ‘ No similar development in the Community Humanities
; Comeil.
on you have across the nation the privately run

iz i Associated Comncils and Arts with Iou Harris as Chairxman of
12 1 the Assovistion of Councils, which has done a good grass roots :

job across the countzy.

15 | No similar thing in the humanities.
You have basically these community arts centers,
i

vhich aze developed in move than 100 areas, chiefly areas of

the uwndexprivileged.
Rgain, you do not have any Commumity Humanities
Centers.
I realize the argument is often advanced art is
b |

23 ; more visible than humanities, and it is easier for them. When

you and I worked on this so many years ago, it was I who d:cagged

z | you along a bit into accepting the humanities, because you

Bk

e ————
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fera interested in the arts, and yet in the end it would be
%rts that rode piggyback on the humanities, which at that time
had ~-

Senatoxr Javits. No guestion about that.

Senator Pell. Now it has leapfrogged owver the

: . humanitiesg, and they are the stronger horse, and for that

reason I think we should examine why this has happened, recog-
nizing it iz more difficult for the humanities to et the same
axcitement as a dance group, but why they have done such a
poor job from the wviewpoint of general penetration into the
copmunity.

I vemain convinced that one of the reasons for it
is the appeinting process in the Councils. When we mentioned
the hurley-~burlay of politics, you may get fellows like oux~

selves, politicisng, but at least we are invelved with t¢he

| people, and it is healthy for the corganization.

Where you do isying on of hands, yvou do not.
Mr, proposal on this iz to compromise, hecauvse I
do not szay that all the merbers should be appeinted by the

Governors, I just say that a majority of the committees or

comneils, oxr whatever you want to call them, would be appointed.

This laying on of hands could still continue, but
no’ for a wmajority, just for a minoxrity.
T would hope that we could ieave this pretty well

ag it is, and in addition to that we are going into conference
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with the House, which has left virtually untouched the present

procedure.

BT —

Senator Javits. I am going to stay with you fox

the presept. If I cai make a better case than I have made so

far, I will do it in the Full Committee.

PR

Senator Pall., Thank you.

Senator Taft. It is all right with me. A good z,\v&z.;-\_r‘E
to bring it out. |

Senator Pall, They are marking up the CIZ Commit-
tee bill, and I have 0 make a vots over the phone.

| Sonator Javiks. I was going to meve we report the
hill.

Senator Pell. All xight. Can we report it with §
the funding, which will be a Zoteal of twe hundred fifty for |
the firvst and second vear. We do not want it to go over the
smounts thet weve presently authorized, and if that is okay %
with vou, we will leave those figures which I think your ataffs%
2xe eware of, |

Sanator Javits. Okay.

Senator Pell., With that, I would move that the bili
he favorably rocported. ;

Senator Javits. I 30 move, |

Senator Taft. I second,

Senator Pell. Without objection, so recorded.

Senator Javits. Let us vote Senator Stafford in
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favor. '

Y 5
g

Senatoyx Pell. Alsc Senators Mondale and Williams,

% |- whose proxies I have.
1 '

a4l Thank you.

5

(Whereupon, at 12:06 p.m., the Subcommittee adjourndd,

subject to the call of the Chairx.)
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