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SUPPORT FOR 
CITY OF LONG 
BEACH 
RESOLUTION 

City Clerk Reimche presented a letter which had 
been received from Dr. Thomas J. Clark, Councilman, 
City of Long Beach, stating that the City of 
Long Beach requests Council's review and support 
of City of Long Beach Resolution No. C-23159 -
"A Resolution of the City Council of the City 
of Long Beach Expressing its Support of Efforts 
by the Federal Administration to Return Powers 
to Local Entities and Urging a Cart:·ful Imple
mentation of Those Effort5 in Ways :hat will 
Enhance, Not Further Impede, Home Rule ... With 
the tacit concurrence of the Council, the 
City Clerk was directed to write a letter of 
support regarding the resolution to the City 
of Long Beach • 
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OFFICE OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

CIVIC CENTER PLAZA 

(\ 

333 WEST OCEAN BOULEVARD 

LONG BF.:ACH. CALIFORNIA 90802 

April 14, 1981 

DR. THOMAS J. CLARK 

COU,.CI\.MAN. I"OURTH DISTRICT 

213/590-6139 

Dear Mayor and Counci1~embers: 

~e are all keenly aware of the current efforts to address the nation's 
economic problems. As a part of these efforts, loc3l governments have 
a major oyportunity before them to lend their suggestions for a restruc
turi nq o.f the federal-state-1 ocal retationshi p. 

Consequently, the City of Long Beach requests your review and support of 
the attached resolution. The City's resolution speaks to local govern
ment's support of the return of local powers which h.ave been eroded over 
the years by the growth of federal programs~ In particular, we support 
the Administration's efforts to clarify and redefine the roles and respon
sibilities of federal, state and local governments. We do so, however, 
·~1 th the concern that federal funds be directly applied to that unit of 
government responsible for a program's administration. Local governments 
cannot afford to see the siphoning off of pass-through funds by the 
state, nor the development of a state bureaucratic maze. 

We sincerely urge you to adopt such a resolution as enclosed, and forward 
your concerns to our national leaders. The City of Long Beach appreciates 
your joining us in an effort to positively restructure our government to 
meet the needs of our citizens. 

TJC :1 aw 

Enclosure 

OR. THOOS J. C 
Counci 1 man, C t 
Chairman, Leg 

~ 
RK ' 
of Long Beach 
ti on Committee 
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N.afion's OtJcs Weekly M»ch 30. 1911 

Development from p.t 
Grant pros;ram _also could apply for 
gr.tnts from this "stat~ pot." 

The Office of M.tn.agtment and. 
Budget has n0 pl.lns to set .1limit on the 
amount of administr.ttive cost thE' 
statt's could ch.1rgc to thr: protr.Jm. 
OMS .1lso h.u indic<~ted th.1t .lrt'.1 oHi· 
ccs of the Dcp.utmr:nt of Housing .tnd 
Urb.1n Dc.ovc:-lopment would be rcduced 
in stc~ff to handle only a limited numbc:-r 
CIF housing and community devt'lop
~ ,t rrogr.1ms still controlled at thc.o 
n<~uonal lcvl'l. 

The .Jdministration also pl.1ns to 
create a st.Jte block. crant to rrplace the 
present CDBG smJII cities progr.1m, 
butln l9l'2, r.lther t!un 1983.(Sec The 
w.;~ldy. Much 16.! 

The block sr.1nt would usc the cur
rent st.att formula to distribute ur
marked funds for the block gr.ant. 
Orflci.als uid OMB will reviE>•'·' •.his 
formulA over the next year to see if it 
should bto changed In 1983. when the 
.action grAnt .tnd small-cities programs 
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Checklist: 

Community Development Grants: 
Reagan's Proposals for Change 

(S millions) 

1?81 J?~~ 
2,7?1 

875 

J9_nJ 
2,7!11 
1,175 

lar~e cilit's and urban countl~s 2,653 
Stal~s 

sm.n cilic5 
UDAG-rypr subpro~r.tm . 
Secrrt;uy's di~crrtiono~ry fund , 

Tot.,l--nlock r.ranls 
Scpautr. UOAG pro,;ram 

Total. 

.arf replaced by the combined block 
gnnt.for st.1tes. 

The administt.1tinn's latt'st thinking 
on community dl'vl'lopmt'nt pror,r.tms 
was rev,r.ileoJ h)' OHicc of Management 

• .tnd Budgt't Director David A. Stock-

938 

_10~ 

3,695 
675 

4,370 

• 
500 

4,1fi6 4,1(;6 

4,166 - 4,166 

man in ft'Ct'nt trstimony ~fore tht 
Senat': Budr,l't Committte. OMB 3ides 
el.tboratrd ~n thr protJOsals last wtck 
It , meeting or the Councillor State 
Community AHairs AgtMil's. 

Officials cou'-Jn't uy what thl' im• 
- 4 ___ ..... ________ .... 

: 

• 

mtodiatr rffect will br for sman cities 
that ha\'t' multi-year commitments 
From HUO. Slates might bto ~sked to' 
take ovrr ad ministration of all present 
small-cities programs, or these com
mitments might bt' included in th~ 
statr block grant. OMS has s.aid that it 
will rtview thr current experirrlents in 
stat~ administration o( block grant! :'1 

Kentucky and Wisconsin. 
The Urbo'ln Developmr.nt Action 

Grant would bt' eliminated and rt
pfac~d with $SOO million for' "UDAG
type sub-program" in fiscal 1982; the· 

. pror,r.1m would be t'liminatt'd in J98J. 
Tht' administration also has pro

post'd toclimin.lte the HlJD secretary's J 
discretionary progr.am in 1982. That 
program h.u bt'en ust'd to support 
tet:hnic.al assistanct, disasttr programs, 
innovative grants and aid to lndi.an 
tribcs. 

The .adminlstr.allon pt.ans to send 
proposE-d legislation to Congrtss In the 
next sever.tl weeks. 0 
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RESOLUTION NO. C-23159 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 

THE CITY OF LONG BEACH EXPRESSING ITS 

SUPPORT OF EFFORTS BY THE FEDERAL 

ADMINISTRATION TO RETURN POWERS TO LOCAL 

ENTITIES AND URGING A CAREFUL IMPLEMENTATION 

OF THOdE EFFORTS IN WAYS THAT WILL ENHANCE, 

NOT FURTHER IMPEDE, H~~E RULE. 

WHEREAS, the current administration has pledged itself 

12 to reducing the costs of the federal government while, at the 

13 same time, returning to local entities many of the powers that 

14 have gradually been assumed in Washington over a period of many 

l"i years as a part of extensive federal funding a<:tivities1 and 

16 WHEREAS, cities throughout the nation and most certainly 

1- the City of Long Beach have, in many past instances, uti1ized 

18 federal funds well and efficiently to implement policies and pro

t9 grams of vital concern and assistance to the people of tnose 

10 cities; and 

21 WHEREAS, these federal funds have been best utilized 

22 and most helpful when they were unconstrained by conditions and 

23 regulations unrelated to the objectives and realities of the 

24 local community utilizing the tunds; and 

WHEREAS, tne current federal administration has 

26 indicated that a part c.:: its fiscal and regulatory reform effort 

2~ will be to deemphasize so-called categorical (constrained) aid 

28 programs while, at the same time, enhancing block grant ( uncon-

1 
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1 trative bottlenecks and counter productive regulatory constraints 

2 than exist today. Thus, federal funds for city programs should 

3 pass directly to cities and should not be funnelled or passed 

-4 through the state. 

Sec. 4. That as federal policies are adopted and 

6 implemented to stimulate healthy economic growth and improve pro

ductivity, reduce inflation through tax and spending reductions, 

8 restrain the growth of federal spending and reduce the bu·rden on 

9 the public and private sector, the City should once again emerge 

10 as that unit of general purpose government closest to the people 

11 and most capable of defining and implementing goals and objec~ 

l~ tives that truly reflect the concerns and beliefs of those people 

l3 in a way that can restore a popular confidence in the ability of 

14 government to be responsive to the people who support it. 

Sec. s. That the City Clerk is hereby directed to 

16 forward copies of this resolution to President Ronald Reagan, 

1; Vice Pres1"dent George Bush, United States Senators Alan Cranston 

!8 and s. I. Hayakawa, and Congressmen Glenn Anderson and Dan 

19 Lundgren, Rober.t Carlson of the White Rouse Staff and such other 

20 persons as m~y be appropriate. 

21 

12 

24 

26 

28 

I certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted by 

the City Council of the City of Long Beach at its meeting of 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Councilmembers:wilder, Hall, Clark, Kell, Wilson, Tuttle, 

Rubley, Sa to. 

Counc i lmembe rs : ..,.a!g""~erton-...-.. ..... ------------
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1 strained) programs; 

2 WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the National League 

3 of Cities has adopted a policy statement regarding President 

4 Reagan's economic recovery program and, as a part of that state-

5 ment, has indicated its strong support for fundamental reform 

6 and relief from the burdens of federal regulatory activities and 

a modification of those bctiviti•s to eliminate unnecessary regu-

8 lations affecting loca~ governments and a development of a com-

Q prehensive federal policy on mandated costs on local governments; 

tO 

1l 

12 

13 

14 

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Long 

Beach resolves as follows: 

Section 1. That the City Council lauas the expressed 

goal of the administration to return to local governments many 

of the powers that have gradually been eroded away over the past 

decade as a part of extensive federal funding activities. 
16 

17' 
Sec. 2. That, in implementing these expressed goals, 

18 
the City Council urges the adr:1inistration and Congress to exer-

cise diligence in assuring that the legitimate and acceptab~e 
19 

relationships between the federal, state and local governments 
20 

be observed. In this regard, the City urges a rejection of any 
21 

system that would require the passing or funnelling of federal 
22 

funds for essentially local purposes through state government. 
23 

24 

26 

, .. _, 

28 

Sec. 3. That while it may be perfectly a~propriate 

for certain funds to be paid directly to the state (e.g., 

those relating to stat:.e supported health or welfare or educa

tional activities), state administration of federal funds for 

city programs might, in the end, result in even worse aaminis-

2 
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1 Absent: Councilmembers: ~ble=~·------------
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OTY COUNCIL ,,.--,.,~ C' HENRY A. GtAVES. Jr 
(tty M•N&t'f 

JAM(~ A McCARTY. M<lyor 

ROBERT G MURPttY. M•vor Pro lt'm 

RICHARD l HUCHl ~ 

CITY OF LODI AliCl M Rl 11v~H( 
City Clt'fk 

WAl HR ICATNICU 
CITY HAll. 221 WE~l PINl ~TRUT 

POST OFFICI BOX J20 RONAlD M ~ Tf IN 
JAM(~ W PtNKERTON, Jr LOOt. CALIFORNIA 95241 

(209) 334·5634 

May 13, 1981 

Dr. Thomas J. Clark 
Councilman, City of Long Beach 
Civic Center Plaza 
333 West Ocean Boulevard 
Long, Beach, CA 90802 

Dear Councilman Clark: 

Your April 14, 1981 letter and attached Resolution 
No. C-23159 was presented to the Lodi City Council 
at its Hay 6, 1981 meeting. 

The City Council wishes also to voice its support of 
efforts by the Federal Administration to return 
powers to local entities and also urges a careful 
implementation of those ef.forts in ways that will 
enhance, not further impede, home rule. We would 
ask that the City of Lodi be added to the list of 
municipalities supporting this position. 

AR:dg 

By Direction of the Lodi 
City Council 

fluu At · ~/udt-
Alice M. Reimche 
City Clerk 

C tty Attorn" 


