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A 1
(1) can istance to looal governumental
A grantg=-in or shared
(?) The State can relidx the btightwign it holds over the abllity of local
governmental urits to solve thelr own financial problems.
The first suggestion undoubtedly means sone Increase in 3tate taxes, although
in this compection at least s ewzcuﬁian should be pmrawd out. &t present, the

State of Missecuri is losing millions of dollars in Federal &Lid becavse in sone
are~s tho State and local geverments are not trﬂ’l*i? the necwsaary steps to gual-
Lx
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ify for I‘?‘em&e al prograss, Cevtainly this Commiseion will wangh to devole some at-
tention to the prospect of ohsteag‘n.mg Taderal monies for work in critical areas.

The second suggestion - - relaxing local government relgns - - unum'xtedw
constitutes a departure from the age-old % that the State should retain
tight control over a1l aspects of itg pelitd

subdivisions. z‘“ I sudwit that
the time has come to discard the regative philosophy that a local community is
not mature enocugh to mske 1ts own decisions.

We hear much today aboub the ever—encroaching power of the Fsderal governmerd

and how Lt dis usurping :E‘umﬁﬁn which can beiter bte Mrsdmfz at the locald Jevel.
Buy, tre plain fach is that if vou are talking about the State of Migsouri the
problem cannoh res - be handle c"‘ 5t the local level. Either Ffate law prohiblis

their soluticn, or it places so wany constitubional or Ql}‘ituLCﬂ’“}? roadblocks in
the way that, as a practical matter, the regult iz the same.
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