











Carter Vetoes a $10.2 Billion
Public Works Bill

President says ‘“‘No’’ to
17 water projects

President Jimmy Carter made good on
his campaign promise to cut Federal public
works spending and vetoed a $10.2 billion
bill he termed ‘‘wasteful and inflationary.”
An over-ride attempt by the House came
up 53 votes short of the necessary two-
thirds majority.

Following the over-ride failure, a new
bill was drafted which eliminated the proj-
ects Carter objected to and seems assured
of quick passage and Presidential approv-
al.

Seventeen water projects were cut by the
veto, none of them, however, in California.

Congressional leaders, including Major-
ity leader Thomas O’Neill, said that the
veto ‘‘has made enemies’’ for Carter in
Congress.

Other Congressmen said that the veto
would have no real effect on inflation since
the amount involved was less than one-half
of one per cent of the bill’s total allocation.

Besides killing the seventeen projects,
Carter also demanded that Congress fully
finance projects from the start, rather than
merely making a ‘‘down payment’’ on
them, a device he said was calculated to
make them difficult to kill once they were
financed.]

HOW THEY VOTED:

California Congressmen voted 22 to 17 to
over-ride President Carter’s veto.

Bay Area members voting to over-ride
were:

Robert Leggett (Dem-Vallejo), John
McFall (Dem-Manteca), Norm Mineta
(Dem-San Jose), Leo J. Ryan (Dem-San
Mateo) and Don Clausen (Rep-Crescent
City).

Bay Area members voting to sustain
were:

Phillip Burton (Dem-S.F.), John Burton
(Dem-Marin), Ron Dellums (Dem-Berke-
ley), Don Edwards (Dem-San Jose),
George Miller (Dem-Contra Costa), Leon
Panetta (Dem-Monterey), Pete Stark

(Dem-Oakland), Pete McCloskey (Rep-Palo
Alto).

TWO YEAR STUDY

Governor’s Commis-
sion on Water Rights
Law

Governor Brown’s Commission on Water
Rights Law made public its draft recom-
mendations at a series of public hearings
held last month in Sacramento, Fresno,
and Los Angeles.

Probably the Commission’s most con-
troversial proposal would give the State
Secretary of Resources the authority to
purchase water rights to enhance such
in-stream uses as fisheries and recreation.

A spokesman for the California Farm
Bureau said that the proposal tampered
with basic water rights law and that his
group would very strongly oppose such a
change..

Other proposals would:

—create local groundwater management

agencies with power to limit pumping

—authorize the State Water Resources

Control Board to mediate and settle
water rights disputes out of court.

Although the proposals represent the
first major effort at water law reforms in 66
years, their chances for success appear
highly problematic in light of the vested
interests opposed. ]

Carter’s Gamble

Back in 1976, when Jimmy Carter was
stumping across the country, one of his
well-publicized campaign promises was to
cut wasteful public works spending.

As far as campaign promises go, it was
pretty standard fare. Promises to hold the
Federal spending line, balance the budget
and reform the bureaucratic monoliths are
practically a tradition in American politics.
It’s like kissing babies. Everybody does it,
but nobody takes it very seriously.

But Carter was new to the business of
Federal government, and it was perhaps
because of his newness that he followed
through, throwing Congress into fits of
consternation, trampling on another Amer-
ican tradition, the pork barrel, and just
generally rocking the boat.

That was in March of 1977, when he
released his 19 project “‘hit list”’ whose
continued funding he would not support.
After a bitter Congressional fight, a com-
promise list of 11 projects was finally
funded, leaving 8 projects out in the cold.

Carter’s most recent veto, of the 1978
Public Works Bill, is the second chapter of
the same battle.

A number of Congressmen, whose dis-
tricts are affected, will be looking for ways
to apply counter-pressure; and one of the
most talked about is Carter’s natural gas
legislation, whose passage may well have
been jeopardized by his Public Works veto.

““It’s like kissing babies,
everybody does it but no-
body takes it very seriously.”’

(On Capitol Hill, this kind of legislative
blackmail is fondly referred to as ‘‘horse
trading.’’)

At this point, with Camp David fresh in
everyone’s mind, Carter was able to get his
way. But Congress runs on the pork barrel
system, to a degree that has never been
more in evidence, and the President will be

in for renewed confrontations once the next
session begins. What happens then de-
pends, among other things, on how much
general support he receives for drawing
the hard line.

The President has gambled that the tax-
payers are getting restless enough to do
some serious agitating and that Congress
will be forced to get in line or suffer the
consequences.

It’s a dangerous gamble that we think he
deserves a lot of credit for taking.































