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Big Majority· 
Of Big 
Spenders? ~;·:~' 

DENVER-"We are not a 1bunchj( ;: 
little Hubert Humphreys.'' .. •· , : 

That comment by the likely. De~o,. ·~ 
cratic winner of the 1974 Colorado.. , 
Senate race, former McGovern c~~ ,. 
paign manager .Garv, Bart may be tlie 
most important advice to keep in mind:··' 
when reading Tuesday?s election: re"'.'"' 
turns. · ., " .: ... ;,:: ' .. ,,. 

When the Democratic victories~like;,.::c 
Hart's expected win over Sen. Peter H;; :>i 
Dominick (R}-come rolling . in, the ;.,, 
tendency will .be to compare the new~·"' 
Congress to those elected in the iprevi- ,, 

, ous Democratic landslide years ·of 1964-,< ••: 
1958 or even the early New Deal years;:~(~ 

.Each time in the past when DemO!oi"~ 
cratic majorities in the House and Seri.• :.c• 
ate approached the two-thirds mar.gi.n,-,1.i 
the result has been- the passage of.;JI. ' 
spate of social legislation. Social. secU:< .:i 
rity; minimum wage, federal aid to e4~;:,; 
ucation, Medicare and a hundred other::.-:'.. 
programs resulted fro~ electio~s like~:J 
the one that is likely to o~cur this year. ··~ 

So logic would~ seem to di~tate. t~(;;1 
same equation: Big Democratic maJor~- ,.., 
ties equal big new ~ederal programs .. ·. ·'.;;~ 

The. guess . here is that forecast w~ :.~ 
.Prove wrong. · .:. - ... :>~l!: 

For one thing, to ,pass big social pro· - _ 
grams, the Democrats have always .~· 
needed not only swollen congressional : ': 
majorities but control of the White · ., 
House. That they will not have. UftleS& --· 
they suddenly convert Jerry Ford into •. ~ . .-. 
a big-spending pro.grammatic liberal,\:. ; 
which he has never .been, the ccmgres..; 
sional Democrats will find that· the.:'­
more activist they become, the more 
presidentialvetoes they will draw. 

Following the 1958 election, when: 
they had their last ·big o.ff-year victory,.~:J 
the Democrats produced. a slew o.f so~,.~.; 
cial and - economic proposals. These·•··= 
pro.grams formed the platform of .the:· '3 
Kennedy. campaign and eventu11-l!Y.:.:~ 
found their way into law in the 1960s.; .. ·.,;,; 

-But the history is worth recalling. ~ · : 
1959 and 1960, Democrats had 282 sea¥> ;;-,... 
in the House and 64in the Senate, ju¥-'"' 
about what people _are P,redicti~~:f!>r:~m 
the new Congress. · Their. -f'~i .sqaaI, ~it. 
programs <l.r;ew down 44. ve.t~ -~~:: ~ 
President Eisenhower .... >; '.:.c:,'' .. ::•;·~' ~-.: ... . -
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· And that supposedly -~'vefo-proof~· - · 
Congress was a!ble to override the Ei~ .,. 
senhower vetoes only twice. · • '"' :· 

The lesson is plain. Democrats ne~i'J:" 
their own President to pass sLgnificanto:·.~ 
social programs. But there is a deeper<" 
reason to doubt that the next two:·';; 
years will see a surge o.f new· fedl!ra.l:,.( 
programs. That is that the country·~;:'.:; 
still in an essentially conservative pG- .c~ 

- iitical mood. The voters are e~pressing.::.;, 
their distaste for. Republican scandals. 
and economic mismanagement; they• ''' 
are not begging for a return to·- the:·.:.; 
Great Society days. . · - . -'';c~, 

On the contrary, .the glut o.f legtsJ.i. >~· 
tion Lyndon Johnson- shoved through·-.:¢ 
Congress in 1965 and 1966 consumed "< 
almost everyone's appetite for niore · 
federal programs. The eight yearil·-·;: 
since then have produced a. growing· '.~J 
skepticism about the ability Of goverJt~':'·~­
ment to manage such programs. .._ .. cih~ 

Democrats running lfor Congress ~~ 
year are aware o.f that distaste ...for ,bigitV')• 
government-and most of those -w1iif!);; 
have a chance to ·be eleCted 'hai.•e;••N: 
adapted their rhetoric accordingly. ".(§c:;;,, 
Congressional Quarterly pointed outiff<.:: 
a recent roundup, Kansas Senate can-'·'•~ 
didate William R. Roy (D) 1brags thltf~ 
in the House "I ·have never voted.-fo~~~ 

·-spending bills in excess of tax re.¥8'•:. .... 
· nues," and Arkansas Senate .candidab!J~~. 

;• Dale Bumpers (D) says that "'I see .no:;.':.<-::, 
· reason why the United States gover.f!..:..ci 
· rnent can't operate on the same ·b~­
that the state of Arkansas does, anlP:>o 
that is that you-just don't spend-Dlorit"''~: 
than you take in.'' · : : ~·J#~:o:::. 

The only ·big new federal progrm~F::-,.­
that seems to command ·broad :po.pillar,·'.:~· 
support is national health insura~: .. .,;-i· 
And this fall one could hear strongi;!~ 
Criticism of the "vast, unnecessary· ·bu;;:'. · 
reaucracy" 'embodied· in the Kennedy'·~·'· 
health bill, not only from RepublicarnF"' 
but from Utah Democratic senatotiaF·., 
candidate Wayne Owens, who. happens,-· 
to be Ted Kennedy's forme.' staff as• 

' sistant. ·."' .-• 


