51 lacking for & new strat-
roduced and passed. " Now
u-ar In- demt Carter has snnounced his
{ proposed budget for 1980, the “‘new
| urban strategy is, peanuts for the cities.

| In order 1o pave the way for an 311
case o delenas an

sie income people and minorhtics.
alrcady slashed last year
e for further cuts of
o cade e budget
proposals. Mew York City alone will be
Foreed 1o lay off 7000 CETA employess.
A separate program, the summer jobs
which is particularly needed
heitoes, b being pased back by
wng 2% percent. Carter's solu-
-alds will lose cligibiliry.

thgin: 14-ye

+and a reardering of federal u-
ties. Most wrban leaders are
& over the precise where-
heir friendly partner.
ncement came neasly
or making 8 campaign
1976 10 focus fedoral ai-
& tarban problems f elect
jent. By Suly 1977, many of the
ped pat Carter imto office
this and similar plodges

A flusry of Cabinet-
| |hr| meetings and federal task forces re-

ed proposals the Presi-
led wath comsiderable fanfare

the uomc uam.
e

. federal energy plicies and other
ban® programs ha d on
4 irs the past 30 years.

Carter throws
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peanuts to cities

By Mare A, Welss
and Erica Schoenberger

Programs woukl concentrate

distressed™ cities, neighborhoods and
people, Targeted efforts were to inclde
the location of federal facilithes, federal

1ars Gut 10 have been the period just be-
e annosncement of the Caner ar-

hom-m adminisiration

nlnlhe for 1980 iy Carter’s
for a Mational Developmens
controversial measuie has the vitiee in
‘Carter’s eyes of beimg as big & boondog-
o for lnmmmuyn lm
year's Tax Bill. By Emiting the
wmwwrlkmm
elienls, Carter is ensuring that the prim-
Mso‘llbfdﬁbmd’m
ﬂluwmuﬁ.uulmlnn
in nieed of assistance.,
Whether any new jobs will be created

modest amount of federal dollars to m.
duce a greater commitment of private re-
sources 1o economic revitalization of
cities. The bulk of this program consisi-
ed of large subsidies 10 business in the
form of tax credits, loans, loan guaran-

ing nlnbulnmnn and other projects.

The high point of all this hoopla came
Lt August when Carter signed Exccative
Ordors implementing the Lrban |wn-n
Anslysis, the interagency review pro-
cess, and the targeting of federal facili-
thos and procusemint. O the Congres-
sonal frons, however, thigs were consid-
cxably bleaker. Almast all of the Jegisla-
tive proposals were on their way 10 defeat.
All of the administration's “"highest pri-
ority"” wrban programs, inchuding pubilic
works, supplemental fiscal aid and coun-
revenue sharing, and incentive
grants 10 slates, ran m\nmlou{‘mml
Hill, Public service jobs also sank, as &id

of the investment tax credit to relabilitas-
ed structures.  These two business subsi-
dies were pased oaly sfer they shed their
arban image and weee “folded into™ the
markadly peo-business 1978 Tax Bill,

O reasan fos the fadture of this hige
package of legidation is the lack of amy
sigmificant hacking by the Carter sdninis-
tration. W seems that President Carter was
content 1o fulfill bis campaign pledge 10
promulgate an urban policy and equally
coatent to see that policy fail. Ome Con-
growsonal staffes characterized the admin-
istration’s dimlﬂﬂiztd and upenthuniatic
Iablying effor as *“a binch of secand tler
Treasury people 1a-tap-{apping on every-
Body's door. " The oaly hard lobbying for
scme of the proposals was dane by the ur-
|han constuencies themselves.

The Great Leap Backward.
The much-heralded national urban palicy
has left behind scant traces of glory. Of
the fous Executive Orders, ihe istergency
review process is chearly meaningless, and
the targeting of Tederal faclitics and pro-
curement has thus far heen honored mose
i the breach than the observance. Fed-
eral agencies and the scandal-ridden Gen-
cral Services Administration are already
in & fit of witer confusion over the pre-
vious Presidential mandates 10 target their
activities to high-usemployment rural
argas, women and meinarities, veterams,
handicapped |mmuk. and & host of

other peaple and

Urban Impact .-\mlymfhllﬂlmm
thve mast promising of the Executive Or-
ders, bt ft too is fraught with problems.

grams or

L eah agency
decides which ...'snﬁva o wants 0 as-
e

they would have done anyway. Smaller,
H companies or

Obstacles and opporianities.
Part of the reason for the
the i Con-}
gress st year is that the
proposal  groups are divided as to how}
Bank. This 1y proceed, Representatives of

pshed for targeting spen
of slow growih rates in jobs and popula-
tion, while southern urban lobbies are|

and cooperative enterprises that could
significantly beneflt from federal capital
Mlﬂ.mﬂmhdﬂﬂeh‘mhﬂ
al Development Bay
mmuonl!wlhhluwnaﬁnu
ment Bank menerate even the stight-
st bit of exciternent among usban groups
waas quickly ssciched in November when
the National League of Cities refused 1o
President Car.

admisistration, al
ﬂmhmbcv"ihﬂlbonl“ The

native cconamic institatkons and atiain-
ing political power are Becessary Heps 1o,
ensure that the pext national urban pal-
icy is more than just a big smile from the

White House.
Mare A. mqurqﬂm
o Calfforria,




