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EDITORIALS

A worthwhile risk

W

ORD CAME Wednesday that the
petition drive to stop Pueblo City
Council’s $14.4 million loan for the
community’s Regional Tourism Act project
had failed. What a relief.
Local activists who are opposed to the loan,
which will be funded with money from the
city’s half-cent sales tax, had collected 2,707
signatures in their ballot initiative. They
thought it would be enough to attain the 2,239
valid signatures required to place a question
about the loan on the November ballot.
After city officials went through the process of determining if signatures were tied to
actual registered voters in the city, 729 of the
names on the petition were disqualiﬁed for
a variety of reasons. That left the drive 261
names short of the necessary signatures.
Now that the petition drive is behind us, it’s
time to move forward and ﬁnalize plans for
construction of a new exhibition hall adjacent to the Pueblo Convention Center. If the
project stays on schedule, construction could
begin early next year, according to officials
with the Pueblo Urban Renewal Authority.
Once the hall is ﬁnished, RTA boosters expect dozens of jobs to be created and numerous special events (youth sports tournaments,
conferences and trade shows) to take advantage of the new facilities. It will bring new
business and new energy to Downtown.

“I’m relieved we can go ahead,” said Rod
Slyhoff, president of the Greater Pueblo
Chamber of Commerce. We share his sentiment.
Since getting approval for its RTA project
in 2012, Pueblo’s plans have stalled because of
an inability to secure funding. With the loan
agreement in place, the community will be
able to unlock access to about $43 million in
state sales tax revenue over the next 50 years
for improvements around the Historic Arkansas Riverwalk of Pueblo. Along with the exhibition hall, the RTA project’s future phases
include a water park, hotel, parking structure,
aquatic facility, Memorial Hall renovations
and outdoor amphitheater.
The $14.4 million loan eventually will be
paid back to the city as sales tax revenues rise
because of the economic development efforts.
Certainly there is an element of risk whenever a loan is involved, but we’re conﬁdent that
the repayment plan will proceed as expected.
“I understand there were critics who didn’t
agree. But there is a good funding mechanism
in place to pay for this,” Councilman Chris
Nicoll commented appropriately.
We are rooting for the ﬁrst RTA phase,
and future phases, to be a huge success. It’s
a positive step forward for those of us who
hope to see Pueblo revitalized.

Rods roar into town

L

ET THE engine revving begin!
Today marks the start of the 31st annual National Street Rod Association
Rocky Mountain Street Rod Nationals Plus at
the Colorado State Fairgrounds. We welcome
all street rod and muscle car enthusiasts to
Pueblo for a weekend of fun and celebration.
Things kick off this morning with a 10 a.m.
Street Rod Parade. The procession through
Downtown and out to the Fairgrounds is a
great chance to catch a glimpse of the beautiful and powerful vehicles in action.
Organizers expect 2,000 specialty vehicles
to pull into town for this weekend. Street rod
and muscle car owners will take up residence
at the Fairgrounds, offering visitors a chance
to inspect and appreciate the ﬁne workmanship and artwork on display. A stroll among
the vehicles is fun for all ages.

Other activities are planned for the weekend as well, including an auto parts swap
meet, live entertainment, arts and crafts fair
and kids’ games. Those exhibiting a vehicle
also will be vying for more than $75,000 in
prizes, awarded by the judges.
The estimated economic impact of the annual gathering — the region’s largest automotive and collector car event — is $3 million.
It means big business for the community’s
restaurants, hotels, motels, gas stations and
other shops.
If you’d like to join the fun, hours at the
Fairgrounds are 8:30 a.m to 5 p.m. on Friday, 8
a.m. to 5 p.m. Saturday and 8:30 a.m. to 3 p.m.
Sunday. Admission price is $15 for adults, $13
for those 60 and older and $6 for children
6-12.
We hope to see you out there.

Honoring our heroes

T

HREE MEDAL of Honor recipients
visited the Center for American Values in Pueblo for the ﬁrst time Tues-

day.
As is the Center’s custom, when such war
heroes stop by, an official unveiling of their
black-and-white portrait is conducted.
Photographs of former Cpl. Hershel
“Woody” Williams of the U.S. Marines Corps;
former Sgt. 1st Class Bennie Adkins of the
U.S. Army; and former Staff Sgt. Melvin
Morris of the U.S. Army, which have been
on display for some time, were part of Tuesday’s special unveiling. All three veterans and
about 100 audience members were on hand
for the event.
The three portraits are part of a picture dis-

play featuring 150 Medal of Honor recipients.
Williams, Adkins and Morris each voiced
their appreciation for the Center’s efforts and
for their inclusion in the moving exhibit.
We thank the trio for making the trip to
Pueblo and for the courage they displayed on
the battleﬁeld.
Williams received his Medal of Honor for
heroism he displayed while facing Japanese
forces in Iwo Jima in 1945.
Adkins was honored for heroic actions at
Camp A Shau in Vietnam in 1966.
Morris received his medal for bravery and
leadership during combat operations in the
vicinity of Chi Lang in Vietnam in 1969.
You are each an inspiration to patriotic
Americans and, in our view, true heroes.
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Parking issues
What is happening to
Downtown Pueblo?
With all of the work PEDCO does to promote Pueblo
and Downtown, it is a shame
that after-hours parking has
become a moneymaker for a
local towing company. It is all

over YouTube about vehicles
being towed sideways and
being run into fences, just so
a businessman can run away
with the vehicle in tow in
order to make a buck.
Why are these parking lots
being monitored after business hours? Many bars and
restaurants are losing busi-

ness because no one wants to
get their vehicle towed, and
they are going to other parts
of town instead.
I hope someone will
change this before Downtown Pueblo becomes a ghost
town again.
Paula Beeman
Pueblo

WASHINGTON — Reducing
Pope Francis’ encyclical “Laudato Si” to a white paper on
global warming is, in George
Weigel’s ﬁtting analogy, “akin
to reading ‘Moby Dick’ as if it
were a treatise on the 19thcentury New England whaling
industry.” The whole spirit and
story of the thing is missed.
The pope’s sprawling, ambitious statement — setting out a
theory of nature and of the human person — will be proﬁtably scrutinized for decades.
Environmentalists who like
some of Francis’ conclusions
will ﬁnd, if they sit quietly
with the text rather than rummaging through it for the
politically relevant bits, that
the pope is making a frontal
assault on a technological
and utilitarian worldview
that treats creation as “raw
material to be hammered into
useful shape,” reduces humans
to mere consumers and treats
inconvenient people as so
much refuse.
In the pope’s vision, both
nature and human nature are
gifts to be appreciated and accepted, not despoiled or redeﬁned. And the ultimate demonstration of God’s attitude
toward nature is the incarnation, in which the creator — so
the remarkable story goes —
somehow became a crawling,
puking, sleeping, living, dying
creature, occupying a biological niche, in a thin layer of air,
on a ﬂoating, fragile ball.
Francis is offended — infuriated, really — by how humans
have treated their home and
one another. And he has
particularly harsh words for
habits of consumption and

exploitation in rich countries.
The pope is frankly distrustful
of global capitalism and the
“logic of markets.” It is fair to
say that Francis has a broader
understanding of the (very
real) ﬂaws of the developed
world than he has of the economic conditions that might
allow large numbers of poor
people to join the developed
world. But an uncomfortable
relationship with modernity
— including classical liberal
economics — is hardly new in
Catholic social thought.
The pope’s environmental
concerns are broad (clean
drinking water and biodiversity rank high). But there is no
getting around the fact that
Francis regards potentially
catastrophic, human-caused
global warming as a fact.
In American politics, the
pope’s encyclical has not made
legislative action on climate
change inevitable; but it has
made the issue unavoidable.
The politician’s shrug, “I’m
no scientist,” is no longer acceptable. If climate change is
a global threat, addressing it,
as the pope argues, is both a
moral and public requirement.
But the dysfunctional American debate on climate change
illustrates a broader challenge.
Ten or 15 years ago, this issue
was less divisive.
But it got pulled into the polarization vortex. Now the two
sides do not merely hold different policy views, they have
different versions of reality.
Without a common factual
basis, it is impossible to make
incremental progress on public
matters. All that remains are
shouting matches and power
plays.
The pope’s views on climate
change are shared by every
national academy of science in
the world, including our own.
Conservatives can choose
their policy reaction, but not
their own reality.
© Washington Post Writers Group

U.S. SUPREME COURT

A damaging doctrine
GEORGE WILL
Opinion

WASHINGTON — Although
conservatives are dismayed
about the Supreme Court’s
complicity in rewriting the
Affordable Care Act — its ratiﬁcation of the IRS’ disregard of
the statute’s plain and purposeful language — they have
contributed to this outcome.
Their decades of populist
praise of judicial deference
to the political branches has
borne this sour fruit.
The court says the ACA’s
stipulation that subsidies are
to be distributed by the IRS
through exchanges “established by the state” should
not be construed to mean
what it says. Otherwise the
law will not work as well as it
will if federal exchanges can
distribute subsidies in states
that chose not to establish
exchanges.
The most durable damage
from Thursday’s decision is
not, however, the perpetuation of the ACA, which can
be undone by what created
it — legislative action. The
paramount injury is the court’s
embrace of a duty to ratify and
even facilitate lawless discretion exercised by administrative agencies.
The court’s decision ﬂowed
from prior decisions by which
the judiciary has written rules
that stack the deck to favor the
government in cases of statutory construction. The decision
also resulted from Chief Justice
John Roberts’ embrace of the
doctrine that courts, owing
vast deference to the purposes
of the political branches, are
obligated to do whatever is required to make a law efficient,
regardless of how the law is

written. What Roberts does is
legislating, not judging.
Roberts writes that the ACA
“contains more than a few
examples of inartful drafting.”
That is his artful way of treating “inartful” as a synonym for
“inconvenient” or even “selfdefeating.”
Rolling up the sleeves of his
black robe and buckling down
to the business of redrafting the
ACA, Roberts cites a doctrine
known as “Chevron deference.”
Named for a 1984 case, it is central to the way today’s regulatory state functions.
The doctrine is that agencies
charged with administering
statutes are entitled to deference when they interpret ambiguous statutory language.
As applied now by Roberts,
Chevron deference obligates
the court to ignore language
that is not at all ambiguous but
is inconvenient for the smooth
operation of something Congress created.
The Roberts Doctrine facilitates what has been progressivism’s central objective,
the overthrow of the Constitution’s architecture. The
separation of powers impedes
progressivism by preventing
government from wielding
uninhibited power. Such power
would result if its branches
behaved as partners in harness
rather than as wary, balancing
rivals maintaining constitutional equipoise.
Roberts says “we must
respect the role of the legislature” but “a fair reading
of legislation demands a fair
understanding of the legislative plan.” However, he goes
beyond “understanding” the
plan; he adopts a legislator’s
role in order to rescue the
legislature’s plan from the consequences of the legislature’s
dubious decisions.
By blurring, to the point of
erasure, constitutional boundaries, he damages all institutions, not least his court.
© Washington Post Writers Group

