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A chance to win a flight
will also be available at the
Marion County Fair. Kevin
Snare of Classic Driving
Academy has purchased a
ticket and will be raffling it
off inside the Colosseum.

As part of the event part-
nership with Cruise-In for
Dialysis, antique cars, clas-
sic cars and hot rods will be
featured at the event.

Cline said he hopes the
event will highlight the im-
portance of honoring and
remembering POWs and
MIAs and will inspire stu-
dents. “Who knows, we
could inspire the person
who will be the first person
to step foot on Mars," he
said.

“It’s really one of the last
frontiers,” he added. “We’d
like the community to real-
ize that (Marion Municipal
Airport) is a good asset for
the community, especially
in bringing in jobs.”

The event is dependent
upon sponsor donors. For
details or to contribute, vis-
itwingswheelsmarion.org.

“We would really like to
thank everybody for mak-
ing this possible,” Cline
said.
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projected — the effect would be
a deep cut in the program.

Governors indeed would
have more flexibility, but they’d
also have to dig deeper into their
state budgets to make up miss-
ing money from Washington —
or scale back the program.

The Republican emphasis on
spending growth is a sleight of
hand to which both parties re-
sort when it suits their political
purposes.

Obama’s law slowed the
growth of Medicare spending,
primarily by reducing project-
ed payment increases to hospi-
tals and other providers, and Re-
publicans roundly denounced
that as the cut it was.

HOUSE SPEAKER PAUL
RYAN, R-Wis.: “They want gov-
ernment-run health care. Gov-
ernment-run health care is col-
lapsing as we speak. It’s not
working,” he said in a Fox News
interview Tuesday.

THE FACTS: Obama’s over-
haul is not government-run
health care, like many other eco-
nomically advanced countries
have, but a U.S.-style hybrid in-
volving the government, pri-
vate companies and individuals.

His law kept the system cen-
tered on private insurance com-
panies, doctors in private or

group practice, and employer-
subsidized coverage, with new
subsidies for private insurance
and an expansion of the govern-
ment-financed Medicaid pro-
gram that’s been in place since
1965.

Obama introduced more
standards and controls, like the
prohibition on denying insur-
ance to sick people, which Re-
publicans want to maintain. 

REP. KATHY CASTOR, D-Fla.:
“Most children in the country
receive their basic medical care
through Medicaid. And if a child
is born with a complex condition
or, God forbid, your child is di-
agnosed with childhood cancer,
it’s Medicaid that makes sure
that you not live a life of pover-
ty,” she said Tuesday.

THE FACTS: More children
are covered by private insur-
ance than by Medicaid. Employ-
er-based and other private plans
cover 54 percent of children,
and Medicaid covers 39 per-
cent, according to 2015 statistics
from the Kaiser Family Founda-
tion.

Also, Medicaid is not de-
signed as an escape from pover-
ty. The health coverage is gener-
ally only a safety net for those
who are on it. It doesn’t catch
low-income people who sudden-
ly face catastrophic costs driv-
ing them into poverty.

SEN. RAND PAUL, R-Ky.:
“President Obama, I thought,
was trying to do the best for peo-
ple. He really did try to help get

more people health care. It
didn’t work, but I don’t think he
was trying to kill people,” he
said in a Fox News interview
Tuesday.

THE FACTS: Obama did more
than try to expand health care.
Millions of Americans gained
coverage either through the
health care law’s insurance ex-
changes — most of it subsidized
— or through the expansion of
Medicaid in states that opted to
do so with additional federal
money. The uninsured rate
dropped to a historic low, about
9 percent.

It’s also premature to con-
clude that the law “didn’t work,”
as Paul asserted. Premiums
have risen, in some states dra-
matically, and coverage choices
have dwindled in many areas.
But the most recent assessment
by the Congressional Budget Of-
fice found that the law’s ex-
change markets are “stable”
overall. 

SARAH HUCKABEE SAND-
ERS, White House spokeswom-
an, on why she thinks the Con-
gressional Budget Office is
credible on matters involving
revenue and spending but not
reliable in predicting 22 million
people would lose health cover-
age under the Republican bill:
“The CBO is a budget office. …
We don’t always agree that it
does a great job predicting cov-
erage,” she said in a briefing
Tuesday. “I think when they fo-
cus on the budget side, that’s

probably a good thing.” 
THE FACTS: She’s cherry-

picking. It’s a Washington ritual
to talk up favorable findings
from the CBO and talk down
negative ones.

She likes the office’s budget
projections because they antici-
pate a cut in the deficit and
health-related taxes as a result
of the legislation. She dislikes
the nonbudget projections that
anticipate a substantial rise in
the uninsured.

But the two cannot be un-
linked: A law’s effects on the
budget can only be forecast if
analysts make assumptions on
how that law changes people’s
behavior. The expectation that
fewer people would buy health
insurance under the Republican
bill is central to measuring the
bill’s impact on federal fi-
nances.

The CBO is highly respected
on Capitol Hill for its impartial-
ity, and its projections, while
sometimes far off, are consid-
ered more reliable than those by
other analysts. But that doesn’t
stop partisans from assailing
the office’s credibility when it
suits them — Democrats did the
pummeling when they didn’t
like CBO forecasts on Obama’s
law.

As Republican Sen. Lindsey
Graham of South Carolina put it
earlier this year: “We like the
CBO when they agree with us.
When they don’t, they’re a
bunch of losers.”
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SALT LAKE CITY - Na-
tive American tribes and
environmental groups
preparing for a legal bat-
tle to stop President Don-
ald Trump from disman-
tling Utah’s new national
monument face a tougher
challenge than anticipat-
ed.

Republican officials in
the state who oppose
Bears Ears National Mon-
ument asked Trump to re-
scind the designation. But
U.S. Interior Secretary
Ryan Zinke recommend-
ed the monument be
downsized instead, noting
that past presidents have
tinkered with the bound-
aries of lands protected
under federal law.

Legal experts disagree
on whether the 1906 An-
tiquities Act allows a
president to reduce a
monument, and it’s some-
thing that has never been
challenged in court.

Environmentalists and
Indian tribes were ready
to pounce at the notion
Zinke would recommend
Bears Ears be abolished,
armed with their belief
that no president may un-
do the work of another by
rescinding a monument,
along with the fact that no
president has tried.

But past presidents
have trimmed national
monuments and redrawn
their boundaries — 18

times, according to the
National Park Service.

Bears Ears, estab-
lished by President Ba-
rack Obama in December,
is about the size of Dela-
ware, covering roughly
2,000 square miles. It pro-
tects more than 100,000
archaeological sites on
what’s considered sacred
tribal land in southeast-
ern Utah.

A largely Republican
group of Utah officials
wants the monument re-
pealed and sees it as an
overly broad, unneces-
sary layer of federal con-

trol that closes off the
area to energy develop-
ment and other access.

Republican state Rep.
Mike Noel said shrinking
a monument is politically
and legally much easier to
defend than attempting to
undo one.

“There’s been enough
history of downsizing,
even fairly large areas,
significantly large areas,”
Noel said.

Many times, past presi-
dents reduced monu-
ments only slightly, like
when Franklin Roosevelt
removed about 52 acres

from Arizona’s Wupatki
National Monument in
1941 to make way for a
dam. But occasionally the
changes were drastic, like
Woodrow Wilson’s move
in 1915 to cut Mount Olym-
pus National Monument
roughly in half to open
more land for logging.

Environmental groups
and others gearing up for
a fight note that no presi-
dent has tried to downsize
a monument since the
1976 Federal Land Policy
and Management Act,
which they say restricts a
president’s ability to do

so. The groups also con-
tend past presidents nev-
er faced court challenges
for shrinking monu-
ments.

“Whatever this admini-
stration does will certain-
ly not go unchallenged,”
said Kristen Boyles, an at-
torney with the environ-
mental group Earthjus-
tice.

Legal experts disagree
on whether the environ-
mental groups are right,
but the court battle that’s
expected if Trump tries to
cut down Bears Ears
could significantly alter
what’s generally been a
lasting protection from
presidents.

The 1906 Antiquities
Act that gives presidents
the power to declare mon-
uments does not explicitly
say whether a president
can nullify a monument
proclamation or shrink its
boundaries.

Donald J. Kochan, a
professor of natural re-
sources, property and ad-
ministrative law at Chap-
man University in Or-
ange, California, said the
president’s broad power
to create a monument
comes with an inherent
ability to change a monu-
ment or undo it, just as
presidents regularly undo
other policies or regula-
tions from past admini-
strations.

Mark Squillace, pro-
fessor of natural re-
sources law at the Univer-

sity of Colorado-Boulder,
disagrees. He said Con-
gress controls public
lands, and it’s significant
that in passing the Antiq-
uities Act, lawmakers
spelled out only that the
president can create a
monument.

Congress took care in
other laws passed around
that time, more than a
century ago, to explicitly
give the president powers
to both act and undo acts,
Squillace noted. He said
the 1976 land policy law
and congressional rec-
ords of the law’s drafting
also make it clear that
Congress didn’t want to
give presidents the au-
thority to shrink or undo
monuments.

The question about
whether the president has
the power to shrink a mon-
ument “is one of these big,
lingering issues that’s
been out there for a long
time,” Squillace said. “I
think there’s a very strong
case against the presi-
dent’s authority to do
this.”

Lawsuits are expected
from the Navajo Nation,
groups like the Wilder-
ness Society and Earth-
justice, and even outdoor
gear company Patagonia
once Trump takes action
on Bears Ears. That’s not
likely to happen until at
least August, when Zinke
finishes the president’s
request that he review 26
other monuments.
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Two buttes inspired the name for the Bears Ears National Monument in southeastern Utah.

Lawsuits over Utah monument
to test president’s power

Groups look to stop Trump from dismantling monument
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People rally in support of the Bears Ears and Grand Staircase national monuments May 6 at the
Utah State Capitol in Salt Lake City.


