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Report must
be released

F

or decades, the Roman
Catholic
Church has gone to
extremes to ignore,
cover up and downplay the widespread sexual
abuse and rape of boys and
some girls across the world.
So it comes as no surprise
that nearly two dozen current
and former priests are seeking to block the release of a
grand jury report detailing serial sexual abuse in Catholic
dioceses across Pennsylvania.
Fight, deny, and delay
have been the Catholic
Church’s playbook when it
comes to clergy sexual
abuse. When all else fails,
the church quietly pays confidential settlements to sweep
cases under the rug.
But the truth must come
out if the church and its vic-
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The Supreme Court should
order inaccuracies in the grand
jury report fixed. But it must
become public.
tims can ever move past this
sordid scandal. That is why
the Pennsylvania Supreme
Court must allow the release
of the more than 800-page
grand jury report that shines
a light on alleged clergy abuse
in all of the state’s Catholic
dioceses except for Philadelphia and Altoona-Johnstown,
which were the subject of earlier investigations.
The report is the culmination of a two-year investigation
by Attorney General Josh Shapiro’s office, which included
grand jury testimony by dozens of sexual abuse victims.
Church officials in the six
dioceses that were the focus
of the investigation said they
would not try to stop the report’s release. But attorneys
for nearly two dozen current
and former clergy went to
court to block the report’s release, claiming it was full of
inaccuracies that tarnish the
clergymen’s reputations.
It would be good to know
who is paying the legal fees
for the clergy, who are represented by the high-powered
firm of Saul Ewing Arnstein
& Lehr LLP.
In the meantime, the Supreme Court should consid-
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Unpopular cuts the only way
A.G. Josh Shapiro. Clergy
named in the report were
allowed to write a response.
WILLIAM THOMAS CAIN / For The Inquirer

er the due process claims by
the clergy and order any
proven inaccuracies corrected. There is also a simple
solution to this dispute.
The Attorney General’s Office shared relevant portions
of the report with the named
clergy and gave them an opportunity to write a response. That response
should be included in the report when it is released without redactions. That way all
the facts will come out and
everyone will have had ample opportunity to respond.
This is an important matter of public interest. For
one thing, it involves tax dollars spent on a major investigation. The public has a right
to know the findings. More
important, the victims have a
right to tell their stories and
attempt to hold the abusers
accountable. Indeed, until
the church stops taking half
steps and truthfully and
forcefully comes clean regarding its clergy abuse scandal, the institution will have
a hard time regaining its
moral authority.
In a court filing arguing
for the report’s release, attorneys for abuse victim Todd
Frey used Pope Francis’ own
words, spoken during a 2015
visit to Philadelphia, to support their case. “The crimes
and sins of sexual abuse of
minors may no longer be
kept secret,” the pope said.
Charles L. Becker of Kline
& Specter in Philadelphia
added: “Like the pope, Mr.
Frey asks that the crimes
committed against him and
against other victims across
the commonwealth no longer be shrouded in secrecy.”
Amen.
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By Antony Davies
and James R. Harrigan

R

ecently, the House
GOP leadership made
a startling announcement. In an effort to
close next year’s massive $1 trillion deficit and begin
paying the United States’ gargantuan $21 trillion debt, they are finally prepared to do the unthinkable: make cuts to Social Security,
Medicare and Medicaid.
If we are to address the staggering deficit and debt levels in
the nation, these are exactly the
programs that need to be cut.
People rightly howl at the burdens that will fall on the recipients of these funds and offer
common rejoinders. We should
make cuts to the military budget, they say, to close the gap.
We should also ferret out waste
and fraud from the system.
But those who make these
claims simply have no idea what
they are talking about. If we cut
the entire military to $0, if we
reduced the budgets of every
branch of the military, the Department of Defense, Homeland Security, and Veterans’ Affairs to nothing, we would only save about
$800 billion. And what about taxing the rich? They already pay 34
percent of their incomes in taxes.
Even doubling that to 68 percent
wouldn’t raise enough to balance
the budget.
So Social Security, Medicare,
and Medicaid remain on the table. Why? Because they presently
account for about half of all federal spending. Without addressing
those massive expenses, there is
simply no way to balance the budget. It will not happen.
Enter Republican leadership,
all of a sudden apparently willing
to do what no one has even been
willing to discuss in public since
these programs came into existence. They are emboldened, for
some reason, to reach out and
touch the “third rail of American
politics.”

So what does their courageous
plan entail?
Sadly, not nearly enough to
make a palpable difference in
the nation’s self-inflicted impending catastrophe. In their “A
Brighter American Future” budget blueprint, the GOP calls for
cuts of $4 billion to Social Security, $537 billion to Medicare, and
$1.54 trillion to Medicaid, among
others. All of these cuts occur

tors to get all the credit for fiscal prudence while foisting the
political heat onto future politicians.
We have a $21 trillion federal
debt because we continue to
spend money we do not have. We
can’t address that problem until
we take a sober and realistic look
at what we can afford.
Unsurprisingly, what we can afford is considerably less than

The U.S. is heading to bankruptcy, eventually, if it doesn’t reduce debt and
operate on a balanced budget, the writers say. AP Photo/J. Scott Applewhite
over the space of 10 years. If all
of the numbers turn out to be
accurate, this would represent a
savings of around $5 trillion
over the next decade. But, according to the Congressional
Budget Office, we would have to
cut about $12 trillion to balance
the annual budgets over that
same period. So the GOP plan is
at least $7 trillion short of what
we need.
There are two things to remember here. All of these figures are based on exceedingly
rosy budget projections, projections which most assuredly will
not come to pass, and these cuts
are spread out over 10 years,
with the real cuts scheduled to
occur far enough in the future
for the current crop of legisla-
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what we want. And as long as politicians are inclined to buckle to
our desires at the expense of our
future, we are on the road to financial ruin.
We will have to come to terms
with the fact that cutting Social
Security, Medicare, and Medicaid
is the only way we can hope to
balance the budget. The alternative is to reconcile ourselves with
what the world looks like when
the U.S. government goes bankrupt.
Antony Davies is associate professor
of economics at Duquesne University.
James R. Harrigan teaches in the
department of political economy and
moral science at the University of
Arizona. They host the weekly podcast
“Words and Numbers.”

