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F
or decades, the Ro-
man Cathol ic
Church has gone to
extremes to ignore,
cover up and down-

play 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 seek-
ing to block the release of a
grand jury report detailing se-
rial 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 confi-
dential settlements to sweep
cases under the rug.

But the truth must come
out if the church and its vic-

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 Philadel-
phia and Altoona-Johnstown,
which were the subject of ear-
lier investigations.

The report is the culmina-
tion of a two-year investigation
by Attorney General Josh Sha-
piro’s office, which included
grand jury testimony by doz-
ens 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 re-
port’s release. But attorneys
for nearly two dozen current
and former clergy went to
court to block the report’s re-
lease, 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 repre-
sented by the high-powered
firm of Saul Ewing Arnstein
& Lehr LLP.

In the meantime, the Su-
preme Court should consid-

er the due process claims by
the clergy and order any
proven inaccuracies correct-
ed. There is also a simple
solution to this dispute.

The Attorney General’s Of-
fice shared relevant portions
of the report with the named
clergy and gave them an op-
portunity to write a re-
sponse. That response
should be included in the re-
port when it is released with-
out redactions. That way all
the facts will come out and
everyone will have had am-
ple opportunity to respond.

This is an important mat-
ter of public interest. For
one thing, it involves tax dol-
lars spent on a major investi-
gation. 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 re-
garding its clergy abuse scan-
dal, the institution will have
a hard time regaining its
moral authority.

In a court filing arguing
for the report’s release, attor-
neys for abuse victim Todd
Frey used Pope Francis’ own
words, spoken during a 2015
visit to Philadelphia, to sup-
port 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 long-
er be shrouded in secrecy.”

Amen.
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A.G. Josh Shapiro. Clergy
named in the report were
allowed to write a response.
WILLIAM THOMAS CAIN / For The Inquirer

By Antony Davies
and James R. Harrigan

R
ecently, the House
GOP leadership made
a startling announce-
ment. In an effort to
close next year’s mas-

sive $1 trillion deficit and begin
paying the United States’ gargan-
tuan $21 trillion debt, they are fi-
nally prepared to do the unthink-
able: make cuts to Social Security,
Medicare and Medicaid.

If we are to address the stag-
gering deficit and debt levels in
the nation, these are exactly the
programs that need to be cut.
People rightly howl at the bur-
dens that will fall on the recipi-
ents of these funds and offer
common rejoinders. We should
make cuts to the military bud-
get, 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 Depart-
ment of Defense, Homeland Secu-
rity, and Veterans’ Affairs to noth-
ing, we would only save about
$800 billion. And what about tax-
ing 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 ta-
ble. Why? Because they presently
account for about half of all feder-
al spending. Without addressing
those massive expenses, there is
simply no way to balance the bud-
get. 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 exist-
ence. 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 im-
pending catastrophe. In their “A
Brighter American Future” bud-
get blueprint, the GOP calls for
cuts of $4 billion to Social Securi-
ty, $537 billion to Medicare, and
$1.54 trillion to Medicaid, among
others. All of these cuts occur

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, ac-
cording 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 re-
member here. All of these fig-
ures are based on exceedingly
rosy budget projections, projec-
tions 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-

tors to get all the credit for fis-
cal prudence while foisting the
political heat onto future politi-
cians.

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 af-
ford is considerably less than

what we want. And as long as poli-
ticians are inclined to buckle to
our desires at the expense of our
future, we are on the road to finan-
cial 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 alterna-
tive is to reconcile ourselves with
what the world looks like when
the U.S. government goes bank-
rupt.

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.”

By Kenneth Finkel

D oes America’s most histor-
ic city need an old-school
history museum? That’s a

question many have been pon-
dering as the Philadelphia Histo-
ry Museum has been struggling
to find a sustainable future.

Over the years, I’ve worked
for and with the museum in sev-
eral capacities: as deputy direc-
tor in 2000, adviser during the
exploration to merge with the
Woodmere Art Museum in 2015,
and more recently with the
group at Temple University ex-
ploring a merger, and on the mu-
seum’s collections advisory com-
mittee. The opinions in this col-
umn are mine alone.

Yes, there’s been a lot of talk.
But what’s missing is the wider
civic conversation about our
grip, our stewardship, our appre-
ciation of the city’s past in the
context of the 21st century.

A little background. In the
waning years of the Great De-
pression, the Atwater Kent Muse-
um (now the Philadelphia Histo-
ry Museum) had DNA shaped by
the WPA. The Works Progress
Administration employed musi-
cians, artists, writers, historians
and actors in large creative
projects. The focus was on good
works and the public good, and
in the case of a public history

museum in Philadelphia, the as-
sumption was straightforward:
The stuff of the past told the sto-
ry of the past. Seventy-seven
years ago, museum founders
imagined that the city’s narra-
tive could fit neatly into the re-
cently vacated Greek Revival
building that was the original
home of the Franklin Institute, a
block from Independence Hall.

Radio manufacturing magnate
A. Atwater Kent bought the land-
mark building for the newly con-
ceived museum and presented it
to the city. The museum became
the “drop-off point for countless
Philadelphia families emptying
their cellars and attics,” accord-
ing to historian Gary Nash.
Meanwhile, the city’s historical
narrative grew more complex.

The museum barely kept pace
with an ever-expanding concep-
tion of Philadelphia history in an
ecosystem of more than dozens
of collecting institutions (muse-
ums, libraries, archives and his-
toric sites).

In the 1990s, the idea of consol-
idating collections in one loca-
tion at a giant, brand-new Histo-
ry Center gained some traction.
Not for a lack of trying, “big
box” history in Philadelphia
failed. In a city with a crowded
field of older, established and
newer, focused museums, ar-
chives and libraries, the Atwater

Kent would never come to domi-
nate the vast swath of Philadel-
phia history. No institution
would or could ever claim to.

Now, thanks to the diversity of
our historical community com-
bined with a mature digital cul-
ture, we can finally appreciate
and embrace what was always
obvious: Philadelphia is a place
where history is at its best wher-
ever history happens to be.

In recent years, we learned
from Hidden City (the festivals,
the blog and the book) that a
robust sense of place and past is
found in special places. We
learned from Monument Lab
that memories of the past and of
place are part of something ex-
panding, dynamic and valuable.

Our hard and long-earned confi-
dence has brought us to the cusp
of remaking our history system
with the use of tools, alliances and
capabilities that will introduce our
historical assets wherever they
are to those who want and need
them, wherever they may be.

That’s where the idea of inte-
grating the missions and func-
tionality of the Philadelphia His-
tory Museum and 21st-century
digital culture comes into play.
It’s not really so important which
institution owns what, so long as
all of it is available and accessi-
ble. So long as we continue to
remain stuck in 18th- and 19th-
century habits of caring about
who owns what and stuck in 20th-
century ways of compartmental-

izing the past, Philadelphia histo-
ry will be a losing proposition.

What will be a winning propo-
sition?

Shared collection storage and
open digital access. Programmat-
ic alliances based more on ask-
ing than telling. Engaging pro-
cesses where the journey is as
important as arrival. Informed
and enlightened conversations
more than lectures; narrative lab-
oratories more than factories.
Call it a combination of museum
and library, a History Lab, where
process and product are shaped
by the information culture.

In Philadelphia, a city where
the past is seen and felt in just
about everything, everywhere, ev-
ery day, the DNA of a history mu-
seum needs to better match that
of our own times; it needs to ad-
dress the living wants and needs
of America’s most historic city.

The result will no longer look
or feel like an old-school muse-
um. When it comes to exploring
who and what we are, it’s essen-
tial that our institutions evolve
along with us, not vice versa.

Kenneth Finkel, professor of history
at Temple University, blogs at
PhillyHistory.org and is author of
“Insight Philadelphia,” published last
month by Rutgers University Press.
kfinkel@temple.edu.
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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
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Report must
be released

Unpopular cuts the only way

Time to reimagine a history museum for Phila.
The Philadelphia
History Museum
closed its door
to visitors on
June 30.
Philadelphia
deserves an
innovative way
to present its
history.
ELIZABETH
ROBERTSON /
Staff Photographer

| EDITORIAL
The Supreme Court should
order inaccuracies in the grand
jury report fixed. But it must
become public.
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