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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

WHY CATHOLIC SCHOOL MODEL IS
TABOO

HON. NEWT GINGRICH

OF GEORGIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 24, 1996

Mr. GINGRICH. As we consider ways in
which we might improve our Nation’s inner city
schools, | hope that my colleagues take a mo-
ment to read the following editorial by Sol
Stern from the Wall Street Journal, Wednes-
day, July 17, 1996. Now is the time for us to
ask some very hard questions about how we
have been spending taxpayer funds on edu-
cation. | believe there is a lesson to be
learned by the parochial schools who provide
an exceptional education at an affordable
price.

WHY THE CATHOLIC SCHOOL MODEL Is TABOO
(By Sol Stern)

New York City’s Cardinal John J. O’Con-
nor has repeatedly made the city an extraor-
dinary offer: Send me the lowest-performing
5% of children presently in the public
schools, and | will put them in Catholic
schools—where they will succeed. The city’s
response: silence.

In a more rational world, city officials
would have jumped at the cardinal’s invita-
tion. It would have been a huge financial
plus for the city. The annual per-pupil cost
of Catholic elementary schools is $2,500 per
year, about a third of what taxpayers now
spend for the city’s public schools.

NO IDLE BOAST

More important, thousands more disadvan-
taged children would finish school and be-
come productive citizens. For Cardinal
O’Connor’s claim that Catholic schools
would do a better job than public schools is
no idle boast. In 1990 the RAND Corporation
compared the performance of children from
New York City’s public and Catholic high
schools. Only 25% of the public-school stu-
dents graduated at all, and only 16% took
the Scholastic Aptitude Test, vs. 95% and
75% of Catholic-school students, respec-
tively. Catholic-school students scored an
average of 815 on the SAT. By shameful con-
trast, the small “‘elite’” of public-school stu-
dents who graduated and took the SAT aver-
aged only 642 for those in neighborhood
schools and 715 for those in magnet schools.

In 1993 the New York State Department of
Education compared city schools with the
highest levels of minority enrollment. Con-
clusion: ““Catholic schools with 81% to 100%
minority composition outscored New York
City public schools with the same percentage
of minority enrollment in Grade 3 reading
(+17%), Grade 3 mathematics (+10%), Grade 5
writing (+6%), Grade 6 reading (+10%) and
Grade 6 mathematics (+11%).”

Yet most of the elite, in New York and
elsewhere, is resolutely uninterested in the
Catholic schools’ success. In part this re-
flects the enormous power of teachers’
unions, fierce opponents of anything that
threatens their monopoly on education. In
part it reflects a secular discomfort with re-
ligious institutions.

I myself have felt this discomfort over the
years, walking past Catholic schools like St.

Gregory the Great, near my Manhattan
home. Every morning, as | took my sons to
public school, I couldn’t help noticing the
well-behaved black and Hispanic children in
their neat uniforms entering the drab parish
building. But my curiosity never led me past
the imposing crucifix looking down from the
roof, which evoked childhood images of
Catholic anti-Semitism and clerical obscu-
rantism.

Finally, earlier this year, | ventured in,
and | was impressed. | sat in, for example, as
fourth-grade teacher Susan Viti conducted a
review lesson on the geography of the West-
ern United States. All the children were
completely engaged and had obviously done
their homework. They were able to answer
each of her questions about the principal
cities and capitals of the Western states—
some of which | couldn’t name—and the to-
pography and natural resources of the re-
gion. “Which minerals would be found in the
Rocky Mountains?”” Miss Viti asked. Eager
hands shot up. Miss Viti used the lesson to
expand the students’ vocabulary; when the
children wrote things down, she insisted on
proper grammar and spelling.

I found myself wishing that my own son’s
fourth-grade teachers at nearby Public
School 87, reputedly one of the best public
schools in the city, were anywhere near as
productive and as focused on basic skills as
Miss Viti. Both my boys’ teachers have wast-
ed an enormous amount of time with empty
verbiage about the evils of racism and
sexism. By contrast, in Miss Viti’s class and
in all the other Catholic-school classes | vis-
ited, it was taken for granted that a real
education is the best antidote to prejudice.

Miss Viti earns $21,000 a year, $8,000 less
than a first-year public-school teacher. “I've
taught in an all-white, affluent suburban
school, where I made over $40,000,” she says.
“This time | wanted to do something good
for society, and | am lucky enough to be able
to afford to do it. | am trying to instill in my
students that whatever their life situation is
now, they can succeed if they work hard and
study.”

You might expect liberals, self-styled
champions of disadvantaged children, to ap-
plaud the commitment and sacrifice of edu-
cators like Susan Viti. You might even ex-
pect them to look for ways of getting gov-
ernment money to these underfunded
schools. Instead, they’ve done their best to
make sure the wall of separation between
church and state remains impenetrable. Lib-
eral child-advocacy groups tout an endless
array of ‘‘prevention” programs that are
supposed to stave off delinquency, dropping
out of school and teen pregnancy—yet they
consistently ignore Catholic schools, which
nearly always succeed in preventing these
pathologies.

Read the chapter on education in Hillary
Clinton’s “It Takes a Village.” Mrs. Clinton
advocates an alphabet soup of education pro-
grams for poor Kkids, but says not a word
about Catholic schools. Similarly, in his
books on education and inner-city ghettos,
Jonathan Kozol offers vivid tours of decrepit
public schools in places like the South
Bronx, but he never stops at the many
Catholic schools that are succeeding a few
blocks away.

Why are Catholic schools taboo among
those who talk loudest about compassion for
the downtrodden? It’s hard to escape the

conclusion that one of the most powerful
reasons is liberals’ alliance with the teach-
ers’ unions, which have poured hundreds of
millions of dollars into the campaign coffers
of liberal candidates around the country.
Two weeks ago | attended the National Edu-
cation Association convention in Washing-
ton, a week-long pep rally for Bill Clinton
punctuated by ritual denunciations of pri-
vatization.

Before the teachers’ unions rise to political
power, it was not unusual to see urban
Democrats like former New York Gov. Mario
Cuomo support government aid to Catholic
schools. Mr. Cuomo’s flip-flop on this issue is
especially revealing. In 1974, when he first
ran for public office, Mr. Cuomo wrote a let-
ter to potential supporters: ““I’ve spent more
than 15 years . . . arguing for aid to private
schools,”” he wrote. “If you believe aid is a
good thing, then you are the good people. If
you believe it, then it’s your moral obliga-
tion, as it is my own, to do something about
it. . .. Let’s try tax-credit plans and any-
thing else that offers any help.”’

Mr. Cuomo soon learned his lesson. In his
published diaries he wrote: ‘““Teachers are
perhaps the most effective of all the state’s
unions. If they go all-out, it will mean tele-
phones and vigorous statewide support. It
will also mean some money.” In his 1982
campaign for governor, Mr. Cuomo gave a
speech trumpeting the primacy of public
education and the rights of teachers. He won
the union’s enthusiastic endorsement
against Ed Koch in the Democratic primary.
Over the next 12 years, in private meetings
with Catholic leaders, Gov. Cuomo would de-
clare that he still supported tax relief for pa-
rochial school parents. Then he would take a
completely different position in public. For
example, in 1984 he acknowledged that giving
tax credits for parochial-school tuition was
““clearly constitutional” under a recent Su-
preme Court decision—but he refused to sup-
port such a plan.

Politically controlled schools are unlikely
to improve much without strong pressure
from outside. Thus, the case for government
aid to Catholic schools is now more compel-
ling than ever, if only to provide the com-
petitive pressure to force state schools to
change. And the conventional wisdom that
government is constitutionally prohibited
from aiding Catholic schools has been under-
mined by several recent U.S. Supreme Court
decisions.

SUCKER’S TRAP

Since the powerful teachers’ unions vehe-
mently oppose any form of government aid
to Catholic schools, reformers are often skit-
tish about advocating vouchers or tuition
tax credits, fearing that will end the public-
school reform conversation before it begins.
But to abandon aid to Catholic schools in the
name of public-school reform is a sucker’s
trap. We have ended up with no aid to Catho-
lic schools and no real public-school reform
either.

Catholic schools are a valuable public re-
source not just because they profoundly ben-
efit the children who enroll in them. They
also challenge the public school monopoly,
constantly reminding us that the neediest
kids are educable and that spending extrava-
gant sums of money isn’t the answer. No one
who cares about reviving our failing public
schools can afford to ignore this inspiring
laboratory of reform.

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by
Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken,

a Member of the Senate on the floor.
by a Member of the House on the floor.
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TRIBUTE TO BOB OLIVE

HON. MARTIN R. HOKE

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 24, 1996

Mr. HOKE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to con-
gratulate and recognize America’'s most out-
standing public television programmer, Mr.
Bob Olive of WVIZ-TV in Cleveland. On June
21, Mr. Olive was named “1996 Programmer
of the Year” by his peers in the Public Tele-
vision Programmers Association for dem-
onstrating excellence and expertise within
public broadcasting.

This recent award brings much deserved
recognition of Bob Olive’s successful effort to
attract record-breaking viewership to program-
ming on WVIZ-TV. In the past 2 years, overall
viewership of the station has risen more than
50 percent with certain time slots rising 200
percent, an absolutely remarkable increase in
today's competitive television environment. In
13 of the past 15 months, the station has ex-
perienced a rise in the number of viewers.

Of special note is Mr Olive’s ability to pro-
gram effectively for different segments of the
television viewing community. WVIZ-TV is the
most watched private or public network in
Cleveland among young children. Mr. Olive
was instrumental in the development of
“KidTV on VIZ”, a daily 12-hour period of cre-
ative programming designed to provide the
educational initiative for children to learn.

A Cleveland native, Bob Olive graduated
from Parma’s Valley Forge High School,
earned a bachelor of science degree in edu-
cation at Bowling Green State University, and
did graduate work in speech and communica-
tion at Case Western Reserve University. An
electronics technician for the Navy from 1968
through 1972, Mr. Olive was destined to in-
volve himself in a long and distinguished ca-
reer within the field of the electronic media.

In an 18-year career with WVIZ-TV, a pub-
lic television station broadcasting across the
Cleveland viewing area, Bob Olive has dem-
onstrated an extraordinary commitment to
quality programming. He served the station
well, as the director of public affairs, commu-
nity affairs, and also as an announcer.

He began his career in broadcast commu-
nications beginning in 1959 as a morning an-
nounces for WSJH, the radio station for
Schaaf Junior High School. After 9 years of
dedicated service with WVIZ-TV, he served
as news manager at WEWS-TV, an ABC affili-
ate in Cleveland, where he created the long
running and very popular news program, “Live
on Five”, which is still aired, before returning
to WVIZ.

In addition to his service to the Cleveland
area, he extends his talents throughout the
country, serving on the National Program Pol-
icy Committee as an advisor to the Public
Broadcasting System.

Dr. Judy LeRoy, co-director of Trac Media
Services, in presenting this award praised Mr.
Olive for his “achievements in creative sched-
uling, audience enhancement, local outreach
and program acquisition.” She also noted his
ability to make “constant, substantial audience
gains over the past several years.”

Mr. Speaker, | could not allow Mr. Bob OI-
ive’'s exceptional service and achievements to
go without notice. His programming achieve-
ments, especially in the area of children’s
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broadcasting, have provided the entire WVIZ
broadcast audience with a first-rate television
product. He has been instrumental in enriching
the lives of the people of northeast Ohio and
we are grateful for his outstanding contribu-
tions and service.

SMALL COMMUNITIES CDBG
MULTIPURPOSE FACILITIES ACT

HON. BILL RICHARDSON

OF NEW MEXICO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, July 24, 1996

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, today, |
am pleased to introduce legislation that will
enable small towns across our Nation to fully
benefit from the Community Development
Block Grant Program available through the
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment.

My bill would amend the community devel-
opment block grant regulations to allow munic-
ipal employees in towns of 5,000 or less popu-
lation to use not more than 25 percent of the
square footage in facilities purchased, con-
structed or renovated with CDBG funds.

| am introducing this legislation after learn-
ing of a problem in the village of Grady, a
small community in eastern New Mexico.
Strapped for adequate office space, municipal
employees sought and received what they
thought was appropriate Government approval
to move into a small space in a facility built
with CDBG funds. But lo and behold, once the
move took place, a further examination of
Government regulations revealed that the vil-
lage is prohibited by law from occupying any
space in a building built with CDBG funds.
The financially strapped village is now stuck
with a $13,500 expense to remain in the build-
ing.

A small town has a severely limited tax
base. It cannot afford to construct separate
buildings for every essential service offered its
residents. It cannot afford to purchase dupli-
cate office equipment and supplies nor to pay
insurance, utilities and maintenance expenses
on several buildings.

Citizens who are hired for municipal jobs in
small communities, such as clerks, policemen,
firemen, and emergency medical service em-
ployees, must often share job responsibilities.
Not only is it not economically feasible, but it
is very difficult for these employees to work
from separate buildings in terms of job com-
munication and coordination.

Small towns must provide vital services to
their residents. To do so efficiently, municipal
employees must be able to conduct business
in decent, affordable, and convenient facilities.
We must give our small communities special
consideration and enable them to make the
best use of limited funding resources. A multi-
purpose use of facilities purchased, built or
renovated with community development block
grants is the only answer.
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TRIBUTE HONORING BETTCHER
INDUSTRIES

HON. PAUL E. GILLMOR

OF CHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 24, 1996

Mr. GILLMOR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize the exciting news for a business in
my district. Bettcher Industries of Vermilion.
OH, is the proud recipient of the 1995 Indus-
trial Engineers’ Excellence in Productivity Im-
provement Award for the development and
manufacturing of the Airshirz pneumatic scis-
sors. Some past winners of this prestigious
award have been: Boeing, Anheuser-Busch,
Ford Motor Co. and Texas Instruments.

The award is given in recognition of “diligent
and innovative achievements which increased
productivity, eliminated human drudgery, and
improved the quality of working life.” Creation
of the Airshirz pneumatic scissors dramatically
increased worker productivity while reducing
exposure to cumulative trauma disorders. After
successfully introducing the Airshirz in the
poultry processing industry in 1995, they have
been installed in a range of industries where
workers are involved in cutting light metals, fi-
berglass and flexible sheet, heavy fabrics,
plastics, rubber, and other industrial materials.

Ohio continues to be a leader in developing
new products. The ergonomically designed,
hand-held Airshirz scissors fit comfortable into
the palm of the hand and are fully controllable
by a finger loop similar to that of regular scis-
sors. Because cutting power is delivered by air
pressure, not the worker's hand, the gripping
force and muscle activity required to perform
tasks are dramatically reduced.

Bettcher Industries is a company renowned
for its civic pride and commitment to service.
The company is not only a world-class per-
former, with offices in Switzerland, on the
international stage, but a model citizen in its
own community.

Mr. Speaker, it is obvious that Ohio has
greatly benefited from the efforts of the em-
ployees of Bettcher Industries. | ask my col-
leagues to join me today in recognizing the
achievements of these dedicated achievers
and encourage them to continue to uphold
what has become the standard for excellence
in America.

STE. ANNE’S
MICHILIMACKINAC
NIAL CELEBRATION

HON. BART STUPAK

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 24, 1996

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor for
me to bring to the attention of the House and
the entire Nation the tricentennial celebration
of Ste. Anne’s de Michilimackinac Church on
July 26, 1996. Although the exact date of
foundation is not known, the church has bap-
tismal records dating back to 1695. The tri-
centennial celebration was delayed a year in
order to wait for the completion of Fishers of
Men, a book written by Jesuit Brother Jim
Boynton of St. Ignace, MI, detailing the ex-
traordinary  history of Ste. Anne's de
Michilimackinac.

DE
TRICENTEN-




		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-10-22T12:33:56-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




