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AMTHOMNY JOSERIL CARDINAL BEVILACQUA

D MR, SPADFE: Okay . We"rreo oon Lhe record .,
! s Friday, January 30, 2003, ten o’clock ALVM.
!} How many jurors are present, please?
%

b

7

3

R And the Commonwealth has recalled

10 Anthony Cardinal Bevilacaua.

Ll ---
12 ANTHONY JOSEPH CARDINMNAL BREVILACQUA,
13 having been previously sworn, was examined and
14 testified as follows:
[ 83] ---
16 BY MR. SPADE:
17 Q. Good morning, Cardinal How are-sou?
18 AL Good morning. How are you?
19 0. Fine. And, Cardinal, you were sworn in to this
20 grand jury on December 4 by the Honorable Gwendolyn
21 Bright, correct?
22 A. I appeared before her, ves.
23 Q. Yes. And she explained to you your rights at that
24 time?

AL Yes

25



| ANTIHONY JTOSET CARDITMAL BEVILACOUA

2 . Andl yon understood them?

3 N. Veasi

1 0, Okay . And you undoerstam thowm now?

i AL Vi,

0 0. kay. And one of the cights that she explained to
7 you was the riqght to have counsel presaent when you

3 tesnd Ey?

9 A Yes .

Lo 0. Nkay. And do you have counsel with you?
[1 A. Yes.
12 MR. SPADE: And, «counsel, could you
13 identify yourself for the record, please.
14 MR. HODGSON: Yes.
15 My name 1is Clark Hodagson. I practice
16 with the law firm of Stradley, Ronon, Stevens and
L7 Young in of Philadelphia, and I represent Cardinal
18 Bevilacqua.

19 'MR. SPADE: Okay.
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24 BY MS. McCARTNEY:

25
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ANTITONY JOSEDPIT CARDUNATL BEY UTLLACQUA

9
10 Q.l Nkavy. [s there any action pending as far as
[ laicization of Stanley Gana?
12 A. I'm not aware of any.
13 Q. Okavy. And I'm sorry. What did you say again?
14 He’s on administrative leave with all what?
15 A. I said that he had no faculties. He cannot act as
16 a priest in any way.
17 Q. Okav
18 A. But as far as laicization, T do not know if he has
19 made any request for that.
20 Q. Well, could you or the present Cardinal initiate
21 laicization?
22 Al Very extremely difficult to do, a bishop to do it
23 on his own.
24 BY MS. McCARTNEY:
25 0. ‘ But not impossible?




! ANTTILOMY st AR DA, Y T ATTOHA

i AL Soane Uimers Sonpel gm0t o b e 1 would have

A o bo a notorious case. ["m jus=t using an oexample, o

4 notaprioas cane whoere he wvoulbd b oansidercd o predator,

% arave dangoar, oxtoreme grave dangor, o and Lhen Lhat wonld be
6 a possibilibty ror o bishop ta do it on his own, Fhat i,

7 in the sense of asking Lhe Holy Ses,

i [t depends on the circunstances, but most of the

9 il 16 would Lo that we would —ometimes ask the prlest to
10 v it, but he still has to ask ter it.
Ll Q. And it a priest does not ask for it himself even,
12 then there’'s obviously the difficulties which you’ve just
13 annunciated for us again, Cardinal.

14 It"s not impossible for Lhe bishop to initiate the
15 proress himself, correct?
16 A. .It woﬁld be -- I -- you’d have to go through a
17 trial in that, which is very, very difficult.
18 Q. | I understand that, but my guestion to you is: It’'s
19 not impossible?
20 The Archdiocese of Philadelphia could -- albeit an
21 uphill battle as you've already described it for us, they
22 could do that, correct? They could say we‘re initiating
23 the process for laicization?
24 A. They could ask.
25 0. Okay. And they, to your knowledge, have not done



i ARNTHAQNY TOSEPIHT CARDIENAL BEVILACOUA

R v, car e b Y

] A I 'w nat aware of b,

1 {0, Okay.

9 By MR GATLLAGHER

O L. Stanleay Gana’'s name is skill lLlisted in the

7 Phifadelphina ttatholic Directory, correact?

8 A Yes. [ think so.

9 0. Dkay.
10 A [ haven’hk seen the latest one r=ally.
11 Q. And it indicates his address is care of the
12 Secratary for the Clergy.
13 Why does the Archdiocese continue do that if he’s
14 on administrative leave?
L5 A. Because he's still actually a priest nf the
16 Archdiocese.
17 Q. Okavy.
18 A. Canonically he 1is.
19 BY M5. McCARTNEY:
20 Q. Cardinal, and I'm sorry, but when you were saying
21 about the difficulty involved in the attempting to laicize
22 someone, you know, you said that there had to be a really
23 grave situation, a real threat, a real perpetrator. And
24 you’'re a canon lawyer. You also ran the Archdiocese.
25 What in your opinion would be such a situation?
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ANTIHONY JOUEDID CARDTHAE VL ACTTA
I wean, with rogavd to Stantbaey tana, you have him

aehimission abusing alb Teast three known victims,

by his onwn
alt ol whowm wore under the age ot tiftoen, over a pariod
U AN S AT A

He Aalsn by his own admiscion ackhnowslodgad breaking
his vow of celibacy with regard ta soms prople that were
over the age of majority, both male and ramale.

There's documentation to snpport the impact that
Sstanley Gana's actions have had on som-+ nf the victims
that were raped by him.

What would you consider to ke a graver situation
wherreby you might consider instituting a laicization
process against someone?

A Forgive me, but that’'s very difficult to put into
snma kind of criteria.

It's the time that it’'s done and not too often is

18

19

20

when one is very notorious publicly and the person is
known causing grave scandal, is considered a very serious,
serious threat to others, which Gana was, you know, it was
said that he was not.

So it would be -- the bishop conld try, but it
could be that he would be refused.

BY MR. GALLAGHER:

Q. So in other words, the person has to not only have
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2 ot b ed agpraves ciobal fonys bl e o alao hhas Lo have caused
{ ceandal tor 1t he chareh?

1 A Horeibice soandal .

G 0. FE the pabbioc knew about

f A And be, you know, considerod, you know, a very
/ cvere sk

J . Oy . [ the public knew abiont. the history of
9 Stanley Gana, would that be considerad grave scandal?
A A Well, that would be scandal. Yeos .
1L 0. ALL right.
12 BY MR. SPADE:

21 A. Just one that we have on the list was DePaoli, was
22 convicted.

23 Q. Okay. And he was convicted in federal court of

24 receiving child pornography? -

25 A. Yes.




1 ANTHONY JTOSEPH CARDINMAL BEVILACOUA
7 0. Okay.
j A ' natl aware of anyone o lae, ['m not aware aof  {r
4 (. Okay . And his sentence was a4 probaoat ton sentenco?
i) N That "o whatt T undecrstand. Woers .
6 6. He «iddn’' b serve any htime in jail?
7 A Not that [ know of.
3 Q. And are you aware of the ¢ase of a priest by the
9 nama of Michael Swierzy?
10 A Oh, yes. Yes, I've heard of that. Yes.
11 0. To your knowledge, was he convicted of a crime
12 during the time that you were the Archbishop?
13 AL Can I ask?
14 0. sure. Absolutely.
L5 (The witness conferred with his
16 attorney.)
17 THE WL ENESS-: g res T e~ was .
18 BY MR. SPADE:
19 0. Okay. And to your knowledqge, did he receive a
20 probationary sentence or an incarceration?
21 MS. McCARTNEY: Cardinal, I don’t mean
22 to interrupt, but one of the grand jurors in the
23 back is indicating they’'re having some trouble
24 hearing you. Okay.

25

THE WITNESS:

Okay.




~J

R]

14

Lt

L2

13

14

AU HOMY o el CCARNDENAL DRV ITLACOHA
Moo MOoCARTTNEY : Yoo vwant o ome Lo oget yon
Sovner vl oy ftoyou want o watca o you have i,
PPl goet vou o gplass of wvatberr.
THE WITNESS: U havaen’ 1l got the

stronqgoest voloe,

MS. MCCARTNEY @ You want some, Clark?
MR, [ODGSON: Yoes . Thanks.

e MR aDADE

. To your knowledge, Cardinal, dil he recelve a

prebationary sentence or an term of incarceration?
A That's tno my knowledge, but I'm nnot absolutely sure

that he received probationary sentence.

Okay.

1)

18

19

20

21

22

me—that—your—were the AT ChDISNop Ot

D e dpge—t-he—E
Philadelphia, what was a higher priority to you as the
Archbishop, to protect the reputations and the well being
of your priests or protect the well being of the children
of the Archdiocese?

A. I always said a priority -- and it has been made
public a number cf times, that the pricrity was always the
children and their families, followed by the common good

of the church and then the rights and welfare of the
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2 proeio
] (). Oy .
2! N fn thal orderr,
0 0. Okay . Carcdinal, that’s the ond ot the questioning
fi wilh ragard ro the case of Stanley Gana, and we’'re going
7 to mnve an ta anobther file now?
51 AU Thank you.
9 0. You're welcome.
10 BY Ms. McCARTNEY:
11 0. Cardinal, T placed some documents on your desk, and
12 the first file that I want to talk to you about is the
13 file of Reverend Francis Trauger.
14 Do you see those documents?
15 A Yes.
16 Q. Okay. And the first document is grand jury
17 six-o-one, and that’s the data priest profile for Father
18 Trauger.
19 You see that in front of you?
20 A. - Yes.
21 Q. Okay. Now, just before we begin, Cardinal, do you
22 have any -- you obviously have reviewed the daocuments
23 because we had given them to you?
24 A. I have.
25 Q. Okay. Did you have, before you reviewed those




17

AMNTHONY xBTS EV TLACOUEA

2 doecament s, any independoent o recol oot ion o of anylhing
i tdealing with Father Traugoeor s cilaat jon?
+ A Verry, vory it Lbe. Most ool 0l took place before my
" Limer
e (). Okay. When you revioeowed csome of the documents thiat
7 wve're going to Jdiscuss today, Jdid that refresh your
a recollection as to anything that ocenrred during your
) btenure with regard to Father Trauger?
10 A Not independent recollectinns.
li a. Okay. Well, let’s just go through, and [ want to
12 do fthis fairly briefly, and we’ll talk abcocut the first
13 couple documents in the package, and they would be
14 six-o-two, six-o-three, and six-o-ftour, and do you see
15 those documents?
LG AL Yes.
17 Q. And just for purposes of the record.  Cardipal—=F-m
18 just going to summarize what is contained in these three
19 documents, and before doing so, 1'l11 make it clear that
20 what we're talking about in this situation occurred in the
21 1381, and clearly that was at a time well before you took
22 over as Archbishop and then subsequently as Cardinal in
23 Philadelphia.
24 But what the substance of these documents is, is
25 basically a situation was brought to the attention of the
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AMTITONY JOonEM CARDIHAL BREVILACQUA
Evawn

Choancery ol ltice of parenbs by the pame of

who came forwvard, and they werae member:s

’

of sadinl Titas Parish where Father Trauger was assigned as
Evan

A assistant pastor; and they related that their son’l..ﬂn

wiho ot thoe lime was twelve years old, had been taken on an
ovaernidght camping telp with Father Trauger, and‘they

Evan
indjicated in the memo t‘hat“ had shavrad with them that
he and Fathear Trauqger hacd shared tLhe same bed and that
there were touches, and according to the documents, 1t
says that there were touches but no sodomy, but there’'s no
explanation c¢contained in the documents as to what exactly

is meant by the word "touches.™

#*also shared the fact that they had

. ChJ‘vndh‘
- by the name ofm'5

conversations with another parent
Car\

@i - ho indicated that her son, by the name of S

who was thirteen yvears old, had also been taken on an

18

19

21

22

23

24

25

overnight trip by Father Tradder to the Poconons and that
he also shared the same bed with Father Trauger and that
there were taouches.

Apparently, based upon those two complaints, Father
Trauger was asked to come in for an interview at the
Chancery office, and he indicated that he did admit

sleeping in the same bed with the boys.
Evan

Withme said that he had massaqged
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L1

L2

L3

19

ANTIHONY J0SEDRH CARDUIIATL BEVIENCOUA

Fhe boy on Che baclk and the cheeot b et i Her ol s

edlmitied ottt that Fime that he hasdl clept in the same hod

“CAVIA_~

ind that he alaca had massaged him on

with
Fhe ohast and the back to relax Hiim.

Hee also indicated when e wan intoervicowed thar he
had had two other encounters with two dit ferent hoys from
that parish, being Saint Titus.

There’'s no indication in Lh=se maemos as to the
names ar ages of those two boys that he indicated he had
hal those encounters with or what was involved In those
encounters.

And Trauger was told at that time not to have any
boys alone in the future and that he would be transferred

and that he should seek professional help and an

evaluation.

The documents also indicate that he was seen by a

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Dr. Donnelly at Paoli Hospital and that Dr. Donnelly said
that Father Trauger had made a, quote, gross error in

judgment with the boys; however, there is no evidence of

homosexzual problems.

And as I indicated earlier, Father Trauger was told
that he would have to be transferred as a result of those
encounters with those boys, and he was in fact transferred

to Saint Matthew’s Parish in Philadelphia in September of
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16
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ARCTHOREY ok

Faw .
Deverss 1 bt /
Phvose daocimaent sy
AL Fraom what [ o recalf.
(. Okay . fn Father Trauvger’s
Matthew ' s and these document s

Powrn marked as grand jury

it o ben.
documents

These s2ries of

basically reflect the fact that

after Father Trauger’'s

detective,

Maviy!

came forward

who was the Chancellor

Statkus,

Trauger had taken

overnlight trip to the Poconos

CARIYIRAL,

axhildir

reassignment at

and

at the time,

his fourteen year

BEV I LACOHA

decural ely sammaci e U he cantoents of

next parish, Saint

w{tlL r=late to what's

SLlx-n smix, six-n-nine,

in summary fashion
in August of 1982, shortly
Saint Matthew's, a

incdircated to Father

that Father

Mo
old son n an

18

19

24

25

He said that his son said
Trauger had slept outside in the
Trauger bhegan patting him on the

the fourteen year old, also

ﬁbehf{

son,

leg over thigh and began

The Detective told Father

supposed to accompany Father Trauger on yet

that he and Father
tent and that Father
stomach and back. The
said that Trauger put his
moving his leg.

Statkus that his son was

another

camping trip but had decided not to go, but the detective
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15

16

17

21

ATIFPHOMY  JOSERTIE CARDIMAL LEVULACOUA
inlormed Pather Statkus that at ot e oot bimey, Fathoyg
Traonger was actually away with Luo orheapr hoys,

The detoective, according to those pemos, was Lol
that the situation would be handlad by the church and
Lhercfore he was convinceed not Lo pursue the mabtter with
Fhe civil authorities, which he agreaed with.

And what happens next, accrrding to the
documentation, is5 that Dr. Donnally is consulted again and
told of the reoccurrence of Fathar Trauger’'s problems.

The Cardinal, Cardinal Krol at the time, was notified as
to what was going on, and Father Trauger was interviewed
as a result of what had been told to Father Statkus.

And basically what happens with regard to that is
whaen Father Trauger is interviewsd, and that interview was
conducted on August 8, 1982, Tranqger said that he had been

confronted by the detective about what had bhappened with

18

19

21

22

23

25

his son and Father Trauger said that he had intended no
wrongdoing and, if there had been any objectionable
positions which had taken place or patterns which had
taken place with regard to the detective’s son, it must
have occurred when they were sleeping.

Father Trauger said he had done nothing wrong but
had given the boy a gentle pat on his stomach and back

after they had spent the night together because he sensed
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Ehet Uhes Dy o o ek Thot e Fat b Traager® s
cxptanatrion for what had ococuaree:sd bhotsooan him o and Yhe
fourt oo spear o bl Do,

fler o lo admitted ot thatt Lime Uhat he had spent Lhe
night alone with the bhoy and that thal had heen in
disreqgard of the order which he had boon (given the
puovious yerar.

He also said that he hal gone on abhnut eight
camping ftrips with boys since the last time that he had
heen wcalled in a year praviousliyv.

Father Trauger was again told his assignment was
gqoing to be terminated and his faculkties were qoing toc be
wilhdrawn pending a review and that he was in fact -- he
was tald to qgou to Saint John's for that evaluation.

[t’'s also indicated in that memo, Cardinal, that

Father Trauger was told that he wasn’'t to discuss what had

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

happened with anybody, including his own pastor, a man by
the name of Monsignor Gaughan.

The last document in that packet, which would be
six ten, is the psychological evaluation which was
conducted by a Dr. Phillip Miraglia at Saint John's.

The psycholegical evaluation indicated that Father
Trauger needed no longer than two months’ hospitalization

and that he should follow it up with intensive treatment.
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" P thar e o neoded o explorse hi= e yohonoxuaal

} imipadl o s and rhat o wibh o deeoper uandorctanding and

} acceptance, b ocan ocantral iy ccexual feelings without

K threat onding i priesthood.

6O A theroe’s alsao an indicabion at that time that

7 Father Trauger has made good progress. He needs an

R intersive retreat and continued ontpatient breatment, but
g it owan sugqagoansted ar that time that ha ranld be reassiqgned.
Ia {5 that a pretty accurat= summary of the context ot
Il those documents?
12 A As far as [ remember, vyes.
13 Q. Okay. Father Trauger 1is next reassigned to Saint
1 4 Franvis de Sales as an asslistant pastor. He was told
15 again that he was not allowed to talke any trips with boys,
L6 even in a group setting.
17 He was told, however, at that time that if the
18 pastor directs him to, he was to participate and monitor
19 vyouth activities within the parish, including visiting
20 school, monitoring the altar boys, as well as the CYO.
21 And again, Cardinal, just so we're clear, that all
22 occurred prior to your coming to Philadelphia, and what 1is
23 clear from Father Trauger’'s priest data profile is that
24 there was a series of transfers that occurred after that

25 and that when you become Archbishop of Philadelphia in
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Favt, he vias assigned in Scepbomivoe ol PIOE o8 an assistbant

prasbor gt Annnetiation DLV .M., aod that wvonlbd hhave baon

4 mider your tenure as Aprchbishop; o Ul cightl?
n You would have becn responpsible for the Lransfer
£ that occurred in September of 100887
7 A Yes .
H (- Okay. And then he’'s trans:orrad again in June of
9 1989 to Saint Joseph’s in Aston.
L0 Let me just ask you at this juncture, Cardinal.
11 Do you have any recollection, with the transfer ot
12 1228, whether or not you were informed of any of the
13 contents that were contained in Father Trauger’'s secret
14 archive file?
15 A I have no memory of that.
16 Q. Okay. 1f everything had worked perfectly, would
17 that have been something that vou would have been aware
18 of?
19 A I don‘t -- I can’t say that.
20 Q. Okay. Do you have any idea or do you have any
21 explanation why it is that Father Trauger spent such a
22 short period of time at Annunciation hefore he was
23 transferred to Saint Joseph’s?
24 AL No, I do not.
25 Q. Okay. Would you agree that given the way the
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fi

g

10

11

13

14

LA

17

transtoers: giually oconr, Lhat 00 anocaal for somenne to
bov assigned (o such o short peeviod of  Lime?

N Mo, 0 b i et unmsual.

€. Okay. Pt s nob unusual?

AL Mo . FErs happened a number o timas .

Q. Okay . Naow, when Father Trougerv is assigned to

’

Saint Jaseph’s in Aston, do ovou have any reaogllection

that transtrec taking plare or whetbher or not

in ftiwme yon wore aware ot the content of Father Trauger's

secret archive tille?

AL I have no recollection of heinqg mase

iln Aston, there occurs a situatiaon that’s brought to the
attention of the Secretary of Clergy in April of 1991,

the Secretary of Clergy at that time was Father

Jagqodzinski; 1is that correct?

18

19

20

21

22

[\9]
(Y]

24

25

A Yes.

Q. And you’'ve had the opportunity to review scme of

the documents that relate to that incident?
A. Yes.

Q. What was involved in that incident?
any recollection of that incident occurring?

A. None at all.

Q. Okay. Just for purposes of the record,

that potinktk

Q. While Father Trauger is assigned to Saint Joseph's

Do you have

basically
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happens in Aperil of 1991 is Fathar Jrgodzinskl gets A

25

2 wiiant

A phane call Lerom the principal

4 A Fucuse me. May I interrcujpt., I m=aant T have no

g tndoependant roecoliection. I mean, [ read this.

f (2 Well, Lot me ask it to you this way, Cardinal.

7 When you read these documents, did they refresh

a your cecollection?

3 A Mew .

L0 Q. Did they bring back to you a memory of this

Ll cccurring in 19917

12 A No, they did not.

L3 (. Okay. So your only base of knowlaedge comes from
14 reading these documents?

5 AL Yes.

16 Q. OCkay. Well, just for the purposes of the record,
L7 what happens in 1991 is while Father Trauger is assigned
18 to saint Joseph's School, the Secretary of the Clergy gets
19 a phone call from the principal and the vice principal at
20 Saint thn Neumann High School, and they report to Father
21 Jagodzinski a situation that had been brought to their
22 attention by a mother of a boy who was a student at Saint
23 John Neumann; and basically, in summary fashion, what is
24 related to Father Jagodzinski is that Father Trauger

had -- the mother had called complaining about the fact
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L1

e
N
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AMTHONY Josi i CARDTEMAL BEVITTACCOTA

tlhat, Fabthoer Trouger hoad come Lo Lhie high sobhool, Saint
Juhn MNemnmann, and hioed aken her sen o out of olass and spond
abont an hoar and o hatt with him and P hen brove him howe .

She also exprossed some concern oveoer the fact that
she didn’t know who Father Trauger swas, her son didn't
knnw who Father Trauger was and yebt ffather Trauger
appe2ared to know some things aboul her {ite, her son’s
litfe, that she had no jdea where he gob that information.

I[s that accurate hased upon the information?
A Yes.
Q. Then there’'s an investigatlion of sorts that 1s
conducted, and the principal gets a subsequent call from
the mother where she’s expressing even further concerns
about it because her son is telling her more things of
what was discussed during the conversation he had with

Father Trauger; and Father Jagodzinski shares this

18

19

21

22

23

24

25

information with Father Molloy, who tries to gather some
more information about how it all came to pass, and
basically what happens is Father Trauger 1is called down
for an interview as a result of this concern, and Father
Trauger tells Father Molloy, and that’s contained in a
memo, grand jury exhibit six fifteen, and this interview
took place on April 15, 1991.

Father Trauger said that he had been down at the
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AMNTHOMNY 00 CARDITMATL B EV T ACOUHA
At Muneym and gandoered into g bookators in Center City
where he sasw a0 hoy in oo Nemnmann jar ket , and Father Trauagor
daid he approached the boy and identiticd himself as a
prtent hecause ha was in civilian olothing.

Fathoer Travgeoer said that hie not icod tthat the boy
had some rolied up magazines n his hand, and so Father
Tranger asked him what they were, and it was discovered
that the maganines were all pornographic magazines which
contained vBxclusively male phates.

Father Trauger then says he had a conversation with
the boy, asked him whether or not his parents knew that he
was reading that type of material and asked him whether or
not he wanted him; meaning Father Trauqger, to speak with
his parents about 1t. Apparently, the hoy said no and
went on his way.

Father Trauger said that he next attempted to

18

[

20

23

24

25

gather the identity of the boy and did so by going to the
schoel, eljiciting the help of the principal, and according
to Father Trauger, he was able to identify the student in
that manner.

He returned to the school the next day. The boy
was on retreat. He returned on a third day, and
eventually, that was when he was able to have his face to

face meeting with the boy, which occurred for about an
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2 bour and a halt. Hee drove him home.

} Father Trauger said they tallked about the school

4 hoy s school Life, home Life and whether or not the boy

gl thougqht he was gay.

6 Father Molloy, in this memo that i35 written

7 reqgarding the interview with Father Trauger, said that he
3 didn’'t really find Father Trauger's explanations to be

9 very comforting, so apparently Father Malloy didn’t
10 totally believe the explanation that Father Trauger was
11 advancing.
12 Is that your interpretation from reading the
13 documents as well, Cardinal?
14 A. Yes.
15 Q. And he also basically did not believe that Father
16 Trauger had gotten the identity of the boy through the
17 principal of the school, and so Father Molloy did some
18 further research into that.
19 Just for the record, when you were reviewing this
20 document which was prepared by Father Molloy -- and Father
21 Molloy was a very good note taker. Would you agree with
22 that?
23 A. Yes.
24 Q. And he was very efficient and copious in taking the
25 notes --
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2 N Yt
L 0. - that he bLook; o that right?
2 Did von find 1t at ot vounaal, Caordinal, when youn
" vicrpey voociowing Phee memto Lhat was aut hovad by Father
f Moltloy, that nowhoere in Lhat momo i5 thoe name of the boy
7 ment ioned?
ot A Il -- 1 don’t know why he was not m=antioned.
i 0. Clearly Father Trauger, having ~btarined the
Lo ivdentity of the boy through whatever means, had it,
11 carract?
12 N [ presume so. He certainly went out of his way to
13 find out who he was.
14 Q. And Father Trauger, also, given the fact that he
15 admitted that he had taken Lhe boy out of class and he had
16 actually taken him home, Father Trauqger had the address of
117 the boyL correct?
18 A. I presume so.
19 Q. Okay. But nowhere in this memo is there any
20 indication that Father Molloy made any efforts to identify
21 the boy or to find out where he lived; is that right?
22 A. I don’t know the reason for that.
23 Q. Okay. But I'm correct in stating that there’s
24 nothing in that memo that indicates that that information
25 was elither sought or obtained by Father Trauger?
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AL My rocobtboection, ©odidn't oo a pame.
(. Mav, aflter that, Fatrhero Molloy then has a
conversat pon o with the pastor of Lhe parish that the boy
Boetanged tao Epiphany and irn is determinad from speaking to
that, pastor that Fathetr Trauqger wan to the hoy’'s parish,
had a coanversation with the pastor awmwl ohtainad the pari:sh
card, which apparently contains informatinn not only ot
biographical intormation, bub apparentlyv it contained some
nastoral notes, and that Father Trauger got a hold of that
information, and it was from that thaft he was able to
track down the boy; 1s that accurate?
AL Yes.
Q. Okay. And in that memo -- and I'm referring
sperjfically to grand jury Six saventeen. Again, this
would be authored by Father Molloy. There is a mention of

the hny’'s name, but only the last name is mentioned,

~, is that right?

Al I forgot that, but I take your word for it.

Q. Okay. And there’s no indication on here of the
date of birth of the boy or any information that would
reveal his age; is that correct?

A. Yes.

0. Okay. Now, Cardinal, were you made aware of this

Ssltuation in 19917
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]
R A [ have o recollaectiaon of it
; 0. o vea rthink rhat this woold beomomethiing
| signiticant cnongh that b would have hoeon brouaght to yvouy
9 attent ion?
f A [ «daubtb iF.
7 Q. Waould you aqree with me that the actions taken by
a Fathaer Trauger are alarming in this parniloalar case?
i AL I owould say ity very bisarre.
L0 G Do you think that they rai=se canceaprns as ta what
11 FaLther Tfauqer’s motivations were in lLracking down this
12 hoy?
L3 I don’t want bto put a leaal term on {t, but it
14 vertainly appears as if stalking is something that could
L5 he considered to have taken place?
16 A. It would be concern. That is why there was such an
17 investigation of 1it.
18 Q. Do you consider this to be a complete investigation
19 of the situation?
20 AL I don’'t know.
21 Q. Qkay. Do you think that in that situation, it
22 would have been prudent for your Secretary of Clergy or
23 for Father Molloy to have actually gone and interviewed
24 the bhoy himself?

25

A. I don’'t know why.
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2 . iy .

| AL What action they Jdid not take o did take and why

4 they made thase docisions.,

9 (r. Weel L, can wuo aqgree, Cardinal, thar if there had

(i beon an intervieow tthat had been comductod with the boy

7 himself, that given the record keeping ot Father Molloy

3 and rpiven the prescriptions of canon iaw as to what needs
‘a to he put in the secret archive file, that that would have
Lo beon reduced to writing and put in Farher Trauger's file
L LI that had taken place?
12 AL If what -- excuse me. If what bhad taken place?
13 Q. If Father Molloy or Father Lynn had gone out and
L4 spoken to the boy himself and taken an interview of him as
L5 to what was said, how it happened, things like that, would
16 that have been put in writing?
17 a. If they had interviewed the hoy?
18 Q. Right.
19 A That should have been in writing.
20 Q. Can we conclude that since there’s nothing in the
21 secret archive file to indicate that any memos that relate
22 to any type of an interview that took place with the boy,
23 that that was not done? Would that be a fair assumption
24 for us to make?
25 A. It‘s a conjecture, but I guess it could be an
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2 assampt bon

A 0. utt tt's an assumption that ' s bacsed on the practice
4 af the Archdiaoceass and Lhe practicoe of 1he individuals

o invaolved, copvroect?

0 AL I just don't know. [ really Jden’t know,

7 0. Let me ask you, Cardinal. At the time in 1991, the
a interpretation of the reporfing requivremsnts would be that
0 unless rthe Individual themselves, this being the person

L0 whno was the potential victim, comes forward themselves and
I speaks about what had taken place, the interpretation was
12 that the Archdiocese had no requirement under the law to
13 report that to any civil authorities; 1s that right?
14 A I don’t know. I presume that was the law at the

15 time.

L6 Might T.

17 (The witness conferred with his

18 attorney.) v

19 | THE WITNESS: Can I ask my attorney?
20 (The witness conferred with his

21 attorney.)

22 | MS. McCARTNEY: Sure. Absolutely.

23 THE WITNESS: Yes. The answer is yes.

24 BY MS. McCARTNEY:

25 Q. Yes. 1Is it a possible explanation as to why this
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on, correct?

is correc

bo you

involved with

taken place

t. [ do nob know.,
think it was -- y~ou have labeled the
Father Trauger as bizarre. Given

in 1991 with reqgard to this boy,

taking that in conjunction with the information that is

contailned

1981 and 1982, do you

in Father Trauger’'s secret archive file from

think that Father Trauger should

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

have

point?

A

0

been called

in and sent for an evaluation at that

I can't make that judgment.

Well,

if you were the one making that decision,

would that have been something that you would have

suggested

A.

0.

take place?

That’'s conjecture. I cannot answer that.

But,

Cardinal,

you‘ve put people in your staff that
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M Seu say are coppetoent poeop e Given the facts, do you

} Fhink 1 was competent foyr Farher Trauger t£o have nothing
t tesedd il occuar to hhimoas o rasult oo this behavior with

“ Phiis Loy in L9917

6 A [ dan’t know whatt reasons promptod them to act thn
7 way they did.

3 0. Now, subsequent to this fvcidert occurring itn L9971,
9 and again, Leb me just make it aolear fFor bhe record that
Y Father Trauger was called down and interviewed on that
I tirst occasion and he gave his explanation as to how he
12 had come in contact with the boy and what had taken place
L3 during theiv encounter. There’'s nothing in the file to
14 reflect that he, Father Trauger, was ever spoken to again
1S with regard to this incident.
16 And again let me ask you. [f there isn‘t anything
17 in the file to reflect that, can we assume -- is it a fair
18 assumption that it was not done?
19 Al I just don't know.
20 Q. Okay . There also is nothing in the file that would
21 indicate that Father Trauger was in any way limited in any
22 ministry which he had at the time, that being the
23 assistant pastor at Saint Joseph’'s in Aston.
24 Again, if there had been any limitations placed on
25 Father Trauger, that would have feen contained in his --
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2 shanbd have been contained i s oot echiye Tide,
$ corroeat U
4 A It should have been.
il (. NkKay. Mow, leb me ask you, Cardinal. Subsequent
O to that occcurving in 19393, in Junz of 179%%, Father Traugor
7 is wmade assistant pastor at Saint Michael the Archangel in
3 Levittown, and you were responsib:la for that transfer; is
9 that. correch?
L0 AL (es.
11 0. And Saint Hicﬁael the Archangel, that has a school
12 associated with it; is that correct?
13 AL Yes.
14 0. Mow, do you have any recollection nof when Father
15 Trauqger’'s name came up for discussion about, you know,
16 who's appropriate to move and whether or notlthey’re
17 apprnpfiate to be associated with a church with a school,
18 do you have any recollectlon of any c¢f Father Trauger's
19 past --
20 A, No.
21 0. -- coming up?
22 A. No.
23 Q. Would you have wanted to know about Father
24 Trauger’s past before you made the assignment that you did

25

to Saint Michael the Archangel with the school?
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N Werl 1, since I odidn’t have any tecolloection of his
praacit, b o wonbd not have dngqued red. That."+ up to the
Secrelbary ool the Clergy Lo gomd owe any pectinent
informalion that <should bhe nececsary for o Jdocision.,

0. o you think that rthe intormaticon aboub what Father
Travgoer had Jdone, was alloged te have ddone, and what he
admittod to daing in 19810 and what ha did in 1291, do you
think that rthatb was intformarion that vou should have known

H

aboul. before making the decistion?

A [ can’'t answer that question becauzs - -
0. Well, ['m asking --
AL -~ that’'s left up to the Secretary of the Clergy,

you know, to provide pertinent information.
Q. Well, let me ask you this question, Cardinal.
l.Let’s assume that that information was made

available to you. Would that have impacted your decision

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

to transfer Father Trauger to a school, to a church with a
school?
A. As I would have to place myself in the
circumstances at that time and as T depended on the
recommendation of the Secretary of the Clergy.
Q. But the recommendation -- okay. All right.

Now, Father Trauger remains at Saint Michael the

Archangel till December of 2003; is that correct?
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2 N ANccording La bLhis.
3 {(The witness conferred wibth his
4 attornay . )
5 Y MsS. MoCARTHMEY :
6 0. The last document would actually reflect his
7 removal from Saint Michael the Avrchangel, and that’'s been
8 marked as grand jury exhibit eleven tifty-eight, and we’l]
9 talk about thakt.
Lo Al [ see Lt there.
11 Q. Okay. But between 1993 and 2003, there's a series
12 of documents in the file, and bhasically, we don’'t need to
L3 g0 throcugh the details of each aof them, but there is a
14 request at a certain point in time that Father Trauger be
15 made part-time chaplain of a high schaol, and that
16 rocommendation was not endorsed by either Father
17 Jagodzinski or Father Molloy; is that right?
18 A. Yes.
19 Q. Would that be something that you would have been
20 involved in, any discussion with regard to making someone
21 a chaplain at a high school?
22 A In the actual appointment, I think I would have
23 been the one to authorize it.
24 Q. And do you have any idea why that endorsement was
25 withheld by Father Jagodzinski and Father Molloy?



10

ANTHONY JJONEPH CARDINAL BEVITACOUA

2 A I odo not

t {r. o you think i had anybhing vo do wvith their

-+ concorn abroal Father Trauger and his pase?

5 A Prerhapss.

6H 0. Do you think that that s vhol promphed thelr

7 withholding of the endorsement, that maybe i1t should have
3 heen something that should have prompted their withholding
9 the recommendation that he be appointodl to a church with a
Lo Schonl?
Ll A I don‘t know if they saw a distinctlion there, being
12 in a high school or in a parish.

3 O. All right. There’s also a series of letters where
14 Father Trauger requests both from you and from Father Lynn
15 consideration to become a pastor.
16 Do you have any recollection of being involved in
17 any of those discussions?
18 A. ‘ I ﬁan't recall them.
19 Q. Is that in the normal course of how things work?
20 Would you have been involved in -- if a priest,
21 who‘'s an assistant pastor or parochial wvicar, says I want
22 to be a pastor, would you be involved in a discussion as
23 to how to respond to that reqguest.
24 Al If there was any kind of situation, I would have
25 been asked, but generally, when a request comes in like
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Ri Phiat, b s handedd aver o Lhe Sceoretary orf Lhe Clerqgy.
A . (NS RN Niow, Cardinal, in Novembrr of 2003, Father
4 Tranger oo ecjves o lebter which basically -+ and bthat's
“ ot b mearr ko
6 M. MCCARTNEY ! 11 mark that
7 document , the sacond tn Iast one, eleven sixty-one.
a (GJ-11l61 was marked for
i identification.)
10 PY MS. MCcCARTNEY
11 0. Could you just do me a favor and just mark that
12 document, 1f you could.
L3 It's a letter to Father Trauger from Father Lynn,
14 and the date of it is November 7, 2003.
15 A That has a number.
16 Q. [t has a number?
17 MR. HODGSON: Eleven fifty-eight.
18 MS. McCARTNEY: The letter itself has
19 aleven fifty-eight?
20 THE WITNESS: Yes.
21 MS. McCARTNEY: And what'’'s the document
22 after that one?
23 THE WITNESS: There is a memo of
24 December 12, 2003.

MS. McCARTNEY: Does that have a number
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Farher
Fatner
riqht?
A
Q.

AUTHONY JOSEPH
R AT
THE W
Kigali.
M5. Mo
MOCAMUTNEY :
Nnw, Cardinal, the
Trauqger from Monsi

Trauger that his c

Yes.

Do you know who in

investigation? Do you re

A.

Q.

No.

Do you know whethe

Cardinal Rigali?

A.

Well, it couldn’t

CARDENAL PEY L AUOHA

TNESS Plas ., That "« the Cardinal

CARTMEY : Rigint . Sooall o righto.

Novemb~yr 7, 2007%V, letber to

gqnor Lyven Lhbat basically intorms

Aase 1s being cxamined; 1s that

itiated that preliminary

call?

r it was you or whether it was

have been me since my office

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

terminated October 7.

0.

Your office, thoug

h, began some preliminary

investigations into cases that existed prior to your

departing; is that right?

A.

0.

That was left up to the Review Becard, but I

The Review Board,

that was something that was

started under your tenure, correct?

A.

Yes.
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2 Q. Aned wlveen was thoot, ot artend.

} A Vel 1, 1T don't have the ~xacl recolblection, but Lt
4 viernn o besingg [ormed, 0 think, tieo ooty 2000

D . Okay . And Lhat was something That was wall,

O what., prompted the impancling of the Reviow HHoacd?

7 A Reocanse TE's requicred by the charter.

3 0. Okay. And the charter remquires that the Review

J Poard be impaneleaed and that the members are made up of
19 both lay people and -- are there any aclerqgy members on the
Il board?
12 A I think one priest, one had to be a clergyman.
13 Q. Okay. And the other people were civilians?
14 A FLay people.
15 Q. Lay pecple. And who directed them to the files
16 that should have been looked at for a further examination?
17 Do you know?
18 A I'm presuming it was the Secretary for the Clergy.
19 Q. Okay. Did you have any input into the Review
20 éoatd?
21 Al No.
22 Q. Who appointed the individuals to the Review Board?
23 A. Oh, that would have been brought to my attention,
24 and I would have approved them.
25 Q. Okay.
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2 MR. HODGSON . [ don’t thionk he
{ undee=stood the question.
4 My . McCARTHNEY Al riaght.
o THE WITNESS Fxocuse me .
{r MS. McCARTNEY: That "5 Fine. Take your
7 folme .
g {(The witness oontevred with his
9 attorney.)
L0 THE WITNESS: [ mean, 1L was my
11 authority to appoint the members of the Review
12 Board.
13 MS5. McCARTNEY: Ckay.
L4 BY M5. McCARTNEY:
15 Q. And they were given the responsibility of going and
16 looking at cases that had already come up in the
17 Archdinocese; is that right?
18 A Yes . Yes.
19 0. All right. And did you have any input into which
20 cases they should be reviewing?
21 A. I have no recollection of being asked that.
22 0. S0 that was something that was totally taken care
23 of by your Secretary for the Clergy?
24 A. Yes.
25 Q. - All right. And then this preliminary
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2 invecstigat ion, which 5 apparcat by o aatlbeoryisod nander Canon
Py
b N Yo
! O . can o you explain boon oswhat that ol
f A L R Canon L7107 bagqins a sorias of canons on
7 investigating any charges of a criminal narture against the
It priast, and it s the usual, what has beoasn done, of
7 interviewing the relevant people, tha yornwer, the priesrt
L) and any witnessoes that there are.
11 Q. And -- ['m sorry.
} 2 A . And to determine whether ther='s credibility to the
172 accusation. That ‘s substantially what it is.
14 Q. And 1f there’'s credibility to the accusation, then
15 what’'s the next step in the process, [ any?
16 AL It’s up to the one conducting it whether or not
17 perhaps that person should be remaoved, at least
18 temporarily, from active duty; and then if there is a
19 basis for action, then it’'s determined whether it goes to
20 trial or not.
21 Q. And this canon obviously existed prior to the
22 charter --
23 A Yes.
24 Q. =- in June of 20027?
25 Did you ever use this to conduct any preliminary
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Panvest igationg on oany ol the pricatas that vere accused?
M. Wl b, ol of the investigations really follow that
rovevcedhinroes
0. But. therve's a namber of pricsts thatt were - - Okay,
AL vight.

[l me ask you aqgain to look at the last document.

MS . McCARTNEY @ Wa"1l mark that grand

jury exhibitft eleven sixty-one.
RY MS. McCARTNEY :
0. This is a memo to Cardinal Rinali from Monsignor
Lynn and the date ot it is December 12, 2003; and just so
we're clear on the record, Cardinal, this i35 a -- you had
tett the Archdiocese of Philadelphia; 1s that right?
AL Yes.
0. Basically, what this memo relates to Cardinal

Rigali 1s that Father Trauger, when Father Trauger came

18

19

21

22

23

in, he found out he was being investigated by the Review
Board. He met with the private investigator as a result
of that, and then after that meeting, Father Trauger asked
for a meeting with the Secretary of Clergy.

He came intco the office. He admitted in 1981 and
1982 that he had abused three boys by fondling their
genitals. He said one was while they were naked, the

other two through clothing. Two boys were twelve and
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2 vhivtheoan yoarg of arqe, and the orhor vas tourbeen ab the

i toime.

4 I said thot these inciden! s oconererad s bo ho was
" stationed abk Saint Titus and Saiat datthew s Parish, and

£ he also tndicated that bthere were no othoar victims of

7 abuse by him.

7 Father Trauger at that poisnt was relieved of his

) assignment, told he could have nc mora public ministry and
La fthat he was to repnrt Lo Saint John Vionney.
1 Is that accurate an summary of the contents of that
12 document?
13 AN Yes.
14 Q. Father Trauger admitted that he had molested boys
15 in 1981 and 1982; is that right?
16 AL ves.
17 0. Let me ask you, Cardinal, and I know that this is
18 somewhat of a speculative guestion, but Father Trauger --
19 well, Father Trauger, when asked about the incidents of
20 19€1 and 1982 said he had patted the boys and rubbed them,
21 but he denied that there was anything sexual involved,
22 correct?
2 A Yes.
24 0. Father Trauger was evaluated by two doctors, Dr.
25 Donnelly and then Dr. Miraglia, where he denied that there
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2 vt o onything coxaat involbveed in his beehasior; o Lhat
3 tigqht?
‘ /\- '\"(’.‘i
q 0. NMow we Dind oatt in 2003 from himcelf that there
6 Actually =owet hing certain that hee did in [act fondle
7 boys; 15 that vight?
3 A Yovs
2 . Do you think that given the fact that Father
1o Trauger was molesting boys in 12310 and 1982 and that --
L1 strike that -- that vou would agree with ma that the
L2 treatment that one receives, the best treatment is only
13 once there’'s honesty from the person receiving the
14 rreatment, correct?
L5 A Could you repeat that.
16 ad- Father Trauger was treated twice within the
17 Archdiocese of Ph}ladelphia, both of which he went into
18 the treatment and he left the treatment denying that
19 anything was wrong with him and denying that anything had
20 occurred, correct?
21 A. Yes.
22 0. Father Trauger then, would you agree, that the
23 treatment that he received, if we call it treatment, was
24 less effective because of his lack of truthfulness with

29

the evaluators?
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FAN Corn
). Olay. Lo you think Lhat given Lhae tact that Fathor
Travgee then Lar aitl practbrecal purpasos waont untreated
Fryom 1082 torward, does that in Q!n}’ way call into question
inoyour wmind his assertion that Lhere were no aother
victims ot abuse by him?
A [ can’' b answer that questian.
U Okay. All right.
B MR. GCALLAGHER:
0. Cardinal, this letter of MNMovewmber 7, 2003, from the
secretary of Clergy, Monsignor Lynn. You may have already
addrassed this, but I want to be clear on it.

It indicates that on November 7, 2003, Cardinal
Rigali and Monsignor Lynn informed Father Trauger that
they were initiating a preliminary investigation under

Canon 1717 for events that happened in August of 1981 and

23

24

August of 1982.

Do you know what prompted the Archdiocese to
initiate this preliminary investigation in November of
20032
A. [ can only surmise. I can‘t be, you know, sure. I
don't know really, unless it came from the Review Board.

I don’'t know what prompted them other than that’'s a

conjecture on my part.
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2 0. Obay . You woere involved in o appointing Uhe Reviow
R “oard, corvect?
4 oo Vs .
i (. " And were you involved in aopnroving the proceduare:s
i thet thoy are following?
7 A [ thinx so. There's a gpecial pracedure given by
B the -- yvou know, by the National Confaorence of Bishops on
) Fev iew boards.
Lo Q- Are they charged with reviewing 2very saecret
11 archive file that is in the pnssession of the Archdiocesea
12 of Philadelphia?
1} A I think it's restricted -- I'm not positive -- just
L4 to sexual abuse of minors by clergy ovr -- and [ think it
I5 may include those who worked for the Avchdiccese.
16 Q. Qkay. So this came aboub hecause the Review Board
17 is looking at all secret archive files in the Archdiocese
13 that involved allegations of sexual abuse by minors?
19 A I didn't say that. I said -- you asked me why was
20 this done. I said perhaps it came frocm the Review Board,
21 so I'm not certaln that it actually did.
22 0. You issued yocurself, before you retired on October
23 7 of 2003, these preliminary investigation letters; is
24 that correct?

A. This one here?
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2 0. Mot fhin one here, but obthiora?
{ AL Mot that [ recalbl. [ can’tv recalt any special
! invesdstigqalory lettoers.
5 0. You Jdoonr recall inttiarbing them, signing them, any
& ot rhaese lettors betfore you letfl on October 77
7 AR f.etters suach as this? I dan’+v v=arcall them.
A [ was, you know, waiting fonr the Review Board to
] bievecome mora active abt that time. You know, they were
10 beiny formed, and [ think they were reviewing cases, but
11 that's all [ recall.
12 Q. You don’t recall the Review Board submitting to you
L3 for signature letters of this effect --
14 AL No.
15 Q. -- to initiate?
16 AL [ don’t recall any.
17 Q. Thank vou.
18 MS. McCARTNEY: Okay . Cardinal, it is
19 naw eleven clock. We’'re going to take a break
20 until eleven fifteen. Okay.
21 MR. SPADE: It's actually ten
22 fifty-seven. We’ll take a break until eleven
23 twelve.
24 (A recess was held.)

25

MS. McCARTNEY: Okay. We’re back on
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the rocor . Thee Lime 1o obecreq i tooen.,

Ve have?

4

O MG, MCCARTMEY : Yihioh constitutes a

7 qQuoO . Thank you.

8 And we've rvecalled Cardinal Bevilacqua,
i whn’'s hack in the room aleong with his counsel.

[ ) PY Ms. McCARTNEY:

11 0. GCood morning, Cardinal.

12 A Good morning.

13 Q. We’'re going to move now to some questions regarding
14 the file of John E. Gillespie, and I put some documents in
L front of ymu that relate to that file.

16 Do you have them in front of vyou, Cardinal?

17 A. I do.

18 Q. Okay. First let me ask vou, I quess, before we

19 begin the actual questioning of the file.

20 Do you have any independent recollection of

21 Monsignor Gillespie’s situation in the Archdiocese?

22 AL Very vagque.

23 Q. Okay. But you have had the opportunity to review
24 these documents; is that correct?

25

A. I have.



CARDITNAT, BEVILACOHA

| ANTHIONY oS HPH
2 (. AT o bght . b7 berpin, o, i th the ivsL
Jdocuament. that ! actually o sories of document s, bubt they
4 e markod oot oot ively s o grand tyry ovhibil Luo s ity
n Do you have that in tront ol yvou!
A A {No cosponsae. )
7 Q. {t should bhe the veory first -- twnh sixtbty, Lt's
H marked colblecrivelby. What Lt j=, 15 tt7’5 a memo to yvou.
9 A I have no number on bthese.
L0 (). You don’'t have a number on it?
Il MR. HODGSON: First number 1s two
L2 sixty-one.
113 Ms . McCARTNEY: What 1s two sixty-one?
14 MR. HODGSON: That's the memo of April
s 26 and 27, 1994.
16 MS. McCARTNEY: ‘The first three
17 documents, which would be the memo to Anthony
18 Cardinal Bevilacqua along with two letters that are
19 attached to that memo. They are collectively grand
20 jury two sixty.
21 I'm sorry. You don't have a copy?
22 THE WITNESS: You want me to note that?
23 MS. McCARTNEY: If yvou would, that
24 would be great. Thank you.

25
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2 PO s O ARTTNEY
} (). Gl ay . Thank you, Cardinal.
1 AL Ok ay .
% (1. The tir«t ot thoeso threooe Jdocuyment s s a memna o you
(i from Monsignor James F. Molloy, and the date of that is
7 Janaavy 1o, 1994, and it's involving Monsignor John
i Gillespie; s that covrect?
9 A Yers.
10 . And it's co’d to Monsignor Edward Cullen, correct?
11 AN (Mo response.)
12 Q. On the first page, it should say: "Ccrd:
13 Monsignor Cullen.”
I4 AL I don‘t see that.
15 Q. On the very ftirst page.
16 A Oh, this one here?
17 O. Yes.
18 AL Sorry.
19 Q. NDkay. That's fine.
20 Now, Cardinal, what this is is a cover sheet, which
21 is saying attached you’'re going to find a memcrandum of
22 today’s date from Father Lynn to vour attention; and if
23 you flip to the second page of that packet, there’s a memo
24 to yourself from FathervLynn, and the date that is January
25 10, 1994, and it basically is provided for your
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fetarmet on and it tavolveas lortiog you now that
Monsigner Gillespice, who's bFhe pastor ot oure Lady ol
Calvary Parish in bthitadelphia hool come into the secretary
of Clorgy ' s office and he had said that a former altac boy
had contacted him at his parish and saitd that he, beling

the formerv altar boy, had been nolastedd by Father

Gillespie when he was a priest at [mmaculate Caonceptbion in

Mark_
-

lewitrown and that the boy who was noaw a man was

fAuvL.

[t indicates that after e @SNeglll -oncacted
 Madels Mothgn

Mansignor Gillespie, mEiiEe

also

contacted him and Aaccused him of meolesting her boys,
quote, molestinq her boys, end quote.
She had told Monsignor Gillespie that her son had

heen in therapy and that it also indicates in this memo

Maric
that Monsignor Gillespie had written a letter tQ‘«.

18

19

21

22

23

24

25

W@ ond it says in this memo in parentheses: Letter

attached, and it then goes on to say that Monsignor

‘ v
Gillespie had received another phone call from N‘

“, who repeated the allegatlons, saying that Father

Gillespie had put his hands down his trousers, that would

mawkl.i

be “;trousers, touched his genitals and that he had

Mak
threatened to -- he being I -- had said that

he would face Monsignor Gillespie face to face and that
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2 Honsdagooer it lespiee badioateel Yhiel o atlber he qot o that phonoe
A call, he wroto o socond Tobtoer rr-- and

4 adarn b indicatod in this wemo that the letter Is

a at b achod.

fi Thoen there’ s some backgroond intormabion that was

t
Mkvk Y
7 provided to you with raegarcd to tha family of i
Mayk!s

a @Emams, o W tather was an alcoholic, that
9 th> tamily was split ror a wpnile hecagsn of the tather's
1o atcoholism and that finally they got back together.

11 [t indicates that in 1985 Father Gillespie had lent

mtr ‘ .
12 , [ 32500 as a loan hecause he was in a
13 financial crisis, and it also indicates per Monsignor
Marv o

14 Gillespie that S i had some drug problems.

15 Now, you received that memo, and as I've already
16 indicated, Cardinal, you also got as attachments to that
17 letter two letters E?at were written to
13 by Monsignor Gillespie; 1is that right?-
19 A Yes
20 0. And those two letters are provided in that first
21 document, correct?
22 A. Yes.
23 Q. The first one is December 19, 1993, and January 8,
24 1994, which would be the dates that Monsignor Gillespie
25 wrote to the JEE e others, correct?
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AL Y

0. Plow, da you have any indaopoendent recollaoctbion of
roeceivineg these document.s?

AL [ do nob.

() Okay . Did reading thesea Iotters and reading that
memn refresh your recoliection ab alti?

AL No.

Q. We can conclude, can we not, that you received
thonse lettevs, though, at the time?

A Yes.

. Okay. Now, [ want to ask you, having received the

letters in the memo, [ want to ask you tn Jook at the
letters that were written by Monsignor Cillespie, and
let.'s focus first on the one from Decemher 19, 1993.

In this letter, Monsignor Gillespie is telling

@:rhat he did not molest him and denying

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

the allegations that were lodged against him.

I'm going to read you saome excerpts and tell me

what you think about this, and I'm looking specifically at

the second paragraph, and I’'1ll just read part of 1it.

"As a young priest, I enjoyed being with all of

you

at church and at school and on the occasions we took car

rides to various places, especially ice cream stores.

all teased one another and laughed over a number of

We
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Gl b b o difeents OF bt of Tl o quess T oespecially
MaAL-

Piko you r”“".l‘ boecause both of yvou had a qgood sense of

Piiner i . I tind in Life that wheo people ik one another,

they oxpress ib oither quiet ly b0 woadds o more openly in

aclions, =showing aftection by ewmbracing, hoagging, ot

celera, [ know [ showed my atfertion in a physical way by
clowning with you, embracing you, ot cobtaera. However, |
wan extromaly caraful” - - and this part of the sentence [53
und=rlinad by Monsignor Gillespie - "I was extremely

caretil never to touch any of the sexual areas of any of
yau. I avuvided this not only because it was and is
morally wrong but alsoe because [ had no desire to do so."
An:d then if you go down te¢ the third paragraph,
Cardinal, and I'm going to read the first sentence:

drew
"Furthermore,‘“ if I were inclined to touch any of you

in a sexual way, [ would certainly not have done it in the

18

19

23

24

presence cf others; Yet, you will recall how I never took
any of you alone with me, either to the rectory or in my
car. There was always others around. The last thing in
the world I wanted to do was molest you. I thought too
highly of you."

Now, Cardinal, when you read that letter, did you

think it was at all -- what were your thoughts for someone

that was denying the fact that they had sexually touched
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Somentne ondd we b iy o et bt e persaon that had macdae
the acvonsat ion and, in doing so, they had included in the
ottt or cortain things Tike "D was extromely carefual never
Lo touch any of the sexual areas of any of yaou. [ [ ware
inclined o touch any ot yvou in o sexual way, [ certainly
vould not have done it in bthe preacanece of athers™?

Nivh you find those denials -- did they causs any

concarn bt yound
AL They did, yes.

Q. Let’'s o to the second letter that he wrote, and
'AAVV_
this is a letter to <§iGIine@ameys -1t this one’'s dated

January 8, 13%94; and I want to focus specifically on the
second paragraph, and 1’11l just read it, and tell me 1f

L' reading irn correctly.
Andrew

"As I said in my letter tﬁ“ 1 énjoyed being

with you and Mand I recall we had many mutually

13

19

n
£a

21

22

23

24

25

enjoyable experiences. As a younqg and perhaps immature

priest, I was exuberant in reaching out, embracing and

touching people for whom I had affection. This may have
dron)

caused discomfort to you and , and for" -- and I'm

sorry, Cardinal, but my copy is cut off, so I can’t read

that.

"You mentioned or stated in our brief conversation

that I reached down your trousers and touched you
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soewana by o Lhis 1 orespond i all hopnesty, [ did at
times touch yvour bhoelly and kiddoed oo about gaining a fow
poands, bhot ppain bosay "t oand thig s osaoniderlinaed --0 L
wans extremnely careful to avoird tonrhing vour soxual parts.

[F you think back in all honesty, U aom confident you will
remamber this. [ avoided touching yon or anyone sexually
not o onty bacause jb is wrong and bodidatt o want to lead yvou
astray but also because { had no desire or inclination to
do so. "

Now, again, Cardinal, vou received that letter back
in 1994 as pavt ot the memo that you ot from Monsignor
l.ynn, and this 1s the letter that Monsignor Gillespie
wvrote advancing his Innocence in these acts.

Did you find those denials at all concerning?

A. As in what he’s saying he did not do, that

concerned me.

18

19

20

21

22

24

25

9. Did you think it was odd that he would feel
compellaed to write:}{”I was extremely careful to avoid
touching your sexual parts"?

A. Yes, that was.

Q. Okay. But yet, Cardinal, after you received that
memo and you received those letters, and if you look on
the third page of the memo that you received from

Monsignor Lyunn, or it’s actually the second page c¢f that
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e, notae on the
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of this, anl this 1s yoar

Monsicqnor Gillespie. Wwhat a

+ hoavy cross. Keep me informed. ™
") A Fxousan me. ['m not aware of wvhere you are.
£ (. ["im sorry. Back to the beqginning of two sixty,
7 okay, if you {lip that first paqge, then you come to the
8 memo from Monsignor Lynn to you, and then the third page
9 bacik, this is your response to the memo after receiving it
n and also receiving the letters.
I You wrote 1n your writing: "I believe Monsignor
12 Gillespie. What a heavy cross. Keep me informed. AJB.
13 L/11/1994" -~
14 A Yes.
159 0. -- 1s that accurate?
1A AL Yes.
17 Q. 50 you believed at that point in time Monsignor
18 Gillespie’s denials as to the allegations involving the
19 i@l others?
20 A. Well, I said it then, because I must admit that my
21 reaction now is having now read the whole file.
22 Q. It's different?
23 A. You know, it appears different now.
24 0. ~ Okay. At the time, if you had made that notation
25 then, you obviously must have evaluated the letters,
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P cvadtuated rhe momod

4 A Of Uhat Linte.

} 0. Crlceny . Aud, Coardinagai, wo oan woe agroeo thalbt thore

9 Witk o no action taken oo tho part b the Avchdincosoe towards
£ Monsignor Gillespio as o result of thosoe allegations; at

7 that time, he was naot asked to go fnt an evaluation and he
a was el removed from his assignment as pastor of Our Lady
9 of Calvary?
L0 A. I don't recall what action if ory was taken.
L1 Q; If I were to tell you that there’s nothing in the
12 file to indicate that any action was takean, would you
13 accept my representation of that?
14 A I would say that there’s nothing in the file that
15 was given to me, bubt I don’'t know if any action was taken
16 by Monsignor Lynn.
17 Q. Well, Cardinal, not only -- o
18 AL Ordinarily, it would be here.
19 Q- If there was some action taken?
20 A. Ordinarily.
21 Q. Yes;
22 A. But I don’t recall.
23 Q- My telling you that there’s nothing in the file to
24 reflect that anything happened, coupled with your respon;e
25 back in 1994 that vou believed Monsignor Gillespie and it
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waso oo heavy cregas for him to bear, that would reflect the

fact that nothing was done by the Archdiocese, correact?

4 AL Not nocossarily. Tt could be that - [ think the
5 -“‘l'rni:h(‘rrf. thicd not come in.
6 0. Okay. The noxt document in front of you, Cardinal,
7 which is mavrkad grand jury exhibit two cixky-one, that
bt Lasically is a memo which relates the fact that the -- ['m
" SoErry. Ave yvou with me?
8 MR. HODGUGSON: Mo
[ MS. McCARTNEY: I'm saorry.
12 (The witness conferred with his
13 attornay.)
L4 THE WITNESS: Olcay .
LS LY MS. McCARTNEY:
16 Q. Ckay. That bhasically reflects it’'s dated April 26
17 and 27, 1994. It involves a telephone call that Monsignor
18 Gillespie placed to Monsignor Lynn, and it talks about the
19 fact that Monsignor Gillespie had been confronted by‘
20 ~with regard to the allegations that he had made
21 against him and that Monsignor Gillespie was told by
22 Monsignor Lynn that he was not to write any more letters

b rrther b
23 to the ‘m that if the %had anything to
24 report, that they should do so through the Secretary of
25 Clergy's office; is that correct?
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2 AR Yo
) (. OKkay . Mow, thoe nexb docrpoent o grand jury exhibit
4 lwo si=ty threo, do you have a ooy ol ot ?
" A Yers .
6 0. OKay . This is o lerfbtoer thal s written to you, and
7 iL's dated November 17, 1997, and it's written by S
Nels mothe '
3 , and she informs you thot there’'s a serious
9 probleam that has occuread, that poads o be addressed
10 immediately. [t onccurred at Our Lady of Calvary on
Il Saturday, November 19, whirh involvaed one of your priests
12 and her twelve year old son. Is that caorvect?
13 AL Did you say Novembear 37 f
11 Q. November 17, 1997.
15 A I thought you were talking about the incident.
16 Q. Oh, 1’'’m sorry.
17 A. The letter is Qated Novemher 17.
3 o RighRt. And the incident occurred on Saturday,
19 November 15. I1f I said the 19th, I apologize. And she
20 basically is informing you that something happened between
21 one of your priests at Our Lady of Calvary and her twelve
22 year old son?
23 A. Right.
24 0. And that there better be some action taken on the
25 part of the Archdincese or she would go to the
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2 Philodelphia Palice Department, =Sov Crimes Division; 1S
§ that corvect?

-4 AL You.

b 0. AT right. And then the next docoment -+ do you
£ hoave any recoflection of veceiving that letter?

7 A I do not.

a 0. Okay. The next document 1= qrand jury exhlibit two
9 simty-foue, and this is a document which Ls written by
o Roverend Francis W. Beach, and the dats ot this is

i Movember 21, 1997, and who was Falther Beach?
12 A He would have been the Regional Vicar of

L3 hiladelphia North.

14 Q. Qkay. And Qur Lady of Calvary would have been

15 encompassed by Philadelphia North?

16 AL Yes,
17 0. Okay. So basically what this mamo says is thgt
18 Father Beach was forwarded a copy of the letter that had
19 been sent to you and that as a result of that, he went out
20 and had a conversation and a meeting with m
21 “ is that right?
22 A Yes.
23 0. Okay. And I believe that also at the meeting was
24 Father Lynn, and they go to“house, and she
25 tells them basically that she had taken her twelve year
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el ,
old son . "o confossion at Our Lady of

Calvary and that he came out of the confossional and he

Vids o very upsotb.

g L apoloqgize. (t was actually her mother who had
fr taken the boy to confession at Our Lady of Calvary. the
7 came oub and he was very upset, and he rapnrted -- he
e\
9 vt Wtwaive years ol., renocted that while
4 he was in the contfessional, the prisst who was hearing his
in confession had asked him the tollowing questions: "Are
L1 vou married? tiow old are you? Do you touch yourself?
12 you ever sexually hurt yourself? Did you ever sexually
I3 hurt someone else?"
14 eMUNEREeEe i 0 he was embarrassed and angry at
15 the questions that were asked of him and he wanted the
16 person’s -- he wanted the priest to be arrested, and]‘.ﬂv
Neil's mothe-
17 Bpavs that she went to OQur lady of Calvary Rectory
18 and she had a conversation with the pastor there, who was
19 Monsignor Gillespie, and it was during the course of that
20 conversation that Monsignor Gillespie had tried to make
21 appear as if it was another priest who had actually heard
14 .

Nesl's Lo Mother
22 «iietlElieise: confession, and according to i,
23 appeared to be unconcerned about what she was telling him.
24 Is that accurate thus far, Cardinal?

25

A. Yes.
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o i, Ok ay Al:ior, the memo goea on to imddicatoe that
] Father lynn, U ogquess, did some investigal Ton, and 1t was
-+ datoyrmined that it was actoally Monsignor Gillespie who
i) bard heard the oy’ o contession; 1o that iy correct?
G AL Woell, it was Fatheo Lynn who spolke to Monsignors
7 Giltespie and asked abont what confessjional box it was in.
a 0. Vo
Y N And then that Monsignor Gillespie telt if was his.
10 Q. Yes . That he was the on« that was in the
Neil
11 confessional box at the time Uhat o dtS-SSEEl. . ont to have
12 his confegsion heard, correct?
13 AN Yes.
14 Q) Ckay . B -
15 AL But [ -- could I add something here?
16 Q. Absolutely.
17 A This letter has presented a problem to me.
18 Q. Okavy.
19 A Because the boy insisted that the priest had an
20 accent. |
21 0. Yes.
22 A. And Monsignor Gillespie doesn’t have any accent,
23 but one of the other priests there does, so I -- you know,
24 I was confused about that, how Monsignof Gillespie just
25 choosing a -box, by the box that he was hearing in, that
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2 conlonsional, said it was ho. [ don't know 0 F it - yvou
{ underatand my problem?
} (y. [ understand that you' e concaorned, and f
5 understand the question you have, bultl we can only rely on
£ the documents; and let me read to you what Father Lynn
7 said that Monsignor Gil}espie told him, that Father Hutton
H waz in Lhe tront of the church hearing confeassions andd
9 that hea, Monsignor Gillespie, was in the contessional on
(3] the right side of the church, and theret~re, he must have
1l boen the priest that refecring to?
12 A I see that, but it’'s still -~ thare’'s still a
13 qunestion I had about the accent. But anvyhow, [ accept
L4 what it says there.
15 Q. Cavrdinal, and your question is a leqgitimate one,
16 did you raise it at the time?
17 A. I don’'t remember seeing this.
18 Q. Okay. Do you think that this is something that
19 should have been brought to your attention, that you have
20 a priest who was saying to a twelve year old boy: Do you
21 sexually touch yourself? Do you sexually hurt yourself?
22 Have you ever sexually hurt somebody else?
23 That’s obviously is something -- I can only assume
24 that's something that's quite concerning?
25 A. It's hard for me to answer questions involving a
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2 contfue=ssional mattor tike this boecoase bt know P thoe
g Loy ropoated it aoocuarately.
4 { Fhat "5 o my problom. Lowvas nat o he
5 investigator, and rhe oy ropeatodd Cive rqupestions whiaoh T
6 find - vau kpow, if thosoe were oclerd of g fittie boy, vou
7 Konow, they would not boe appropriate questions, so I -- [
8 don’ bt know why thoy were asked.,
) And it's amazing that he remembers all of them, buat
L0 it wounld not be sumething ordinarily thot would have beean
11 brought to my attention, so I have no raacollection of this
12 altt all.
L3 Q. I'm sorry, Cardinal. You’'re surprised that the boy
14 remaembered those questions being asked of him in
15 confession?
16 AL No . ['m saying -- [ am, but it’'s amazing that he
17 does.
T8 U~ Can you -- )
19 A. I'm not saying he did not remember them.
20 0. All right. But nonetheless, based upon the
21 information that's contained in this memo, GJ-264, it
22 appears as if when the investigation was done, that it was
23 actually Monsignor Gillespie who had been the one --
24 whether he put on an accent or not, he was the one that

25

said that he was in the confessional at

the time
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7 N Hhev dloes . e does.,
3 . i that right?
4 N He: dooes. Yeu.
) L. And whatever questions, your aucai fons,
O feqgitimarely heing raised, would you agree that they wero
7 bevt handled or, 1f KLhose questions wors raised, hthat they
3 could have been answered back by he pacple Lhat you
i viested the responsibility to do these invastigations?
LQ AL Could you repeat that, pleas=.
It Q. sure. Monsignor Lynn was in chavg=s of priliest
12 sexual abuse mattevs?
13 A Right.
14 Q. If this situation presented itself and he went out
[ and he had questiaons about who said what t£o whom and
ih whelther it was cause for concern, he nad the ability to
17 answer rthose rquestions, correct?
18 A." Yes.
19 0. And if those questions still remained, still based
20 upon a document that he wrote, céan we conclude that
21 didn’t da a proper investigation, if there’'s still
22 questions that remain?
23 A. That Monsignor Lynn didn’t know?
24 0. Right. -
25 A. No, I can’t answer that.
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2 €. Okay.
3 A i don't kEnow the circumstances of thoe time, whethero
4 Ly was reluctant to qgo into conlaossional wabbtars., S50 I
o can’ b ST can’ bt oanswer bhat.
h 0. Cardinat, bhasced npon o a reviaw of this memo,
7 rhough -- and rthe boy was spoken tbto. His mother was
] spoken to.  The boy talked about what hald happened in the
) confessinnal with his mother, so any Kiagd of
L) confidentiality within the contessional vleacly had been
Il violated anyway, right?
12 The boy talked about it toe Father Lynn, about what
13 had happenecd in the confessional?
14 AL Yes.
15 Q. S50 it wasn’'t as if there was that problem with
L6 Father Lynn in terms of delving further into the situation
17 it those questions needed to be answered, correct?
1e A, I still think Monsignor LCyAn may be-retorctamrt—to
19 pursue it further because it’s a confessional matter.
20 0. All right. But nonetheless, we have this incident
21 in Monsignor Gillespie’s secret archive file, and there's
22 nothing in the file to reflect that Monsignor Gillespie
23 was askad to go for an evaluation or that he was removed
24 from his assignment or in any way limited in his
25 assignment as pastor at Our Lady of Calvary; would you
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2 drfree Wit that o cardinatb?
; A Thiro's nething in the (Lo,
+ (. ORay. Anrt iU he had been removed as pastor of Our
5 Lady of Calvary, that would have beoan in the file,
N o oot !
7 A [ ey had heen?
b L. Vs,
9 AL [t should.
Lo Q0. [f he was sent for an evaluation at Saint John
Lt Viannoey or saint Luke’s or any of the other institutions,
12 that would have been in the file, koo, morrcect?
13 AL I presume so.
14 Q. Okay . And the fact that 1L'53 not there, we can
15 asasume that that was not done, correct?
16 A {No response.)
17 Q. That's a fair assumption bas=2d upon the facts as we
18 know them?
19 A. It’'s an assumption.
20 Q. Okay. Let's go to the next document, which is --
21 actually, this one is not marked, and I'11l mark this, if
22 you would do me the favor of marking yours, grand jury
23 exhibit eleven sixty-two?
24 (GJ-1162 was marked for
25 identification.)
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! THE WITNRSS: Thitooq sl

{ Ms . MOCARTNEY: Floven sixty l,x‘\)n“

1 By M M CARTMEY @ @Ab(‘l.&/,

N 0. This is 1719, ¥, e sayas: 'M
£ callod with complaint against Monsignor John Gillesplie at
7 Our Lady of Calvary, Philadelphia"?

s A Yes .,

9 0. And ib's ro the file, and it's from Reverend

Lo Vinrent F. Welsh, and it‘s dated 1/19/2004, correct?
11 A Yes.
12 Q. All right. The next docuwent 1s grand jury exhibit
1 two sixty-five?
14 A Yes.
15 . And this 1is a memo which relates to a meeting

, Gabnel
16 L)etweenw Father Lynn and Father
17 Welsh, correct?
18 A Yes.
19 Q. And it’'s regarding Monsignor John E. Gillespie,
20 Pastor of Our Lady of Calvary Church.
: "\ﬁbr-'cl

21 In this memo, it details the fact tha -
22 says that between his freshman and the beginning éf his
23 senior year in high school, while he served as a weekend
24 sacristan at Our Lady of Calvary Church, Monsignor
25 Gillespie sexually molested him.
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Ho aaid that over o period of tvuo or three years,
cvory Lime he assistoed as oo sacristan ot Oar Lady of
Calvarvy Chnruh, Monsisnor Gitlespio taouarchod him in an
inaporopriagbo manner,

Hoey said that these incidonts ocourred in the church
sacricty before and after Mass anfdd thah there were no
Wwilhnesses.,

He wenpt on bto say that Monsignor Gillespie would
call him over, compliment him on his athletic build, asked
him how much he welghed.

tte said he would touch his stemach and chest and
then reach into his pants and fondle his genital area,
including on cccasion grabbing and pulling his penis, and
he said that sometimes Monsignor Gillespie would reach

down the bhack of his pants and touch his rear end.

And he goes on in this memo to talk about the fact

18

19

21

22

23

24

25

that he never heard of Monsignor Gillespie acting this way

with anyone else, but he does mention another man by the

name of wwho is also a sacristan. He told (e

Gaben
. ears later that Monsignor Gillespie had also

asked him about his weight, but he says he doesn't know
whether or not he had been abused by Monsignor Gillespie
at all.

A. Forgive me.
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2 0 Sieo. T'm sorry. On paqgoe bwo?

! N Yo, { saw the Llirst part.

4 0 Thicd parageaph. ['m sorry.

n A Okeay.

A (). The last couple sentences thera?

7 A [ tound 1it. .

Cabene |

a . Okavy. Mow, if also details th» {act that ﬁ

9 wi:s}mw a W, is that
1(; right?

L1 AL Yes.
12 0. . Okey. And it talks about the difficulty that GHER
L2 , “has had as a result of being abused and that he's
14 in therapy; is that correct?
15 N Yes.

Cabpcl
16 Q. All right. - , is told Lhat Monsignor
17 Gillespie would be confronted with these allegations; is
13 that righ;;w N
19 A (No response.)
20 Q. That’'s at the end of the document.
21 A. Abcut the encouragement to contact Monsignor Lynn?
(rubni‘

22 0. It says: "Monsignor Lynn thanked , . «for
23 sharing" --
24 aA. All right. Thank you.
25 Q. All right. And then if you look at the next
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2 docnment, Cardinal, thal "o grand jJury exhivil Lwo

! sinby six. That, o taalty i a wmemo writbbten by Vincent

4 Werlsh o the File, datoed January 24, 2000, and it is

" detai bing out o mocting that took place botween Monsignor
0 Gillespico, Father Lynn and Father Welsh, corvect?

7 A Yes .,

8 0. Nkay . And in this memo, 1n paragraph two, 1t says:
0, "When presaented with the accusation, Monsignor Gillespie

brie | ,
Lo arknowledged that he knew and his family
Gabne ‘ _
L1 and that ! and his bhrother has functioned as
L2 cacristans at Our Lady of Calvary Parish approximately
13 thirteen to fifte=n years ago. Monsignor Gillespie
14 adimitted that over a two-year perviod while Greqgory was a
& beie | .
15 sacristan, he Ltouched; in an inappropriate manner
&
16 on a numher of occasions. He admitted that he touched
enels .

L7 \  stomach and reached into his pants and touched
18 his publc area but stated he never fondled or touched his
19 ‘penis."
20 Is that accurate?
21 AL Yes.
22 0. Okay. And then if you flip to the second page of
23 that, it says: "When Monsignor Gillespie was reminded of
24 the “brothers who had contacted him in 1994 with
25 the similar accusation but never contacted the Clergy
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2 attice, Monsigqonor Gillespie stated that over the years hao
| bad tehaved “too (reely’ with some hays but denied ever
A Poatching enyvone s genitals. fle also stated that he was
g more suce Hhat he had "never gone that tar’ with the
‘ Gabnel o
6 “ hrorhars t‘.han,&mcnuse tho <
7 brothers were usually together. Monsignor Gillespie sald
8 Liver b M~;as probably the last hoay he had touched
g inappropeciately "
10 {3 that accurate?
L1 AL Yos.
12 (N Okay. Monsignor Gillespis was tald that he should
13 Ggou fnr an evaluation at the Anodos Center, and he agreed
14 to do that; is that right?
15 A Yes.
16 Q. Okavy. Mow, you were made aware of the fact that
17 Monsignor Gillespie had these new allegations that came to
18 lighé, correct?
19 A. I presume they would have been brought to my
20 attention at some time.
21 Q. And the fact that a pastor at a parish in
22 Philadelphia was being sent for a four-day evaluation at
23 the Anodos Center, that would have been scomething that
24 would have been brought to your attention?
25 A. Ordinarily, ves.
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2 (. Okay . Mow, he 15 ovaluatod 4t Uhe Anodos Contor,
} and “T'm ogoing to ask you - you can skip that document L
iq vou woulbd, and gn to the noxt document, which is qgrand
i jury exhibil bwo sixty-seven.
6 A Yos .,
7 0. This is dated January 27, 2000, and this 1s the
8 form which (s tilled oul by Monsi:tnor Lyon, and it’'s the
9 Assessment referral information; 5 that riqght?
1o A Yaes.
] Q. Let me ask yvou a couple quastions about this, 1f I
12 could, Cardinal.
13 If you £lip to the third page, this is where we
L4 actually get into the information. the assessment referral
L5 information.
16 A Yes.
17 Qi, And it;?myeferred by Monsignor William J. Lynn; is
13 that right?
19 A Yes.
20 0. Ckay. Would you agree with me, Cardinal, that a
21 referral for evaluation 1is only as good as the information
22 that the evaluation team is -- thelr eventual conclusions
23 with regard to an individual are only as good as the
24 information that they’'re provided with, whether it be by
25 the person or, in this case, by the.person and by the
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rerfer el o inntormat ton?

) A Brddinarily.

+ (). Olay . Mow, in this document, which is authored by
% the Socratary ot Clergy for the parposes of having the

6 evaluation conducted ot Monsignor Gillaespie, it talks

7 abouv rthe fackt that a btwenty-nine year old male had come
“ and satd that Fattier Gillespie bl roarhad into his pants
J andd fondled his renitals.

1O [t also talks about the fact that in 1994, two

Ll sther men had come forward allegirg that Monsignor

12 Gillespie had abused them; and it alsa indicates in here:
13 "Since they did not come to us, there was no previous

14 history or concerns, and Monsignor Gillespie brought this
15 to our attention himself. No further action was taken,"
14 and it says that these complaints went back to 1958 and
17 that there were also indications of just wanting money

18 from Monsignor Gillespie.

19 Do you find it at all troublesome, Cardinal,

20 looking at this evaluation referral form, that nowhere in
21 here does it mention any of the allegations that came out
22 as a result of the incident with the confessional in 19587?
23 A No. Because it was a confessional matter. That
24 may be the reason why it was not mentioned, and there was

25

no overt action.




| ANTHONY JOosEPU CARDEMATL BEVLLACOUA

2 0. b o oyvon not think b wouitd b zomewhat lmportant
A bo dleetermine?

4 Do yvou think it would be fwportant for the

5 cvaluators who are hoeing asked te o coma tao g conclusion at
f the emd of the evaluation whethaor or not someone’s capable
7 of going back to parish work?

3 Do yvou think that they might want to have Lhe

] intormation available to them, that during a confession

10 with A twelve year old boy, questions were asked with

11 regard to have vou ever sexually hurt vourselt, have vou
12 ever sexitally hurt anybody else?

13 You don’t think that thar’s information that they
14 could have - -

15 A. I think that Monsignor would be concerned about the
16 fart that there was a confessional matter.

17 0. I don't understand how that would impact this

18 referral.

19 Can you explain this to me?
20 A. I cannot speak for the reason why they did not
21 include it. I feel it's because 1t was a confessional
22 matter.
23 Q. Aside from the fact it may have been a confessional
24 matter, you can think of no other reason why that wouldn’t
25 be important?
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2 AR I can’t say that, ' don’t know what obther reasons
3 Monsitgnor would have had,
4 (. Okay. Thoe next memo, whitch (9 grand jury oxhibit
5 Frea sixty nine, that basically 1s o woemo to you [rom
G Monsiagnor Lynn, datod January 31, 2000, amdl it basically
7 npdates you with the situation that has occurred thus far;
3 15 Lthat correct?
9 A That 1+ corract.
10 Q. ALl cight. And you indicate that you received
11 that., because it says on the bottom: "Noted, AJB,
L2 2/1/700" --
13 & Yes.
14 Q. -- is that right?
) Okay. The next document is grand jury exhibit two
Lo seventy-one.
17 This is a letter written to Monsignor Lynn from
18 John Gillespie; is that right?
19 A. Yes.
20 Q. Okay. And this talks about the fact that last
21 Thursday, it says that he returned to the parish after a
22 few days of psychological evaluation. He said he found
23 the evaluation helpful, and if you flip to the second side
24 of that document, the second to last paragraph, it says:

"In addition to I told. the staff of two
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!
D atheer oy men o with whom [owas invnlvead At bhoe same Limo.
§ Again, | ropoal, Lhoere was no touching o handling of
4 destaa bl orgones . | sce these two men at Mass hdre
“ et iadical by and speak to Cham. "
i That "o accurate, correct?
7 AL Yous.
] Q). Okay . No you know whether or nnt this situation
g dat hrongnt too o your abtention?
PO AL Mo,
11 0. Okay . No, it wasn’'t, or no, vou’'re not sure?
2 A I don't recall.
L3 0. Okay. fhe next document, Cardinal, is grand jury
L4 exhitit two soventy?
15 AL Yes.
L6 0. And this is basically a memo from Father Welsh, and
17 it's documenting a meeting that took place between
10 Monsignor Gillesple, Father Welsh, Reverend Charles
19 O'Hara, Dr. Wayne Pellegrini, Dr. Ralph Kaufman, and those
20 two rdeoctors were from the Anados (Center at Saint John
21 Vianney Hospital; is that correct?
22 A. Yes.
23 Q. Okay. In this memo, it says: "Maonsignor Gillespie
24 admitted and expressed remorse for past inappropriate
25 ‘behavior with the“brothers forty years ago
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Gabryed

4 and inappropriate behavior with m arcl

{ two othar young moen r\p[.ll’f”,\'i,”li)l“!‘l"t’ffl P bitteon yoaars

4 Ao He admitted that ha was oo lvr‘(':“En CNpDressLng

i alfaction and running his hands over their bodios, but

6 denicd the allegation Fhat he evor reached inbto theilr

7 prints and touched or fondled theic genitals ar butboocks .o "
8 [t says: "During hits Janugaary 245, 2000, meaat ing

J sith Monsignanr Lynn and Father #Waish, Monsignotv Lynn and
10 Father Welsh believed that Monsianor Gillespie had

@ﬂbn&l' X

11 admitted reaching into ant;s and touching his
12 pubic area, but on February 10, Morsignor Gillesplie said
13 that these young men sometimes wovre loose {itting clothes
14 and that when touching their stomachs he may have brushed
15 Fheir pubic area.”
16 Is that accurate?
17 A Yes.
15 .é; Okay. If you flip to the second page of that, the
19 end of the first paragraph, it says: "He said that he had
20 not touched anyone in an inappropriate manner for
21 approximately ten years and will never do so again."”
22 And then if you flip -- 1f you go down to almost
23 the end of the document, it says: "Because Monsignor
24 Gillespie does not want his past inappropriate actions to
25 hurt the reputation of the church and the priesthood, he
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marked.

!
2 Saicdb bhat hee will oot progs Lo romain s bastor of OQur
3 Lady ot Calvary Church. He saqggeosted Lhat oppointment bto
+ Sondor o pricst o sbtatbtus might allow bhim to feave the parish
5 Wwith his good repubtation intact. St b ixno o osbELLL In
£ retatively gond health, he wishes to cantinue in some sort
7 of pastoral wvork.”
8 [ that riqght?
9 A Fovs .
10 Q. Okay. Do you recall being brought up to speed with
11 regard to the contents of that meeting where he admits not
12 urnnly was he inappropriate, in his words, lnappropriate,
Lraas
13 with the GRS rothers and%, but that
1 1 there were two other yvoung mgn"in~addition to%
15 and hea wrothers? T . '
L6 A (NO.FQSPOHSH.) .
L7 ngwmav ‘o you remember being brought up to speed wifh
18 that?
19 A. No, I do not recall.
20 0. Okavy. Do you think that that would have been
21 something that would have been brought to your attention?
22 A. Well, all the others were brought to my attention.
23 Q. Okay. The next document -- and if you could do me
24 the favor of marking it, because I don’'t believe it'’s
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A The Febraary?

2

3 0. Lt would be grand jury eleven sixty ' hree?

g . Thi= 15 The Anodos Center?

9 . Yoo,

f AL Eleven sixty thrae?

7 Q. Sixty-three.

g (GJ-1163 was markead for

9 tdentificacrion.)

10 Py Ms. MacUARTMNEY @

il 0. This is dated February 17, 2000. This 15 addressed
12 ta Monsignor Lynn, and it’'s a report of the initial

L3 findings and recommendations based upon the assessment; 1is
L4 Lhat rcorrect?

15 AL Yes.

16 Q. And 1f you flip to the second page, it talks about
17 the fact that Monsignor Gillespie was referred for

18 comprehensive psychodiagnostic evaluation; and if you go
19 down to number one, ”Aithough during the assessment
20 Monsignor Gillespie did not admit to further actions, he
21 did admit that he sexually abused one more boy."
22 AL Excuse me. Did you say number one?
23 Q. Number one. I'm sorry. It says: "One, two," and
24

25

if you go down a little bit more, there’'s another number

one.
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2 (The witness contorred woith his

K At I'Hr‘n(”";f. )

4 ME, OGS ON Thin e ddowun hore.

i Fas . Mo CATUTME Y P'm carrcy.

6 By s . McCARTNEY:

7 (). Dr; you see where [ owas voading froam?

4 A Yeas,

a 0. Okay . Tt sAays: "Also, qgiven rhn fact that

10 Monsignor feels driven to make amends tn those who are

Ll still in his parish, i1t is extvemaly important that he
12 maintatn firm boundaries. Given the history of
13 relationships and two independent accounts of similar
14 sexual abuse and his lack of appreciation of the impact he
15 had on others makes Monsignor dangerous tn others. If he
16 pursues making amends with others, he cculd bring forth
17 both difficulty for himself and Llegal jeopardy."
18 Did I read that correctly?
19 Al Yes.
20 Q. And if you go on to the secaond paqge, it says:
21 "Monsignor would be a risk to have in parish work because
22 of his lack of insight into his own sexuality, the nature
23 of the sexual abuse and the impact on the victims, and his
24 drivenness to make amends. Monsigncr is also at risk

because he is in contact with one of the victims and some
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2 A bbb i b ol bhe viobtims in Lhe o poariah, " Correct?

| AR v

1 A Dby . Aod it o you qo down ond Took at the diagnosos

% vl ooame ont as a resulb of this cvaluation, the filrst

{ e vnster asin o oone, P L o says: Teexuaal o oatarse of o chibd”;

7 i o that cight?

tH A Yoy,

U 0. Ukay . Now, that informatinn was given Lo Monsidgnor
HY Lynn, the initial findings, in addition to the copy of the
11 comprehsnsive psychodiagnostic assessment, which s the
12 noest document in; and it you [lip to the second page of
t3 that, it’'s marked grand jury exhibit two seventy-three.

L4 You see where I am, Cardinal?

15 AL No. February 287
16 0. This is dated February 28, correct?
17 AL And the pumber is?

18 a. Well, actually, yes, you can mark the first page of
19 that grand jury exhibit eleven sixty-four. Thank you.

20 (GJd-1164 was marked for
21 identification.)

22 BY MS. McCARTNEY:

23 0. And again, this is basically the report that
24 justifies the diagnoses that were made with regard to
25 Monsignor Gillespie; is that right?
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! A You say justifies, or comprobhension?

i . Comprehensive report, correol 't toar right?

4 A Ves, ib’'s a comprehensivoe digagqnoastioc veport,

9 Q. Okay . And again, it yvou qo ta page ten of that

t report

7 N Yeas.

s Q. - undnr diagnostic impressions, again, the axis
9 one diaqnosis is sexual abuse of childran; s rthat riqght?
10 AL " Yes,
i1 Q. Of child. I'm sorry.

12 And again, it Cautions under the summary sectilion,
13 "Given the neuropsychological issues anr sexual intimacy
14 concerns, Father, would be a risk to function in a parish
15 without supervision."
16 Al EXcuse me. Where is that?
17 Q. Under the summary section.
18 A. All right.
19 Q. It‘’s like the fourth sentencc in.
20 A. I see that, "in a parish without supervision."
21 Q. Correct.
22 Okay. And the next document, Cardinal, which is
23 marked grand jury exhibit two seventy-four, that’'s a memo
24 to you from Monsignor Lynn, and the date of that is
Z5 March 3, 2000; is that right?
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A Ye.
(). Okay. And basicalbly, what Chat i+5, 5 bthat's
apprising you ol thoe rosaolts of the avaluat ion?
A Right .
Q0. What Monsignor Gillespia has admittaed to, which is
that he Lnapproprintely touched fonr tosnange men, two
forty years aqgo, one thirteen yoars ago and another twelve
years aqgo; and it says that in the third paragraph of that
document.

You're told by Monsignor Lynn, "The February 17,
2000, initial report following Mansignor Gillespie’s
assessment stated: "Given the hizstory of relationships
and two independent Accounts of similar seaxual abuse and
his lack of appreciatinn of the impact he’s hadron others
makes Monsignor dangerous to others.’"

And it goes on to say: "It further stated:

25

"Monsignor would be a risk to have in parish work because
of his lack of insight into his own sexuality, the nature

of the sexual abuse and the impact on the victims and his

r o1

drive to make amends.
Is that correct?
A. Yes.

Q. Okay. And it also indicates in this memo that not

only has Monsignor Lynn summarized that document for you,
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compraohensivao

{ AL Ve,

" 0. (rkary . And 1t qoes on to zay at bthe and of this

0 dovcimennt "In order to protect his o ropntation and at the
7 same time address the seriousness of rhoe situation, [

] bexlieve that Monsignor Gillespie shoui ! bae asked to resign
a his pasrtorate in June 2000"; 15 that riqght?
10 Ao Where is that, please?
L1 . ft’'s the end of the first paracraph. The last, |1
P2 meAan. The «ond of the tirst paqge, the lasr senptrence, it
L3 SAYS: “Tn order to proftect his reputatinn and at the same
4 Lime address the seriousness of the situation, T believe
15 that Monsignor Giliespie should be askesd to resign his
16 pastorate in June 2000"; is that vight?
17 AL I don't . . . the first page?
18 Q. At the very last sentence 0of the first page.
19 A The line begins: “In all of my discussions and

20

21

conversations"?

Q. It’s the sentence after that.
A. Oh, the last few words. I'm sorry.

Q. The last sentence. You see where I'm talking

about?

A. Yes.
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2 0. Ok ey . [t s not o ftalbb contence oo the Liest page,
K Ltoqgoee avoy Lo thoe socond.

4 A Right .

i . Andd Lhat the rocoammendat io that Pathor Lynn writos
6 oul. for you would be that Monsigrnor Gillespie b

7 cncaouraged to pursue the recommended counrsa of treatment,
3 he e asked to resign as pastor ¢ ftfctive upon the

J installation of a new pastaor tn done 2000, and you

L0 approved that recommendation on 1.79/2000; {4 that right?
11 AL Yes.
12 Q. And in approving it, you write: "Approved. Could
L3 he be given senlor priest status or resiagning for health
14 rcasons ?
15 Do you recall why you wanted to pursue either of
16 those two options?
17 A Because he ~-- well, he's -- he would he was not
18 seventy-five when you're allowed to retire.
19 Q. Yes.
20 Al So you can have senior -- first, priest status, you
21 had to resign, but it’s not retirement with the benefits
22 of retirement, is provided before the age of seventy-five.
23 That’'s what senior priest status means.
24 Q. Senior priest status means that you -- I'm sorry.

25

You retire?
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AL Vot e

| (. rlory

4 A Thoeo parish,

9 (. Okay .

0 AL Botb you don’t qet the dgame honefits as A

7 ret irement . You Jdon’t get that title of emeritus and so
3! un.

9 0. Okay.
Lo A fbut you know, for health reasons, vou may do so
bl hatore the aqge of seventy-five.
L2 0. Would there be a distinctlon in terms of ability to
12 funcrinon as a senlor priest or retirerd tor health reasons
L4 or resigning for health reasons?
[8) A. Well, no. Retirement, you gain the title
16 "emeritus," and you are completely on your own. Senior.
17 priest status is for special reasons, as T've said. The
18 health reasons generally.
19 To retire before seventy-five, it 1s possible that
20 you could still function, but only a very limited basis.
21 You might be -- go back, help in a parish if you want, but
22 it could be not wanting to do anything.
23 0. Okay.
24 A. But there are -- because of retirement pension and
25 so on, it has to wait -- you have to walt until you’'re
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2 weent g -ive as far o as all the bhoepefifs that acoruoe.
! (. IE someons 05 gqiven the stabas ol pactor omertibtus
| vhat cxactly Jdoes Lhaltl mean?
i AL v joust maans tt's just o oa bt e flothing.
t 0. Noes LE provide you the ability to tunction within
7 Fhat parish in any special way?
b A pNo . Nco .
9 0 S0 what's the purpose? Fwoan, 1 oden’ 6t understand.
10 S0 what's the purpose of having the btieia?
P AL It's just a title. Like, I have Avrchbishop
{2 Emeritus. I mean, it’'s a title that’'s given to such
L3 priests when they reach official retirament aqge.
id 0. But not every priest gets the title of pastor
] emeritus; is that right?
LG I mean, if they were a pastor and they retired,
17 they don’t necessarily always just by virtue of retiring
18 get that tiéle of pastor e;éritus, do they?
19 A. It depends on where they retire from. They could
20 retire from a chaplaincy. They would not get that title.
21 But most of them, as far as I know, if they retire from a
22 parish at the age of seventy-five, I don't know many times
23 that they’‘re not given that title.
24 Q. It’s not something that theY’re required to have,
25 though, right?



)4

] AMNTHONY  JOSE D COARD DAL DY L L ACOUEN

2 AL Mo, M.

i i ALY ciqght, Mow, the ne<t Jdocuament b0 grand jury

’4 oxhib:it two seovenby Cive and, it datod darech 24, 2000,
il and this s A momo which details o wmeel iy that was he ld
fi helweon Monsignor Gillespio, Moonovgproy Toynn and Father

7 Welagh, correat?

8 A Yers.

9 Q. Okay. And the second paragraph of that says:
L "“Monsignor Lynn asked Monsignor Cillespie Lo resign his
Il pastorate for the sake of his psorzaonal vreputation and the
12 gonod of the church. He was askad Lo wrile a letter to
12 Cardinal Bevilacqua resigning his pastarare and requesting
14 retivrement or senior priest status. Monsignor Lynn told
1S Monsigner Gillespie that he may he able Lo be appointed to
16 a chaplaincy, bubt not a parish pnsftion”; is that right?
17 A. Yes.
18 O. Qkavy. Now, let me ask you, Cardinal, because I
15 don't -- I mean, why not just let Monsignor Gillespie
20 retire at this peint, or you know, just he’s willing to
21 give up his pastorate, why even ansider appointing him to
22 chaplaincy?
23 A Again, because he had not reached of the age of
24 seventy-five.
25 It is customary for those priests to -- unless
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Lhoeso oas rea by debibitated, to sant b work and help in
Some obther capacity.
0. And undecastbanding Lhﬂt,(VﬂFdin(, but you have a
gquy here wvho has admitbed o sexeally truching a numberc of
ditlerent hoys. Why [ mean, ['m confugaod.
Why Tet him even have the pessibility of being

tnvaolvaed in any type ot work thatb woulldl allow him to wear

9 a Roman aollar?
10 AL fle would be in an envirconment where he would not
11 have any cvontact with young people.
12 Q. Okay . The next document, which {5 actually a
13 saries of documents, and they're not marked grand jury
Ld exhibits. I guess we'll go ahead and dn that now.
15 If you could please mark that grand jury exhibit
16 eleven sixty-five.
17 A Which one? March 28, 20007?
18 Q. There should be three documents. Yes. It's begins
19 with that, and then --
20 A. And what’s the number, please?
21 Q. Eleven sixty-five. Thank you.
22 A. Thank you.
23 (GJ-1165 was marked for
24 identification.)

25
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(. Thee st docmwoent, datod Macvoh 282, 000, (s o
et ter trom Monsiqgnor Gilloespio to o in which he offars
nNis resigration; i that right?
A AL
0. Okay . The next document s an Apeil t7, 2000,
fettor to Monsignor Gillespie from vouveolt, and it
basically anknowledges your having recoeived his letter
where he submits his resignation, and ynu tell him that
whon a new pastor is installed in June of 2000, he’'ll bhe
appointed pastor emeritus, and you tharnk him for the
service abt Our Lady of Calvary; is that correct?
Al Yas.

0. MNow, let me ask vou something, CUCardinal. This is

Lhe report from The Anodos Center, dabted in January, which

hasically diagnoses -- I'm sorrgy. It's not dated 1In

19

20

21

22

23

b2
Fa

25

January. I apologize for that.

It’s dated in February, which diagnoses Monsignor
Cillespie, and his first diagnosis is sexual abuse of a
child. In that assessment, it says that he is dangerous
to others. It also says that he is a risk. He’'s a risk
because he’s in contact with one of the victims and some
of the families in the parish. This is in February. He

submits his resignation in March, and you accept the
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2 roestagnal fon el tect fve o upon thee dast gl iatiaon of A new
3 prastoy in banee 2000,
4 Why tot him remain ot Our daoly of Calvary? Given
g the diagnosis that e had, given the admissions that he
B madoe, given the allegalions that had hean Vodged against
7 him, why et him remain abt Our lady of Calvary in those
A intervening months when there s o diagnosis bthat says he ' s
3] A vigl to others?
L0 AL That was a judgment made by Mensignor Lynn.
Il Q. To leave him?
i 2 A I mean, it isn't that easy to cerbtainly remove
13 someane, you know, from an assignment whan you know that
14 he ' s géinq to be leaving you as soon as possible.
15 Q. But -~
16 AL And also that Monsignor TLynn must have had reason
B 17 that there would not be -- as far as one can determine,
18 that it would not be a very grave risk for the -- keep him
19 there until he actually went to the chaplaincy.
20 Q. And I understand -- I mean, I know that you’'re
21 speculating as to what Monsignor l.ynn may have thought or
22 didn‘t think or what his evaluation was, but, Cardinal,
23 you got the diagnosis. You got the reports from The
24 Anodos Center. You were told that he was a risk. You
25 were fully aware of the situation, and vou were the one
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thet gt the dTobtber of resigouat von, ol con e the one
that wrote Monsignor Cillespie oo tatbtar bac” saying that [
avcept i e tfteocrnive in two o monbhs Uime .

[ woean, I understamnd Monsignor iovnn and [
understand he may bhave made that recopmeondation bo you,
but o youn have any explanation as Eo why you would have
gone altong with that recommendation gqiven tha documents

‘

and the itnformation that you had available to you, to
vievip e L £7

A it’s also the other -- [ might add that he was --
that he could be a risk without supervision.

0. Yes.

Al 50 I -- it is possible Monsignor fLynn felbt that
being at the pavrish there with other asszsistants, that

anything would happen there. It was a form of

supervision. I just don't KkKnow

19

20

21

25

0. But you don’t recall ever raising any questions --
A I do not recall.
Q. -- with regard to why we’'re allowing or I'm

authorizing someona to remain in a parish for two
additionalymonths even though I have the diagnosis that I
do? You don’t recall having any of those discussions?

A. No, I do not.

0. Okay. And just for the record, Our Lady of Calvary
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J Par b has a0 schaol amsociated oot b i st hat right?
| AL That 15 corroeet
} 0. tkary . Al the pnext docagmeast i within thalb samo
i pachoet, Coardinat S oa May 26, 2000, 1aetteor, and this is
6 A tebler to you.
7 This is a lotfter which basicaily appoints -- ['m
2 sOrry. This is a letter to Monsignor Gillezspie from
9 yonrselt, Again, you qgive him yoar gratitude for his
L service at vur Lady of Calvary Parish and vyvou tell him
11 that yvou’'re pleased to appoint him as pastor emeritus and
12 that that appointment will become eiffective on the
13 installation of the new pastor, and 1t w=ays: "As pastor
14 emeritus, you are qgranted the general faculty to assist at
to marriages in Our Lady of Calvary Parish in the Code of
16 Canon Law and the Faculties for PPriests of the Archdiocese
L7 of Philadelphia",; is that right?
18 AL Yes.
19 0. What does that mean, granted the general faculty?
20 A. That’'s a form letter that when you are pastor
21 emeritus, that if the -- if you go to a parish to
22 officiate at a marriage, anyone who does not -- who is not
23 associated with the parish has to ask delegation from one
24 of the priests in the parish so that he can assist at that
25 marriage; otherwise, the marriage is invalid.
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X PThis in o priviloge gives to thom o Lhat they o

! not have Lo ask. fle has a genaral (aculiy (o do that in
4 thaot parish.

9 (. Glay . And then in the third paragraph 6 says bLhat
t you o ore appointing him chaplain, Mothoer lionse of the Groy
7 NMuns of thae Sacred Heart in Yardlev, effactive June 19,

8 20005 1s that right?

‘) A e,
10 0. Carlinal, let me ask you this. The chaplain,
11 Mot her Honse ot tha Grey Nuns, there's a school on that
12 property; Ls that right?
[ A [ learned from here, ves.
L4 Q- What do you think about the fact Lhat you were
15 asked to and you auvthorized the appointment of someone who
16 has the past that Monsignor Gillespie has, the admissions
1.7 Lhat he does, you appoint him to a chaplaincy that has a
13 sCchool?
19 Al Because [ have to presume that he was informed that
20 e was to limit his services to tlie Grey Nuns as done with
21 all chaplains to mother houses.
22 0. Well, and I understand vour assumpiions, but what
23 did you do to -- T mean, you're the on2 that authorized
24 the chaplaincy. You're the one that informed him that
25 that was his new position.
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AL The ol ails ob hisg voespons ibbibitic are gqiven by

FThe Secretary tor thee Cloergy altor coeabing Lo whoever | he

! cupeerior ab Fhoe o mot her bonsie b ot handlo thosa

5 et v ber

fr . But, Cardinal, did yvoua cver or oo yvaonr have a

7 recollection of when a discussion came up aboubt what are
¥ W oaning bo o odo with Monsignor Gilicoapie

9 Na you remember having any di=cassion like saying
(Y to Monsignovr Lynn: Well, wailt a2 secorn:d. flere’s a quy, I
L1 have his assessment. I know th=v sail h: was a danger to
12 children., [ know they said he admitter to having been

L3 sexvally involved with at least four kids. Why are you
14 telling ~- why are you asKking me Lo approve a

15 recommendat ion for him to'be chaplalin at a facility where
16 there’'s a school?

17 Did you ever have that discussion?

18 AL I do not have a recollection of that discussion.

19 Q. Do you think that that’s something you knew, that
20 the Grey Nuns had a school asscciated with it right on the
21 property?

22 A. I have no recollection of that. These are the

23 details that I leave to my Secretary for the Clergy.

24 0. The next documents, which are authored by Monsignor
25 Lynn, and they’re basically Monsignor Lynn to Monsignor
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Gl boespie,
Fasically the First one, MNovember 10, tells him,

.

Pebls Monsignor Gillespie, Lhat he hopas he's doing wel |l
in his now assignment. [l was ingquiring to know whelther
ha was following up on the recommendations that were made
s a result of the evaluation and asking him to set up a
rime so that rthey could meet together; is that right?
A Yes.
0. Okavy. The ne=t document Daocembher 4, 2000, is a
lellter to Mnnsiqnér Gillespie from Monsignor Lynn, and it
talks about the meeting ghat they had, and it talks about
the fact Fhat, according to Monsignor (Gillespie, he was
partaking in inpatient counseling.

It'’s alsao clear, apparently, from the conversation
that they had that Monsignor Gillespie was to restrict his

ministry to the care of the sisters at the Mother House of

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

the Grey Nuns of the Sacred Heart; is that right?

AL Yes.
Q. ODkay. The next document is Monsignor Gillespie
asking Father Lynn if he could -- he’s been asked to help

out at some other parishes, and he’'s asking Monsignor
Lynn’'s permission to do that; and then the response from
Monsignor Lynn is a document that’'s dated February 28,

2001, and in that document says: "Any ministry you
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A oo borm ontside the monastory condld Lot 1o more

3 accnsal ions o al legations agains=t yooar o bree

+ Meochdiocena, My stromgy advice is nat  yon o continue to

" restbrict o your minisbtry to the Sistoeos.”

f That. s what 1h says, correct?

7 AR Yersn

i L)  Mow, T'm curious about «omething, Cardinal. When
9 LEsays: "My strong advice,” s0o Ihat’'s just advisory on
(WY the part. of Monsignor Lynn; L1s Lthat ri-ght?

Ll A Well, with the unse of thooo words, it is, but I
12 think it’s alerting him. [ think ke wacld nnderstand that
13 is more than advice, but you are oorroct and that’'s what
4 one could construe from that.

15 Q. That even though Monsiqnnr -— 1 m=2an, you could

16 take this letter and you could evaluate it and say
17 Monsignor Lynn doesn’t think it's a gond idea for me to do
18 it, but there’s nothing that says I can’'t do it, correct?
19 Al VYes. One could bhe forced Lo saY’you could draw
20 that interpretation.
21 0. Okay. And just for the record, that document was
22 previously marked as grand jury exhibift two seventy-seven.
23 The next document, Cardinal, is a document that’s
24 already been marked as grand jury exhibit two
25 seventy-eight, and this is a memo to the file dated
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2 Mavopibeoog 12, 2001, and it involves a tolophone
{ conversatbion that apparently took placse betosren Reverend
4 Alten okon, who iP5 the parochial cicar ab Saint [gnatiag
o Marish in Yardley, Monsiqgnor Lynn, secretary of the
6 Clerqy, ond Reveranpd Welsh; is bhat rirnght?
7 AL Yes.
3 Q. Okavy . And in this memo it talks about the fact
9 that on November 12, 2001, Father okmnn had called Ehe
10 secretary of Clergy’'s office to veport that a parishioner
Charle's atster's fend
11 by the name of giewews had recently met with him and had
12 told him that the brother of her friend fwas sexually
L3 molested by Monsignar John Gilleﬁpie_;wénty~five ears
7 B hmz;wnds
14 ago, and she says that the abuse Of ¢ brother, whose
Chavles _ o .
15 name was« R occurved in Mother of Divine Providence
- s v
16 Parish in King of Prussia, and it occurred when was
Charles v .
17 fifteen years old and that now lives in California;
£ 3
18 is that right?
19 A. Yes.
20 Q. Okay. And the reason that this had all come up was
21 because 4 '*”cTtwo girls, lead a
22 LLittle Flower Youth Group; is thalt right?
23 A. Yes.
214 Q. And that they recently had met at the Mother House
25 of the Grey Nuns of the Sacred Heart, and during that
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meet fneg, Monsignor Gillespic had stepinesl i to o say hello,
and i bLowuax his stopping in when Lhoy wors e 7ving this

mect ing, and this s the Litble Flowar Yaouth Group having
a meeliing att the Grey Nuns of the Sacrod Heart and coming
in contact with Monsignor Gillespico thoes, that this
sjituation ocourred, and 1t was bhrouaght. to Fhe attention of

Fathar Gkon; is that right?

A Yes. '
Charles sisiev
0. Okay. And Father Okon thepn spobko with Gliillecn the

avlc é Chay[es

phone, and nt on to tell him thall her brother o
wias abused when he was fifteen years old. [t happened on

a Sunday twenty-five years ago. She said that Father

Chavies

Gillespie had shaken hands with (S ..t his hand on
Chave e Chavles' «
w shoulder and then put his hand rdown m pants

and touched his genitals and told him wnhal a handsome

young man he was; 1s that right?

22

23

24

25

A Yes.
othtyr

A
0. Okay. And it goes on to say that her brother

SUMIRNMMEENS. . i tnessed the abuse that had taken place of his
brother and that they both had told their mother about it
but she didn’t believe them; is that right?

A. Yes.

0. Okay. And she expressed her concern as did“

for the fact that Monsignor Gillespie was interacting with
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2 children att the Grey Moo Academy; is Chal cight?

3 A Yirs,

4 0. Okay . Al il was basod apaon that that there was a

0 fetephone call that was placed o

6 A Exense me. Could [ oqgo baclk o little bit.

7 0. sure., Absolutely.

q A When you say interacting wilh the chiltdren, where

0 is that?

L0 Q. They were concerned that he was infteracting with
11 the children. That would be on the second paragraph, the
12 last sentence. w met with Father Okon be'caﬁse she
13 was afraid."

14 A I see it now. Thank you.

15- Q. sure. If you go to the last page of that document,
16 it talks about the fact that after receiving this

17 information, a phone call was placed to Monsignor

18 Gillespie and he was told about what the allegations were,
19 and his response was: "He said that he had assisted at
20 Mother of Divine Providence Parish while he was stationed
21 at the seminary as spiritual director, but he did not

22 recall the incident. He said that the incidents to which
23 he had admiﬁted occurred long ago, and he does not go to
24 the school. He said that he hears the confessions of
.25 schqolchildren in the mother house chapel several times a
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s Yerar. [fer aqgroed to arvange for another priest to hear the
( children’ss confessions in the fature. "

4 S0 von would agree with me, Cardinal, that baseod

“) upon what Monsiqgnaor Gillespie reported as to what his

£ actLivities were, that he wasn’L being kept away from

7 children; is that fairc?

8 A [ think he violated what his -- that he was told to
4 rastrict his ministry to the Grey Sisters.

! 0. Well, is there any documents that you have In front
L1 of you or that you have available ko you te talk about his
12 restrictions and that he was not permitted to do that?

L3 A Well, there’s one that you read before that went

L4 and told him to restrict his ministry to the Grey Sisters.
1.5 0. Well, whether or not he was given that as an order
16 or whether it was advised or --
17 A. Mo, that was ——!that would have been a mandate, the
18 other one that you entered about advisory and helping out
19 oLther places. I have no instance that he actually did
20 that, but the word "advisory" was used there.
21 0. Okay. And, Cardinal, I'm sorry. I don't mean to
22 cut you off?
23 AL I'm saying as far as the Grey Nuns, he was told to
24 restrict himself to the Grey Sisters themselves, so what

25

he did there was violation.
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2 0, Voauld you aqgree wilh mo that b f i was a violation
! 1oan order, that he wasn’U beitng proaperly apervised or
y that the poople who weroa supposod to e capecrvising him,
“ the superior of the Groy Nuns, wvasn’'t o given aconrabe
£ intormation becausge she allowed him to do jr?
7 A I Jdon’'t know if she allowed im o o it or what
8 roason she had. [ have no ideao.
' 0. Well, can wa aqgree that he woa=sn'd bheing properly
1o supervised 1f he was doing things thol were in
1 contradiction to the orders thatbt wern given out by the
| Arvhdiocesea?
13 A. [L's hard for me to answer bthat, that he was being
14 sumervised, bunt I keep repeating vou cannot watch someone
15 every hour of the day.
L6 0. Qkay. You know what, Carvdinal. It is twelve
17 thirty. We're going to break now for lunch until two
13 o’cjiock. Okay.
19 ---
20 (A luncheon recess was held.)
21 -—-
22 AFTERNOON SESSION
23 ---
24 MS. McCARTNEY: DOkay. We're back on
25 the record. The

Today's date i5 January 30, 2004.
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Ui b 2007 oM.

M&S o MOCUNRUTMEY Twenty ttwo requlars and
ten alternabeos, which consPitabos a quorum.
We've recal lad vardinal Bevilaearqua.

LY MS. Mac(CARTNEY:

0. Goocd afternoon, Cardinal.
Al Gond afternnon.
0. And you're present after the launch break with

vourself and yvour counsel; 1is that corract?

. Yes.

(. Qkavy. Now, when we conclurded prior tao lunch, we
wars Lalking about the telephone call that had come in
from Reverend Okon, who was the assistanb pastor at Saint

ITgynatius, and he had talked about having taken some

18

20

21

22

23

24

25

information from a parishioner there who had told him

r

about abuse that a friend of hers’ brother had suffered at
the hands of Monsignor Gillespie, and then we talked about
the fact that GJ-278 reflects the fact that Monsignor
Gillespie was confronted with those allegations and that
he said that he was in fact at that parish, living at the

parish, where the abuse allegedly took place when it did,

but that he didn’'t make any admissions with regard to the
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alnrsio, Hee also said that he had been boaring confession
ot the schoolchildren in the mother house chapel at the
Grey Noonz Academy but he stopped doing that.
You agre= that's where we ondes|?
[ Yos,

0. Okay. The next memo woul:l be agrand jury exhibit

two seventy-nine, and this is a Cecenb=2r 10, 200l, memo

from Monsignor Lynn, involving a weoting that was held a
his office with Monsignor Gillespie, and this memo
roflects the fact that Monsignor Gillespie again
reiterated the fact that the only connection that he had
att the academy of the mother house is to hear confession:
and that he had stopped doing that and that his work is
purely now with the sisters at the mother house; and
Monsignor Gillespie was told that the person who had

suffered the abuse or allegedly suffered the abuse by

19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Monsignoxr Gillespie had not in fact contacted the office

so far.

And the third paragraph of this document, and I’'1]
just read it. It's only one sentence. "However, I told
Monsignor Gillespie that hecause of these rumors, and in
order to preserve his reputation and the reputation of tt}
church, I thought it best that he retire.”

Did I read that correctly?
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AL Vs
(I And it goes on to say Ehat he intendedd to reotine

vhoen e wos sevenlty Hive and he vonld be willing Lo do 5o
now ;s that cornrate?
AN Vs,

0. Okay . And then bthe next meme, GIT-280, is a

Februacy 13, 2002, memo, which insalvas the telling of

Mansignor Gillespie about the change in policy with regard

Lo vlergy sexnal abuse.

[t says: "So it was doterminad thott limited,
supervised ministry will no. longer be recommended for any
priests who had sexually abused minors and that priests
who have admitted sexually abusing minors and are
currently onn assignment wnuld be removed from these
assiqnments," and at that point, Monsignor Gillespie was

informed by Monsignor Lynn that he was vrelieved of his

13

19

20

21

22

23

24

.25

assignment as chaplain and residence at the Mother House
of the Grey Nuns of the Sacred ileart effective February
17, 2002; is that correct?

A. Yes.

0. Okay. And Mr. Monsignor Lynn teld him that he

would recommend that his request for retirement be granted

with residence at VvVilla Saint Joseph, and he also said

that the Archdiocese would continue to support him and
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2 would continne o oltfer assistancee with counseling, and he
3 wit'i told that ho was o restrict his faculties to Mass at
4 Villa saint Jdaseph; i35 knat accurate?

D AL Yos. '

6 Q. kay. Mow, were you apprised of that situation,

7 Cardinal, to the best of your recollection?

3 A Yes.

Y Q. The situation with -- ['m sorry.

10 A [ don’t recall it specitically, but I would have

11 bren apprised of it.

12 Q. Okavy. Were vyou apprised of the fact that further
13 allegations had come forward with regard to Monsignor

L4 Gillespie?

15 A. About the one about from Father Okon?

16 n. Yes.

17 A Father Okon. I don’t remember specifically, but I
18 may have been apprised of it.

19 Q. Now, looking at this memo, Cardinal, and the one
20 that is before it, it’s GJ-279 and GJ-280, what it shows
21 is that the meeting that was held with Monsignor Gillespie
22 where he, vou know, said he had stopped hearing the
23 confessions and that there was a discussion about him
24 retiring and then the next meeting where he’s called in in

February to say that, given the change of policy, he would
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be celieved from his assignment, e cun conclude from that
that daving theoese twe months, that -- actually, it was a

vear, No, I'm sorry. Those two mnonths, from December of

4
] 2001 through February of 2002, Monsign:r illespie

6 maintained his position as chaplain at the mother house;

7 is that right?

A A [ would have to presume that.

" 0. Now, and then the next dohcument, GJ 281, it’'s dated
10 March 5. It's to Monsignor Gillespie, aufhored by

L1 Monsignor Lynn. Monsignor Gillespie's arddrass at this

12 tim=z is listed as Villa Saint Joseph.
13 So we can conclude from that that he had actually
14 left the Mcother House of the Grey Nuns aftevr the meeting
15 in February and had moved to Villa Saint. Joseph’'s; 1s that
16 right?

L7 A. Yes.

13 0. Okavy. And this is basically again just reiterating
19 to him the change in the Archdiocesan policy, and it says
20 that, and I'm just going to read from the first paragraph:
21 "However, after review of this policy in light of the real
22 situations of priests in these types of assignments,

23 including your own situation, it was determined that,

24 unfortunately, the Archdiocese is nct able to provide and
25 sustain an adeguate level of supervision for these priests
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2 everi dinoa Limited ministoy. Therefors, it was debtermined
! that Limit, saporvisod ministreoy creald na longer be

4 roacompended tor any priest who bhad sexually abused minors
5 and that priests who admitted sexually abusing minors and
6 are currently on assiqgnments wounld be remaoved from those
7 Aass lgnment"™; is that right?

8 AL Yas.

9 Q. Okavy. Now, let me ask vyou, if [ may, Cardinal.

1a Monsiqgnor Gillespie Is told that he’'s got ko leave the
LL mothevr house, and he’'s told he’'s going to be given the
12 status of retired priest. He's to go to Villa Saint
13 Joseph and restrict his faculties to =zaying Mass there
14 privately.
15 What if any supervision was given to the priests
16 that are at Vilia Saint Joseph who fall irto the category
17 that Monsignor Gillespie did, whn are admitted sex
18 offenders? What supervision is given to them at Villa
19 Saint Joseph?
20 A. I'm not aware of the details of it, except that we
21 have a moderato: there, someone in charge, but I don't
22 know the specifics of how they're actually supervised.
23 Q. Do you have -- I'm sorry.
24 A.< You know, that they -- I mean, all I know is from

25

the general -- from the general ccmportment there that
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2 mosl e Lhem stay right bhere. At least, they uvan see
3 theem Fhaore, They know when they come in and out. I don’'t
4 Fnow the specifics of 'L.t.
5 0. Pfat your don’t know wheth+=c or not -- T mean, to
6 your knowledge, are any of these priests that would fall
7 intu Lhe category of Monsignor Gill=sspie, would they be
8 told that they’'re not able to leave the grounds of Saint
9 Joseph, and if they do, they’'re gning to be accompanied by
10 somebody Is there any type of supervision that would
11 involve?
12 A [ do not know what type of supervision.
13 0. Okay. And the next and last document -- yes, the
14 last document as it relates to Mecnsignor Gillespie, that
15 would be grand jury two eighty-two.
16 AL Excuse me.
17 Q. Do ycu have that? You don’t have that? I'm sorry.
18 A, No, I don’t.
19 Q. All right. Let me just tell ycu what it 1is,
20 Cardinal, and I“1l1 hand it to yvou when I'm through so that
21 you can check it and make sure that what I'm saying is
22 accurate about it.
23 This is a copy of an email that was -- the top of
24 the email says: "Father Vincent F. Welsh," and it’s

regarding your

article in Philly Inguirer, 3/8/02, and
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. -G&brwA
it rron%', and ir's o sert March 8, 2002,

and ik ogoes aon in this cmail l andl ooy "T was also
nlested by o Catholic pricst, when [ was a young Leenager
YRATS aJgo. I'w rthirty-onn yoars old now and also have

physical probt:lems which ulbtimarely stemmed from the abuse.

L

‘I'"hes abuse srtacted when [ was about founcoeen until I was
saixtoarn, I was the chiurch sacristran, " ~rnd then it says in
Parantheses, "after altar boy tor 5ix years, and the abuse
was done at the hands of the pariszh pastor. At the time
of and after the abuse, my school grades plummeted, my
interest in sports diminished, and T have a severe problem
with intimacy with my fiancee. [t wasn't until I revealed
my abuse for the first time to anyone =2veaer," and it says
in varentheses, "my fiancee bless her," end paren, "that I

realized I should let the church bhe aware. I met with

Father Lynn who said he would have pastor removed if true.

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Pastor admitted the abuse and was removed, but I recently
found cut that he still gives communion scometimes at a
church where there are children. Basically I was lied to
by Father Lynn who said the pastor would never be around
children anywore. The Archdiocese referred me to a
counselor whom I have been seeing for about one and a half
years with my fiancee. Although I never realized it so

many years, my problems with not being interested in
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dnyihing L unsoed to enjoy as a chiid becausa nf the abuse,

my wasting my parents’ money in high school and college,

4 my problem with intimacy with my fiancee, my distance with
g my tamily and my obsessive-compulsive disorder all were
f due to tha abuse my counselor dismovered.”
7 And 1t goes on Lo say: "I recently contacted a
8 lawyer about one month‘ago, befcre numerous stories in
9 Fhilly vame out and before Cardinal’s message and apology,
L0 and he stated statute of limitations was up . T'm still
11 goinag te contact another lawyer until [ find one who will
12 take a lawsult. And any ﬁips you might have?" .
13 Do ynu have any recollection of that email being
14 shared with you?
15 A It was not independent, but it was in the material
16 that was presented to us.
17 Q. Okavy.
18 B ITEts 1ot 1n here.
19 Q. Okay. But you have a recollection of --
20 AL In the last -- after this material was given to us.
21 0. Okay. Now, Cardinal, as you look back on this
22 case, and I know I'm asking you to do something in 2003,
23 now that vou have the history of the case, do you think
24 that this case was handled adequately by the Archdiocese?
25 A. To say adequately, I'd have to say yes.
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L. Okay . Thank you.
By MR, SPADE:
0. Cardinal, ['m going to Lhand yvou a pockebt of

documents on a file reqgarding a prciast by the name of

Roverand David Sicoli.

Are you acquainted with Father sicoli?

5 A Yes

g 0. And Father Sicoli, the tirst document there is

10 GJ-878; is that correct?

11 A Yes

12 Q. And this is a priest data profile for Father
13  Sicoli --

14 A Yes.

i5 Q. -- is that correct?
16 And it indicates that as of June 21 of 1999, he was
17 assigned to Hely Spirit Parish in Philadelphia?
1-8 B rEsT

19 0. And you assigned him there, Cardinal?
20 A. I did.
21 Q. .~ Okay. Cardinal, did you ever have any occasion to
22 -lcok at his secret archives file before you assigned him
23 to Holy Spirit --
24 A. No.
25 Q. -- parish?
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2 Okay. And could you Llook at GJ-879. It’s that.

} [L°5s a handweribtton document.

+ A [ have it.

0 Q.- Okay. [n this document, Caordinal, it’s a letter

6 that was or [ quess a note by Monsiqnor‘Statkus, dated

7 Decémber 23 of 1977, and Monsignor Statkus writes that

Mgk

3 Lhree boys at Saint Martin of Tours Parish, _,

9 &/ &g accused Father Sicoli of --
10 well, the quote is: "Either bordering on homosexuality or
11 has had homos=xual acts with them." That’'s 1f the first
12 paragraph there.
13 A. Yes.
14 Q. Do you see that?
15 Al Yes.
16 Q. Was this ever brought to your attention, this memo,
17 before you assigned Father Sicoli to Holy Spirit Parish?
1.8 A Not-—that—Tf—recall
19 Q. Okay. So you didn‘t know that he had ever had any
20 accusations'against him of acting cut sexually with
21 minors?
22 A. I don‘t recall.
23 0. Okay. ‘And again, Cardinal, these events that are
24 recorded in this memo by Father Statkus date back to 1977.
25 That’s obviously before you were the Archbishop of
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2 i ladelphia, corvect?

3 A Term .

L, . kay. And wo've covered this groound before, but
5 when you first came in and were installed in February of
6 1748 as the Acrchbishop of Philadelonia, [“m correct in

7 stating that yvou never gave a directive ko whoever the

8 chancellor was at that time or anybedy in the Chancery

9 nffice at that time to review the files o0of all the priests
10 to mee whether any of them had preoblems of acting out
11 s2 ual ly with minors?

12 A. That is right.
13 0. If you could look at GJ-880. 1 believe 1tL’s the
14 naext document in the pile, and I'm going to briefly
15 describe the contents of this documenlt, but the relevant
16 facts here for our purposés are that -- and this is a
17 December 30, 1977, handwritten memo regafding Reverend
1-8 Dasi-gd—5-icodir—who—was—ordatred—inr—37F5—and—he*s
19 identified as assistant pastor at Saint Martin of Tours;
20 and in this memo it documents that Father Sicoli took‘

mlm i | )eﬁ
21 and to California and while on the
22 trip to California He offered them money t£to -- they went
23 into a bar, and he offered them money to go off with a
24 .prostitute. .J
ety

25 It was reported by— that Father Sicoli,
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1
2 (quotyr, "acts Pike he's in love with me,” and that during
! that trip and an caclier trip to Florida, he slept in the
4 St bl owrith % Althowgh 1h°3 not reported,
g it wasn'i repoctad thalt any sexual activity occurred, but
6 her sleph in bthe same bhed with him.
7 Also ia this document, eight eiqghty, it‘s reported
8 that at a CYO party at saint Martin of Tours, F‘at;lq—er
D) Sicoli qnve& and another boy name«-
L0 beer, that he drove &home and that he persuaded
st
11 to go back to his rectory room with him at four
12 o‘clock in the morning where he made an advance towards
' V\t%i
13 him, wherﬁ- he tried to hug him, and > - I'm
14 sorry ——ﬂeclined and left the robm at four o’‘clock
15 in Kthe morning.
16 I assume again that none of this information was
17 brought to your attention?
-8 P Not—ttrat—TTecall.
19 Q. Okay. And I believe we’ve gone over this before as
20 well, but when you appointed Father Jagodzinski and Father
21 Lynn to be‘your secretaries of clergy, from what I
22 remember of your testimony, YOu never took any steps to
23 make sure that they had training in recognizing the
24 grooming patterns of sex offenders?

25

A. That would be a good recollection. Yes, I don’'t
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et Ll doing that.

3 i), Okay. As niresult of rpud?nq the Restoring Trust
4 'dnuummnt an:l vour own educational activities itn this area,
0 have you ever become familiacr with the qgrooming patterns
h of seax offenders?

7 AN N

3 0. Okay. Do you recognize this bcehavior that’s being
0 dascribed in these two documents as qgreoming behavior?

14 L Thus far, they’'re allegarions.

t Q Right

12 a. : I can’t say they're facts.

13 Q. Okay. The next dcocument, Cardinal, could you look

14 at GJ-883. - This 1s again a handwritten memo. It’'s

15 authored by Francis J. Clemins. It’'s dated January 6 of

16 1978, and it’'s regarding Father David Sicoli.

17 And in this memo, Father Clemins or Monsignor

"""""" 18 Clemins Indicates that% wrote a letter to

i9 Monsignor Marley, who is the pastor at Saint Martin of

20 Tours, saying that in his earlier allegations against

21 Father Sicoli, he had made some exaggerations against

22 Sicoli but that he still admitted that theAimprudent

23 behavior of Sicoli that he reported was trﬁe and that --

24 the last part there is on page two, the bit about

25 '

admitting that it was still true.
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2 N Which page? Forgivae me.

R O The second page of Ghe docoanaeni, ["1ll read it to
4 You .

9 A s that tho bobktom?

6 0. ['m sorry, Cacdinal. This i3 eight eighty-three
7 that ['m refercing to?

9] A. Oh. L'm at «iqght 2ighty-one.

9 Q. Okay. I think ilL’s the next document over.

10 Is that eight elghty-three?

L1 AL Yes.
12 0. The second page of that document where he writes:
13 "He said no, but that" --
14 A. I see it.
15 0. "That there.were exaggerations. Yet he still
16 admitted that basically the imprudent behavior of Father
17 Siccli~."
18 And then.if_syou conld loogk at =i Ou could Jjump
19 ahead about ten documents to eight ninety-four, this 1is an
20 exhibit. Number eight ninety-four is a June 21, 1983,
21 letter to Monsignor Statkus?
22 A. I can't find that.
23 Q. It’s about ten documents forward. It's a
24 typewritten document on Immaculate Conception School

25

letterhead.
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(Panse )
A I have 1it.
0. vkay. t'm gouing to summarize this one for you
again, Cardinal, This is now approxim%tely six years
atter the incidents that occurred at Seint Martin of Tours
Parish, and sister -- this is again a letter from a nun by
the name of Sister— Immaculate Heart of
Mary, who teaches at the Immaculate Conception School in
Lhevittown, Pennsylvania, where Father Sicoli had been.

It you go hack to the first exhibtit, which is eight
seventy-eight, the third entry there is where Father
Sicoll was assigned.

A. Excuse me.

MR. HODGSON: He's looking at the

priest profile.

MR. SPADPE: The priest data profile

M
[sle}

20

21

22

23

24

25

Sardimrat=
MR. HODGSON: To your right.
THE WITNESS: Oh, 1'm sorry.
MR. SPADE: I'm sorry if I'm going too
fast for you.
BY MR. SPADE:
o. On eight seventy-eight, the third entry in, Father

Sicoli was assigned as an assistant pastor of Immaculate
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2 Concoption, Levittown, fvom January ofF 773 ant il June of

3 "a%; i Lhat corcroct?

4 AN Yors .

5 Q. Okay. In exhibit number eiqght ninety-four, turning

6 back to eight ‘nlneLy-'tnur, the Ilntter from 5Sister g

7 RS, asically in the letter, the sister writes that

2 Father Sicoli has been focusing on a boy in the parish by

9 the name (,.\f &und she notes that sho has observed
Ho g

10 in GNP , ((1ote, inner emotjonal stress and strain as a

11 resultc of Father Stcoli’'s attentinn diraected towards him

12 and that she has been notified by somebody in the school

13 that there has been graffiti in both the boys’ and the

14 girls’ rest rooms showing H&performing obscene

15 sexual acts on Father Sicoli. |

16 And again, I take it that none of this -- you had

17 ncne of this information when you made the decision to

+8 appotnt—fathrer—5tcolti—to—Hoty—Spirit-——Rectory?>—F—mean—to

19 Holy Spirit Church as the pastor?

20 A Yes |

21 0. Okay. And then jumping ahead, Cardinal, there’s

22 just one last document that I wanted to show you in this

23 file. It's GJ-903. 1It's the last document in the file?

24 It's a computer generated phone message slip. from the

25 Archdiccese of Philadelphia.
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2 No you saee that?
3 A (The witness nodded.)
4 Q. Cardinal, as [ said, it‘s a computer generated
5 phone messaqoe slip. [t has Monsignor WLlilam Lynn‘s name
6 at the top, and then there’s the name—,
7 “ and it gives a phone number with an
3 extensién‘
9 Do you recognize this? Is this the type‘of
10 véomputer generated phone message that the Archdiocese
11 would generate?
12 A I quess so. Idm not
13 0. You're not familiar with it?
14 A. I'm not acquainted.
15 0. Okavy. And do you recognize the handwriting on the
16 document?
17 A. I -- I think it’s Monsignor Lynn‘'s.
I8 o~ OKay. This is a --
13 A. I couldn’'t -- I can't read it, but it’'s very hard
20 to understand it.
21 Q. Ckay. Well, it was very hard for us to understand
22 the writing as well, Cardinal.
23 But what we were able to make of this is that
24 “is a counselor in an organization

25

called Shalom that is associated with West Catholic High
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2 School.
3 Wost Cotholic lligh School 5 an archdiocesan high
4 school; s that correctb?
9 A Yeas.
6 Q. AOka‘{- g“ is a counselor who works with
7 at risk children at West Catholic High school.
9 Do you know what [ mean by at risk children?
9 AL I'm not positive.
10 Q. Children that are at risk for bteing abused, either
11 physically or sexually. Children that are having
12 emobtional - -
13 A, Okay.
14 Q. -- or psychological problems. Children that are
15 having problems af home in the family. Anything like
16 that~?
17 A. Thank you.
13 Q. Okay. Apparently, aithough the only thing that’'s
19 documented on this document, on exhibit number
20 nine-o-three, Cardinal, is that Father Lynn received a
21 telephone call on June 6§ of 2002 at 11:14 A.M. from a
22 e .
23 You’ll agree with me, won't you, that there’s
24 nothing on this document that identifies who U
25

is, what her title is or where she works?
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2 AL Mo, Iosaid U rind L6 hacd o gredrstand.
) 0. Right.

4 Al S50 [ agree wilh you.
5 0. Okay. And the only thing that we were able to put
B together from the information on the document, there’'s a
7 notation there "Sicoli," and then there’s a notation
8 "older boy sixteen/seventeen.™
G Do you see that?

10 A (Mo response.)

11 Q. Do you see the "sixteen/ssventeen"?

12 A You said aitar boy?

13 0. Older boy?

14 AL . Older boy.

15 Q. Is the way [ read it.

16 . Yes. I see that now.

17 Q.‘ Ckavy. Well, Cardinal, this is Father Lynn.

""" 8 What—we—tater—tlearned-—is—that Father Lynn recejved

19 a telephone call from SEreEEEEEs in which she told him

20 that there were two boys, two students at West Catholic

21 - High School, one who was sixteen or seventeen years old, I
22 believe hza was sixteen at the'time, and the other one who

23 was I believe fourteen at the tim=, who were parishioners

24 at Holy Spirit Parish in Philadelphia at the time, and

25 they were also, as I said, students at West Catholic.
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And she had been -- Sl o1 boen

approached in the parking lot of West Catholic fligh School

on g parent teacher conferencn night by bthe mother ot the

two boys, and the mother of the two boys had reported to

TElsegnmmealeme that her two sons had bean -- that Father

Sicall had approached her to have hor two sons live at
tioly Spirit Rectory with him anid in tacl that the two boys
had lived at Holy Spirit Rectory with [ather Sicoli for a
pperiod of several months, a period of two to as long as
six months in the rectory with Father Sicoli; that Father
Sicolli had to ths boys, had undermined and criticized the
mother, her parenting skills, the envirconment, the family
environment that she provided for the boys, and in fact
had taken actions to prevent the mother from seeing the
children while they were living at the rectory.

And the mother was understandably upset by this and

1o

L9

23

24

25

reported 1t to S e Mmoo was —an

immigrant. The mother is an immigrant, as are the boys,
and TSR - - and this is why " EEEEEES on Junec
6 of 2002 telephoned Father Lynn to report this
information.

(Pause.)

I'm sorry, Cardinal. I actually misstated it a

little bit. JeEPNPEEElE= had actually telephoned Father
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2 Lynn anprosiwmataly a yoar betoro this to report the

vou, bthe boy’'s living at

activity that [ just stated bo
4 Lhe roctory amd all of that activity.

Y she had actnally called him about a year before

A this date on this memn to report thaot activity, and I[711

7 represent to you, tardinal, that there’'s no documentation
4 in the file that was produced to us on Father Sicoli that
9 documents that that call was ever made to Father Lynn

10 coporting that activity.

L1 This call here on June 6 ot 2002;was made by Y-

12 -Spssempegmiss 0 f ter the first call, appreximately a year after

13 the first call, and what precipitated ‘el naking

14 this call is that she had found cut -- she had called
15 Father Lynn approximately a year before to report that
16 activity and to aék him to intercede on behalf of the
17 mother and find out what was happening at Holy Spirit

L8 Rectory apd why the bovs were living there, if any of this

19 was true, tno make sure that the boys were ckay.

20 And a year later she found out that Father Sicdli
21 was actually taking the altar boy on a trip to Notre Dame,
22 to Notre Dame University out in Scuth Bend, Indiana, anq
23 this of course caused her even greater concern because

24 this was approximately a year after she had reported the

25 activity on the behalf of Father Sicoli. ©So this is what
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pcecipitated this telephone call right h re.

Aftar the First call, Cardinal, Father Lynn
appavently told +sheeetessa@mms hot he was goimg Lo look
into the situation and take care of it, and then of
conrse, she found out about Father Sicoli taking the boys
tn Notre Name or taking the one boy to Nntre Dame, and
vhen she called him again to report this, he again told
her that he would look into it; and than he later called
her back and told eECSeEEEEEmEER. o0 not worry about it,
that Father Sicoli was not going to make the trip out to
Motre Dame with the boys.

I'll also represented to you, Cardinal, that this

o

document right here is the only document that was produced
to us regarding this entire incident. There was no
indication in the file of any investigaticen being done on

the part of Father Lynn into the situation. There was no

L8

19

21

22

24

25

indication of any contact being made with Father Sicoli to
look into the situation. There was no documentation that
would indicate that he was sent for an evaluation at Saint
John Vianney or any other hospital.

And as I've already put on the record, there was
this previous information in the file regarding an
allegation of homosexual activity on the part of Father

Sicoli with some other boys about twenty-five years
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caviier, and then some ot her gqoesticaable qroominog

v Leon aboull nineteen

3 activity in 1983, which wonldd

4 vears earclier.

5 And, Cacdinai, the ruoestion that [T ohave for you

6 about this tile is: You've testified on o number of

7 veceasions that Father Lynn, althotugh he may have made some
i} lapses in looking into various files, {nr instance, Gana,
9 Brennan, Cudemo, although he made those lapses, he was

10 nevertheless a competent Secretary of (lwrgy with regard
11 to handling cases of priest sex offenders and priests

12 acting out sexually against minors.

13 My gquestion to you 1is: If wa accapt your

14 representation as true, that this is5 the first that you've
15 heard of this file or any allegaticons with regard to

16 Fafher Sicoli, what is your opinion as to how this file
17 was handled on the part of Father Lynn and the

T8 Arochdiocese?

19 A. First of all, I need to go back a little bit when
20 you made -- you stated about the incidents that occurred
2] back in, you know, on the three young men.
22 Q. Of 19777
23 a. Right. But what was omitted is that the boys
24 recanted.

25 0. No. I actually put that on the record, that




AMTHONY JOSEDH CARDIVAT, REVILACQUA

2 they
3 A [ mean, [ odidn’t hear you state that this -- you
4 know, in GJ 484, [ don’'t recall you mentioning that they
5 recantead,
6 0. [ Lhought that [ put on the record that the onekboy
7 came in and said that he had exiggerated his allegations
3 Aqgainsr Father Sicoli?
U AL That was bthe other one, but he bimself, hls‘own
10 letter to Mensignor, and he talks about the other boys
11 too, that they recanted.
12 0. Okay.
13 A, In other words, first allegations --
14 Q. Ckay.
‘15 A -- con this cne. I don't know all the
i6 circumstances. Very vague here. So I mean, I don’'t know
17 if there was reason for Monsignor Lynn to investigate
18 further. I don "t Know why he did —- why he did—not; but—T
19 can‘t judge from this that he had reason to further
2 investigate. I really don’t know -- I can’‘t call this
21 incompetence since I don’t know all the circumstances.
22 0. Wa=2ll, let me ask you something about that. Let me
23 ask you again about the administrative procedure that vyou
24 had in place at the Archdiocese.
25 If this activity was not reported tc you, which
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2 yvoeuw've testified if wasn't, the taclkb khat you had a priest
3 that had two adolescent boys living with him at a rectory
+ and that he was blocking access of the wmother to the boys,
N dev you think that that was a -- do yon think that your
6 adminristrative procedures that you had in place were
7 adegquate to prevent harm being done to those boys?
8 A I'd have to say that T'm sure that Monsignor Lynn,
9 vou know, evaluated the whole situatien, but I don’t know
10 what he did or did not do after.
i1 0. No . But I'm not asking vou what he did or did not
12 do. What I'm asking vou: Do you believe that your
13 administrative procedures were adequate given that this
14 information was not reported to you?
15 Is not information that is important 'enough with
16 regard to the well being of those boys that it should have
17 been reported to you?
18 A. I have to leave it to Monsignor Lynn’'s discretion
19 what he reports to me or doesn’'t.
20 Q. Okay.
21 BY MS. McCARTNEY:
22 Q. Well, Cardinal, let me ask you. You have looked at
23 GJ-903, and you indicated earlier that you had some
24 trouble reading it, and I don‘t disagree with that
25 assessmept of the document. Mr. Spade has told you what
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2 we owera able to figure out, taking Fhat o cont intormation
3 annd working wilth Ug
4 Do you think it’'s competoent - - Let 5 just st&rt
g with basiocs. Do vou think it's nwmpufnnt on the part of
6 ynur'Seccetary for Clergy to not reduce this type of phone
7 call to at least o typed memo in the f(ile?
2 M. L
9 Q. [ mtean, let’'s just start with the basics?
L0 AL I would have preferred if it had bhsen reduced to a
L1 Lynad.
12 Q. Given the content of what the conversation
13 involved, do you find it at all cencerning that your
14 Secretary of Clergy would nowhere on this document mention
15 the name of the boys that were besing referred to?
16 A. [ can't answer for Monsignor Lynn.
17 Q. Well, but you can answer fcr you as their boss as
18 to " what you wouldexpect—them—to dg workirg—fer—yeou—and
19 ycu being the one that is -- as their boss, as someone’'s
29 boss, when you louok at this document, yvou say to yourself:
21 Monsignor Lynn got this phone call. It’'s about a kid.
22 Some priest of mine is taking a kid on a trip to Notre
23 Dame.
24 I mean, what kind of information would vou have
25 wanted Monsignor Lynn to gather from and to?
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2 AR I don'b know b the circeomstancas ) that event.

3 rt he was qoimj to inform me, ['m sur2 he wnould have typed

< ik outb.

Y 0, Unt thase documants are kept in a secret archive

£ fils, and they're kept in a secreft archive tile for a

7 purpose, covrect, Cardinal?

8 AYN Yas.

9 0. They ' re kept there for the purpose of there being
0 soma racord of misconduct on the rart of a priest so that
11 when someone is going to decide whether or not someone
12 should be moved to a different position, they have the
L3 ability to go back and get an idea of what someone’s past
14 is like. Is that one of the reasons why they’'re kept?

15 A Yes.

15 Q. Well, what benefit.would you get from looking at

17 this document that Monsignor Lynn scribbled on and put in
18 the secret archive file?

19 Do you think that would be any help to anybody, not
20 just you, Cardinal, but someone down the road, say: Hmm,
21 I wonder what we're going to do with Father Sicoli? Would
22 that be of any benefit to you at all?

23 A. It would be very difficult to figure out what this
24 intends to do.

25 Q. Given that, then, do you have some question or some
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o comment on Lhe camperoney of Monsigner Loan o aven as a

2 vacard keepor?

d FANR [ don’t knnw wnnat his intant waes, whether he

K Lnkonpde ] bto type this up and somethipg happened that it
f was not done. [ cannot speak for bhinm.

7 Q. AllL right. Thank youu.

8 MR. SPADE: Okawy. [t's two forty-six.

9 Could we ask you to step out of the room for a few

-

1O minutes so that we can have a disrcussion with the

11 juroirs, please.
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(A recess was held.)

MR. SPADE: Okay. We're back on the

record. It's 3:28 P.M.

And how many jurors do we have present?

~

23
24

25

MR. SPADE: Twenty-one regqulars and ten
alternates. |

The witness has returned to the room.

MR. SPADE: Good afterncon, Cardinal?

THE WITNESS: Good afternoon.

MR.“SPADE: Counsel is present,

correct?
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2 MR . HODOGSON: T
b DY MR. SpPADE:
4 0. Cardical, we've had a Jdiscussion with the jurors to
5 give them, as per our pelicy, the right Lo pose questions
b to you. We've collected the questions, and [°1L pose Chen
7 Fo yvou on behalf of the jurors.
8 Tha2 tirst gquestion is: if you had been informed of
2 the situation with Father Sicoli in the 2001-2002 time
L0 pericd when you were still the Avchblshop of PhiLadelphia,
11 would you have done anything about it?
12 Al About what?
13 Q. About the fact that he had two immigrant boys
14 living at the rectory with him and that he was barring the
15 mother from having access to them.
16 A It would have depended on getting the facts of why
17 they were there, and I don‘t have them all.
18 (O]9 Slcary=s The -second gquestion is: Well, Cardinal,
19 what about if the only facts that you had were that you B
20 had two adcolescent immigrant beys living at the rectory
21 with Father Sicoli and he was barring the mother from
22 access to them?
23 A. There are too many other possibilities that could
24 have occurred that would have made that possibly even j
25 legitimate. I can't say. I don’t know.
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l
2 Q. kay . Could you give me a possibility where that
3 would be legitimabe?
4 A They could have had permission to be there.
5 0. Nﬂ, but ['m saying the mother didn’t want them
6 Lhere. ‘The mother was trying to get them back home.
7 A [ duon't know what are the circumstances.
3 0 Okay.
9 AL [ mean, fraom a prima facie appearance, it’s not the
10 usuat, you know, way of having boys in the rectory.
11 Q. Okay.
12 A. But I say I've heard of other dioceses where
13 somaetimes they have done that for special reasons. I just
14 cannot conjecture.
15 Q. Were you aware during the years that you were the
16 Archbishop of Philadelphia of other priests that were
17 having adolescent boys living in the rectory with them?
18 a. In Philadelphia?
19 é. In Philadelphia.
20 A. No. No.
21 Q. Okay. And is that a practice --
22 A. No.
23 Q. -- that was condoned in the Archdiocese of
24 hiladelphia?
25 A, I didn’t say that. No.
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0. Okay. The second quashtion is: Yoo re awaroe ob bhe
Fact obviously that recently thoe Avcltdiccese of
thitladelphia removed the faculties (rem tour priests. L'm
SOCCY . Strike that. Wronqg (question.

In the cases that we discussad of Gana, Trauger and
Giillespie, after the initial report of s»xual acting out
on tire part of those priests, they were sent for
treatment, eilther at Saint John Vianney or ancother
CCathol ic treatment center, and none of those three
priests, Gana, Trauger or Gillespie, was riagnosed as a
pedophile or an ephebophile, and then later it turned out
that they actually had been sexually acting out with
minors; and one of the jurors wants toc know: Do you find
it disconcerting that these treatment centers and these
therapists, whose opinions you were crediting, got it

wrong in so many cases, in other words, that they weren’'t

picking up ©on the Tact—that—these—priests, that these _
three priests, had been acting out sexually with minors?
A. They knew they were acting out, I think. They
admitted it, but you say wrong in the sense of not
predicting that they wouldn't deo it again?

Q. Or not evan diagnosing them as having a sexual

disorder or being a pedophile or an ephebophile?

h. Well, most of them I think they said there was a
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1
2 soxual disnorder, bul they Jdid net dontiby thoem as
3 prdophiles or cphebophi Les. [ can’t say that that
<4 diagnosis was wromg.
9 Q. Okav. Sn you weran't disconcertad by the
b peviormance of the --
7 A [ said [ didn't know that that was wrong, yocu Kknow.
Y In other words, you can have a caorvact diagnosis, but you
) can't always quarantee what will hapren afterwards.
10 Q. Okay.
11 A There's no way that they can predict that.
12 They can just give their estimate and say they're
13 wminimal risk or they’'re capable of golng back to ministry,
14 as they said, and that’'s their opinion.
15 Q. And,.Cardinal, when did you become aware that
16 there’s‘no way that a therapist can predict whether a
17 priest will act out --
18 A. They --
19 0. Let me just finish the question.
20 A. Excuse me. I'm sorry.
21 0. When did you become aware that there’'s no way that
22 a therapist can predict whether a sex offender will act
23 out again?
24 A. It's not becoming aware. That's true about any
25

therapist or any doctor who prophesied something. He says
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2 this is Lhe best of my ability rkis will robt happen, but
5 it wan happnn.

4 Q. Dka Nne of the jurors wanted to know, looking

5 back now, having been questioned about nine files that

b wore jnvestigated by your Secretary of Clergy and various
7 other members of the Archdioces2 employed by you, are you
3 disconcerted that so many of these investigations were

9 handled in an ineffective mannerc?

10O A I think they were handled very adequately.

11 Q. Okay. So you don’t think that anv ocf them were

12 handled ineffectively?
13 AL No .

14 Q. Okay. he next question is --
15 A Excuse me. You have to understand that one

16 excapltion, that there was an inadvertent lapse.
17 Q. There was what?
i8 A. There was an inadvertent lapse on the part of
19 Monsignor Lynn that we discussed before.
20 Q. Are you referring to the Sicoli case or the Gana
21 case or --
22 AL No. Nao. No . It would have been the Gana case.
23 Q. Okavy.
24 A. I mean, that was an inadvertent lapse.
25 Q. ~Okay. What about in the Brennan case? Was that an
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I

2 fnad: artoent Lapse pn s LY

3 A Pt vrooca bl ot the debkaidls, L'm sorry, in the

4 Droennan -,’.1.;'.“.

" w. Tn fthe Brennan case when Father Lynn was supposed

G to intaorm Monsignor Scanlon ab Resurrvection Parish about

7 the history of Father Brennan amdl his previous parishes,

3 the accusations of boundary violations anid sexually

a inapprooriate behavior, and he was =uppnsed to make sure
10 Lhat the priests in the parish kn2w abtout Father Brennan’'s
il baclkground an:l that Father Brennan was Iin treatment

12 programs and was being monitored?

13 A I don't know why.

14 0. And it turned out three years later to be the case
15 that he had never informed Monsignor Scanlon or any other
16 personnel at that Resurrection Parish of those facts?

17 A. Again, that could have been an inadvertent lapse.
13 9. Okay. 5o Gana, Brennan, S5icoli, they were all

19 inadvertent lapses? T
20 A. Well, when you say Sicoli, I don't understand which
21 part you’'re saving.
22 0. The fact that the file documents that no
23 investigation was done when Father Lynn learned that these
24 two immigrant adolescent boys were living in the rectory
25 with Father Sicoli and -- )
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2 AN I cvan't --
3 Q. -~ it was nolt brought to your attention or anybody
4 olsae’'s attention?
5 AL [ can‘t say that in this, in that case, because
6 it’s s0 vague what is written there. I do not know all of
7 the clrcumstances.
3 0. Ckay .
9 BY MS. McCARTNEY:
LO Q. Cardinal, how many inadvertent lapses do you think
L it takes before vou would be comfoertable in coming to the
12 conclusion that your Secretary of Clerqgy was not doing as
13 competent a job as what was required?
14 Given the magnitude of the harm that could occur to
15 children, how many inadvertent lapses are there?
16 A. I can't answer that question because as you look at
17 all the cases, Monsignor Lynn was very competent in
Mi8 handling them and handling them, you know, very quickly,
19 the larger number of cases.
20 You're mentioning only two that possibly -- you
21 know, that he had an inadvertent lapse, but all the other
22 cases, I consider him -- he was very competent.
23 Q. So you.consider it very competent with regard to
24 Monsignor Gillespie that Monsignor Lynn never informed the
25 '

eva;qgto;s at the hospital that Monsignor Gillespie had

ki
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2 Lalkal in the way he did to ; twerlyn yorar obd in

3 contession, that that's not --

4 A The confession matter i o diffterenh iLsne

g altugetrher.  That's vary delicabe.

6 Q. S0 is the health and welfare ot children. Would
7 you aqgree with that, Cardinal?

3 A That always 1s primary.

9 Q. All right.

10 BY MR. SFPADE:

11 0. The next guestion, Cardinal, one of the jurors

12 wanted to know is: You’'ve testified on & number of

13 nccasions in your appearances before the grand jury that
14 you delegated these matters to Monsignor Lynn, to

15 Monsignor Jagodzinski, to Bishop Cullen, to Monsignor

16 Molloy, varicus members of the Vicar for Administration's
17 offica2, and the Secretary of Cleray’'s office, and some of
-8 the—facts-of these cases were reportad to you and some

19 were not, but that you didn’t have very much day-to-day
20 invaelvement in them. Is that a feirly accurate summary of
21 vour testimony in that regard?

22 A. They kept --

23 Q. I'm sorry.

21 . They kept me informed what they thought was

25 relevant and important.
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L. ORery One ol the jurors ooontod s Lo ask yous:
Given all ot the harm that was (dons to minors, teenagers,
propubescent opildren at the hands of Philadelphia

priests, all of the sexual harm that’'s done to them, at

some point, did it not occrur to you that you would hav; to
stop delegating responsibility Lor thesre cases and get
directly iavolved in handling them?
AL [ wounld talk at times to Mensignor Cullen at the
time and Monsignor Lynn about the jfsporktance of
safequardinag all the children. There were times ILn
meetings or whatever, not thinqgs that recorded, that I
emphasized the gravity of this.

I told them to give it very special attention and
that -- and I repeated the order of priorities, and I

would do that at times to them, you know, that the

children and their families came first and the common good

18

19

20

b
[

22
23
24

25

of the church and then the rights of the prigst;amd—t
presume from my saying those things to them they would
carry out their responsibilities adequately and
effectively.

0. But, Cardinal, you would agree with me, wouldn't
you, that -- and I'm following up on the juror’'s question.

You would agree with me that giving a general

directive about the importance of protecting children to
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the poeple that yoa had delegatred responsibility tor these
cases i different than actually asking for a file,
looking at the file, vrcading the tile, you Xnow, talking
to the people that were handling the file, getting
involveill on a personal basis with the handling of some of
Lhese cases; you would agree that what you said is
different than what the juror asked?

AL Ditferant, but is more effirient that they were the
ones that would have the time, the expertise, the
exvperience to handle these better.

1

Q. Okay. And vou're aware along tn=sse lines, too,
hat the Restoring Trust document that was produced by the
MCCB in the fall of 1995, in the floQ chart at the back of
the first volume, had a recommendation there that when a

priest comes back after being treated for being a sex

offender, when the priest comes back to the diocese, that

18

19

290

21

the Restoring Trust-document—recommended that the bishop
get personally involved in meeting with the priest,
setting up an aftercare program for the priest and
monitoring the priest to make sure that he was following
the aftercare program and not sliding into the danger of
acting out again?

A. I'd have to interpret that, I mean, different

- meaning of what personally means. It can't be that I --
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Sonneroepnes w it heoan barger ol iy Tarpe avehid boceso,

it h obher frishops in obhoec large dioces o, it would he
clmost counterproductive to do everything personally and
in the sonse of individually, bat yon do 16 personally by
doelagating othars to follow up on that.

There's o many responsibilitie:s. Even though this
was the primary -- became bthe primery one for us, but [

would npot phave the ability, the time, the experience to

Lhandle these things. So [ leftt it to those who had the

Ui
AN

t.ime ond Lhe axperience and the «tizcbivenea:
Q. Okay.. The next question is a simple one, Cardinal.
On=2 of the jurors wanted me to ask you wnat is Mons@gnor
Lynn doing today? What is his responsibility within the
Archdiocese of Philadelphia, 1f you know?

A. As far as I know, he was -- his rasponsibility was

not changed. He's still Secretary for the Clergy.

18

19

20

21

23

38
L=

3]
)]

0. And then the follow up muestren—isi—.Given the
evidence that we‘ve reviewed in these files that we;ve
talked with ycu about and understanding that you no longer
have control cver the matters, but why did you keep him as
the Secretary of Clergy up until! the end of your term as
the Archbishop c¢f Fhiladelphia, given the mishandling of

these cases?

A. Because I considered him very efficient and
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2 compe:Lant,

j (. ORay . And then the thivd follow-up question to

1 thal. i5:  Does Cacdinal Rigali, (h= present Acrchbishop ot
g Philadelphia, have the power tno vnplace Monsignor Lynn as
h Secretary of Clerqgy?

7 AL Any hi=hop of a diccese has tha pow2r to change his
B talt

q 0. Okay. The next gquestion is: What preventive

10 measures are currently being taken, to your knowledge, to
11 ensure that no children of the Archdiocese today are being
12 sexnally abused by a priest or by priests?
13 A There’'s s0 many measures we have taken.

14 First of all, as far as I know, even now, and I
15 cuuld say that even when I left on October 7, that there
16 is no priest presently working in a parish or in any
17 institution who is known to have sexually molested a
iB minor, as far as we know. e
19 Number two, we have had a number of sessions with
20 our priests, even when I was still the Archbishop, in
21 explaining to them, you know, boundaries. These were done
22 by experts.
23 We have had -- now we have a check with the police,
24 with the state police, you know, that everyone is checked

25

out. I even had to do it myself. Any crimes committed,
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any abusoe,
We're doing rthis for all i cur lay statf rthat have
anything to do with cvhildren -- toachers, volunteers,
counsalors. We're following a program, bthe VIRTUS

program, on how to deal with chiidren, ULh2 boundaries.

There's the itnstruction on how to repnet any kind of, you
kneow, dangers. I can go on and on in other things.

Q. Okay.

N That we are taking stronqg measur—-s to prevent any

further harm as far as is possibi= coming Lo any children.

a. Can I just ask you a tollew-up gquestion about that.
At the beginning of your answer, you repeated that

statement thét vou made, that there’'s no priest currently

in the Archdiocese --

AL As far as T know.

Q. -- as far as you know who has sexually abused a

cnild, and I wanted—to—ask-—you. Are vou familiar with

Father John Schmeer?

A No.

0. The pastor of Saint Martins Parish in Bucks County?
A. I know the name.

Q. Dkay.

A. That’'s all.

Q. To ycur knowledge, there have never been any
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l
2 allagations -~ well, lot me roprosent to you that if you
3 look ar Father Schmeer's tile, tha sovrebt archives file,
4 Fhevre are allegations in there by a numher of people that
5 he saxually abused, and the Archdieccese’s Review Board did
6 an investigation of him and cleared him of the charges and
7 recommended to the present Archhishop that he remain as
8 the pastor of Saint Martin’s Parish, and my question to
9 vou 1s: Now, when you make that statemsant that there’s no
10 priest that you know of who has allegations against him --
11 A. Ch, T didn’'t say that. Please foraive me. Check
12 the record.
i3 Q. -- who has sexually abused a child; is that what
14 you said?
15 A. Where he’s actually guilty.
16 0. Who is actually gquilty of sexually abusing a child.
17 My dquestion to you is: Isn’'t that -- I mean,
18 that’s, I guess, technicatrty—sccwrater—buft-disn’t it sort
19 of misleading, because you do have somebody who has
20 multiple allegations of sexually abusing minors as a
21 pastor of a parish right now, and essentially what
22 happened is the Archdiocese investigated it and credited
23 Father Schmeer over his accusers.
24 Al Yes.
25 Q. So wouldn’t it be more accurate to say that
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currenlly Phere are prissts who have allegations of
coxually abusing minors; we just haven’'t credited those
allegations as being cvrodible?

AL That would he an unfair startement to make bhecause n

priest could be completely innocent.

0. { understand that.
AL Just because a priest has allegations, you can’'t
destroy his reputation if he’'s innocent. I mean, once a

name {5 mentioned as allegations, rhat's the ernd of that
priest’s reputation for the rest of his life, even though
ha's completely innocent.

That's why I pﬂrased it that wavy. I do not know at
the present time of any priest in the Archdiocese who 1is
guilty of having abused a minor.

BY MS5. McCARTNEY:

Q. Cardinal, I'm going tb take an excepticon with the

18

technical accuracy Of that-statement—because you just said

19
20
21

22

24

E

that even when vou left in October of 2003, that that
statement to the best of ycur knowledge was true.

What about Father Avery, Father Cannon, Father
Trauger, TI'ather Furmanski1i? These wzere all priests, by
virtue of your Review Board, who were investigated and
ultimately released from assignment, because it was

determined that they did have allegations against them?
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L
2 AL The allegations - T o said as Far oan [ konow. As Far
1 as [ know, they were not quilbty. ‘That mav have happened
4 that they vere found guilty atterwards.,
5 0. And one other tollow up, Cardinal, and [ don't want
6 to belabor this point at all, but one of the things that
7 vo:u o said o in rerms of assuring both the people on this
8 arand jury and you've made the statement publicly, that we
B} can all breathe somewhat easier that these priests that
LG are coming in contacﬁ with our children are nobt going to
Ll sexually abuse them because one of the mechanisms that you
12 put in place was the background checks with the state
i3 puolice; is that right?
14 AL I didn’t say that. I said we're trying -- you
15 askad what measures have we taken to try to prevent. I
16 didn't say because they got that they wouldn't abuse.
17 Q- I understand that, but that statement was made in
I8 an—effort—to-—show the public that the Archdiocese was
19 acting responsibly and that there was some level of
20 responsibility taken with regard to its priests, correct?
21 A. Yes.
22 Q. Okay. Let me ask you, Cardinal. When the
23 Archdiocese put in place the background checks for the
24 priests, did they share with the state police the secret
25 archive files with these pecple so that when a background
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i
2 chock i done, the information that'ys in the secret

3 archive files could be evaluatoed by o civil organization?
4 AL [ don’t knnw what was presented to the state

g palice:, Thoey do background chocks on Uham,

A Q. The bottom line, Cacdinal, is somebody like a
7 Stantey Gana, who has admitted to anally raping children,
3 would have a clear background check, is that right,

4 hecanse the Acvchdioces- ot Philade2lphia never shared any
10 of theze allegations or never chared nis admissions with
11 any civil authority? S0 theretfore, if I were to run a
12 bacquOUHd‘Eheck on him, he’'d com2 up totally clear,

L3 right?

14 A. The fact that --
15 Q. Is that correct, Cardinal? You can comment
16 whatever way you want afterwards, but that would be
17 accurate, right?
18 a. If It was not Teported—by—the Acchdiocese.
i9 Q. And it was not, correct?
20 A. Yes, but anyboeody else could -- the family could
21 have reported it.
22 0. All right. Thank you, Cardinal.
23 BY MR. GALLAGHER:
24 0. Well, Cardinal, really, that’s not relevant, who

reported. The issue here is the Archdiocese, as a result
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of thie chavrtber and Lhe resalt of the rovisions Lhat have
been going on sinca June of 2002, has pubt into place
procedures, ana one ot the procedures s that now you
Clieck the criminal background of every priest in the
Archdiocese, corroct?
AL YTes.
Q. Okay. The question is: What is the value of that
it you had thirty-five priests with credible allegations
in February of 2002 and cnly two of those priests were
ever arrested?

What Is th= value to the octher thirty-three priests
whether or not the public can find out whether they’'ve had
credible evidence nof sexual abuse in their background of
children?

Do you understand my question?

A. Yes. We're saying that -- we're just saying now,

as o~ that—time—welre asked now, as a result of the

18

20

21

22

23

24

chartér, to do these background checks.

I'm not guaranteeing that those background checks
mean that a person was not -- did not abuse a minor. I'm
just saying this is something anyhow.
Q. Well, the gquestion is: What is the value of those
background checks if none of these thirty-three people

were ever reported to law enforcement and you know as the
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1

i

2 Avcbhbiishop that thoie s opradih!be i Pro ol sexual

3 abunses of minors in Lheic backagrowed? Vhatt 1s the value ot
4 Fhose checks?

5 AL Well, noew ail i them hase hoeosn coponted.

6 (. AlLL of them have been venocisd?

7 A May I.

3 (The witness conterrad with his

9 attorney.)

L0 THE WITNESS: Yy just want Lt to he
L1 confirmed that since the c¢hortsv, all allegations
12 have been reported to the <ivii authorities?

13 MR. GALLAGHER: Thalt nocurred

14 subsequent to the charter. Correct.

15 THE WITNESS: That s correct.

16 BY MR. GALLAGHER:

17 O But we’'re talking none of the incidents that

18 occurred prior to the passing ofthe—chartex

19 A. That is correct. But now it’s to prevent anything
20 further in the future.
21 You asked me how to prevent thinrgs in the future.
22 Right nowvall their names now are listed.
23 Q. Listed with this grand jury?
24 A, No. Nc. MNo. We report it to the civil

authorities. The charter requires

1t.
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I1"m not talking about anyth
he charter happened. Wihat

priests who in Fabrua

CARDINAT,

BEVILACZQUA

irg that’'s happened

[‘m talking about is theo

ry of 2002 you and your

procss parson have indicated that there was credible
evidence of sexnal abuse of minors in Lheir background.

AL Yes, but I'm getting back to th2 original question.
vihat are we doing to prevent this from happening?

Q. Well, ['m not getting hack to the original
quastion. t'm asking you what is the wvalue of doing an
'Rl check of those thirty-three people when what they did
was never reported to law enforcement end they never had a

criminal

sumeone?

Information Center,

th-=

record?
What is the point of doing

A record

FBI checks.

a rap sheet on somecne.

ef-—checking those

a record check on

check is the FBI National Crime

That's what

if none of

18
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BY MR,
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)
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wWhat I5the
eople were ever arrested?
We just did what -- we comp
MR. GALLAGHER:

gquestion?

SPADE:

lied with the law at the

Whet's the next
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. The next gquestion, Cacdinal, e

ANTHONY Jo=rRPH CARDINAL

Therrer "3 hean
you've

cvidencs before the grand jury, aad T belinve

[

te=titied Lo it on a couple of occesiopr=, bhat when da

Cictim comes forward ro the Apocidlincaum: . the Arochdioces:e
GEfers the victim counseiing nr nii:vs to nay £ofc
counsaeling --

AL {235 .

Q. - wither with a therapist providad by the

Archdiocese or with the person’s th2rcapist, chosen by the

vivtim, and one of the jurors wanted to know: Besides

,-

oftering the counseling, are you dcinag arything else to
help the victims of these crimes?

AL [ den’t know what it means. Thay are now
interviewed by someoqe from Sccial Services, and not only
offering to pay for them, but to ofter any other

M

assistance that might be of help Lo them.

19

20

b
—

[\]
[ye]

B s Pee—you one example. There’s an older man

who came to see me, a victim, and be didn’'t have a decent
place to live, end we found a place for him to reside that

would be help helpful to nim.

s

]

Okavy?

A. It cculd be 50 many others. It could be medical

atterntion. It's not just counseling. it’'s anything we

can do to help them as a result of whatever psychologiceal
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2 injurics with oChers That were corooapi o nc ooon Lhem.

3 0. Cavdinal, | just wanbtoed o iy e casa b your

4 attoertion, because when vou wmentioned an ~lda2r man who

5 doesn’t have a place to live, it Dbroaght som2thing to my

6 mind ¢t one of the cases that's boen peresauted to this

7 grand jurcy.

¥ Thare was a priest who's now decesasad by the name

9 ulb Gerard Chambers. I don't know 1f von were aver

L0 acgquaintad with him, but Father CThambers avused three

L1 brothers at Saint Greqory's

12 Fack. in the 1950s and earlyv

L3
14
15 = m who’s now approximately in-his
16 late fifties, early sixties, when he was eleven yedrskold,
17 he was anally raped by Father Chambe;s;.dﬁd when I use the
8 word—"raped. " T;maan raped. It was a crime of force.
19 now instituticnalized at Norristown
20 State Hospital in Montgomery County and is facing charges
21 of aggravated assault on his landlord and, to the
22 Xnowledge ©¢f the grand jury, has no place to go when he
23 leaves Morristown State Hospital.

ool Owen

24 If'w were to seek some sort of
25 shelter, some sort of institutional care on the part of
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!
2 b Arctsliccese whaen he leaves NMorvistown Srabe Hospital,
3 is thalt something Lhat the Archdiocess would be willing
4 A Yes. They et in touch with docial services. Yes .
5 L. Okay. Ts that somethira that yon wontd be willing
) ta 1ok into yourself?
7 FAYN Well, T have no authority anyvmor-.
o] Q. Okay . Is it something thjt<you would be of willing
dl Lo bhring to Cardinmnai Rigali’'s attention?
10 AL [ T could have something writtz=n, ['m sure we can.
11 Q. I'll provide you writtern infeormation about it.
12 LN Ves.
12
13 0. Tne next guestion is: Cn=2 ¢t the jurors wanted Lo
14 know how is the Archdiocese of Pniladszlphia at Saint
15 Charles Seminary currently attempting to evaluate its
16 seminarians to weed cut seminarians who have a sexual
17 attracticn to minors, not just'pedophiles and
18 ephebophiles, butanvybody—that—has—a saxual discrder
19 relalting to this sexually acting oubt with minors?
20 A, There’s a whole very expansive program at the
21 seminary. It always had it, but it has naturally been
22 emphasized even more.
23 As you know, it would be imposeible to determine
F] - .
24 ahead of time whether somesone 13 -- you know, has a sexual
disorder, but they have to undergo a barrage of
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2 oy bologioal testing cod inteeyivg oo bh the

4 psychiiabrisy .

4 There are constanl symposia or lectures of expects
" to Yha seminarians themsolves, 5o Ehis hos raached the

6 presaent. rector, one of the hiqhe:t prioribies, in order to
7 make sure, to the extent that is poessible, fthey not only
8 are aware of all of the dangers, you know, but to examine
Y theic own conscience, but also through the testing that is
10 available tu discern to the best of, you know, human

11 akility whether there i5 a praovensity for any kind of

12 sexual abuse of’minors. [ can assure you that’'s being

13 done.

14 When we had the commission, the Alvare Commission,
15 vou may have heard of that. They spent a great deal of
16 time at the seminary, you know, overlooking all their

17 programs; and in fact, it’'s a large portion of the report
18 of the commission,~armd—there—was—mainly commendations,

19 what's being dene with certain other recommendations that
20 I don't even recall, but it was to make it a very high

21 priority and it is.
22 Q. Okay. The next question, Cardinal, is --

23 MR. SPADE: If we could just break for
24 just a minute.

25

It’'s four o'clock. Does anybody have a
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ANTTHONY JOSEPH CARDINAL BEVILACQUA
Fransportation issue or van we gn annther five or
fon minutes?

ALl right. We have more cquestions,
Cardinal, but it's four o'clock, and some of the
jurors have to take public transpertation and need
Lo catch trains and buses, so we're going to
adjourn tor the day. Thank you.

Could the foreperson please advise the
Cavdinal of his continuing obligation.

GRAND JURY FOREPERSON: Cardinal
Bevilacqua, you are hereby notified that vyour
subpoena his a continuing cne. That means should
the jury desire further evidence and/or testimony
from you, you will be notified to appear before
this grand jury by mail, phone or through your
attorney, 1f you have one.

Do _you understand?

19

THE WITNESS: Yes.

GRAND JURY FOREPERSQON: Thank you.

(Hearing concluded.)
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