Section V

Selected Case Studies

The Grand Jury reviewed hundreds of allegations of sexual abuse committed by
priests in the Philadelphia Archdiocese. The Jurors examined “Secret Archives” files for
169 priests (121 Archdiocesan and 48 religious-order priests working in the Archdiocese)
and 2 permanent deacons. These files were supplied by the Archdiocese in response to a
subpoena asking for all records relating to allegations of sexual abuse of minors by
priests that had come to the attention of Church officials since 1967. In addition to these
Secret Archives files, the Grand Jury also subpoenaed and reviewed the personnel files of
many of these priests.

We have not, in this Report, attempted to summarize all of the evidence we
received or to describe the allegations against all 171 clerics. We have chosen instead to
focus and report in depth on a representative sampling of these priests. These are not
necessarily the worst offenders with the most victims. They were chosen because the
evidence from their files and the witnesses who testified about their cases provide the
most complete picture of clergy sexual abuse of children in the Archdiocese, the impact
on the victims and their families, and the Church leaders’ strategies to conceal the priests’
crimes.

The nature of sexual abuse of minors, including the reluctance of victims to come
forward, is such that the official record typically represents only the tip of the iceberg. In
this case, we also do not have the full story because of the Archdiocese’s longstanding

efforts to suppress the truth about its priests. There are many victims whose names were
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never recorded. Church records obscured crimes with euphemisms — an attempted rape,
for example, was recorded as “touches.” The Archdiocese’s success in keeping these
crimes hidden for so many years has made a full investigation of them at this time nearly
impossible. Still, the evidence summarized in this report makes clear the patterns of
sexual abuse and the cover-up by Church officials that have haunted and outraged the
members of this Grand Jury.

The following case studies of selected priests reflect our findings based on
documents from the priests’ Secret Archives and personnel files, and on the testimony of
victims, witnesses, and Archdiocesan priests and managers. We found these cases to be
representative of the priests whose files we reviewed. We also found that the
Archdiocese’s response to the allegations against these priests accurately illustrates how,
unfortunately, such cases were routinely handled.

The names of the victims, their families, and parishioners who reported priests’

offenses have been changed.
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