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Novexber 5, 1991 _ ‘

His Bminence Anthony J. Bevilacqua
Zrchdiocese of Philadelphia

222 Worth 17th Strest
Fhiladelphia, PA 15103

Re: Father Nicholas Cudemo

The events of the past five weeks campel us to notify the Archdiocese of
our deep disagreement with the Archdiocese’s decisions regarding Father Cudemo
and the rationale underpinning those decisions. This letter sumarizes what we
Jnow of the problem and our great concern for what we perceive is a more sericus
issue. It also states our camitmernt to take further action if necessary.

We believe that Father Cudewo has saxuzlly and psychologically abused
girls and young wamen for the past twenty years. This criminal and imrorsl
conduct constitutes a pattern of abuse which mekes Father Cudemo & present real sas st
-séanger se-other girks and womem ™ e Archdioress has 'd meral aid- TEREL ity to~ ~ < 7 =%~
remove this threat. The Archdiocese’s failure to remove Father Cudemo from his
position as Pastor can only be viewed as immoral and negligent.

We further believe that these decisians reveal @ more fundamental failing
‘on the part of the men given the duty to confront these problems and of the
process upon wiich they rely. It has become apparent to us that there is a
basic insbility and/or unwillingness to urderstand the complex area of child sex
abuse ard sexual misconduct engaged in by certain clergy. The Archdiccese’s
intenticnal failure to aggressively confront these problems in an honest and
professicnal mammer guarantess that wore devastating harm will befall other

children - h:ysaruiguls—andwlnerablema;ﬂ:eha:ﬁsofclexgyformm
theArc’rﬁ;.oce&e:.sres;xmsmle

‘These beliefs are based mm_u&mQ@g,;mum_mmm___q
abIeto piece together, starting with the facts given to the Archdiocese by us
in September, 1991. )

RD BR4345

Letter to Cardinal Bevilacqua from victims of Fr. Cudemo. The victims and their families
complain that the Cardinal had not removed Fr. Cudemo as pastor at St. Callistus despite
numerous reports of his sexual abuse of girls. GJ-958
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On September 25, 1991, we met with Rev. Msgr. James Molloy and Rev.
William Lynn at 222. First, - - described the initial sexual abuse
which cccurred when was ten years old. Father Cudemo had become very
close to parents and was considered a member of the family. Ee
ﬁequamljstayedmghtattmj_rhcme By the time he was transferred ©
Cardinal Dougherty High Scheol, the se:nmab.semsmpleteardomrt.rmus

described the sexual abuse in detail, as well as the tremendous
emotional and psychological harm it has caused her. She said that every day she
stmgglesw:.ﬂmthemnfhctarﬁlmrtmmdeh&ra:xithat;thasb%nzeaﬂya

‘nightmare beyond accurate dﬁcrl_Pth

stated that .she has experienced desp psychologlcal torment since
adolescence, through young adulthood, and to the present. She has attempted
suicide several times and has been hospitalized, including in intensive care.
She said that she has been in counselling since October, 1990, and that the

weekly therapy sessions with the psychologist ard psydliatmst exact great
ermotional and financial strein on the family.

husband spakeof the terrible effect it has had on their
marriage. 2Again, it has been and is a day-to-day struggle just to kesp everyone
together. :

stated that she is a cousin of and
also a cousin of rFather Cudemo. She described cne brief incident of sexual

_.mscmﬁIJctbyEaﬂmeLQﬁenomherbadxm*vﬂﬁmshewasfmrtemxeaIsold

LT L T R TS TR .a....a._.__._.._ ey s

described two separate incidents of se:ma_l %
misconduct by Father Cudemo of ‘a more serious nature when she was fifteen years
old. mablemmimwtotaJkabouta.tmmth‘ermstets, she spoke of this
ah.searxiofﬂnee:mta_omltumlxthadcausedrer !

e, 1

MMOJMMW

discussion about what should happen as a result of these camplaints. It was
agreed that Msgr. Molloy would:

Meet with Father Codemo as soon as possible and present these
camlaints to him.

Require him to wmdergo an evaluation.

Ihdvise him that if he asked for the names of the woren meking these

complaints, he wes forbidden from meking any contact; if he did, .
he would be immediately suspended.

Amngeforenevaluam@cbmﬂdpmbablyhakeplacemﬂmto
four weeks.

2dvise us of the results of the evaluation.

AD @@434g
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© Be available to answer any of our questions or hear fram us if we did
not like what was being done'.

We did not spend much tire discussing what would happen to Father Cudemo
between the time he was Actified of these camplaints and his eveluation. It
seemed that it depended on his response. We did meke it clear that we were
concexned about the three to four wesk waiting period, but reluctantly accepted
it because of the critical ifportance Msgr. Molloy placed on the evaluation.

Imetevasmd;smsmmabautmtstepsmﬂdbetakenmespecuveofme

results’ of the evaluation.

Speaking about these terrible experiences was itself a heavy burden and

Msgr. Molloy and Father Iynn had helped us through it. ‘i-?eleftﬂlemeetmg
samewhat relieved and encouraged.

On October 2, 1991, Msgr. Molloy and Father Iymn met with Father Cuodemo
concerning these camplaints. After the meeting, Msgr. Molloy called ;

and told her that he thought that 3‘.1: had gone well. Msgr. Molloy stated
that Father Cudemo’s response to the t was that he did not remember
anything like that happening to him. Msgr. Molloy told her that the more Father
Cudemo talked, the more it became apparent that he was sick and needed help.
According to Msgr. Molloy, Father Cudemo agreed to the evaluation and did not .
demend to know the names of the women.

The next day, Octcber 3, 1991, Father Iymn cailed and told

Jher_that Father Cudemo damrd@anee‘l:mgw:.ﬂi Rev. Msgr. Bdward Cullen. With
"MSgTT MolToy and Fathér Tyni present; FaTHaT Cidemo met with: Mege. Callen that =~

day ard told them that he wanted to know the names of the women. He also asked

thgnmglveusﬂemssagethathedmmtmmdomgmytmngmthe
extent that it would have hurt anyone so badly.

Father Lynn told thatFatbercxﬂammsglvmaxcmandt}attne
evaluation was scheduled for December 1, 1991.

CnOctober-i 1991, called Father Lynn and told
Iumtﬁatwewe:eshodosﬁa:ﬁveryupsetﬂmtfatbarcﬂammetmthmgr Cullen
(believed to be & classmate and friend of I‘athera:demos)a.witha‘"the
evaluation could not be done ntil December 1, 1991. also asked
h&me&er?aﬂm&ﬁemwasmbemedas?asmrmmgﬂme‘mluaum
Father Lyrm told her that Dece.uber ls“was the earliest possible date and that

"

~cemplied with the two

requ_ratmts of not ccmtactmg usand. ag:ee._ng to the evaluation.

Because of our great dismay with these develomments, a second mesting was
held with Msgr. Molloy and Father Iymn on October 17, 1991. We talked at great
length about why Father Cudemo should be removed from the ministry before the
evaluation. Msgr. Molloy told us that the evaluation would have to take place
first and that Father Cudemo was complying with the conditions set out at
his first meeting. Msgr. Molloy also said that Father Cudem was not being
rawvedbecausethemscomﬂucthadoccmejﬁ_ftem tdentyyaaxsago He

AN
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asked how do we know that "he has not grovn up and is not doing it anymore?" He
said that if it was current, it would be different. Msgr. Molloy said that "We®
havetopmta:'- Father&lde:msr@tstoo

‘Msgr. Molloy tried further to justify this position by explaining that
every time a camplaint is made against a priest, the Archdiocese camnot be
expected to remove him from his position. Ee illustrated this problem by
describing a situation in which a mother called camplaining that a priest was
giving her son pomographic materials. The mother, on being questioned further,
stated that the problem was "scametimes when he reads this material he tums into
a fox, but not alweys; savetimes he tums into a deer."” We were left speechless
and later felt belittled that a professional designated to deal with such a
sensitive area could so facilely equate our "problen” with that of the above
described situation. We left this mesting somewhat discouraged.

Upon further reflection, we decided tc contact other women whom we
beheva:lmyhaveheenabusadby‘FaﬂHCuﬁaw We had suspected for same time

that a waran named had had a r=lationship with Father Cudemo and
so wa contacted her. is a thirtycone year old single waman and
elementary school teacher in the Philadelphia area. She told us the following.

In Nhy,- 1991, called Fev. Msgr. John Jagodzinski and asked to
speak with him about Father Cudemo. Atﬂxen:eetm_gwlthlﬂsg:c Jagodzinski, she
related that:

" PE g T TR uh i BE e v et S i e R

. SheandFaﬂEtOJdemhadhadacmtmumssemalmlaﬁcmshipfor
the past fiftesn years.

" She and Father Cudemo jointly owned a house in Orlando, Florida and
frequently staved there togsther,

Father Cudemo told her that “you don’t do what you want to do, but
what you are called to do" and he told her what she was called to
do.

Father Cudemo told her that she was not “cut ocut" for marriage.

L Father Cudemo tried to dissuade her from doing what she wanted to
do :

Father Cndemo tried to alienate her from her family.

She had suffered severe psychological harm as a result of the
zelamsh;.p

She had been suicidal on several oo:asiorﬁ as a result of this
“harm.
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Shemsreceivingcmmseuingfortrﬁshaﬁn.

She ended the relationship because she came to realize that it wes
slowly destroying her.

She knew of oﬂmmmmohadm@mtmelmagesaxesultof
their relationship with Father Cudemo.

She told Father Cudemo that he nesded help.

This wes a two hour mesting during which Msgr. Jagedzinski tock no notes
and asked very few questions. He did ask what she wanted done and she
told him that Father Cudemo "needs help.” Msgr. Jagodzinski told her that
Father Cudemo would be called in to discuss this matter but that she should be
preparedforﬂmeposamﬂltythatmthmgmghtbedmetof'amcudam

According to ,Faﬂmrmdemmtmthﬁsgr.@llmmcegmigher
camplaint. She does not know whether Father Cudemo admitted or denied having.a
relationship with Yo one called her back to report on what follow up
had been taken by the Archdioccese. . does know that the Archdiocese
‘told Father Cudemo to terminate his cwnership in the house in Florida.

We have given a great deal of thought to the meny aspects of this
problem. Not only have we focused on the harm we and quite possibly other women
havesuffeted,h:talsomﬂ;emdmessészamdhyﬁtbe:&dam the threat he

T posesy -the-asts-and anissions of the Archdiocese. and the fundamentally defective . - ..
raticiale’nd process relied an by the Archdiocese to justify the approdchTakdi " =~
to this problem. We have consulted several priests and muns, a priest canon
lawyer, a nun canon law expert, a psychologist and psychiatrist, two civil .
lawyers and two Assistant District Attoreys who specialize in child abuse. We

contimie to sesk p:cofaﬁs:.mal advice and additional information from other women .
a.bout Father Cudem.

Mm&hateccrmem;sm.ththekd:d;ac&sesdecmmnmallmhmer
Cudemo to remain as Pastor pending the evaluaticn. Msgr. Molloy places great
Jln,portancemtheexmluatmarﬂusasltmjustﬂykeepmghﬂmraﬁammhj
present position. '

We believe that this a;pzoachismtlﬁ.ﬁglessthananexcusemavoid
making difficult decisions now. The evaluation is not a test of the ’
—————truthfulness—of our conplaints. Either the Nrohdiccess believss our camplaints——————
or believes they are fabrications. The eveluation is not an end in itself but a
means to determine the depth of the problem. It should recommend a course of
treatment and shed sare light on the progncs.xs for recovery.

Qur complaints are reason enough to suspend Father Cudemo. Reliance on
the age of our camplaints to avoid taking immediate action conveniently ignores o
the information provided by To ask us how we know whether Father

on ARL3R4S
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Cudemo has not grown up and is not doing it anymore reflects a mindset which is
demesning to us and pathetically self-deceptive. It shows a regrettable lack of

sensitivity and a basic J.gmrance of the area of child abuse and sexual
. miscanduct.

It is beyond camprehension how the Archdiocese cannot see the present
‘danger. The absence of a vehemwent denial clearly suppcrts the truthfulness of |
the camplaints. Father Cudemo’s response that he does not remember sexually
abusing several teenage girls, one continuously for approximately four years, is

sobmr:eastoevﬁmceamﬂyban!m.ptarﬂpeydmloglmllydysfmcu
m.

’Hagprbfeasimmlsmhavea:msultaiteﬂusthatinﬁiﬁthlsmmgagem
this kind of criminal aberrant behavior are rarely cured and therefore
constitute a potential threat to others. The Archdiocese has the duty not only
to protect potential victims, but also to aid those clergy afflicted with this
problem.

The account given by alsoshooldhavebeeummghtomspend
_Fa.herCudam The aporoach taken by Msgr. Jagodzinski and the cmissions of the
Archdiccese thereafter are not only evidence of negligence but also of the
anachronistic thinking which has perpetuated the "cover-up" approach
historically taken by the Archdiocese.

: Emepn%tswehavemnﬁultedmufomﬂ.yteuusﬂﬁtanysubstantml
changéiwillscrme oply: in-response—tea-lawsuit.~ Do we have to name Your
Eminence, Cardinal Kroll, Father Cidémd ahd thé Archdiccess in & Lawsult 1o move
you to confront honestly these problems?

We remain open to further discussion. We pray daily that God will give
strength to us and greater wisdaom to you. ?Ehamﬂ'xatyoua:eag:&at
listener. Wedonotkrm:{fymunderstand.

Sincerely yours,

TCrrMsgrJames-Mettey

i ————
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