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This book is dedicated to all child abuse survivors globally, including those betrayed by the Roman Catholic Church.

 

I also dedicate this book to the loving memory of Thomas J. Dolan, our beloved late father, whom we all called “Buddy.” He gave my siblings and me the most cherished, loving, and protective childhoods. My siblings, extended family, friends, and I were particularly inspired by his courage to take on Cardinal Law in Boston in 2002. His moral compass, clarity, tenacity, and faith were contagious. He firmly believed that it was the duty of all adults to protect all children.
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Foreword

It is vitally important that the focus be kept on the church because of the responsibility the Catholic Church has, and other churches have for moral leadership and for taking care of and watching out for the welfare of the most vulnerable and marginalized people in our society. In this case, we are speaking of children and young adolescents throughout the world, who are sexually exploited by sexual abuse, sexual torture, pornography rings, and much more.

This is a vital time because there is the continuation of the groundswell and it is a time when we can break down the societal apathy not just in the churches but in society in general, toward the issue of the sexual exploitation of children.

I think that this book and the whole impetus behind it, point to the fact that this is a worldwide problem!

IT’S NOT SMALL…IT’S HUGE!

It is not just inappropriate touches or temporary lapses of judgment as some churchmen would have you believe. We are talking about things like rape, sexual torture, selling kids for reasons of pornography - as serious, and drastic as you can imagine, and then some.

This is a time when the churches of course, and the secular society in general, can jump on this bandwagon and do something. Talk is cheap when it comes to protecting children. It does not do any good to issue guidelines, or statements, or apologies.

What is important is action - and what is needed is not just action by the leaders, but a breaking through of the apathy and the denial of the rank and file of society in general to wake up to the fact that this is not just a serious problem, but a critical problem.

We are talking about our future and the future of a society that purports to be enlightened and have the greatest respect for individuals…if we do not take it and apply it to the most marginalized - the most helpless individuals then we live in a society of hypocrisy!

Fr. Tom Doyle 
Washington, D.C. 2002




Introduction

In 2000, the International Centre for Missing and Exploited Children commissioned me to investigate the exploitation of children emanating from the Balkans Crises – a conflict I had covered in the 1990s. 

During that summer, I crisscrossed western and eastern Europe, and the Balkans, interviewed as many players as possible – both good and bad – and victims who agreed to speak with me. 

Having been trained as a criminal investigator while in law school, I approached this investigation as I would have any investigation of a complex racketeering and conspiracy nature. I attempted to connect a series of seemingly random dots to arrive at a complete picture based upon facts. 

It was almost like an artist painting a canvas having no idea how the creativity would evolve before the portrait came to fruition. 

The stories I heard initially seemed frighteningly implausible. What law enforcement officials told me and showed me was horrifyingly evil and exploded my reality. What I digested convinced me of the need for this subject to be investigated globally.

War correspondents assume and witness evil in war zones. As I began to learn about human trafficking what dawned on me was that this evil was “among” the so-called civilized world. Once I saw this evil, it became very difficult to unsee it and was very different than in a war zone on a scale that later revealed itself in plain sight. 

It forced me to ask the question, “How did we in the mainstream media, which I had been a part of for decades, miss a story of this magnitude?” 

The curse of human trafficking is a global phenomenon. Slavery at the cusp of the 21st Century did not just appear overnight. Child sex abuse is rampant and buried within industries. 

The numbers were absolutely staggering in 2000 according to experts then – two to four million new victims annually. Moreover, as Queen Silvia of Sweden said at the time, they were shocking. 

 “The ages are frightening,” exclaimed the Queen. 

 Infants, toddlers, and incredibly young children and adolescents were then, and still are today, at risk of sexual violence that is nothing short of sexual torture. 

The sexual demand for these children was, and still is, extremely high and constantly growing because of the internet. Those who were, and are still today, engaged in this obscene trade were and are often part of international, transnational, and trans criminal syndicates, which have engulfed even friends and family members as traffickers and child rapists, who are close to victims.

The result of my first investigation is a book released in July 2024, Shattered Innocence – A Shared Global Shame covering over 24 years of investigating human trafficking in 140 countries. The first findings were originally released as a report at the National Press Club on May 4, 2001. 1 

Homayra Sellier, President of Innocence in Danger, invited me to speak at the United Nations in Geneva, Switzerland in 2001. While there, I was presented with something so horrifying and of such urgency that I expanded my body of work deeper into the internet as a journalist. 

I was shown 20 CD-ROMS filled with child pornography, which had not been fully investigated by European law enforcement authorities. These images were of unimaginable cruelty – such as pictures of babies’ vaginas pierced with needles, and more horrifying images.

After seeing these images, I thought I had heard and seen it all until Sharon Girling, a member of Scotland Yard’s National Crime Squad, and one of the world’s leading experts on internet child pornography, told me that her office had confiscated an image of a sexually abused newborn infant still attached to an umbilical cord. 

I had no desire to see that image and never did. 

Then through a hunch and a guess, and what some of my colleagues at the time thought initially was a “whacked theory,” we discovered that some of the children pictured on the CD-ROMS were in fact, among the 1,263 then still unidentified victims in the 1998 Operation Cathedral/Wonderland international internet child-pornography investigation that Girling oversaw at Scotland Yard. 

At the time, Operation Cathedral/Wonderland was the largest and most successful international law enforcement crackdown of any internet pedophile ring. Over thirty international law enforcement agencies joined forces to bust this ring. Despite its success, however, the sad fact remained that even up to 2001, 1,263 young victims whose images had been circulated around the internet had still been unidentified. 

Several victims we were able to cross-reference and find successfully turned out to be children of European women Homayra and I had interviewed. 

These were women who had been engaged in vicious custody battles in French courts. They had found themselves hamstrung in their efforts to legally protect their children from further abuse at the hands of their children’s fathers and the fathers’ friends (men and women, who were pedophiles) by an anachronism of Napoleonic laws. Minors were not allowed to testify in court. These were incredibly young children under the age of 10 years of age. 

Because these children were automatically considered incompetent to speak on their own behalf in the French courts, their horror stories had to be told by the doctors who treated them once they were free of their abusers. 

In turn, those doctors and psychologists were attacked legally by the accused predators as a group – something akin to the North American Man Boy Love Association (NAMBLA) in the United States. 2  

The French doctors and psychiatrists were at risk of losing their medical licenses if they testified. It was a vicious circle. 

Even more astonishing, the presiding French judges, for reasons that remain inexplicable even today, had ruled as if they believed that the mothers’ testimonies were false, baseless, unsubstantiated, and no more than ruses concocted to retain custody of their children.

As a result, these mothers, who were trying to shield their children from further sexual abuse, sexual torture, and pedo-criminality, found themselves being abused legally, financially, psychologically, and emotionally. 

Yes, this was very dark, but my instincts told me that there was something else at play here.

The legal system was a blockade from the truth.

Overtime, I also came to acknowledge a myth that I had been holding – women would naturally protect children. I had believed that there were few female child sexual predators. 

I was not only wrong but, I was dead wrong.

One-third of the predators in the images in the Operation Cathedral/Wonderland case were female sexual predators. 

Sharon Girling of Scotland Yard allowed me to view these women’s images to assess whether they looked like models or those who crawled out of gutters. The ages, looks, and ethnicities spanned the spectrum. 

We also came across considerable evidence of sex rings, pedophile rings, and ritual abuse torture of children by adults in groups, who inflicted pain for their own pleasure. 

In pursing this part of the investigation 25 years ago, I discovered that nowhere in the world then was a single one-stop depository of confiscated internet child pornography images for law enforcement officials to examine if a child’s image had been circulated over the internet.

When I asked why a one-stop depository and image-bank did not already exist, I was told that, even though it was commonly agreed that a single, centralized storehouse of images collected worldwide would be of great and significant value, it was infeasible legally because it would require the participation of multiple nations and there were too many legal hurdles to overcome.

This would create, the experts said, a major problem of conflicting laws from the cooperating nations, with none entitled to more deference than another. 

Remember – this was 2000 – 2001 – at the beginning of when the internet was being introduced to mainstream society. This is well before where the internet has evolved today.

Each nation, for example, had different standards for protecting personal privacy and other civil liberties, different rules governing evidence and prosecutorial actions, different financial and political restrictions, and so forth.

Given the overwhelming need for a one-stop depository, I did not believe that such legal technicalities should prevent its creation, so I asked how much money it would take to set up an image bank and equip it with the software tools needed to make it functional if none of the legal impediments were an issue. The answer was $5 million. 

That was a drop in the bucket to protect children from pedo-criminality over the internet and to create tools for law enforcement to save children and hold the bad actors accountable. 

In addition to image storage, financing was needed to finish the ongoing work on a new computer program that not only could “age” a victim’s face, but which could also remove the victim’s image from a picture to compare the details in the background of one picture with another to advance investigations. Cross-referencing image details is a heightened skill for computer programs that enhance those comparisons.

Partly, or, because I was raised in the Roman Catholic Church faith and educated by the Madams of the Sacred Heart and Jesuits, and because my first trafficking investigation took place in Europe in 2000, where the Church 3 played a major role, I took a particular interest then of the Church’s position on the issue of trafficking. I continually monitored the Church’s activity in response to its own sex scandals. 

I knew nothing of the Catholic Church’s sex scandals in 2000, but I heard a lot of whispers in Europe in 2000, and I was intrigued from an institutional perspective. 

How can someone who claims to believe in God create a fertile ground for child rape and how can the Church coverup for any of these insidious crimes? 

But admittedly, in 2000, I was not equipped to digest the information before me. It seemed too incongruent to the Teachings of Jesus of my heritage.

As my trafficking research expanded, I became increasingly puzzled by the Church’s clear lack of moral leadership in responding to their own simmering crisis.

So, by October 2001, I decided to take on the Roman Catholic Church – my heritage even thought I had never been raped, abused and neither had my siblings. 

In November 2001, I officially launched an investigation into the Roman Catholic Church sex scandals globally. 

We never imagined how timely this work would prove to be considering the avalanche of revelations about the sexual torture by members of the Roman Catholic clergy that imploded by early 2002 in Boston. 

That was my place of birth and where my Catholic family on both sides was entrenched in our faith. Those connections within our family were not limited to Boston. They expanded not only across the U.S. but, across the globe.

The subject matter of this book is the sexual exploitation of children within the Roman Catholic Church, although it is not the only religious institution whose clergymen and nuns, in this case, have betrayed the special trust placed in them. 

Enormous amounts of information concerning abuses by spiritual leaders within every other faith are available for anyone. 

I chose to focus on my heritage – the Roman Catholic Church. 

This investigation is not intended to denigrate the fundamental institution that the Church stands for, or to deny the good it has accomplished throughout its 2000-year history, or to move anyone to call his or her faith into question, or to doubt that incalculable benefit of faith to billions who believe in the Teachings of Jesus.

The reader must, however, distinguish between the divine teaching that is the foundation of the Church and the fact that as an institution, it is a creature of this world – one that is run by people, who, no matter what their stature and strengths remain subject to the same frailties and weaknesses as every other human being, and sometimes they embrace the devil. Brokenness is a fact of life. We see it alive and well in the 21st century.

Accordingly, I am specifically focusing on the intentional crimes, errors, and failings of those charged with the protection of children and the preservation of the Church as an institution. That does not call into question the value or validity of the institution itself, or the Teachings of Jesus.

We should challenge our political leaders without ever questioning the value of governments, and we should challenge leadership in our places of worship and not be fearful of wrath and blowback when it comes to the protection of children. 

In my profession, investigating corruption is what investigative journalists do, and sometimes it hits home as this investigation has done. 

By virtue of its age, organizational structure, and global reach, the Catholic Church is a particularly apt illustration of the most important point of this book – the need for a profound paradigm shifts in the manner with which it defines and responds to child sexual abuse, slavery, and human trafficking institutionally. 

We must understand that children are trafficked for sexual torture not only by international mobs, perverts, maggots, terrorist organizations, and safe clubs like the Boys Club, but by Catholic priests, nuns, members of Catholic orders, and sometimes their criminal acts are covered up by the Church’s hierarchy – all the way up the ladder to the popes. 

The crime of trafficking and child sexual abuse occurs in our religious institutions that lie at the core of society – even at the level of the church and the family.

As a result, I urge the readers of this book to think ‘OUTSIDE THE BOX’ when examining the evidence of the Roman Catholic Church’s involvement in the trafficking of human beings, their predators and their institutionalization of child abuse and protracted denials and coverups not just in the recent decades, but over centuries. 

Over time, we have allowed the clergy and the hierarchy of the Catholic Church to believe their roles place them closer to God and as such, they are entitled to special deference or preferential treatment, or that somehow the laws that govern the rest of us do not apply to them. We have been encouraged to believe this. 

Let me be truly clear – 

A priest or nun who rapes a child should be no more immune from the law of the State than anyone else. A bishop who has shuffled a rapist priest from parish to parish to prevent his discovery of rape merits no different treatment than any other individual who participates in the concealment of a crime.

It is extremely hard to say that one type of child sexual predator is worse than another because they are all bad actors. 

But there seems to be a special type of evil at work here when the trust of innocence is betrayed by one whom we are taught to put our trust in because of his or her special role as an intermediary with the divine. 

What the predator/cover-up priests and hierarchy do and what their superiors have allowed to be done to children in the Name of God is obscene and it is criminal; what has taken place within the Catholic Church meets the definition of human trafficking institutionally.

I hope that In the Name of God…Who Knew What, When? will offer some insight into the notion of human trafficking and slavery in the 21st Century institutionally within the Roman Catholic Church.

We need to examine how sadistic predators operate, how the Catholic Church has been a participant by its own institutional rules of canon law, and how the hierarchy’s deliberate and conscious choices have defined the difference between how the Church has traditionally viewed its actions and how society at large must see the institution now. The Vatican still has not fully addressed and dealt with this scandal over 20 years since I first began this investigation and that is an understatement because I have gone back to the beginning of my investigation and re-investigated some of the same cases and what has surfaced is more complicity in institutional crimes.

Who Knew What, When? is of utmost importance when analyzing what has happened since the Boston diocese imploded in January 2002. 

The Church’s first reaction then was one of denial and deflection. The Church hierarchy claimed that they did not understand and had no grip on the extent of their sex scandals. That was a fallacy then as it is a fallacy today. 

They all knew from the top down in a diocese and from the top down in a religious order and all the way from the top down in the Vatican hierarchy, including the popes. The Catholic Church’s internal documents prove it. 

In early January 2002, my late Father asked me to meet with some prosecutors in Boston. 

“They are negotiating with Cardinal Law’s lawyers for documents. You know more than some of these prosecutors. Tell them about the “historical secret archives.” 

I met with three prosecutors. They claimed they did not know of the “historical secret archives.” 

I told them to stop negotiating with Cardinal Law’s lawyers. 

They had a way forward to break their investigation wide open. 

I explained to them that all they had to do was use a search warrant and ignore canon law arguments because canon law does not supersede common law. That was the argument the diocesan lawyers used as an excuse not to turn over the Church documents to the prosecutors. 

The Church lawyers were arguing that the documents that the prosecutors wanted could not be turned over because those documents were protected under ‘confidentiality’ under canon law. 

I forewarned them that the diocesan lawyers would use that argument as long as they could. These lawyers held conferences on how to protect those documents from secular society. And, despite the prohibition of the Statute of Limitations with some of these documents, the seized “historical archives” documents would give the prosecutors the roadmap to understand who knew what when and establish the evidential trail of deception and fraud. 

The truth is they all knew. 

I predicted that the next legal hurdle would be the Church would want to keep those documents under seal. I felt strongly knowing what I knew at that point in time in January 2002 from sealed documents given to me. The strength of the argument to unseal these documents would rest upon the public’s interest.

This was a coverup the magnitude of which would expose the evil mired in the Roman Catholic Church. 

The next hurdle would be who was the presiding judge who would make the decision to unseal them.

Judge Constance Sweeney in Boston proved that justice would prevail. She unsealed the documents. 

This is the story of the coverup, and who knew what when and how insidious the coverup has been for centuries by one of the oldest religious institutions on the planet. 

For anyone to conclude that the Roman Catholic Church has done its best to clean up their crimes is not dealing with reality. 

We know so much more today than we did over 20 years ago. These sexual attacks on children were not lapses in judgment. These rapists consciously and without a conscience targeted children and their families. 

As an institution, theses coverups were consciously, deliberately, and elaborately orchestrated. It engulfed not just the rapists and the leaders of the institution to protect the church’s image, but also their enablers and the lawyers, without whom these coverups would not have been so successful for so long, especially leading into the 21st century. 

The enablers excused their coverup actions. They justified to themselves they were taking such steps to preserve an institution they believed in - In The Name of God. 

I profusely and profoundly disagreed with their overblown justifications when I first embarked upon this investigation, and still do today. 

One Catholic Church priest, who is an exorcist, contacted me in 2002 when he learned I was investigating the Church. I met him in the 1980s when I was CNN’s Political Director. The late Cardinal John O’Connor of New York and I were friends. He introduced us. He prayed for me every day and called me several times a week until he died. 

“God will protect you. I am praying for you, and know you will be tested,” he repeatedly told me. 

I was. 

“You need to read Ephesians 6 every day,” the priest told me. 

I still do because I have no doubt that those who harm children and cover up this evil are cowards.

What I have learned is truth cancels cowardice and evil. 

EVIL spelled backwards is LIVE. 

We must never forget that. 

We must push forward to LIVE. 

That is how we move the dime on humanity. 

Commodifying any human being by way of lies, coercions, fraud, force, or mandated policies that inflict harm upon children is the antithesis to living freely. 

Those who want to distort reality and lie should be fully exposed.

I want to give credit to Bishop Accountability. It serves as a great resource of naming and shaming not just the perverts but those in the church hierarchy who have covered up these crimes. This organization has been relentless since 2003. 

There are many faces of human trafficking and slavery in the 21st Century, even on the institutional level. Nearly 25 years ago, I created the first FACES of HUMAN TRAFFICKING model to simplify and educate audiences to the notion that globalization, the Fall of Communism and the internet had contributed to the fact that slavery never died but morphed into a new phase on the cusp of the 21st Century. I did not have to argue whether slavery was moral or immoral. We all knew it was immoral. What I had to do was prove it was alive and well.

Here is my basic model of the different faces of Human Trafficking to date:

	Sex Trafficking (brothels, pedophile rings, families, cults, gangs, migrations).


	Labor Trafficking (domestic slaves, camel jockeys, street beggars, even government contractors in Third World countries).


	Internet Trafficking (using ads online, tourism offers, exchange of pictures via dark web, LIVE streams, etc.).


	Sex Tourism (when a pervert travels overseas with the intention of buying a minor child). 


	Child Soldiers (i.e., Kony, head of LRA in Africa, terrorists).


	Organ Trafficking (your kidney or eyes have a higher price depending upon the market). 


	Skin Trafficking (body parts are used in voodoo to solidify a contract). 


	Medical Trafficking (fraudulent science and   medical experiments – no informed consent).


	Ritual Abuse Torture (think cults and intergenerational abuse). 


	Institutional Trafficking (churches, organizations, cults).


If one lies, coerces, defrauds, deceives, or forces a human being for any one of these faces of human trafficking and all their subset categories for money, that is legally the short version of what criminally defines human trafficking. 

 

 




Roman Catholic Church 
Historical Archives

“But if anyone causes one of these little ones who believe in me to sin, it would be better for him to have a large millstone hung around his neck and to be drowned in the depths of the sea.” 

—Matthew 18:16 

Repeatedly, the Roman Catholic hierarchy had claimed that they were not “experienced” or “did not know how to address” or “deal with” or “comprehend” the severity of sodomizing, torturing, and raping children as the sexual abuse scandals were rocking the Church in early 2002 as the Boston diocese was imploding with the revelations of child sex abuse cases. 

The church’s talking points to the public and media were intellectually dishonest and not only false statements, but they were intentional lies and attempts to further cover up the breadth and depth of their crimes. 

For centuries, the Church has known about sexual crimes against children among its clerics. 

The Vatican and the Catholic Church diocesan hierarchy minimized child sexual torture by claiming that these “crimes” were “pastoral problems,” and protected under the tutelage of “canon law.”  Those arguments are fallacies both in fact and history. 

Canon law is not law in any legal sense of the word. Canons have to do with church structure and internal discipline. It has no authority within the secular world. It has no influence within civil and criminal law anywhere in the world other than Vatican City, which is an independent city-state within Rome. Canon law’s only importance has to do with the fact that church leaders have invoked it to serve their means to their ends much like a monarchy for a Royal Priesthood. 

Canon law has had absolutely nothing to do with the sexual torture of minors in criminal and civil cases in the secular world. The Vatican Curia and Catholic Church hierarchy have repeatedly invoked canon law for confidentiality use to withhold documents to coverup their institutional complicity in their institutional crimes. Hence, it is imperative for the public to understand how the Church has misused it intentionally for a very long time.

Civil law and criminal law supersede canon law in the secular world. The Vatican has used canon law as a ruse in court proceedings and public relation campaigns. It has been used as a tool by bishops, the Vatican Curia, and their representatives and attorneys for courtroom obfuscation and as a mechanism for stalling, deflecting, and thwarting discovery in civil and criminal investigations and as a basis for demanding the voluminous non-disclosure agreements for settlements for decades. 

The Church’s lawyers used the confidentiality of canon law documents as an excuse to hold onto the internal Church documents about perverts throughout their institution globally. 

The coverup goes up the ladder all the way up to the Dicastery for the Doctrine of the Faith, which used to be called Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith (CDF), underneath the power of the pope. This office is the Vatican office whose duty is to promote and safeguard the doctrine of the faith and morals within the Catholic Church globally. 

Too often, canon law was used as a tool for hiding, denying, and delaying, and supporting the Church hierarchy’s monarchical structure of power with top-down control enabling the Church leaders to cover up crimes against children worldwide. And to make matters worse, it was used inconsistently by church leaders from one country to the next, and it was used as a diversionary tactic in church scandals.

“The [Canon] Code ascribes to the papal office the authority of a virtually absolute Monarch while affording minimal expression to Episcopal collegiality,” wrote author and canon law professor, James A. Coriden.4 

The Roman Catholic Church historical records have been steeped in references to sexual abuse among the clergy and laity. Church documents go back centuries. Sexual abuse has been stipulated in the actual church canons. 

“The church’s leadership has recognized from the earliest centuries that sexual abuse of minors is a heinous crime, so much so that guilty clerics have been, at various times, excommunicated, removed from the clerical state, and/or cut off from all financial assistance. In short, the destructive nature of child sexual abuse is clearly not a new issue for the church. The only “official” sources which are derived from church authority, are the legal/canonical texts,” writes Father Tom Doyle. 5 

“Both versions of the Code of Canon Law (1917 and 1983) contain canons that criminalize several examples of illicit or immoral clergy behavior. These include punishing illegal disposal of church property (canon 1377); profiting from offerings for Masses (canon 1385); solicitation for sexual favors by priests hearing confession (canon 1387); violation of the seal of confession (canon 1388); abuse of authority by clerics (canon 1389); and sexual exploitation of minors (canon 1395). All these canons are grounded in ecclesiastical legal or disciplinary documents that reach back to the Middle Ages,” Doyle further notes. 

“The present Code of Canon Law contains a canon (c.1395) that specifically names sexual contact with a minor by a cleric as an ecclesiastical crime. This canon repeated a similar law in the 1917 Code. The prior Code included sexual abuse of minors as a specific canon or law because the problem existed at the time the Code was being compiled (1903-1917). Not only was it a problem at that time, witnessed by the simple fact that it was included as a specific crime in the Code, but it had been officially acknowledged as a problem for centuries,” adds Doyle. 6 

The early and medieval church was concerned with homosexual acts regardless of age. The term used historically was “sodomy.” At that time, there was little distinction in the church between pedophilia, ephebophilia, or adult homosexual acts. Same gender sex was considered sodomy. 

“This is because the same-sex interplay in the ancient world was 90% adult-adolescent or pederastic as opposed to adult-infant, or pedophilic. This trend probably continued into the late middle ages or even beyond. Consequently, when medieval ecclesiastical literature refers to clerics committing sodomia it is most probable that the reference is to sexual relations with young adolescent boys. There is no reference in the literature reviewed to sex with infants or “pedophilia” as we call it today,” writes Doyle. 7

Because Christianity is primarily Judaic in origin – meaning early Christians consisted of those from the Jewish religious culture - and the Judaic tradition equated sodomy with murder, early Christians adopted a view of what we would today call homophobia. 

As early as 177 (Bishop) Athenagoras characterized adulterers and pederasts as foes of Christianity, subjected them to excommunication, then the harshest penalty the church could inflict. The Council of Elvira (309 CE) severely condemned pederasts. Canons 16 and 17 of the Council of Ancyra (314) inflicted lengthy penances and excommunication for male homosexuality. 8

During the Council of Elvira, canons specifically confronting clerical behavior included: 

1. Canon 18 punished any bishop, priest, or deacon discovered to be a sexual offender and deprived him of Holy Communion at the time of death. 

2. Canon 71 condemned sex between adult men and young boys: “Men who sexually abuse boys shall not be given communion even at the end.” 

Dating from the 7th century and continuing into the late medieval time (13th century), and even further evidenced until the 16th century, was penitential literature. The clerics used the handbooks while hearing confessions. Initially confessions consisted of group confessions. Later, the practice of confession was changed to individual confessions. These confessional books listed sins and the accorded penances, including those bestowed upon the hierarchy – the bishops and cardinals. 

Several of the more prominent Penitential books refer to sexual crimes committed by clerics against young boys and girls. The Penitential of Bede, dating from England in the 8th century, advises that clerics who commit sodomy with children be given increasingly severe penances commensurate with their rank. Laymen who committed such crimes were excommunicated and ordered to fast for three years; clerics not in holy orders, five years; deacons and priests seven and ten years respectively; and bishops who sexually abused children were given 12 years of penance.9

Historical legal texts referenced sodomy among the clergy as well. 	

The earliest records were the Visigothic laws of Spain (7th and 8th centuries), which contained legislation against homosexuality with a specific canon providing for the degradation of clergy guilty of sodomy.10

Because a cleric’s body was specially consecrated to God, an offense of sacrilege was added to the severity of sodomy. As the centuries evolved, more stringent measures were taken by the Church. 

  The Third Lateran Council (1179), a medieval equivalent to the Vatican Council II, decreed that clerics who commit sins against nature be confined to a monastery for life or leave the church. After 1250, the penalties became much harsher with sodomy often linked to heresy. There is even some indication that sodomy was commonly identified with clerics in the popular mind. The sacral offense entered secular law, and offenders were subjected to severe punishments including fines, castration, exile, and death. The church added an additional penalty, “infamy of fact.”

“This amounted to a perpetual exclusion of the offender and even his family from the Christian community. In effect this amounted to a civil death with complete ostracization and economic boycott. This penalty was imposed on clerics as well as on lay men.”11

A canon from the Rule for the Monastery of Compludo (11th century) states, “A cleric or monk who seduces youths or young boys or is found kissing or in any other impure situations is to be publicly flogged and lose his tonsure. When his hair has been shorn, his face is to be foully besmeared with spit, and he is to be bound in iron chains. For six months, he will languish in prison-like confinement and on three days of each week shall fast on barley bread in the evening.” 

“After this, he will spend another six months under the custodial care of a spiritual elder, remaining in a segregated cell, giving himself to manual work and prayer, subject to vigils and prayers. He may go for walks but always under the custodial care of two spiritual brethren, and he shall never again associate with youths neither in private conversation nor in counseling them.”12

By the Fourth Lateran Council in 1215 every Catholic was mandated to confess their sins to a priest at least once a year. Only bishops and priests could administer this sacrament. By the Council of Trent (1545-63), the confessional was made part of the ritual creating a barrier between the confessor and the religious. 

Unfortunately, the privacy led to documentation of clerics taking advantage of those who repented, and records included intercourse, oral and manual sex, solicitation of sex without the act, and sadomasochistic sex. 

The first recording of solicitation of sex was first recorded by Peter Damian in his Book of Gomorrah during the Gregorian era. 

The earliest diocesan legislation referencing solicitation of sex in confession occurred in Spain in the sixteenth century, but four centuries before during the Council of Treves in 1227, the priests or bishops violating confessional sex could lose their office and be excommunicated. It mattered not whether the confessor was an adult or a child. Overall, the act was considered a spiritual breach as serious as spiritual incest because of the balance of power. It did not matter over time when the act occurred as the Church did not enforce the statute of limitations to enforce its punishments. 

Depending upon the century and the state of the Church’s scandals and impact upon the church, different proclamations and rules were advanced. 

“In 1568, Pope Pius V issued a public decree called “Horrendum illud scelus,” which literally means “This horrendous crime” which required that clergy abusers of boys be degraded, stripped of their source of income, and then turned over to the secular arm for punishment and this punishment could include decapitation.”13   

Roman Catholic Historical Dateline: 

	
1st-6th Centuries:



60       Didache – early Christian moral manual for churches

309     Council of Elvira

439     Theodosian Code (church constitutions)

530     Digest of Justinian

533     Institutes of Justinian

 

	
7th-11th Centuries:



600     Penitential of St. Columban

650     Penitential of Cummean

690     Penitential of Archbishop of Canterbury St. Theodore

700     Penitential of St. Bede

1012   Decretum of Bishop Burchard of Worms

1051   St. Peter Damian’s Book of Gomorrah

 

	
12-15th Centuries:



1139   Lateran Council II

1140   Decretum Gratiani of Gratian

1179   Lateran Council III

1215   Lateran Council IV

1234   Decretals of Gregory IX

1449   Council of Basle (1431-1449) – Church canons until 1917

 

	
16-19th Centuries:



1514    Papal Constitution, Leo X (May 5, 1514) 

1563    Council of Trent (1545-1563)

1561    Cum sicut nuper of Pope Pius IV (April 16, 1561)

1566    Cum primum of Pope Pius V (April 1, 1566)

1568     Horrendum of Pope Pius v (August 30, 1568)

1622     Universi dominici gregis, Pope Gregory XV

1726     Lavellana, Sacred Congregation (July 6, 1726)

1741     Sacramentum poenitentia, Pope Benedict XIV 

1742     Etsi pastorales, Pope Benedict XIV

1745     Apostolicae muneris, Pope Benedict XIV

1775     Ad Cochinchia

1866     Instruction by Holy Office (February 22, 1866)

1869     Apostolicae Sedis, Pope Pius IX

1890     Instruction by Holy Office (July 20, 1890)

 

	
20th-21st Centuries:



1917      Code of Canon Law

1922      De Modo Procedendi in Causis Sollicitationis - (confessions)

1962      De Modo Procedendi in Causis Sollicitationis – (confessions)14

1965      Vatican Council II (1962-1965)

1975       Human Persona, Declaration on Sexual Ethics

1983       Code of Canon Law revised

1985       Sexual Molestation Manual by Doyle, Mouton, and Peterson

1990       Canada’s Archdiocesan Commission Into Clergy Sex Abuse 

1993       Pope John Paul II’s Letter to U.S. Bishops

1994       U.S. Catholic Bishop Conference – Restoring Trust, Vol. I 

1995       U.S. Catholic Bishop Conference - Restoring Trust, Vol. II

1996       U.S. Catholic Bishop Conference – Restoring Trust Vol. III

2001       Sacramentorum Sanctitatis Tutela, Pope John Paul II 15

2001        De Delictis Garavioribus (May 18, 2001)

2002        U.S. Cardinals at the Vatican (April 2002)

2002        Charter for the Protection of Children, USCCB (June 2002)16

There were some major multi-million-dollar settlements in 1990s in the U.S. At the beginning of 2002, when the Boston sex scandals were imploding, reported in the media, and investigated by prosecutors not only in Boston, but, in New Hampshire, New York, and beyond, the Catholic hierarchy and the Vatican’s public statements were one of bewilderment and ignorance about child sex abuse among the Church’s religious rank and file. 

The Church was losing credibility daily because many of the Auxiliary Bishops in Boston had been reposted to New Hampshire, New York, Connecticut, and other dioceses, where coverup tactics were further duplicated and implemented as business as usual. 

The Church hierarchy knew about their institutional abuse of children for centuries. 

They also knew from their own evidence within their own historical secret archives, which were sent to the Vatican and retained in the diocesan and religious orders’ vaults.

The diocese hierarchy knew about the scandals from the evidence contained in their own paperwork when the decisions were made to move priests from parish to parish and across national borders to avoid scandals. 

They knew from their own documentation and correspondence exchange with the medical professional when psychiatrists entered the picture in the 20th century and sexual clinics were created. Not only were American priests sent to those clinics in the U.S. as early as late 1950s, but priests from other countries were sent to these American psycho-sexual retreat centers. The paperwork on those transfers alone is voluminous within the historical secret archives that the Church wanted to keep confidential under the auspices of canon law. Protecting the “reputation” of the clergy superseded the protection of the children. 

Decisions were based upon the justification that the hierarchy wanted to preserve the image of the priesthood and hence, the Church as an institution.

What the Church accomplished was hiding its evil in a cloak of secrecy, sacrificing children and families for its own self-serving gains, and creating an institutional model for the exploitation of sexually abusing children. The outcomes of these intentional actions inflicted pain upon victims and their families. Church officials misled law enforcement and covered up these crimes while minimizing them to the public. Some believe the hierarchy only wanted to protect the royalty of the priesthood alone. Their objectives were far more insidious. They wanted to hide their institutional crimes so that their pews would not be empty, and their financial coffers would not dry up. 

And, in the end, the church operated like a mafia cult.

 




The Roadmap in Plain Sight

Pope John Paul II died in April 2005. The Dean of the College of Cardinals, Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger, succeeded him as Pope Benedict XVI.

Cardinal Ratzinger was previously appointed by Pope John Paul II in late 1981 as head of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith (CDF), the very office which received the complaints on perverted catholic clergy. 

This office was originally established in 1542 by Pope Paul III. It is the oldest department in the Roman Curia. It was then called the Supreme Sacred Congregation of the Roman and Universal Inquisition. The department’s mission followed in the footsteps of the Medieval Inquisition in 1184, the Spanish Inquisition in 1478, and the Portuguese Inquisition in 1536. 

The purpose of these Catholic Inquisitions was to prosecute those these tribunals deemed guilty of various criminal acts against Catholic law and doctrine. They prescribed penalties for those they adjudged to be heretics of both clergy and laity. 

In 1908, the Supreme Sacred Congregation of the Roman and Universal Inquisition was renamed the Supreme Sacred Congregation of the Holy Office. By 1965, the department was named the Congregation for the Doctrine of Faith (CDF). Since 2022, it is named Dicastery for the Doctrine of the Faith. It is often referred to as the Holy Office. 

Buried within this church office were documents under canon law that allowed these sexual acts to remain secret and hidden from the laity and law enforcement. 

The historical evolution of documents within this department is important for the public to understand how this scandal happened in plain sight. The legal loopholes in canon law allowed the clerical perverts to roam free without consequences for a very long time even though the Catholic hierarchy was fully aware. 

The 1917 Code of Canon law called for those clergy who engaged in the sexual abuse of minors, sodomy, incest, and other sexual deviant behavior to be “declared infamous.” 

C. 2359 § 2 of the 1917 Code of Canon Law states:

“If [clerics] engage in a delict against the sixth precept of the Decalogue with a minor below the age of sixteen, or engage in adultery, debauchery, bestiality, sodomy, pandering, [or] incest with blood-relatives or affines in the first degree, they are suspended, declared infamous, and are deprived of any office, benefice, dignity, responsibility, if they have such, whatsoever, and in more serious cases, they are to be deposed.”

Five years later, that law was secretly changed to conceal these criminal offenses. 

In 1922, a secret Vatican document titled Crimen Sollicitationis was published making it an excommunicable offense for any bishop to reveal the criminal offenses of pedophiles, homosexuals, and those who engage in bestiality.  The document primarily deals with priests who solicit the penitent to engage in illicit or immoral acts, and in dealing with such cases, paragraph 11 of the document states:

11. Since, however, in dealing with these causes, more than usual care and concern must be shown that they be treated with the utmost confidentiality, and that, once decided and the decision executed, they are covered by permanent silence (Instruction of the Holy Office, 20 February 1867, No. 14), all those persons in any way associated with the tribunal, or knowledgeable of these matters by reason of their office, are bound to observe inviolably the strictest confidentiality, commonly known as the secret of the Holy Office, in all things and with all persons, under pain of incurring automatic excommunication, ipso facto and undeclared, reserved to the sole person of the Supreme Pontiff, excluding even the Sacred Penitentiary. Ordinaries are bound by this same law  , that is, in virtue of their own office; other personnel are bound in virtue of the oath which they are always to swear before assuming their duties; and, finally, those delegated, questioned or informed [outside the tribunal], are bound in virtue of the precept to be imposed on them in the letters of delegation, inquiry or information, with express mention of the secret of the Holy Office and of the aforementioned censure.

Toward the end of Crimen Sollicitationis, the entire procedure in dealing with priests accused of solicitation is extended to clerics accused of homosexuality, pederasty, pedophilia, and bestiality.

71. The term crimen pessimum [“the foulest crime”] is here understood to mean any external obscene act, gravely sinful, perpetrated or attempted by a cleric in any way whatsoever with a person of his own sex.

72. Everything laid down up to this point concerning the crime of solicitation is also valid, with the change only of those things which the nature of the matter necessarily requires, for the crimen pessimum, should some cleric (God forbid) happen to be accused of it before the local Ordinary, except that the obligation of denunciation [imposed] by the positive law of the Church [does not apply] unless perhaps it was joined with the crime of solicitation in sacramental confession. In determining penalties against delinquents of this type, in addition to what has been stated above, Canon 2359, §2 is also to be taken into consideration.
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