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Good afternoon.

My name is Karen Terry, and I am the principal investigator for the study of sexual abuse of minors by Catholic priests in the United States. I am pleased to present to you today the primary findings of this Causes and Context study. The goal of the Causes and Context study was to understand the historical, psychological, socio-cultural and situational factors that led to an increase in abuse of minors by priests in the 1960s and 1970s, and then to a sharp decline in the 1990s. To conduct this analysis, we gathered and analyzed multiple sources of empirical data. The research was funded by the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops, the National Institute of Justice, private foundations and anonymous donors. Primary conclusions of the research are as follows:

1. There is no single cause of the sexual abuse “crisis.” The increased frequency of abuse in the 1960s and 1970s is consistent with the patterns of increased deviance of society during that time. The social influences intersected with vulnerabilities of some individual priests whose preparation for a life of celibacy was inadequate at that time. Church-specific factors that were constant during that time, such as celibacy, were not a cause of the abuse crisis. 
2. The majority of abuse cases occurred in the 1960s and 1970s. There was a marked decline beginning in the late 1980s, which continued through the 1990s and to the present day. More than 90 percent of the known cases of sexual abuse of minors occurred more than 20 years ago, before 1990. Statistical analyses show that the substantial majority of newly reported cases today are based on abuse that took place decades ago. 
3. Individuals who would later abuse minors as priests attended major free-standing seminaries.  The type of seminary priests attended did not determine whether they would later abuse a youth. However, seminary education changed significantly over this time period, and the development of a human formation curriculum is correlated with a low incidence of reported sexual abuse. 
4. Individual-level characteristics of priests do not predict subsequent sexual abuse. Careful examination of psychological test data, developmental and sexual history data, intelligence data and experience in priesthood did not reveal individual-level risk factors that would significantly distinguish a priest-candidate who would later abuse a youth from one who would not. 

5. Most of the priests who had allegations of abuse are not pedophiles. Pedophilia is a diagnosable disorder that is characterized by recurrent, intense, sexually arousing fantasies about prepubescent children. Most of the priests who had allegations of abuse abused pubescent or post-pubescent minors, not pre pubescent children. As such, the phrase "pedophile priest" is a misnomer. 

6. Homosexuality is not the cause of child sexual abuse by priests. While the majority of youth abused by Catholic clergy were boys (81%), there is no evidence to suggest that sexual orientation, by itself contributes to sex crimes against children. The clinical data we analyzed do not show that there is a significantly increased risk of abuse of children from priests whose sexual history included same sex contact.  Homosexual men, by definition, are attracted to other adult men, not children. This is consistent with studies about sex offenders in the general population that show sexual orientation and sexual attraction to children are different issues. The data also show that the majority of priests who abused minors also had inappropriate sexual contact with adults.
7. Situational factors and opportunity to abuse played a significant role in the onset and continuation of abusive acts.  Priests who abused youth exhibited behavior consistent with sex offenders in the general population, developing relationships based on their immediate access to young people and engaging in grooming behaviors.  These priests often displayed significant cognitive distortions that helped them to justify their behavior and minimize the resultant harms. Through their ministerial duties, priests developed mentoring and nurturing relationships with adolescents, and for priest-abusers these relationships developed into inappropriate and abusive relationships. These patterns are consistent with abusive behavior in other organizations where adults mentor adolescents, such as schools, social organizations and sports. 
8. The Church established Five Principles in the mid-1990s to guide response to reports of sexual abuse.  These five principles are:  
(1) Respond promptly to all allegations of abuse where there is reasonable belief that abuse has occurred; 

(2) If such an allegation is supported by sufficient evidence, relieve the alleged offender promptly of his ministerial duties and refer him for appropriate medical evaluation and intervention; 

(3) Comply with the obligations of civil law regarding reporting of the incident and cooperating with the investigation; 

(4) Reach out to the victims and their families and communicate sincere commitment to their spiritual and emotional well-being; and 

(5) Within the confines of respect for privacy of the individuals involved, deal as openly as possible with the members of the community. 

9. The implementation of these Five Principles was inadequate in many dioceses.  Despite determined efforts by survivors of sexual abuse by priests and their advocates, the response to and assistance for victims was limited.  The response showed that the harm of sexual abuse was not understood by many diocesan leaders at the time.

10.  The primary response of bishops to an allegation of abuse was to concentrate on the priest-abuser.  Common diocesan responses to allegations of abuse included administrative leave and assessment and psychological treatment for priests who had been accused of abuse. Often in the 1980s and 1990s, clergy abusers were treated and returned to ministry, often after mental health care professionals reported that they had been sufficiently “rehabilitated.” The claims of the efficacy of psychological treatment for sex offenders were not unusual at this time period. Additionally, few priests with allegations of abuse were removed from the priesthood until recent years because laicization required consent from the Vatican and complex canonical procedures. The process of treatment and reinstatement was complicated also because often when a priest with an allegation of abuse was treated and reinstated, the diocese didn’t know until years later than he had allegedly abused another minor prior to treatment. In other words, when priests had multiple allegations of abuse, not all of those allegations were known before the priest was returned to ministry.
11. Transparency and accountability.  The Catholic Church has undergone a system of organizational change in response to the sexual abuse “crisis.” The decline of abuse cases around 1985 is earlier and sharper than the decline in the levels of other deviant behaviors of the time in society at large (such as crime); contributing factors to this decline include activism by victims of abuse by priests, presentations by experts about sexual abuse of minors at annual meetings of the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops and evolving diocesan responses to abuse and abusers. Despite the substantial decline in incidence of abuse, and despite the vigor with which some diocesan leaders have handled abuse cases, the Church must increase the level of transparency with respect to their responses to this problem.  
The problem of sexual abuse of minors by Catholic priests in the United States is largely historical, and the bulk of cases occurred decades ago.  The vulnerability to abuse remains a risk in any organization where adults form mentoring and nurturing relationships with minors. In the Catholic Church, preparation for a chaste, celibate priesthood is therefore crucial. The Church created an excellent plan of action in the early years of the 1990s, but did not fully implement it in a timely manner, especially with respect to the care of victims of abuse and the principle of transparency about the actions taken. Since 2002, the Church has implemented safe environment training programs that are excellent ways to educate priests, children and their families to recognize potentially abusive behaviors, and to understand the harms of sexual abuse.  
