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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

 

CASE NO. 8:18-CV-02543 

 

MARK CATTELL,  

      

 Plaintiff, 

 

vs. 

 

DIOCESE OF ROCKVILLE CENTRE and 

JOHN BARRES, AS BISHOP OF 

ROCKVILLE CENTRE; AND DIOCESE 

OF ST. PETERSBURG and GREGORY L. 

PARKES AS BISHOP OF ST. 

PETERSBURG, 

 

 Defendants. 

 

 

COMPLAINT 

 Plaintiff, Mark Cattell, by and through his undersigned counsel, brings this Complaint 

against Defendants, Diocese of Rockville Centre and John Barres, as Bishop of Rockville Centre, 

and Diocese of St. Petersburg and Gregory L. Parkes, as Bishop of St. Petersburg,  and states as 

follows: 

PARTIES, JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. Plaintiff, Mark Cattell, is a citizen and resident of the Commonwealth of Virginia.     

2. Defendant Diocese of Rockville Centre, and John Barres as Bishop of Rockville 

Centre, are citizens and residents of the State of New York (hereafter the “Diocese of Rockville 

Centre”).  Upon information and belief, Diocese of Rockville Centre ordained Father Robert D. 

Huneke as a Catholic Priest and at all relevant times granted Father Huneke faculties to minister 

to families and children.  At all relevant times, Father Huneke was under the supervision and 
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control of the Diocese of Rockville Centre, and acted as the Diocese of Rockville Centre’s 

employee or agent.    

3. Defendant Diocese of St. Petersburg, and Gregory L. Parkes as Bishop of St. 

Petersburg, are citizens and residents of the State of Florida (hereafter the “Diocese of St. 

Petersburg”).  At all relevant times, the Diocese of St. Petersburg operated Christ the King parish 

and school in Tampa, FL.  In the approximate period 1979 - 1982, the Diocese of Rockville 

Centre assigned Father Huneke to minister at Christ the King parish and school, where he was 

under the supervision, direction and control of the Diocese of St. Petersburg. 

4. This Court has diversity jurisdiction of this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1332, 

as it is between citizens of different states and the amount in controversy is in excess of $75,000.   

5. This Court has venue of this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) as in this 

District a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claim occurred.   

ALLEGATIONS OF FACT 

 

6. At all relevant times, Father Huneke was a pedophile who preyed on children with 

whom he would come in contact in performing duties as a Catholic Priest.   

7. In the approximate period 1969 - 74, Father Huneke was assigned to St. 

Dominic’s parish in Oyster Bay, Long Island.  There, he sexually molested a boy, John Salveson, 

over a period of years beginning when he was age 13.  Some years later, this boy, then an adult 

working in the mental health field, wrote a letter to then Bishop of Rockville Centre John 

McGann, dated February 13, 1980, disclosing to him the sexual molestation by Father Huneke.  

Mr. Salveson believed that providing such notice to the Bishop would result in corrective action 

and prevent Father Huneke from sexually abusing boys in the future.   
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8. In response to this notice, Bishop McGann met with Father Huneke, who was 

then working in his assignment at Christ the King parish.  After this meeting, Bishop McGann 

wrote to Mr. Salveson, by letter dated August 1, 1980, advising him as follows: 

Father [Huneke] acknowledged his responsibility and assured me that he 

has been   receiving counseling and spiritual direction and that this matter 

has not been a problem for over a period of approximately two years.  He 

seemed relieved to be able to discuss the matter with me. …  I will keep 

all this material in Father’s confidential folder and I hope and pray that 

this is a closed chapter. 

Bishop McGann took no other action against Father Huneke, whom he allowed to continue to 

minister to children at Christ the King parish.   

9. Mr. Salveson was alarmed by this response, as it indicated that there were other 

victims of sexual abuse by Father Huneke and that significantly more needed to be done to 

assure that he did not sexually abuse children.  Mr. Salveson wrote a follow up letter to Bishop 

McGann dated September 2, 1980, expressing his grave concerns and suggesting specific 

remedial action, particularly regarding Father Huneke’s present assignment in Tampa at Christ 

the King Church:   

As I understand it, you have accepted Father Huneke’s word that he has 

not been sexually abusive recently, and that he is receiving counseling 

and spiritual direction for his problem.  Personally, I am skeptical of 

Father’s word. 

Father also claims that this matter has not been a problem for a period of 

approximately two years.  This means that I was not the only person 

abused by Father Huneke.  In fact, it means that he continued to be 

sexually abusive for two years beyond his abuse of me.  Obviously, there 

are other victims. 

All of these factors concern me very much.  I honestly feel that more than 

Father’s word is needed to back up his presentation of the facts.  I suggest 

that you request a letter from his psychotherapist outlining Father’s 

presenting problem and confirming his involvement in therapy. 

I also feel strongly that something needs to be done regarding Father’s 

placement in Florida. There is no one there who is aware of Father’s 

problem and its history.  Consequently, there are no checks on either his 
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behavior or the appropriateness of his assignments.  He could easily 

continue to be sexually abusive. 

Bishop McGann at first did not respond to Mr. Salveson.  In further correspondence in 1981 he 

refused to take any corrective action.  In a letter dated April 15, 1981, Bishop McGann declared 

that he had “neither the right nor the responsibility to bring this matter to the attention of the 

Diocese in which Father [Huneke] is serving.”     

10. Mr. Salveson thereafter, by letter dated August 7, 1981, informed Bishop Larkin 

of the Diocese of St. Petersburg directly that Father Huneke sexually molested him, and of his 

concerns regarding Father Huneke’s continuing interactions with children as a priest in Tampa. 

Bishop Larkin responded by letter dated August 14, 1981, advising Mr. Salveson that he did not 

know “whether [Father Huneke] is undergoing any kind of therapy but will look into the matter.”  

Upon information and belief, Bishop Larkin did nothing in response to Mr. Salveson’s 

information and concerns.    Father Huneke continued to minister to children at Christ the King 

Church and Christ the King School.     

11. In 1981, John Doe lived with his family in Hillsborough County.  Through 

scouting John Doe became friends with a boy his age, Anthony, who attended mass regularly 

with his family at Christ the King Church.  Plaintiff was nine years old.  He attended Sunday 

mass with Anthony and his family, including on at least two occasions when Plaintiff slept over 

at their house.   

12. Father Huneke was a charismatic and friendly Priest, who was well liked by 

parishioners.  He would greet parishioners one-on-one after mass.  When Father Huneke greeted 

Plaintiff he grabbed and fondled his penis, over his clothes, while smiling and making small talk 

with Plaintiff.  Plaintiff was shocked, surprised and confused by this conduct.  It seemed to 

happen quickly and he did not resist. 
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13. A few weeks later, the same thing happened.  Father Huneke greeted Plaintiff 

after mass by grabbing and fondling his crotch while speaking to him.  Plaintiff again, still not 

comprehending Father Huneke’s conduct, pretended that nothing had happened.  In this manner, 

Father Huneke groomed Plaintiff for sexual abuse.   

14. Sometime thereafter, in the period Fall, 1981, to Spring, 1982, Father Huneke 

orally sodomized Plaintiff.  Plaintiff recalls being in shock and terrified.  It was in a dark room.  

Father Huneke, with his pants down around his ankles, thrust his penis in Plaintiff’s mouth while 

masturbating himself, at one point with his hand on the back of Plaintiff’s head.  He ejaculated in 

Plaintiff’s mouth. 

15. Plaintiff recovered memories of Father Huneke forcing him to perform oral sex, 

which remain fragmented and lacking in certain details. For years Plaintiff has suffered through 

severe psychological and emotional issues that could not be explained.  These included, inter 

alia, alcohol and drug abuse, nightmares, night terrors, depression, suicidal thoughts, unstable 

work history, difficulties in relationships, and antisocial and dangerous risk-taking behaviors.  

Plaintiff has only recently begun to connect Father Huneke’s sexual abuse to the issues that have 

adversely affected and enervated him for much of his life.            

  COUNT I 

(INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 

AGAINST THE DIOCESE OF ROCKVILLE CENTRE) 

 

16. Plaintiff repeats and realleges paragraphs 1 through 15 above. 

17. The Diocese of Rockville Centre’s conduct, through its agent, Bishop McGann,   

was reckless or intentional in failing to engage in any meaningful corrective measures in 

response to notice from Mr. Salveson, and instead continuing to allow Father Huneke to minister 

to unsuspecting boys. 
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18. Given the notice provided to Bishop McGann, it was substantially certain that 

Father Huneke would sexually molest young boys in his clergy assignment in Tampa.    

19.   The Diocese of Rockville Centre acted with complete and utter disregard for the 

health, safety and well being of the children who would encounter Father Huneke through 

Church functions and activities, in a manner that shocks the conscious and which civilized 

persons must consider despicable and reprehensible. 

20. The outrageous conduct of the Diocese of Rockville Centre caused severe 

emotional distress to John Doe.  As a result of the Diocese of Rockville Centre’s continuing 

assignment of Father Huneke in Tampa, and Father Huneke’s resulting horrific sexual abuse of 

Plaintiff, John Doe has experienced severe psychological and emotional injuries, shame, 

humiliation, and loss of enjoyment of life.   It was not until 2017, however, that John Doe began to 

realize the causal connection between the sexual abuse of Father Huneke and the   mental pain, 

anguish and suffering that had been plaguing his life. 

21. In placing and maintaining Father Huneke in ministry at Christ the King Church 

in Tampa,  knowing he was a sexual predator of children, the Diocese of Rockville Centre acted 

willfully, resulting in the sexual abuse, injury and harm to John.  The Diocese of Rockville 

Centre’s acts and conduct thus constitute “abuse” within the meaning of Florida Statute §39.01. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, John Doe, demands judgment against Defendant, Diocese of 

Rockville Centre, for compensatory damages, costs and such other and further relief as this Court 

deems just and proper.   

 

 

 

Case 8:18-cv-02543   Document 5   Filed 10/16/18   Page 6 of 11 PageID 14



7 
 

COUNT II 

(INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 

AGAINST THE DIOCESE OF ST. PETERSBURG) 

 

22. Plaintiff repeats and realleges paragraphs 1 through 15 above. 

23. The Diocese of St. Petersburg’s conduct, through its agent, Bishop Larkin,   was 

reckless or intentional in failing to engage in any meaningful corrective measures in response to 

notice from Mr. Salveson, and instead continuing to allow Father Huneke to minister to 

unsuspecting boys. 

24. Given the notice provided to Bishop Larkin, it was substantially certain that 

Father Huneke would sexually molest young boys in his assignment at Christ the King Church in 

Tampa.    

25. The Diocese of St. Petersburg acted with complete and utter disregard for the 

health, safety and well being of the children who would encounter Father Huneke through 

Church functions and activities, in a manner that shocks the conscious and which civilized 

persons must consider despicable and reprehensible. 

26. The outrageous conduct of the Diocese of St. Petersburg caused severe emotional 

distress to John Doe.  As a result of the Diocese of St. Petersburg’s continuing assignment of 

Father Huneke in Tampa, and Father Huneke’s resulting horrific sexual abuse of Plaintiff, John 

Doe has experienced severe psychological and emotional injuries, shame, humiliation, and loss of 

enjoyment of life.   

27. The outrageous conduct of the Diocese of St. Petersburg caused severe emotional 

distress to John Doe.  In placing and maintaining Father Huneke in ministry at Christ the King 

Church in Tampa,  knowing he was a sexual predator of children, the Diocese of Rockville 

Centre acted willfully, resulting in the sexual abuse, injury and harm to John Doe.  The Diocese 
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of St. Petersburg’s acts and conduct thus constitute “abuse” within the meaning of Florida 

Statute §39.01. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, John Doe, demands judgment against Defendant, Diocese of St. 

Petersburg, for compensatory damages, costs and such other and further relief as this Court 

deems just and proper.   

COUNT III 

(VICARIOUS LIABILITY AGAINST 

DIOCESE OF ROCKVILLE CENTRE) 

  

28. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges Paragraphs 1 through 15 above. 

29. Father Huneke was at all material times the employee and agent of the Diocese of 

Rockville Centre, which gave him faculties and authorized him to perform the sacraments and 

generally the duties and functions of a Catholic Priest assigned to a parish Church.  In this 

capacity he was authorized to minister to children  

30. Father Huneke’s contacts and interactions with Plaintiff were in furtherance of the 

business and mission of the Diocese of Rockville Centre.  In this role, he was authorized to touch 

a child attending mass in a warm and comforting manner.  Father Hudeke extended and 

converted this authorized touching into the sexual assaults of John Doe described above. 

31.   The sexual assaults of John Doe occurred on the premises of Christ the King 

Church, while Father Huneke was working and serving as agent for Diocese of Rockville Centre. 

The sexual assaults occurred in the course and scope of his performance of duties with, and 

under the control of, the Diocese of Rockville Centre. 

32. Father Huneke was assisted in accomplishing the tortious conduct described 

herein by virtue of his principal/agent relationship with the Diocese of Rockville Centre.      
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33. The wrongful acts of Father Huneke were committed in the actual or apparent 

course and scope of his duties and agency with, and under the control of, the Diocese of 

Rockville Centre.   

34. Upon information and belief, given the manner in which Bishop McGann 

condoned the sexual misconduct of Father Huneke and adamantly refused to take any action to 

prevent such misconduct, when Father Huneke was substantially certain to sexually abuse boys, 

like John Doe, the Diocese of Rockville Centre authorized Father Huneke to touch boys in an 

improper and sexually abusive manner.  The authorized inappropriate touching was in 

furtherance of the business of the Diocese of Rockville Centre, by, among other things, allowing 

the Diocese to retain unfit men to fill needed clergy positions.  

35. Under principles of vicarious liability, in the course and scope of an agency 

relationship, the Diocese of Rockville Centre is responsible for the actions of its agent, Father 

Huneke, committed in the actual or apparent scope of his duties, and by virtue of their agency 

relationship.   

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, John Doe, demands judgment against Defendant, Diocese of 

Rockville Centre, for compensatory damages, costs and such other and further relief as this Court 

deems just and proper.   

COUNT IV 

(VICARIOUS LIABILITY AGAINST 

DIOCESE OF ST. PETERSBURG) 

  

36. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges Paragraphs 1 through 15 above. 

37.   The Diocese of St. Petersburg supervises and controls all of the pastoral 

activities of clergy of the Roman Catholic Church within its geographic domain.   
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38. Father Huneke was at all material times the agent of the Diocese of St. Petersburg. 

He was authorized by the Diocese of St. Petersburg to minister to children and perform 

sacraments and other functions of a Catholic Priest at Christ the King Church. 

39.  The Diocese of St. Petersburg  at all relevant times had the right to control Father 

Huneke as its agent, including the right to remove him from Christ the King Church or otherwise 

to prevent him from ministering to children in the Tampa-St. Petersburg area.      

40. Father Huneke’s contacts and interactions with Plaintiff were in furtherance of the 

business and mission of the Diocese of St. Petersburg.  In this role, he was authorized to touch a 

child attending mass in a warm and comforting manner.  Father Huneke extended and converted 

this authorized touching into the sexual assaults of John Doe as described above. 

41.   The sexual assaults of John Doe occurred on the premises of Christ the King 

Church, while Father Huneke was working and serving as agent for Diocese of St. Petersburg. 

The sexual assaults occurred in the course and scope of the performance of duties with, and 

under the control of, the Diocese of St. Petersburg. 

42. Father Huneke was assisted in accomplishing the tortious conduct described 

herein by virtue of his principal/agent relationship with the Diocese of St. Petersburg.      

43. The wrongful acts of Father Huneke were committed in the actual or apparent 

course and scope of his duties and agency with, and under the control of, the Diocese of St. 

Petersburg.     

44. Upon information and belief, given the manner in which Bishop Larkin failed to 

take any action to prevent Father Huneke from committing sexual misconduct after its receipt of 

notice from Mr. Salveson, when his continued ministry was substantially certain to result in the 

sexual abuse of  boys, like John Doe, the Diocese of St. Petersburg authorized Father Huneke to 
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touch boys he would encounter in the course of his clergy duties at Christ the King Church in an 

improper and sexually abusive manner.  The authorized inappropriate touching was in 

furtherance of the business of the Diocese of St. Petersburg, by, among other things, allowing the 

Diocese to retain unfit men to fill needed clergy positions.  

45. Under principles of vicarious liability, in the course and scope of an agency 

relationship, the Diocese of St. Petersburg is responsible for the actions of its agent, Father 

Huneke, committed in the actual or apparent scope of his duties, and by virtue of their agency 

relationship.   

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, John Doe, demands judgment against Defendant, Diocese of St. 

Petersburg, for compensatory damages, costs and such other and further relief as this Court 

deems just and proper.   

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

Plaintiff hereby demands a trial by jury on all issues so triable.               

Dated:  October 16, 2018 

  Respectfully submitted, 

Herman Law  

5200 Town Center Circle, Suite 540 

Boca Raton, FL 33486 

Tel:  305-931-2200 

Fax:  305-931-0877 

 

   /s/ Stuart Mermelstein                     

 Jeffrey M. Herman 

 Florida Bar No. 521647 

 jherman@hermanlaw.com 

 Stuart S. Mermelstein 

 Florida Bar No. 947245 

smermelstein@hermanlaw.com 

Daniel G. Ellis 

Florida Bar No. 015899 

dellis@hermanlaw.com 

(Attorneys for Plaintiff)  
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