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| Name  BRIAN JOSEPH LUCAS

| Address .

‘ o Occupation General Secretary of the Austra
Date 11 March 2013 '

fian Catholic Bishops Conference

| say on oath:

1 | am the General Secretary of the Australian Catholic Bishops Conference.

2 | have been asked to provide a written statement in response to a letter sent to my
: ‘ - legal representatives Carroll & O’'Dea from the Crown Solicitor's Office dated 7

February 2013. A true copy of that letter is annexed and marked “A".

H
t . 3 | set out my formal response to each question below, and in doing so provide the

specific question at the commencement of the paragraph:

«Father Lucas’s knowledge regarding any processes, poﬁicies, protocols or
guidelines for dealing with alfegations of child sexual abuse within the Cathoiic

Church, mcﬁudmg the hesﬁery and evolution of such policies/protocols”;

&

My first formal mvoivement in the aeveaopmeni of processes ‘or degling with
allegations of child sexual abuse within the Catholic Church was in April 1988 when |
made a presentaiion o a Plenary Meeting of the Austraiian Catholic Bishops
Conference (ACBC). ’ '

teaan th PR vsows b STy N

A true copy of the notes of that presentation is annexed and marked “B".

’ The Bishops accepted my recommendailon that a Commitiee be eslabushed {o take
the matter forward and the Special Issues Committee (SIC) was formaﬂy esiabhshed

at the November 1988 Plenary meeting. | was appointed a member of that Commitiee -
in early-1988.. ... . '

The mandate of the SIC 1nc!uded

“to establish a protocol to be observed by bzshops and major superiors if an
accusation is made against a priest or religious afleging criminal behaviour,
and to advise on the implementation thereof.”

An initial draft was presented to the Plenary meeting of the ACBC in November 1889
for adoption at the Plenary meeting in May 1990. At that meeting the protocol was
adopted for a trial period of 12 months.
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eld a pastoral discussion session with @ pumber Of

On 29 April 1991 the ACBC h "
aspecis of pedophilia.

experis including an overseas visitor to consider varous

A further revised version of the protocol was presented in April 1981 and in April 1882
subject to further consutiation -

the ACBC considered 2 further draft, which was then
of the further dreft is annexed and marked “C”. That

nd was always seen as in need of further

and revision. A frue copy
document was always 2 work in progress a
refinement in the light of gxperience.

in September that year‘\ undertook a study tour. of North America to test this protocol
and gather information on the best practice for dealing with allegations of child sexual

assault.

. in 1993 | wrote an article for the magazine of the National Council of Priesis ("The
‘~ Swag") and this set out some of the complexities that were involved in dealing with
% ’ allegations. It reflects my understanding of the issues at that time. A true copy of this

document is annexed and marked “Br,

By 1994 the SIC, from then on called the Bishops' Committee for Professional
Standards (BCPS), had begun a complete review and revision of the 1982 Protocol
and this involved wide consultation. The Committee ceased to be 2 sub-committee of
the Bishops' Committee for Clergy and Religious, was reconstituted és an
independent Committee and expanded to include membership nominated by the
Australian Conference of Leaders of Religious institutes. '

: In September 1994 | received an approach from an official of the United States
. Conference of Catholic Bishops suggesting a meeting of representatives from various
English speaking countries to consider these issues. A meeting was then convened in

Chicago in May 1996 and meetings have been held periodically since then in order to

_learn from experience in other places.

During 1996 the ACBC appointed an executive officer, Fr David Cappo, who had
social work qualifications, to assist the BCPS.

Y S G

At its Plenary Meeting in April 1996 the ACBC adopted a series of motions which
included the adoption of the protocol known as Towards Healing. That protocol has
been subject to further revisions up fo the present day. This document is publicly
available on the ACBC website.

A true copy of the Pastoral letter announcing these initiatives is annexed and marked '
“E”‘ .
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in dctober 19986, the then_Archbishop of Melbourne Cardinal George Pell introduced

a set of procedures which has come to be known as the Melbourne Response. Other
iding a response fo request from Corrs Chambers Westgarth (dated 22
August 1996) for comments on an early draft document, | had no in\!_olvement in the

design of these procedures nor in their implementation. Full details of the Melbourne
. e website of the Archdiocese of Melbourne

than prov

Response are publicly available on th

www.cam.org.au.

LAALRARI A= LLE Lty

In 1997 the BCPS was given a new charter and known as the National Committee for
Professional Standards (NCPS).

As well as Towards Healing the ACBC has adopted two other‘documents relating to
professional standards: Integrity in Ministry and Integrity in the Service of the Church.

These are also publicly available.

Professor Patrick Parkinson was engaged by the NCPS fo undertake two reviews of
Towards Healing in 2000 and 2009. |

In April 2005, Barry Mahoney QC undertook a review and provided a report on the -
operation of the National Committee for Professional Standards.

Further details on the history and revisions of both the Melbourne Response and
Towards Healing are set out in the 2012 submission of the Catholic Church in.Victoria
to the Parliamentary Inquiry into the Handling of Child Abuse by Religious and ofther
Non-Goyernment Organisations. This submission contains details of developments in
overseas jurisdictions and appendix 5 shows a time line of developments paralleling
secular and Catholic Church responses 1961 - 2012.

It is publicly available on the website www.facingthetruth.org.au.

5 “Father Lucas’ role in the Special Issues Resources Group, including what this
entailed, and the period of his service in this role”;

My role as a member of the Special Issues Resource Group for the Province of
Sydney (SIRG) was as set out in the 1892 Protocol. From time to time | undertook the»
following: ' ' '

e providing assistance and advice to church authorities in dealing with
allegations aéainst church personnel;
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e as requested by a church authority, speaking with a complainant and

assessing the likely veracity of the compial zint and directing the complaint ?o

appropriate counselling services as required;

e as requested by 2 church authority, speaking with an accused person, and
depending on the circumstances, confronting him or her with the allegations,

negofiating a resignation from active ministry, and participation in therapy;

o commenting on revisions to the protocols leading to the deve;opment of the

version known as Towards Healing;

° undertaking in service proérammes for bishops, clergy and other church
personnel; o
° making media comments;
e monitorihg developments in the léw and practice relating o child protection;
o liaising with the Natidna{ Committee for Professional Standards:
| e liaising with the NSW Police.

| was a member of the (SIRG) from its inception in about 1992 uniil 1997. In late 1996
Mr John Davoren was appointed a fuliime executive to conduct the Professional
Standards Office. From about that time | was no longer involved in dealing with these |
matters. ' Lephcrep For KLELeoAncE

v A major issue, which was difficult to resolve, and which was not clear in the 1992
Protoooi was the way in which any Church action related to Police action. On the one
__hand it xs very c!ear that no actlon by the Church shouid prejumce any Pohce
mvestlga’uon or :mpede the proper process of justace On the other hand, the Church,
if someone in authority had some suspicions, could not fail to act because the
complainant(s) would not go to the Police, or there were delays in Police action. It is
untenable that the Church might allow a person, under suspicion, to remain in office,

[ ——

and hence be a possible risk, pending a decision by a oomplaint whether or -not.to
; " make a complaint fo the Police, or a decision by the Police whether or not to proceed
with a prosecution. J

The Fma! Report of the Wood Royal Commission (1997) referred to my evidence
where this dilemma was discussed (cf para 11.29 - 11.32).
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8 “When Father Lucas first became aware of 2ny reports, complaints oF s‘e;@fdec%

suspicions of child sexual abuse by Father Denis McAlinden”;

. _ To the best of my recollection, ai some stage in early 1893, | had a‘meeting with
AL~ 1do not recall
§ the circumstances of how | came fo speak with her but presume it was at the request
of Bishop Leo Clarke the then Bxshop of Maitland (as it was then known) or the then
Vlcar General, Mons:gnor Alan Hart | believe, but do not recall precisely as it may be
; something | learned later, that | was informed at that time that McAlinden had been
involved in a court case in Western Ausiraiia but had been acquitted. | do not recall
now precisely what other information | was given about other complaints. During this
meefing A L ~ was accompanied by a religioué sister who 1 am now informed
was Sr Paula Redgrove. [ do not recall the details of the content of this conversation
except that 44 led me to believe she may have been_sexually ahused
: | understood from her fhat her mother was still alive. She
‘ gave me fo believe .that this was one clear reason that she did not want to take the

complaint to the police but wanted McAlinden to be removed from priestly ministry. |

: would have given her fo believe that | would take steps to achieve this outcome.

~3

" ““The steps taken by Father Lucas upon receiving any such repori, complaint o
recorded suspicion in relation to Father McAlinden”; ’

Following this conversation with . )ﬁL | would have reported it immediately
to Bishop Clarke or Monsignor Hart. Recently having seen correspondence from the
Maitland diocese, llcan_ say that | met with Denis McAlinden in early 1993.  do not
recall the details of the content of that meeting except that its purpose was fo
negotiate with McAlinden his resignation from priestly ministry in the light of thé
allegations passed onto me, which | put to him. Immediately afterwards i Would.havé
reborted any conversation with McAlinden to Bishop Leo Clarke or Monsignor Hart.
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7
| have !ooatéd 3 diary note in June 1085 "Ring Harl - McAlinden” but | do not now recall

the context of any such phone call.

March 2012

it was pu‘c to me by the NSW Police during an interview with me on &
rand AT

(police interview) that | had telephone conversations WiihA N
1 do not recall now the detail of such conversations.

In the light of the information which the police put to me during the police interview |
£ was unsure of the precise ,chrondlogy of events and sequence of con_versatipns. The
police seemed to suggest that the phone conversations were in 1893 and the
: interviewwith . AL was in 1995. | now believe this to be mistaken. - '

As | told the police in the said interview, to the best of my recollection it was the

‘ ~ interview with A{; that triggered the resignation of McAlinden and whaiever
other action 'Bishop Clarke took, which included arranging for him to live in retirement
with his sister in the United Kingdom, and this was in 1993.

| have been made aware of a canonical procéss by the Diocese against McAlinden in
£ ‘ 1995. To the best of my recollection | was not involved in that process. In the light of
the diary note mentioned above, | presume | was either asked some guestions about’

McA-Iindeh or given information about him about that time but | do not recall.

e 8 “When Father Lucas first became aware of any reporis, complaints év recoded
suspicions of child _sexual abuse by Father James Fletcher”;

To the best of my recollection | first became aware of complaints against James
Fletcher either from media reports or possibly in conversation with g .

. | B I was a colleague of mine as the o

‘and later

. He told me at some point that his son was a victim of Fletcher. | do not know

o RS TP S R

when that was. -

g “The steps taken by Father Lucas upon receiving any such éeporﬁ, complaint or

recorded suspicion in relation to Father Fletcher”;
{ had no involvement in any way with the Fletcher case.

10 “What Police investigations and inguiries Father Lucas was aware of with
respect to Father McAlinden and when he became aware of them”;

| do not recall when | became aware of police investigations with respect to

McAlinden. | suspect it was through media publicity around 2005. At the time | spoke
JKH/ JKH/3943445V1
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with ﬁ[_ thefe was no police action oon_ﬁempiated by her nor was { aware

that police action was contemplated by anyone glse

“\ithat Police investigations and inguiies Faihef LUCEs Was aweare @i with

respect to Father Fietcher and when he became aware of them”;
| have had no knowledge of police investigations with respe}c’( {o Fleicher.

“Whether Father F,ucas communicated or met with any member of the NSW

Police Force in refation to cither Father McAlinden of Father Fletcher, and if so,.

when and the details of those commumcatzons or meetings”;

To the best of my know!edge | have never communicated with any police officer with

respect to McAlinden or Fletcher other than in the police interview in March 2012

mentioned above.

“Whether Father Lucas considers that he co-operated with the Police

investigation(s} and if so, please pmw(ie details as fo the nature of that co-

operzation”;

| fully co-operated with the police interview In March 2012 notwithstanding legal

advice that | was not obliged to participate in that interview.

wWhether Father Lucas is aware of any instance in which he may have impeded
or obstructed any Police investigation info Father McAlinden andlor Father

Fletcher ~ and, if so, the nature of such impediment ‘or gbstruction”;

I find the suggestion that | would have impeded or obstructed any police investigation
into any person at any time deeply hurtful and | totally reject it.

JKH/ JKH/3943445V1
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SWORNat & ~f 7™
Signature of deponent

~
-t

Name of witness . .. ’
Address of witness . . R
Capacity of witness Solicitor -

And as a witness, | certify the following matters concerning the person who made this

affidavit (the deponent}:
1. Isawtheface of the deponent.

2. | have known the deponent for at ieast 12 mon

Signature of witness s b e P
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pir Howard Harrison
Carroll & O'Dea Lawyers
DX 183 SYDNEY

By ematt
. Dear Mr Harrison

Special Commission of Inguiry inte matters refating to the Police
endefa

investigation of certain child sexusl abuse allegations the Catholic
Diocese of Maitland-Newcastle CCinguiry™} '

1 refer to your recent communications with Ms Sullivan in relation to the above Inquiry.
Thank you for the indication that your ciient, Father Brian Lucas, desires to co-operate with
and assist the Inguiry. ‘
The Commissioner would be assisted if Father Lucas could provide & signed statement
addressing the following matters in as much detail as practicable (including, where possible,
: annexing relevant documentation):

1. Father Lucas's knowledge regarding any processes, policies, protocols or guidelines

for dealing with allegations of child sexual abuse within the Catholic Church,
including the history and evelution of such policies/protocols (to the best of his

‘i ‘ knowledge);

2. Father Lucas’ role in the Special Issues Resources Group, including what this
entailed, and the period of his service in this role;

When Father Lucas first became aware of any reports, complaints or recorded

1 2
3 e
‘ suspicions of child sexual abuse by Father Denis McAlinden;
4, The steps taken by Father Lucas upon receiving any such report, compigint or
: recorded suspicion in relation to Father McAlinden;
5. \When Father Lucas first became aware of any reports, complaints or recorded

suspicions of child sexual abuse by Father James Fleicher;

: . 6. The steps taken by Father Lucas upon receiving any such repoit, complaint or
! ) recorded suspicion in refation to Father Fletcher;

CROWN SOLICITOR'S OFFICE ABN S0 132005548 60-70 Elizabeth Street Sydney NSW 2000 GPO Box 25 Sydney 2001 DX 18 SyG’rﬁe\;
Telephone 02 9224 5000 Fax 029224 5011 Email crownsol@agd nsw.govial www.CS0.nsW.gov.at

201203450 D2013/30269
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Father Mchlinden and when he becaing aware of themy;
&, \What Police investigations and inquiries Father Lucas was swere of with respecl 1
Father Fletcher and when he became aware of them;

g, Whether Father Lucas communicated or met with any member of the NSW Palice
: Force in relation o either Father McAlincen of Father Fletcher, and if so, when ana

the detalls of those communications or meetings;

(. Whether Father Lucas consicers that he co-operated with € e Police investigation(s}
i and if so, please provide details as to the nature of that co-operation;

1i. Whether Father Lucas is aware of any instance in which he may have impeded of

obstructed any Police investigation into Father McAlinden and/or Father Fletcher —
and, if so, the nature of such impediment or obstruction.

The Commissioner would be assisted by the provision of this statement on of before Fricay;
39 February 2013. In the event you anticipste difficulties in reletion to the provision of

 the statement by this date, please advise at your earliest convenience.
Please contact Emma Sullivan on (02) 9224 5028 should you have any questioris in refation
to this request.

Yours faithfully

Sicned

S 3 E AT AT NG

Emma Sullivan
"3 Special Counsel
for Crowen Solicitar

LER b
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chiid gexual assault ig widely
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zhild. The relationship of trust betwesh wietin snd offendey .
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1.1 Criwminel Froceedings

igated L
ikely that the investigation W
victinm oy victin‘s family.

¢ & the police have sufficient
evidencs A {11 vesull
from & complaint by &

. T¢ ig ecssential that the cffender have sccesg to competent

iegs) sdvice at the .very peginning. No statement, oF
copversation should take place with the sutheritiss unless
ir accordence with that advice. . '

ct of interegt wmy opinion is thet this edvice
ned from & Giffevent Lawyper then the ene whe
ocese of veliglous congregation.

Te gvoid confl
should ke obts
zcots fox the &

s ety e

11 be obliged
ighops should
oy to cover

to bear the costs of & member, the diccesan
ceke the decision as a metter of uniform pol
these costs. C

while it is clesrer that & religious ovder wi
i

If & case goes to courk I would envieage the possibility of
osts im the tens of thousends of dollave.

[

Bishops and major supericrs and other church officials musb
be cereful mot to hanper police inguiries,. act as
socesgories or attempt to cover-up an offence.

i.2 Demages Claims

The cuestion of & claim feor damages soainst the Church is
unclear. The United States experience ig only of limited
application in Australia.

. . . 2 s ;
This and e WG s paties dfare the dnnesre
marked 8311 refered to in the affidavit of. 8 5,

Signed-
: SOLICTOR / TOSTICE OF THEPEAGE—
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cisk snd megligently ¢ailed o bazke steps %m prevent tgéaé
The possibilibies for such nesiigence could be 2t the tiwme

of pecruitment iunte the sehinery, &t the time of’

ipvestigation pricy Lo ordingtion o¥ {naperopriate sotion
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ehis cuestion.

2. CANON LAW

The qges%iaag that erise im cenon lew B¥e complex and £ do
not cleim any expertise im this eresd.

The. fivet issue iz whether the priest shouwld remein iz kis
sppointwent afler & complaint ené before the fimalization of
iegal proceedings. Bach case wili turn ob its ows fscts bul
in gemersl the considerstions are Fivetly, the avcidance of
further possible cffencesr and, secondly. the guestion of
scendel to the faithful. In geperal the priest should be
reguired to take a leave of shsence st least from the time
of = criminal chavge. the geod of imdividuals, snéd of the
church overvides the possibility that this leave of zheence
ig interpreted &F &an g&miasieﬁ of guilt.

The decision of the bishop, after following CLhe proper
sanonicel procesgs. does not necesserily have to depend on

cohe verdict in the civil court.

The cuestion has been ralsed sbout the confidentiality of
the canonical process. In gemergl the Church %ill mot b6
sble to protect its documente from the civil process.
However I suggest the following precedure: &g soon && there
is a complaint the Church suthority briefs its lewyers and
advises them of thé posgibility ¢f & claim. They in Lurn
i{mstruct the Church to make its inguiry and report. ALL
Socumentationcreated from that time on forms part of thet
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FURLIC RELATICNS

.

Fhe problems hers &re the wosh compleXt

i whe Locel comwunkby. : .

e ie nadve O expect that the coRpLE

&

widely Ruown. v _
she Church svthority hes & regporsibility to the gic@xmaf
victims® femilies, the 1oerl perish/school conmunity, to
ensure that justice is done., There will he & lot of anger
and confusion. Every sffort sust be mede Co siicw the
conplainant o receive & gympatheti hesring.

o

A1t mek be the offende
put the fect that the Church did uot take the compleint
seriously or act decislively.

I recomnpend that sll complainants be given the §@partuﬁ1§g
for & personal interview willh the bighop, Superioy oF sthay
nowminsted officiel. . : :

These caces will be genseticmalised. There are gome Limits

while the case ig before the. court. What the medis will
search for i the cover-up, or rhe failure of the Chureh o
gct appropristely.

jpterest are at the time of
[~

Likely times for medi
srge, trial end sentence.

&
complaint, formal charg
Those whe are iikely to want o tzhe the cese ta the medin
could imcilude: the victime, families or friends,
investigative Journalists. disgruntled Cetholics,
disgruntied cigrgy/religie&sc The mediz will be likely to
seck 8 resction from: the offendey, the bishop/superioy,

those attached to the parish/school. seminary gtaff. .

spokeanen.

I do not think that we can tide for lemg from the media. &
wiliingness to be open to the extent thet this ig ressonable
mey enabie the Church to influence the sgende. hccordingly I

recommend that those authorised to speak to the medis be as

.
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shere should be perticuler
fom for ke print

(g6 Minvtes, Four Cornersg

.
stvention given to providing ifnformst
macie, especilslily in iccal press.

consideration should slsc be given tC pygviéigg inﬁo%m§§s??.
to the catholic press so that Cathelics G0 ROC f@elfﬁéqz ghe
oniy information vhel &Ue oiven c@m@szfxam the gecmiaz'%
prese. They ®ey have moite confidencs B the Church in %hi.b
iong teri iE there is & spivic of ﬁe&@styh&&éaqpenneage This
will depend on the sxtent toe which there L8 widespreed
publieity. : :

Ll

some of the approaches which the Church could take are &&

follows: it is easy to meake ailegations, the Church ‘kas o

pe suve that the sllegation i serious pefors 1t cam 8ct

otherwise it does mot do justice to the alileged ofifenderi &g |
soon as the complaint was made the Church acted @ecisiv&iy

to prevent any possible furxther cffencesy the priest

requires help which will he provided; the Church is

concerned. sbout the victims and hes fecilities to help them:

thers is no place in the priesthdod for such cffenfersi :
everything possible is being done to identify offenders it '
the selection and training but the nature of the offence ig -
such that deétection iz mot easy: :

4, Some other comments

Phe bishop/superior must vesist the petvrel inclinstion to
cke sides with the slleged offender. .

The bisghop/superior has responsibilities mot only to the
alleged offender but slse the victims, familiez, the
community and cother priests. He must he and be seen to be
ecting in the best interests of all relevant parties.

It is likely thet there will be & number of these cases in
the mext few months. ¥We should learn Irom experience.

I recommend that there be a natiomal commities establizhed
forthwitch by the Australian Catholic Bishops® Conference and
the Major Superviors which will moritor cases and be 2
resource for individual bishope. ALl compleints should be
brought to its attention sc that there is a comsistency of
epproach. ' .

A more t@oxomgh study of these issues should be prepered and
mede available to =11 bishops and major superiors. B
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1. VPREEVELE ,

: e T eI > e Blshops
ve Wovenber-Decambsz, 1888 e gx,,ug;@z.g}%wzaﬂ.ﬁ&mﬁiﬁ?égi Z;i: @ Be
Conference consideved e implicetions O &wg mon " ate
criminsl behavieur, especiclly Teleting o chs ‘Qir%“? gy
sgsinst cleries and Teliglous. The C@f‘ﬁ&zﬁéﬁiﬁ%‘:%?% & i = c
of the probleme that had erissn in Whe snited States of
smerice and Cenada.

. o meeeet e Canvmalie Bishops Conference
= eetzhiished the Augtraligis Catholic EBishops Conferenc

T =G
& . e - 2 B *,:, - »gsi? 3 =58 "'i‘ :t', -:L "j_ﬁ
Special Imsues Commitiss Relating fr:i PrLEss and Religie
(now titled Epecigl Issuss Sub-Commities] .

o EIEH Wowpiy L et

: ciml TRTueE e wme reouiTed o egtablish &
The Specizl Isvuse Commities Wee raguized o 3 :
protocel te be observed by Bichops snd mgj@zi sup@qmr‘g”&m
superiors 4% an accusation ‘g mede ageingt & Glerag’ OL

religicus slleging crimingl pehevicus, zad te advise on the

implementation thereof.

This protocel, which hes been spproved by the rustrslian

Catholic Eishops Confevence, &8 iimited ©o sllegetiong of

eriminel bebaviour sade 2gsingt & clesie or zeligious.

Tt is understood that this protocel in ne way affects any
rights and obligations, asgising from Cenon isw eithez
universsl er perticulax, of bishops oF WRiET SUpericre ax
Superiors. . '

The publication of this protoccl le 8t the $oie prevy TS GLYE
of the 2LBCSIC. :

3. DEFINTDIONS
in chis protocel

"ACBCSIC' meane the Australian Cathelic Bishops Conference
Special Issues Sub-Committes

“secused’ mesng the cleric or religicus against whom &
complaint of eriminzl behsvicur iz made

‘Bishop'.. mesns-—- the digesssn @ bishop ‘or the diocsssn
sdministrator or whoever is calied to the governance
‘sede impedita’ of @ diocese in Australlaz or thelxr
suthorized repoesentatives ’ ’

‘clevic' m®meang & bishop, diccesan prisst OF dsacon, O

priest or deacon incardinstad in e personal prelature,
and any person  formally accepted intoc the process of
formation for the sacrament of order by & bishop or
superier

17
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S SCARPELEnT eoclesisald BuEheTLEy ¢ means the bi g 15;* e
superics, ©he supesior &% herein CELLNGG
hn

purposes ¢f thig Feotacel

“smmplainent’ mesns the pETSCR whe hee wede & CONQLELTE
clieging crimingl behevicus egeinst the sccuset ‘

- . s $ et ¥ BLpmmme 5
siminsl behsvicur’ ghell cefex arimingel cfiences Li

BT

civil law end shell inclufe sexual zggaule zelating ¢

“

chiléren

departpental officers’ shall include Police end Chose
sificers of the relevant State Goverrment bepazr-tmert
responeible for child wel fzze

Cimgtitutes’ DEAnS & @L@j sl or lay Institute of Consecrated

L&ﬁ@ ez Sweiety of ag@ﬁi@:&m Life resognized by the
Cetholie Chuzch

‘major superlior’ meang the e;umpc»:«iz@w‘c i) j@?* gupericr, Lz
sccordance with the Iagcitute's cwn law, zegident ige
australis of the accused of if the Institute heg no
pajor supericyr resident in Australia that zn%im*@a‘ =
highest  eutherity resident in BAustraliz or thelr
suthorized representatives

ligious’ meang z nember cf sn Iastitute, &and &ny RETsLON
f@mala,g admitied into an Insti cute's pregramne of
formation by the competent swuperior im scoordance with
en Institute’s own law

i

Specisl Issues Resource Group' means & group established in
accordsnce with paragraph 5§ below and any reference ©o
“Special Issues Regource Croup’ includes s peference €O
some of all of the members thereof

“supericr' mesns the highest autherity, zesident in
dustralia, of g Personsgl Prelatvre ox his guth@z*::s; 4]
cepresentative

“'Krié‘tizfz‘ refers te the person who is ‘éi,i'ééé& to be the
victim ¢f criminel behaviour invelving the actused

-2

Worés mp@x‘“.&ﬁg the maswlme ge:nci@?’ only include the
feminine gender and vi Ge versa.
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T 5§ TR EC A SUPERECERS LN g2
& )é'},x-.:»:. PNIE:A W&
] :

egpangllbilities o ThELT

5 ¢ pishens heve Guties &g © L ‘ e p o ®
3.3 Bighops =3 1 ue {,Ezz‘iscg‘ faithful

g + * o ass s - 3-
aTilests ralicicusg, & &bkd 2 b iartnill
g@éﬁéﬁéié@ £6 natural justice @mz CBHon: L&i&; iizfi lraﬁi?& &
cagpongibility o protect the goot aciﬁ;?%t;aiﬁﬁfi:i 3 Qf
individuals and the Chugch &8 & wnmik. ‘?z@y El:zs& &
specigl concern for the vigrime of injustice anc chose

whe are vulnersble.

3.2 HMajer supericre have & similar  QUEY cf;ﬁé
regponsibiiity when the actions =33 sa@zx‘fbezg of “c;iji%
{periture sre challenged, but they must slse take inte

- . PR SON 2 T wed pge € S o o dole,
socount, 5% well, the rights of all Chzist'e fzithful

sxbe

and the good of the whole Church.

%.3 Superiorg heve & similar duty and s:@@gs@mi&&l&%::y
when the scticns of members of the Personal Prelature
sre challenged, but they must alsc tske intn sccount,
s well, the rights of all Cheigt'g feithful end the
good of the whole Church.

5.4 The investigstion, reguired by this protvocel, and
resclution of allegstions of crimingl bebaviour sgeinst
the accused shall be the responsibility of the
competent ecclesizl sutheority whose responsibility is

‘personal. Whilst this pzotocel reguireg that others may

agsist with the process of investigetion ané maks
recommendetions, it dg the compstent ecclesial
suthority pérsonelly whe beers the zespongibility for
decisions.

3.8 Rllegatione of criminel behavicur agsingt he
socused will affect the whole chwzah in Austzelis, and
even the universsl church. Bishopg, mejor supsricrs and
gupericrs must teke inbte eccount  the coitical
importance of adopting uniform gpproaches and working
in close co-cperztion with esch other, su that justice
may be dome not cnly for the good of individuals but
for the good of the vhole church.

3.6 The competent ecclesisl suthozity must be and

gppear te bé impartisl Jduring eny process of
invss*;igat@n, lest the victim or complainant should
perceive that the competent ecclesial suthority 1s
acting defensively, with diszbelief, or sg advocate for
the accused. :

13
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scoused, the COmpEte
o teke Lutc eGCOURT

- $ Jon
£.5.1 Fo oact with jt_&;u(:,& perey &g cherity.

éouaé Te f@gp@e% ﬁh@ civil law ang not cbgtruct ox

pETvert the proces s ¢f JuStics.

R

. o . 3 Lonce  dalnz wrge T dven
el golicitude for the welr¥
f e

p

L L 2 Te ghow paste
ey complainent, VICTLIm, victim'g
3EE0

[
G e
a W

&3

as

énhoé Fe nee ocell  inte guestion the good
Z@@Lﬁaﬁaxﬁ of any pevson whether G@ﬁﬁiaiﬁmﬁg
wiatim o aaunsaé ent thelsr gight to Privecy.

4.1.5 To get 96 a8 o prevent or remedy scandal.

RESCURCES

5,51 The investigeticn, rzegulred by this prot @eal &nd
resclution of sllegationg of criminsl pehaviour agsinst
the accuged raquif@@ a multaﬂcisezyliaamy' &9@?@@@@:
There zre jssues involving civil law, canon law, public
reistions, chuseh éi@ciplin@ ag wall as AﬁQ%ViQﬁ»é ang
commpunity welfara.

5.2 There should be @S@@hlishaé by the Provincisl

Council, imn such Ecclesiastical Provinces &8s ACBCEIC
reconmends, & Specizl Issuss Résource Gzoup congisting
of personnel whoe are skilled in dealing with
aliegatione of grimingl beghevisur.
8.2.1 The personnel of the relevant Specisl lssues
Resourse Group &re <t Dbe sgvailable +o ths
compatent @gghcsial suthority as each Ccase »ay
requize for the purposes.  of gesisting such
authority by:

= gfaviﬁiﬁg advices

= conducting an iﬁvaﬁiaati@m,

= agsigting with an investigation:
= EENagLing contact with medis.

$.2.2 The ACBCSIC ehall offer advice on
appointments o, &nd the activities of, such
Special Issues Resourcs Groups.

family o
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ghrll ore Drilegt &% well g2 oth &
O = in  the CELEVERT gaglal

@ﬁ@ﬁe&s@:ﬁ;@m&m

BOLEIIGEE

i veemas DeanUEces GTOUp & sll
5.4 The relevent Special IsSuss ReSOUITE Grovp she

sdvise the competent ecclesisl autherity ¢ _:i:h@ nENEE

ot eivil lewyers inm each State oF TErCitery who &Xe
available ©5 sct in thess Hettere. :

8.4 The ACECSIC sheii provide 0 the competent
ecciesial suthority s reguired & iist of personnel 500
facilitiee Gthat eve gvsileble for counselling O
complainents, counselling end therspy fer vm’cfms aj:m
cheiyr fsmilias, and sspessment ané cherapy ser the

soeused.

£.5 The Provinwisl Coumcil end the wplevent majey
SUPETLCLE and SUDSTLGEE, ghall nopinete &
epckegperson(g) - whe ghell be the @ﬁlg authorizes
persen(s} availshle to comment O the media on behalf
- af the competent ecciesial authopity in relation €O

allegstiens of criminal pehevicur. The ACBCSIC end the

velevant Specisl Issuse Resourse Group ghall consult
with such spokesperson{si.

COMPLATNTSE

6.5 Whenever the competent ecclesisl suthority receives
informaetion of alleged criminal beheviour the mattern
shall immediztsly be raferved, except in circumstances
af @ most sericus and extrzovdinary nsture, to the
relevant Specizl Issues Resouree GRoup.

6.2 In circumstences of & most sevious  and
extrancédinery nature, the competent geclesial suthoriey
shall immedistely conduct, chrough sanother suitably
gualified delegate, an Lfaguiry inte the conplaint zboud
<he slleged criminsl behavicur.

6.3 It L& poseible <thetr & complaint mey be made
concerning slleged criminal behavicur or the matter may
come to the atrtention of the competent ecclesial
authority in & number of ways.

The complaint mey be madse

21
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: 5.ox,5 - to the foil

‘ . the bishep, mejor SUpe:

. anather cleric or veliglouus
. some other person ,

. Gepavrtmentsl cEfiesrs

. the medlsa

. the accused

used
the viGtin

she victin's family .
. & person whe le avare of Cr SuEpReC.E
: eriminal behaviouyr _
‘ . . departmentel officsig
‘ . the medisg ’
. enonymously

<

<

£ Sinse =il the possibilities cannod ne foregesn the
sllowing general principles apply:

 h
Bl

6.4.1 Bach cleric or religious who becomes awars
of a complaint, or the possibility of & gonplaint,
either segainst himself, or anothey cleric o
religious, is.chliged (subject to sny canonlcal

ohiigaevien o the contrary! to notify thet fact o

the competent ecclesial (authority, WGkl
: immedistely - refer - the matter to Thé - velevant
b gpecial Issues Rescurce GLoup.

p Reguirements 4in some States o Tarcitories for
¢

nandatory reporting should be taken into account.

6.£.2. The sccused may bring the matter to the
~ attention of the competent ecclegiz thority,
. whowshall . immediately -refer ~the. (aséj%"ég‘a 0k he
‘szelevant...Spegial Isgues.. Resouree-=Grotp. The
¢ tendency of ‘the accoused to minimise or deny
snvolvement should he teken inte account.

6.4.3 Complaints vreceived by the competent )
ecclesial suthority directly from & victim and/or
5. member -of the victin's family should be recsived
sympathetically and the victim and/or the femily
informed that they will be contacted by & psrson
skilled in this srea so thet the complaint can be
investigated. The competent ecclesial authority

shall immedistely refer the matter to the relevant
_ Specisl Issues Resource Group. :

. © vivan R R T A g T
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imeloding slevide X Lk sy SES e o

st e f oy . i £ BEDE Eheuss
gympetheticaliy. U R e e & BErSor
i%zfé*m@c‘i ehae he will be contactsd by & ?_fmmf‘
hiileé in this eres ec thet the complaint Gan Le
invescigsted. The competent ecclesial suthozdey

shelli immeciztely refer the metter o the relevant

gpecial lssues ResCGUrcE Greup.

o

6.4.8 It sheuid be made known 8 departnental
etficars thet, wsbject to the cbligations of law,
che competent ecclegiszl authoricy wisheg €0 ﬂ_b‘@
informed by depercmentel gfficers. G @ll@ga‘ci@m
sgainst & cleric oF religious.

When & complasmt comes €0 the avtentlon of ©he
competent ecclesizl suthority in his way, ehie
matter shall be referred immediately fo the
relevant Specisl Issuss Resource Gréup end the

‘.

depsrimentel offilicers informed that sppropriate

soticn has been initipted.

6.4.6 Complaints that come from the medie ghould
be noted and the complsinant informed that the
complaeint will be ipvestigaeed. The mattsr shall
be referred immedistaly to the relevant Special
Issues Rescurce Group-

Geneczal inguiries from the wmedla should be

-referzed te the pominsted spokesperson(s) wha
shall Be fully briefed by the competent ecclesizl

authority and/cr the relevent Special Issues
Regource Group. : '

6.4.7 snomymeve complaints chould not be simply
ignored but shall be zeferrsd lmmediztely to the
celevant Specisl Issues Resource Grouwp for
assessment and if necessary investigation.

5  Every attempt should be made to offer gssistance

¢ victimz, victim's familiss and complainants by way
of confidential counselling o©r other pastorsl sSUpRGTT
&8s soon ag the complaint ig received.. :
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7.4 The relevent Specisl LEEUEE RestuTel szp&*&,‘:_
egeist the competent @ECLESLEL ex_clz@utz 1,@’ ;i\raic;gégﬁa
+he compleimtg. In ©he Light GF the ﬁc.ium of ,,g%
complaint, the ege ef the victim 80 ?;hei @iﬁc&?&‘éi{i@?@
cenerslly, the zelevent Specigl Lesugs Rezoures gﬁ@@g
Thell econgider, withowt prejufice %o paregraph 6.4.3
shove, waether it 18 RECESSELY ¢z prudent €@ @i &:E{zgg
indeiate contact with, oF ctheswise IntEIView, e
victim and/or the victim's femily.

F.1.1 o intesview with & viceis whoe Lg
ghall teke place without the sonsent
ehild‘s pezeni(e} OF guardiza(s!.

¢%

%.1.2 No incerview shall be vadertaken which t-@ili
prejudice eny interview process being undertaken
by departmental officers.

3
&

Fhe complzinant shoulé be ® 2sgeuresd
Todold hat the Chusch i GConcermed fox the
welfare of <¢the wvictim and ¢het the competent
seclesisl authority shall make 2PpTOpriate
errangements for victims end victims' families ©o
be given zdvice regeréing coungelling or therapy
which mey or may not be provided By &n &gency ot
the Cathelic Chuzeh '
C9.2.2 ‘that the competent ecclesisl suthority must
sct in accerdsnce with the law and net in & wEy
that will prejudice the procsss of law

7.2.2 +thet <he Chureh fakes sllegstions of «hig
tind sericusly

7.2.4 that justice reguires thaet the acoused be
7.3 No edmissicng should be made o the complaingnt of
VigTim oF any other peTeon :

7.3.1 that " the sccused is guilty

7.3.2 that there ig any liability in damages

7.3.3 that apy particulsr course of sction will
follow any investigetion. :
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el &t wiaslate " erla 2 EEBIODNELE 1
- . % cesed e N b » 3 % Ve
the  complBRERENT, ~eti (LE chig L& ERPIGLes :

person that, penaing nrestigetion 8nd ?@S@l%_%"é&@ﬁ ag
the allesstion, it se oeenderd pUOCECUZE  BOE ?”%
seoused e be given acminisgretive leave. [T G06& ROT

1%

imply emy admission GF GUILT.:

[

7.8 The freedom of people, and in =Ome InSLances, o

obligeticn 4in Law, o make e complaint o departmental
cificers must be regpected. Under R0 CLrCUNSLances

should amy sattempt be nade €O Sissusde & vietim o¥

<

Family fcom spprosching depurtmental GELicerE.

Under no olrcumstences shoul@ any sgraement be made
chet im veturn for sn undertaking by the Family Bot To
spproach depertmental OffLcers cereain action will bBa
caken against the sccused. ' :

7.6 Yhe relevant Speclsl Tssuss Resource Oroup shall
then DepcEt o the competent ecclesisl euthority

6.1 that there ig no substance to the complaint
and me further acticn should be taken v

7.6.2 thet, slthough there is no substance ©o the
complaint and ne further action shouvld he takan,
as - che zllegetion hes become publiic gpecifie
sction must be teken €¢ repeir eny scandsl o0F
remedy any injusy to anyone's good reputation

7.6.2 that there eppeers to he substance to the
complaint end ¢hat thers iz reed for furthew
investigation. ' -

THE RESEONSE OF THE KCCUSED

8.1 If the relevent Specizl Issues ResCUrce Group

informs the competent ecclesisl authority ¢hat it

consifers there is substance to the complaint and the
ratter requires further Iinvestigation, fthe competent
soclesial suthority shall forthwith (within houvs)
reguire the accused to attend for en inverview.

ife@ﬁ‘iﬁai sfficers, ond eny CtLeT
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cesemmend to the competent ecelesisl euthority what
further action is reguired. -

e hd T
: ¢ 2 e chepld @ dmmiy
£€.2 ‘The @&Sﬁ?&f@i‘lc waelegndd guthale ey S, G ool
; ‘ : astuze 6f the COR s LEART ARG

snform him thet che relevent Speoitl é"f&mfgg Ki&h&@%
Group shell enguire intc the complalire. "':, f‘,f“m‘:”%%i"
sholi be given the opportunity @ seel legal -Qgi:aif;??‘a&%?g
ené civil) =advice. The SCCUSEG ig @zz:,ftlegmc; _the
protection of the law. Ke chould be MECE awWsLe Lhﬁg
statements mede by him @@ gthegs CoOule, LR BCGIE
sirecumetances, be used &€ evidence BQLLUET bv,*za) 5&:
should be warned of the dangers of interviews that are
‘off the resord‘. He ghould be made swece of the right
in law o remsin silent. ' -
&.3 The relevant Specisl ILssues Recource Group shall

a4

g€.4 The cempetent ecclesial sutherity must take cere
met o et in & wey thet eoulé be interpreted 88 an
sttempt to pezvert the couzse of justice, OF amOUAT ¥O
che offence of being an sccessory efter the fact. The
scoused must net be sided to sscape the jurisdiction ox
stheruwige o frustrate the progess of lew.

FURTRER IKVESTIGRTION

9.1 If further investigeticn is rTeguired the procedure
shell be for the seoused to be given adminiEtrative
ieave from gny publiec duties.

8.2 Proper azrengemente must be mede for the scoused o
reside inm & secure place during the persiod of
asdministrative leave, end conseguently the competent
ecclesial autherity shall choose an gppropriate place

- for him +o reside pending the Cutcome of Ghe

investigation. The accused should have sccese to such
gpiritusl and psychological assistence &s he may
reguirea.

9.3 In every case pending Investigstion the accused
must not vcemsin in & situstion where 1t way be
perceived that ather people, especially children, maght
be at risk. The accused ocught net undertske any public
function since this might create greater scandsl if he
is subseguantly found to have offended. '
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b el daf dolars, . oo 24 GAS o
somorsence with the pEOY igiong G

coah clrcumgtonces Spesific advice &
from BR GRDETT Lo SBNCR Le%We

2.8 £f it & mare even pessible that s:?‘z@ c@mgi,&mu will
gn@@éﬁ@ﬁg@gﬁ @f@@@@émgs che @@@u&@é fgx@ui}@ ;;ee &:&?is:e-:%
by the competent ecclesial autharily €@ g@mﬁ”‘iﬁ m§ @if:«?f
iswyer independant - frem the lawyer Uetaines ALE"L
secerdance with pevagraph 5.8 ahave @ﬁé zza&eaﬁpené@m:
from emy Lewyer uSually IEURINEC eiiher by e
institute, diocese, pELSONEL prelsture ¥ Lhesy
insurers. & 1ist of aveilable and suitably gi@jilla@
awyers should be svailsble Crom ACBCSIC. It should be
mede clesr whe iz to besr the vegeponsibility for the
aoEtS.

6.6 The relevant IinSUreYe BUST Be notified, in
sccordance uitch the cequirzements of the zelevant

pelicy, if cizeumstencas heve arisen which might give

zige €0 & 6laim.

8.7 The eccused must be informed that he must aot give
eny interviewe to the wedism, on oF off the sgoord. The
accused must refer eny zeguests te the nominated
spokespersoni(s). :
2.7.1 The competent eculeslsl suthority shall
copeult with the zelevant Special Issuge Resourcs
Group and nominsted spokesperson(sg) es tec the
advigebility of any .public otatement and its
scope, content end form. The nminimisation 6F
scandal se well s the reputations of all iavelved
ghoulé be taken into sccount. The possibilicy that
gilence mey be intecpreted &s an attempt TO
‘cover-up' ¢the truth shouléd alse be taken inte
account. Any otatement thet esplaing & pericd of
sdminigtrastive leeve should make it. glear thawn
guch leave iz & rovtine zequiremsnt that does not
imply eny admisgion or prasumptiosn of gulle.

9.7.2 Where legel proceedings beve begun or &TE
imminent vio public statement should be mede
without specific legal advice. :
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2.8 whases ¢ GPEE ‘-w“ggr‘i b;;:,” ;;—- E&‘ﬁthtfvz" {"gm .
R} b Lasen S , S0 4E = 2 ol o Ut =~
unlikely the COmpE Gles . P

?@KSQL&&EL? SERELUET R i,n_c%"b eff@ I“xﬁ éc prudent
imformation eveilable o LB, whather Lt 18 prucens =
sease the peried 6f sdminietrative leave, TEESSLGL  wuk

cesused or provide him with peychelogical Cherapy.

'n
P i B
3 &R [y

I
N

avn commenced the competent

¢.6 If legsl procesding® sanGet the CURpE s -
f;@@};@si&‘& suchority shall aot act L any _way which
would prejudice the fair trizl of the sccused.

s 2 P o s n T c . o & :':@’ ey K .t-,"? Ctv"' ‘}» 5
2.10 If the sccused L8 AOT copmitiad for ¢risl, 0¥ L8

eried and scouitkbes, the competent ecclegisl suthordty

‘must persenally considet, im ths iighe ef egll the

informEtion thet Ls sveilable o him whether it ig
prudent ©o cesse the period of administrative lesve,
reessign the sccused oF provide bim with peychological
EheTapy. , '

8,11 If the scoused pleads guiley or, after trigl, Le
found guilty, of crimiasl beheviouz, whether or not &
conviction is recorded, the competeat acclesisl
sutherity should carsfully consides, in the light of
any criminal penalty, whet action sheuld be taken Lit
regasd te the sccused and what ghould be dane €0 TENECY
any scandal. v

¢.12 in meking these decisions the competeat ecclaglial
guthority must give first poiority o preventing, &8
far g& possible, sny future zisk to others, esgpecially
ehiléren. ¢

$.13 A megligent faslure tc teke ressanable steps €O
prevent such risk could expose the competent ecclesial
autherity o a claim for demages in the event of future
incidente. Furthermore, ané moce gerigusly, it could
create the impression thet the Church condones criminal
behavicur er iz unmindgful of the hsrm caused €6
viGTing. : .

16.3 In a8ll metcers velating to any conversztions and
documents  and the preliminary ang further
investigations required undex - this protocel
professional secrecy ig to be ohserved.
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10,2 ALl sless and oed
cheis CORPET LEClesid

reputations of &ll wht ®EY ¢
including the complainent, V&

TREATHENT OPTIOKE

£

15.1  Zemecietely upon - informing ©hé socuged o

ddio &

compleint the competeat scolagial
reassure Him thet hig welfare Lig
iight of ¢the recommendations af T«

&
i awthority should
- impertent. In the
ne relevent Special
Tssues Rescusce Grovp, he should immedlately be
refersed ©o an appropriste persen ©oF facility Eox
sssapement. . '

31.2 Future manegament and therspeutic intervention
will depend lsrgely on The CLICUBZLANCES ef <the
conpleint and im meny instances must ewalt €he
finmlisation of any legel proceedings. The samiety,
that 4is consequent upcn ¢the cowplsint and the legal
process, may impede sny therapy.

1i.3 The competent eoctlesial authority must

take =2
persensl intereet in end be supportive of the acoused

Auring @Ry sssezament 0F tregtmeni programms.

1i.4 Treztment options and the detsils of particular
personnel or facilities should be mede zvallable o the
competent scclesial suthority by ACBCEIC.

&

PREVENTIVE STRATEGIES - ESPECIALLY WHERS CHILDRER MAY
BE VICTIMS :

5 &

(2.1 The competent ewnclesisl suthority shall engure

 that 2ll clerics and religicus are made awerg of the

safie?msness 6f crimingl behaviour especizlly invelving
chiléren. They should be warned of behaviour thet ls
inappropriate or which might be misunderstood as&

invelving improper behaviour relsting o children.

12.2 Particular prudence must be exercised in the

supervision of.children on camps, ik dormitories, 4in
showerg and ¢oilets, and in other gituztions where
adults are alone with children. Any physical contact
with childzen must be cavefully assessed.
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19.% Gepevel vules of goudust shouLe
cover cicoumscanees of Likely cagk &
sigigiy enforced. Unwlilingnese Ly &
comply might stself be SyEptom&TLC C

-

raguizes further eonsiderstlion.

v

32.4 Wheze the competent @ﬁ@i@gw L
concerned sbout the behevigur or & clera€ OF Feiigetv®
he should initiste BuChH ccseesment end therspy &8 HLY

be indicated.. -

e} suthority L€
G 3 v 5 g

12.§ Amy clerice or zeligious wWho Zegl Ehet U -
have probleme ln thie aree sheuld Be eshozeed €6 66K

&
cherepy befose Ghe problem becomes ummenageshle eng

they cffemd.

13.6 The competent ecclesisl suthozity ghgll ask &
clezic er religious, Tequesting lncardinstion inte &
diocess or persensl preleture oF eransfer inte an
instituce end/er ‘o GeELy ouf any Rinistzy oF
spostolate in & diocese, 5 werient that he is not

sware of aany cirzcumstances uwhich might lesd to &an’

aliegetien of criminel beheviour.

12:7 When & cleric or religicus requests €0 exersise &
mindetry in & diosese 6T personel prelature, the
competent ecelesial authority of that giotese ©F

personzl prelstuze shall request, from the conpetant

ecciesisl authority 4in whoge 4iecese o perscnal
prelature the cleric or religisug previcusly ezercised
& ministry, '@ warranmty thet such authority is not aware
ef any circumstences which might lead tc an sllegation
ef criminal behaviour. : :

PREVERTIVE STRATEGIEE = SCREENING END PORMEFION
13.3 R1l vocstlion directors end Gizectors of fozmation

ghould be msde sware ©f the seriousness of criminal
behavicur especislly invelving childzen. They ehould be

aware cf the indicstors of thig-problem and the high

risk of recidivism.

3.2 This isswe should be considered vegularly &t
conferences and meetinge of vecstion directors and
girectors of foxmation.

hey agy
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i%,.2 BFrics 48 CCCERTENSE. PIESPEETLve cenGideces fov
seminEsy cr ingtitute should be agked to werrent €.ut
chey ere not awere of ony CLTCURETENCES which sight

iesd o &n sllegation of criminsl beheviour.

s

15.4 Even ¢ single incident of criminel behevieur that

calstee to children should be congidered grounds fox

digmissing & seminsrisn £LORm & gemmaxy er & cendidate
from e institute'y programge ¢f formelion.
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‘-‘crz:i chly we wry
of North Americe
relvass Lawyers jout: for uLsmus b} ma. -

. ing outrhgeous gud. hence ‘newsworthy’ .
sigtemments 10- 866 wha{ cLents mey mlgai‘
- aitrgol. Public opirion is foimed long
befors the proper dsfengant is even identl-

fied and the issues prasenied’ Ao the Towrt,

- Fifihly, we cannot presume that evecy-
ane tellethe” ‘truth, and-the wholé Gyt and
nothing bt the, ‘truth. There as Hiee, fabri-
cations, exaggaxaisoas am.m:saném

standmgs ‘ot both sic ,Pszesw do lie,

“qnic maislend theik bishop whelt wm\m(m

. with compleints. Victinze do TeLonguct

cvEnts and exaggerait fize outoOmIEs. .

. We fieed to, avoid the misteles of the
mst, “whes throvgh the ig gz;or&ﬂce of the
snatre of fhie problem, we tended & sids
with the plieged perpelrator. ‘We need 0
avoid the sistakes of -the” pxese"ia where
truth hag'gives: way 1o h}rsw:w amf elloge-
tion are fegarded agfapts, < 7

CanFegy & woré i GﬁfQﬂvC of churu{
Eeadets? B +

Exshops and Congr*gauon&i Lemiep; do
 pot higve an easy time, They. ar¢ {he shep-
herds of the victims as.wels as. the petps-
trafors. N&nv have mheriéed problems that

are not o. their: sagking. They. just heppes.

#OW.£0 Be the responsible auihon*y They
fiave to decide w

fo'sdme’ compiamt They havé 4o gssess the

gerioighess of the comipleint, They Havete |

decide whether. & fieigetrator.cari'safely b
. allowed 56 mipisier ggain. They have fo

. woik puf whét to-o ' with someofig who i§ -
‘tikely. b be a'risic. They.| bedr thie brunt of
‘public anger and sOSHIDIOH. They have [
‘e the steward of tﬁo oamam;fv ‘S e

cther thers i5 substs.nce,

_faged — warse then the Romaz periccu:
“tions? the Bastern scism? the destruction
of the monssteries?, the French evoig-

; deplinge with thes, T

srapossiblb ¢ Silemna ey navet gob with

i apd they meil 0w suppoits.

> Enst, osrmn:cm 6 onthe x.&u.&&'uﬁ.x
mo*' ofier, asted in mc—"':vana !*ov, Lﬂg
O“Gbiem ig ;u ’

The quesuaf_ ‘doss nat aémz& af 2, z.ezt

fanswer an, cese Is gue (00 many. we -

apordach the issue Geautatively we can
AENS g:e‘cezxwge.« compere.clergy Witk
the rest o{ ‘2&1@ populaton, eg.é talh‘abcm

. U greptest orisis.
g C!?wm[fa s ever
faged?

- " r' ,.
smaii mmov{

2 big numl e — WG Tt fo Tese than 1% of e
56,800 prsests in that coustry, Whatever
about the figures Ehey gre pot decisive, If
we appsoach the fssue qualitatively, we
cen compase the imgact of serval abuse
with other forms of ‘misconduot or iry o

N compare {)syciuaéuc damage with physicel
dambge end agein nothing is decsswe. :

The quesuon of “hiow big & pwbﬁem is
aiostly a:way of f introducing 88 oppotte-
nity Fofy mema to sensatzanahse events.

One. radic coramentator tatked of thip 28
the ‘greatest tragedy of the m'entx'*té'n cone
tary, — worse them the two vosld wese?
Hiirostizine? Kores?’ Vicmazm ﬁle geno~
cide of Africe? ATDS?

Anothés put it to e that this msua was.
the greatest crisis. the CHurch hae ever

" tion? Communist, yemwuuon"
Thése lists could go.op and on but even

i eﬂter mio such dwcuss:orx can be' m&s& ) :

piessed by gl gemms ae&:m - Gety ths probleat and pot e

. etantty Mpt
w ac kst is Hght, Faoed with 2l

We oaft & far i@ aier 4&4 )
. ciezgy intis Umm Sentos.and this sofnde -

z""ﬂ-”cﬁb" a8 @l &u‘:.é-‘”i&; figs ¢

Expecting foitnees aud Emlam:» i u«ih,o;
rEiYs — EREEMES gaske Tofings B0 oy Bl
peperssoil. Teying 0 L SOBE: p:‘ '*;;
an b santies i gBBIY QFQPBG, s

gc comrol’s :
© 5§ comuot do muea ake&:
et fies gppened i e e | imvwa
is ﬁ'&'ﬁOﬁ!}ﬁﬂG@e& e ¢ a". “

. e hsve T eﬁiw préw‘ s @x GB?,:&Q
wﬁi fhe p"eses':f

Por the future we' ﬁave to faca somé Bara
teshies — the consgglighces of (b l‘ugu
crcesswel3t— rigorist sefuel morelity) &
re.wgni&on ofstrige mc;&nm% .of the ¥ova-

thon fo Wﬁbacy eRoBssive.C
%%as snt;czexscairszﬁ thet i -hés mow
-gpawned; cosdibiliy with & aezx}zmmw
@:&& ;eﬁis,ﬁet é@" g e . )

-

S ww@a@ y: %i@«vfm

The peap’ze et Esm te opsn ant fct
this trufh, We casnot enpect thelr @@n@r’ &
we minimise or deny ihe truth, o ¥
other hand we do not bave i cmimlaifc e
the mediz hystena. :

£ have just come frorm & mactmg of me.
varlons adminisiratoss of the major Christ
fan Chusches in Sydney. We méef regu-
tatly to discugs common comms of 2
Ginancial and administrative natire. Child
afuse has been cn the agenda befoze. The
chefcmen cominsnted oa the spate ofp uab«
Ticity affectig his “fiends ip the R Romat
Catholic Chuxch iookeo‘z at me 2ng’ swd'

- failed G pofice:

ONLY the very -pq») obscrvént vmuki ‘zave
¢ .,

i floy - Polisit

clergy into Apsfraliagihoe matmqmemons .

Roma dedision in October 1978 whichi *
¢hrust Poland onto the wosld stage making

places like Krakow, Wadowice and

-Ciestochows more common - place names
while. still remaining quite unprogounce-
sble to the average Aussie. - 1

The latest arrival from Polend via Somh- 4
em India (wo Jyears) for the Aschdincese: .
osef Kolodziej (pictured !

right) ordained 1985 and at présent‘at‘ Y

of Sydaey is

Cabramatta. He joins two polesiian Chrzes.
zopowicz and Stan Stapicld who errived

six yeazs ago and joined the S}dney A_tch~
diocese,. |

Josef has. fzimﬂy in Syéney am 50 f&rw i

thmks ‘Atfsttaha i Al

) apimians.. R

“Stwag” we?wmarz pﬁ‘s&ﬁos, of menly
" ordetred or arrived; receutly
-decensed or just the Intest event In
‘your gres. As we zmbhsﬁa ofly four -
thmres por pear we conmf e up with'
the iatesk— but Sirive to biing you |
< the best of yobs‘ cemmemes and
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 Over the past ten days, the Australian Catholic Bishops have .
been meefing in Plenary Assembly ai Kensington, NSW. A

major item onrihescheduie’.d agenda has been the issue of
sexual abuse by priests apd religious.

people at the instances of such abuse.

With deep regref, we acknowledge that a number of people
associated with the Church ‘have betrayed the wust placed in
them by sexual abuse of minors and adults. In doing 3o, they
have acted in a way thai is conirary 10 everyihing the Church
stands for. ' : v

We cannot change what has happened in the past, undao iha
wrongs that have been done, of hanish the memories and the
hurt. In seeking to do what is possible, our major goals must
pe: truth, humility, healing for ihe viclime, assistance fo other
persons affected, an adequaie response io those accused and
io offenders, and prevention of any auch offences in the Muture.

When the guilt of a priessi or religious is established, the
response of the Church authority must be appropriate o ihe
seriousnese of what has happened. Serious offenders who-
have abused iheir power may noi be given such power again.
Those who have made ithe best response o freatmeni
recognise this themselves, and fhey no longer claim a sight o
return o ministry. *

At our Conference we have sought i0 pul in place a plan of
action that would respend te the magnitude of this problem. '

1. The Bishops and Leaders of Religious ihstituies sel up ’iﬂ
1988 a Professional Siandards Cominittiee composed of

The Bishops and
Leaders of Religious Institutes share the dismay of many

)

LA

appropriaiely qualified professionals. The L.fmmmmﬂﬁ‘ et
continue fo review and updafe, in the ight of fhe discuasiont .
{hai hae faken place at the Gonference, ihe principles 206
procedures according o which the Bighops Opefai®.

The Professionst Standards Commitiee wili iake ’Wd‘frﬁmw’
of the opportunity presented by the New Boufh Wales
Police Royal Commission fo make & submission and wil
(ake mccount of any recommendations made by the Rovsl
Commission. ' ' :

Dioceses and Religious insliiuies will be aslked i sm‘gag@
professionat and independent persons i make suiiable
case sfudies of how incidents of sexual abuse have bf::ei"
handied ang how well or badly the needs of viclns Nave
been met and what might now be done ic sesiel viedms.

| ikewise Dioceses and Religious Instituies will b& asked 0
make & study of how an Incident of sexual abilse has heen

handied in relation fo ihe community n which it ooourred,

what lessons might be learned, what sffecta both fhe abuse

and the Ohurch body's response have had on the

; ' N S et $. i
community, and what the Chureh bady might nme 6o
assist the community.

Meefings will be srranged through the counseling ‘%em?@%
of the Church in which Bishops and Religious LSAOEMS

“ight meet with persons who have sufferad senal abuse &

ihe hands of 2 priest or religious and heazr direcily ihelt
stories, huris, concemns and needs. The counselling
services of the Church are o be empowered i amange
such meefings whenever they believe that this would be
helpful fo both victims and church leaders.



H

6. A widely representative Commitiee is 0 be established 0
prepare codes of conduct for priesis and religious. 1t will
consult widely, and seek ihe advice of viclims of sexual
abuse, '

7. The Australian Catholic Social Welfare Commission and
Centacare Sydney will be asked o co-ordinate a siudy of
any factors peculiar to the Catholic Church which mighi lead
io sexual abuse by priesis, religious or other church
workers. The study will include a review of the relevant
literature, interviews with . experts and with other relevani
Catholic bedies, and with those offenders who are willing {o
assist.

8. in collaboration with the Leaders of Religious Insfitutes if is
proposed to establish a program io treat those clergy and
religious who suffer from psycho-sexual disorders. The
program will contain a suitable spiritual input,

9.. The Professional Standards Committee will employ a fuli-
time Executive Officer to co-ordinate the above projecis and
to assist it in camying out this mandals,

Those who have offended are a simall minority, but their actions
have affected all priests and religious, as well as the wider
Church community. The Bishops say without hesitation thai the
overwhelming majorily of pfiesis and religious serve their
people with integrity and dedication. They dessive affirmation
and support. ’ :

We especially thank you, our Catholic people, for vour

understanding and prayers
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