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Fr. James Burnett
(Ordained 6-25-68)

6-15-68 to 2-15-74 Associate - St. Charles Borromeo,
Bensenville

2-15-74 to 7-14-74 Associate - St. Mary Parish, Mokena

7-14-78 to 6-20-90 Pastor - St. Mary Parish, Mokena

6-20-90 to 6-19-02 Pastor - St. Peter & Paul, Naperville

6-19-02 to Present Pastor - St. Raymond Cathedral,

Joliet

Fr. Burnett’s Priest File

Fr. Burnett’s priest file was reviewed and there are no
allegations of any type of misconduct.
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FR. BURNETT SCAN FROM THE DIOCESE OF JOLIET NO. 84
Last week the Diocese of Spokane, Washington, which filed for bankruptcy because of suits against it by people who said they had
begnahusgd; apnpeunced it was offering victims $45.75 million to settle their claims.

TMJA
VKR Sgk,v?ryhzg Biocese of Covington last week settled abuse claims for $85 million. HUQC030

David Clohessy, national director of the Survivors Network of Those Abused by Priests, said there has been a "tremendous amount
of progress over the years" in confronting the scandal but "all of that progress came outside and often in spite of the hierarchy."

"Bishops and cardinals have a fixation with policies and procedures and paperwork," he told Reuters. "lt's not about that. It is about
having common sense and courage ... you suspend the priest and then investigate."

© Reuters 2006. All rights reserved. Republication or redistribution of Reuters content, including by caching, framing or similar means, is expressly
prohibited without the prior written consent of Reuters. Reuters and the Reuters sphere logo are registered trademarks and trademarks of the Reuters

group of companies around the world.
Close This Window

http://today.reuters.com/misc/PrinterFriendlyPopup.aspx?type=domesticNews&storyID=uri:2006-02-07T... 2/23/2006
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ST. MARY’S MOKENA SCHOOL

School Year Book — Academic Year September 1982 to June 1983
See Attached

Pages 5 to 25.
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ST. MARY SCHOOL

Mokena, Illinois
1982-1983
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N
N PROOF REQUIRED
. FOR
A FINDING OF A CREDIBLE ALLEGATION
In order to have a finding of a credible allegation there must be a “Preponderance of
Evidence”. '
A “Preponderance of Evidence” has been defined by civil law and by the Review Committee
as follows:
‘“The criteria for determining the crédibii{iy of an allegation is:
Considering all the evidence presented whether it
(the allegation) is more probably true than not true”.
Y
N
-
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(\;’-ét' Chancery

o Jote, i 0435 Fox 815 722.6402
MEMORANDUM
May 12, 2006
TO: Members of the Joliet Diocesan Review Committee
FROM: Sister Judith A. Davies, OSF
RE: Enclosures for the Meeting of May 24, 2006

Enclosed, please find the following:

-Map and directions to St. Charles Borromeo Pastoral Center

» Agenda

- Documentation relating to the Burnett case
(Please remove previously received documentation from the binder
and insert this material. Bring both sets with you.)

- Article by Amy Strickland: Canonical Standard of Proof in Child Abuse

Cases

Thank you.

ter Judith A. Davies, OSF
Chancellor
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Canonical Standard of Proof in Child Abuse Cases
By Amy Strickland, JCL
Delegate for Investigations, Archdiocese of Boston

When my cancnical studies reached the topic of ecclesiastical
penalties, my professor told the class, “You will never use this.”
Since nearly all my work for the past several years has been in the
field of penal law, I have repeated this story to other canon lawyers,
nearly all of whom had similar experiences. Needless to say, this
means most canonists were unprepared when this neglected portion
of canon law was thrust into the spotlight in 2002.

One way in which this has manifested itself relates to confusion
surrounding the standard of proof required at different stages of the
canonical process used in child sexval abuse cases. For example,
the expression, credible nllegation, does not appear in the-Charter,
the Essential Norms or the Code of Canon Law. Yet, one finds it
used as the standard to be met for actions as varied as the start of a
canonical investigation, the public release of an accused cleric’s
name, the transmission of an accusation to the Holy See for further
canonical adjudication at the end of a preliminary investigation, the
placement of an accused cleric on temporary “administrative
leave,” and the permanent restriction of an accused priest from any
public exercise of ministry.

I would argue that the term credible allegation be avoided entirely,
in all these circumstances, in justice to both the accused and the
accuser. For example, when an allegation is initially received, a
canonical investigation is to be commenced if the claim describes a
possible canonical crime and has the semblance_of truth. While
substituting semblance of truth for credible allegation might seem
merely a matter of semantics, both parties have to be considered
equally credible untilfunless there is actnal evidence to tip the
scales. But, if the Church states at the outset that the allegation is
credible, there is a risk of implying that there has already been a
decision made that the denials of the accnsed are not.

To inflict a penalty on a cleric for child sexual abuse, much more is
needed than a credible allegation. One must have reached moral
certitude that the crime has been committed, either by the cleric’s
oWwn admission or by a formal canonical process. 1his nmst be
made clear to all parties from the start, especially since the burden
of proof canonically is on the accuser. Moreover, the necessary
proof to establish moral certitude will be limited in many cases,
both due to the nature of the alleged act itself and the length of time
that often transpires before it is reported. If the Church does not
make this clear, we may unintentionally be communicating to the

§ accuser that the Church has determined he or she is not credible if

the case is not sent to the Holy See. A better expression for the

J threshold of proof needed at this step may be probable cause.

4 In summary, I recommend using three different standards during

three different stages of the penal process. To initiate a canonical
process, semblance of truth is sufficient. To send the case on to the
Vatican, it should rise to probable cause. To armmive at the

‘fconclusion that the allegations are substantiated, the standard
§ should- be moral certitude. Ultimately, th‘e'irmomt to

remember is that the issue is not credibility; it i§ pro e proof
necessary escalates at each stage of the canonical process.

et

For more mformation contact Amy Strickland at astrickland@rcab.org.

3 Secretariat for Priestly Life and Ministry, and Saint Luke Institute.
1 Send correspondence to stever @sli.org or ckiley @uscch.org.

Vicar For Clergy Newsletter is published quartetly by the USCCB’s

NO. 1046
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A HISTORY OF THE .PARISH

Mathias Ender and Margaret Summers Ender, an early pioneer family who immigrated from
Germany, owned most of the property on which Mokena is now built. On February 20, 1860, the
Enders deeded land to the diocese. It was on this land that the original St. Mary Church was
erected. Mathias Enders served as the first church sexton and died in 1871. He is buried in the

cemetery adjacent to the original church.

The first church was built at the cost of $1,400. There were approximately nine families in the
original church community. It was a mission parish &t that time with mass said by Rev. Peter
Fassbender. The original church, now referred to as Old St. Mary Church, was renovated in 1976
and is still in service to-the parish. .

From 1914 until 1972 St. Mary Parish was served by the Franciscan Fathers. In 1947 Rev. Benedict
Pfeifer, O.F.M. opened St. Mary School. Sister M, Charlotte, 0.5.F., a Franciscan Sister of the

Sacred Heart, was the first principal. The Franciscan Sisters of the Sacred Heart of Mokena have

served the people of St. Mary ever since.

Under the direction of Fr. Cecil Koop, O.F.M. plans were made for the building of a new church/.

school building. Mass was celebrated in the new church for the first time on Christmas Eve in 1955.
By that time the number of parish families was 500. This church building will soon serve as a

gymnastum

In 1983 with the growth of the parish up to 1400 families, 5t. Mary Parish responded to the need to
expand their facilities by beginning plans for the building of 2 new church and parish hall to replace
the present church and **Cow Palace’’, which served as the parish hall.

On December 16, 1985, Bishop Joseph Imesch authorized the parish to proceed with plans to
conduct a fund drive, complete the architectural drawings, and seek approval for a diccesan loan to
the parish. Groundbreaking for the new facility teok place on June 29, 1986.

Meeting the needs of today and planning for the future, our new church will seat approximately
1,000 people, with a daily chapel seating 100. The lower level parish hall will seat 500 and has
space for a fully equipped kitchen facility.

Today’s celebration of dedication is a further milestone in the history of our parish, a history that
spans over 125 years. From the days of our early pioneer parishioners until this day, St. Mary

Parish has been blessed with dedicated and enthu51ast1c people, committed to their faith in God

and enlivened by their hope for the future.






