- Office of Professional Fitness Review:
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 ° -
Chicago, IL 60¢11
312-751- 5205

INDIVIDUAL SPEC]FIC TROTOCOL
For

Fr. R, .P'eter Bowmah

The Individual Specific Protocol (ISP) reflects the primary gcal of protecting minors and the integrity of
the Church. Additionally, the ISP serves as a safeguzrd for the mdlvxdual rriest/deacon with regard to the
possibility of subsequent allegations.

Professional Fitness Review clients will be subject to appropriate restrict:ons and monitoning by the
Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA) throughout the life of the individual as a priest/deacon
in the Archdiocese of Chicago.

The ISP for includes but i3 not imited to the following (PFRA to initial all that
apply):
1. Restricted from being alone with minors (anyone under the agz of 18) without the presence of

another responsible adult.

2. Therapy with the suggested frequency cf times per week/month (please circle one).
Attendance to therapy is to be reflected on ““Clergy Daily Log” forms

3. Continued regular Spiritual Direction with tae suggested frequercy of times per
week/month (please circle one). Attendance to recommended Spiritual Direction is to be reflected
on “Clergy Daily Log” forms.

4, The completion of “Clergy Daily Log” o be completed and signzd ty the on-site monitor.
On-site monitor will then review, sign, and submit “Clergy Daily Log” forms at the end of each
month to PFRA.

5. No inappropriate use of computers, software, intemet capabilizies, communications toois or

technology. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Ermployees will apply.

6. ___Must complete and submit the “Travel/Vacation Agreement” 10 PFRA prior to scheduled
departure
7. Attendance to recommended support group {pleass indicate specific support group
). Recommended frequency of times per week/month (please
circle one). Attendance to recommended sapport group is to be ref ected on “Clergy Daily Log”

forms.
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The right of defense should not involve the public life of the Church.

On-site visits by PFRA annually to include meeting with PFRA and

On-site visits by Vicar for Priests (VP) annually to include a meeting with VP and

This ISP is to be reviewed annually with PFRA, VP, and

Any change or alteration in this agreement will involve consultation with the cleric, his monitor,
the PFRA, and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PFRA, or the VP can initiate the discussion for |
change or alteration, and at the discretion of any of the parties, his legal and/or canonical counsel

may be involved.

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all requirements of this Protocol.

Signed: | Date:

Printed Name:

Signature of PFRA:

Signature of VP:

Rev. 6/6/03

A copy of this Protocol will be kept on file in Professional Fitness Review and Vicar for Priests Offices.
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[ TRAVEL/V ACATION AGREEMENT

e e e e T e o gy e e e et i o 9 e e A e Sl e bt g e

Permission to go on vacation to from/to
(Destination) (Dates)

this year has been granted to provided the following conditions
(Client name)

will be met by him and

(Companion/s)

(See attached correspondence)

1. The designated companion agrees to accompany the clienf at all his activities. Client is not allowed
to be by himself. [
2. No contacts with minors are allowed unless companion is present. !
3. Client is required to call in , to keep a daily log: proofs/
(Frequency)

tickets, receipts, etc., regarding resident’s activities are to be submitted to PFR Administrator for
verification.

4., If any of the above conditions are violated both the client and the travel companion(s) will be
held accountable by the Archdiocese of Chicago.

5. The date of return to the residence has been set for ‘ , however due

to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date can be changed. Approval from the

PFR Administrator must be granted for any changes in this statement.

Signature(s):

Date:

A copy of this agreement will be kept on file at Professional Fitness Review Board Administrator’s
Office and the Vicar for Priests’ Office.

Revised 6/6/03
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Check List When Infofmin_g A Priest About An Allegation

1. Name ofpfiest accused: /& 'P@j'uv /Z/JWMM,{' .
2. Contacted by: _ (,-1 (lo;ffc(‘(‘”

3. Date of contact: 5]/ A/l//ﬂ

4. Contact made by:(a Mm

b) In person
c) Other:

6. Name of accuser shared with accused: @ .b) No

7. Explanation of external forum role of Vicar for Priests: s

" 8. Advice to procure civil and canonical counsel: /ZS ‘

9. Informed accused of restrictions or interim action:

10. Any other remérks: ' _ L o
e Pter iy fha n Ui |
A€ )
/[%/J» /& S, e 8D /é«d aA M?eﬁjﬁ/ 7 /D[’/ ~u o Jo K(
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CLERGY DAILY LOG
The Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review, pursuant to Article §1104.4.3, is responsible to “monitor
programs for treatment, rehabilitation or supervision of clerics...”
The Individual Specific Protocol for:
, (Cleric Name)
requires that you keep a “log” of your daily activities. The “log” is completed daily and submitted to the Director at
the end of each week for review. Include the place, the purpose of visit/trip/activity (i.e. Spiritual Direction,
therapy), and the telephone number if it is appropriate. Please remember that this tool is intended to provide an
accurate record of the day rather than a detailed clock.
TIME PLACE TELEPHONE | PURPOSE
(If appropriate)
7.00 — 8:00 A M.
8:00-9:00
9:00 — 10:00
10:00 — 11:00
11:00 — 12:00
12:00 - 1:00 P.M.
1:00 - 2:00
2:00-3:00
3:00 —4:00
4:00 - 5:00
5:00 — 6:00
6:00 —7:00
7:00 — 8:00
8:00-9:00
9:00 —10:00
10:00 - 11:00
11:00 - 7:00 AM.
Client Signature: Date:
On-Site Supervisor Signature: Date:
Date Received:
Revised 4/5/07 Director Signature:
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TRAVEL/VACATION NOTIFICATION
‘NOTE: This form must be submitted to Director of the Office for Child Abuse
Investigations and Review three weeks prior to planned departure
In event of an emergency need, contact Director or Vicar for Priests to discuss travel

[name of traveling cleric] has informed this office that he will be

traveling to [destination address and contact

phone number] from ‘[departure date] through

[return date].  The traveling cleric will be chaperoned by

[name of chaperone]. The Director may contact the chaperone at the following phone
number

prior to departure _ . The identified chaperone has accepted the

responsibility of verifying the location and activities of the traveling cleric during the

aforementioned time frame, as well as assuring that the traveling cleric will be spending

the identified overnights in the same residence as him/her.

1. Contacts with minors by the traveling cleric must be in the presence of the identified
chaperone. Inappropriate situations and locations incompatible with a priestly
lifestyle are to be avoided.

2. The identified chaperone may be asked to attest to the activities and whereabouts of
traveling cleric over the aforementioned time period of travel.

3. As previously noted, the date of return to the traveling cleric’s residence has been

scheduled for [aforementioned return date]. HoWever, due to

weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be changed. In the
event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be substantially changed,
please contact the Director at [312] 751-5205.

Cleric Signature: Date:

Director Signature: Date:

A copy of this document will be provided to the cleric. The original will be placed in the cleric’s file
in the Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review and a copy will be placed in the cleric’s file
in the Vicar for Priests’ Office.

Revised 2/12/07
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The Individual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal of protecting minors. Additionally,
the ISP protects the integrity of the Church and serves as a safeguard for individual priest or deacon. As
long as the cleric is a client of the Office of Professional Responsibility, he will be subject to appropriate
protocols, restrictions and monitoring under the authority of the Vicar for Priests and supervised by the
Professional Responsibility Administrator (PRA), please refer to protocol number 15. The agreement of
a priest or deacon to abide by these protocols is not understood to prove the truth of any allegation and is
not intended to be an admission of guilt for any delict or crime, whether in Canon Law, or State and
Federal Law. This agreement represents the cooperation of the cleric with his bishop as he exercises his
pastoral office (e.g., Canons 369 and 392).

This ISP for ﬂ . \Od'( /\(’“ Bowman is as follows (PRA to initial all that apply):

1. 'V\) JRestricted from being alone with minors (anyone under the age of 18) without the presence
ofanother responsible adult.

2. Therapy with the suggested frequency of times per week/month (please circle one) as
recommended by (theraplst name). Attendance to therapy is to be
reflected on “Clergy Daily Log” forms.

Continued regular Spiritual Direction with the suggested frequency of _  times per
month (please circle one) as recommended by (spiritual
advisor pame). Attendance to recommended Spiritual Direction is to be reflected on “Clergy
Dai\ly Log” forms.

(%)

4 b\) The “Clergy Daily Log” to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the monitor. The
log“is a tool that is used for the protection of minors, the priest/deacon, the monitor and the
Archdiocese. Although it lists all time periods, it is intended to provide an accurate record of the
day rather than a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-campus activity, please include the
place, the general purpose of the visit/trip/activity (e.g. Spirtual Direction, therapy), and the
telephone number only if it is a private residence. (For example, it is enough to indicate that you
did personal shopping rather than the name, location and telephone number of each individual
Sto’R) If your self-description’is challenged, some documentation/verification may be requested.

5. ( @)Abldg by the assignment of residence to (_(/Lh,"{/b 4V l/’( gﬁ[ { fUﬁ

Lehveat Hevse
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Signature of VP: Date:

6. ’ig Wi No inappropriate use of computers, software, Internet capabilities, communications tools or -
video technology. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees will apply.

7

/ )

7 //U‘) Must complete and submit the “Travel/Vacation Agreement”, and obtain concurrence with
e Agreement, prior to a scheduled departure.

.»/‘~>

8. (L‘) Attendance at a recommended support group - (pleaée
ndicate specific support group). Recommended frequency of times per week/month (please
circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on “Clergy Daily Log”
forms. '

D No ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other
acrament or Sacramental without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests.

s _

10. Q \;3 / Refrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a
priest/deacon who has canonical ‘faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the
‘clerical shirt').

1. 4%/ The right of defense must not involve the public life of the Church.

12. {&3) On-site visits by PRA annually to include meeting with PRA and the cleric.

On-site visits by Vicar for Priests (VP) annually to include a meeting with VP and the cleric.

This ISP is to be reviewed annually with PRA, VP, and the cleric.

15.  Because the private celebration of the Eucharist is possible, during the course of each week one of
the Masses celebrated is to be for the intention of the priests of the Archdiocese of Chicago.

16.  Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve consultation with the cleric, his monitor,
the PRA, and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PRA, or the VP can initiate the discussion for
change or alteration, and at the discretion of any of the parties, his legal and/or canonical counsel
may be involved.

| have reviewed, understand, and agree to all of these individual specific Protocols.

Signed: f ' ' Date:

Printed Name:

Signature of PRA: ,< Date:
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Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract replaces a letter from Victim LN to Fr. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for
Priests for the Archdiocese of Chicago, enclosing a letter Victim LN wrote to his family,
disclosing his alleged abuse by Fr. Peter Bowman. In the enclosed letter, Victim LN
stated the alleged abuse occurred in 1966 and included kissing and a single incident of
genital fondling.
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[ Leah McCluskey - Re: Information Request "~ Page2

Y ) R L

Hello Julie,
I hope that all is well with you.

When you have a chance, could you please provide me with a list of priests assigned to St. Denis from
1965 through 19677

Thank you.
Leah

Leah McCluskey, MSW, LSW

Director, Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review
737 N. Michigan Ave., Suite 900

Chicago, lllinois 60611

Office: [312] 751-5205

Fax: [312] 751-5279

Imccluskey@archchicago.org
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Letters “ V1ct1m/Accused Letters o _
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Thursday morning
Dear Friends,

That does seem a little impersonal, but with the kind help of not a
few good people I am able to to get some message to many to whom I have
neither written nor spoken for even two years, Last year, just before I
was to take pen in hand, I copped out and spent a very quiet Christmas
in the hospital. Was pleasant but very unlike any I can remember. Come
to think of it, today is my anniversary. (Don't think I'11 celebrate,
however.)

After rest, relaxation, and surgery to remove my gall bladder, I a,
happily back at work again, This has been a very full year and a happy
one mostly because of people like yourselves. As I went through names be-
fore I started writing, it did give me much joy to remember how each fits
into the fabric of my life. And since friendship is the substance of
faith when we turn to God, it makes friends so very important. Through
them we will find Him living, loving, influencing our lives. So as I
think of you, I can thank God for you all., I think that I can have a
strong faith in days which have tension because of the richness of the
friendship which has been offered me. Not originally, I would like to
use Sacred Scripture to speak my Christmas wish to you... in a passage
from Saint Paul. e e

I want you to be happy,

Always happy in the Lord;

I repeat,

What I want is your happiness.

Let your tolerance be evident to everyone:

The Lord is very near.

There is no need to worry;

But if there is anything you need,

Pray for it.

Asking God for it with prayer and thanksgiving,

And that peace of God,

Which is so much greater than we can understand,

Will guard your hearts and thoughts,

In Christ Jesus,

Finally, fill your minds with everything that is true,

Everything that is noble,

Everything that is good and pure,

Everything that we love and honor,

And everything that can be thpught virtuous or worthy
of praise....

Then the God of peace will be with you.

Sincerely,

T e
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Dear Family and Friends, (guess that about includes all...)

Seems like just yesterday that I wrote to you instead of a year ago as it has been for
so many. Guess that I should strike for the longer day. Now that 1 have begun to
grow at the mature age of forty, I thought that life would begine to slow apace, But
instead it still goes at a great rate. There have been changes for me since [ last
wrote to many of you. In June I was asked to go into the Office of Religious Education,
the Archdiocesan C.C.D. Although it was hard to leave Our Lady of Victory and the
wonderful people whom I have know there, I had to feel that the hiérarchy of values
would have me accept. So here I am. I am particularly involved with the religion
program for children attending the public elementary schools, but it involves a lot

of adult education-speaking to parents and faculties. Needless to say, since I have
more opportunities of captive audiences instead of just one parish, I really enjoy that
part of the work. It is a real joy-and a privilege- to be able to speak to persons and
to try to help them see some of the beauty of our faith as it is revealed today.

I have been fortunate to be assigned as a resident to St. Timothy Church on the north
side (Devon and California area). It is a small parish. A full time associate was
moved and so 1 am allowed to do what I can in the parish, Fr. Frank West, the
pastor, has been great to me and [ have really felt at home again with the people.
Now in four parishes I see the generosity and the goodness of people - St. Denis,

St. ILawrence O'Toole, Our Lady of Victory, St. Timothy.

The staff with whom I work at the Center is a great group to be with and they have
put up with my bad jokes and puns nobly. I really feel at this Christmas that they in
particular have been a real gift to me, ’

I guess that I could just go on expanding compliments, but it is good to be able to
tell you of the joy that is in me. This has been another happy year.

Just to bring yourselves up to date, my home address is St. Timothy Recto

6326 North Washtenaw Avenue, Chicago, 60645. The phone in my room is

the rectory is _ The office address is Archdiocesan Center for C.C.D.,
1025 West Fry Street, Chicago, 60622. The phone is_ (This is the best
to call during the day.)

If I can borrow from St. Paul, 1 think these words of his say what I would want to say:

1 thank my God whenever I think of you; and every time I pray for all of
you, 1 pray with joy, remembering how you have helped me spread the
Good News from the day you first heard it right up to the present. It is
only natural that I should feel like this towards you all since you have
shared the privileges which have been mine. You have a permanent place
i'ri’my heart, and God knows how much I miss you all, loving you as Christ
Jesus loves you. My prayer is that your love for each other may increase
more and more and never stop so that you can always recognize what is
best.

'nuff said,
In Him,

‘/7’2 (Py@._\

Fr. R. Peter Bowman
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June 29, 1955

My dear Father Bowman:

[ hereby appoint you assistant to the pastor of
Gty Denis Church, Chicage, [ilincis,

You will kindly report for duty to Father Doyle
on July 7th.

With blessing,

Archbishop of Chicago

Rev, Robt, P. Bowman
721 S. Elmwood Avenue
Qak Park, Illinois
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June 22, 1961

My dear Father Bowman:

I hereby appoint you assistant to the pastor
of Saint Laurence C'Toole Church, Matteson, [lnois,
transferring you from assistant to the pastor of St. Denis
Church, Chicago.

You will kindly report for duty on Wedneaday,

July 5th, to Father Doran, the pastor,

With blessing, I remain,

Very sincerely yours in Christ,

Archbishop of Chicago

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
St. Denis Church
3420 West 83rd Place

Chicagg Illinois
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

POST OFFICE BOX 1979

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

Office of the Archbishop May 10, 1966
()

' [; : Reverend Robert ¥, Bowman

& ) St. Lawrence (''Toole liectory

214th and Governor's Highway
Matteson, IUinois

Dear Father Bowman:

It gives me great pleasure 20 appoint you as Assistant
to the Right Reverend Wionsignor iRayraead §. Zock, !astor of Sus
Lady of Victory Church, Chicago, 1Minois, and in accordance with
Canon 476, 3, 1o grant vou the necessary facultics for the faithful
discharge of that duty.

This appointinent is effective

T Tl LA fa . kd
Aay L6, 1060, hag d

would ask you 0 make arvangements wWith te rastor about the exact
cate when you assume your new duties.

Wishing you every blessing and sriestly success in
this pastoral assignment, 1 am, dear Father Bowraan,

Very twuly yours in Christ,

Arxchbishop of Chicago

Chancellor

cc: Rt. Rev. Msgr. Raymond J. Zock
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

POST OFFICE BOX 1979

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

Office of the Archbishop June 9, 1969

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
Our Lady of Victory Rectory
5212 Agatite

Chicago, Illinois 60630

Dear Father Bowman:

It gives me great pleasure to appoint you as Assistant
Director of the Confraternity of Christian Doctrine, 1025 West Fry
Street, Chicago, lllinois. You will report to the Reverend Theodore
C. Stomne, Director of the Confraternity of Christian Doctrine, who will
apprise you of your new duties.

You will reside at St. Timothy Parish, 6326 North Washtenaw
Avenue, Chicago, Illincis. It is understocd that you will render every
priestly assistance, in conformity with your administrative duties, to the
Pastor of the parish. It will be feagible, I am certain, for you to hear
confessions and to assist with Masses on the weekend, and to take whatever
other assignment would render your priestly sexvice helpful to the parish.

This appointment is effective Friday, juge 20, 1969, but I

would ask you to make arrangements with Father Stone about the exact
date when you assume your new duties.

Wishing you every blessing and priestly success in this
pastoral assignment, 1 am, dear Father Bowman,

Very truly yours in Christ,

Archbishop of Chicago

Chancellor

cc: Kev., Theodore C. Stone
Rev, Francis A. West
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

POST OFFICE BOX 1979

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

Office of the Vicar General Juge 25, 1975

Reverend R. Peter Bowman_
St. Timothy Rectory
6326 N Washtenaw

Chi cago, linois 60659

Dear Father Bowman,

Due to the serious {llnese of the Reverend Francis A. West,
Pastor of St. Timothy Parish, Chicago, Illinois, by special mandate of
His Fminence, Cardinal Cody, and in accordance with Canons 472 and

473 of the Code of Canon Law, I am pleased to appoint you Administrator

or Vicar Econome of St. Timothy Parish As Vicar Econome you will
have all the obligations of the Pastoral office, particularly that of celebrating
the Mass for the people (Canon 473, 1), just as if you were the pastor of that
parish.

' This appointment is effective immediately and will remain in effect
S ; until a new pastor is appointed.

Wishing you every blessing, I remain,

Sincerely yours in Christ,

Rev. Msgr. Francis A. Brackin
Vicar General

cc: Rev. Msgr. Eugene Mulcahey, Vicar Delegate, Region II
Rev. Thomas ]. Hastings, Associate Pastor
Archdiocesan Clergy Personnel Board
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

POST OFFICE BOX 1979

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

Office of the Archbishop ~ October 2, 1978

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
St. Timothy Rectory

6326 N. Washtenaw
Chicago, Illinois 60659

Dear Father Bowman:

Due to the retirement of the Reverend Edward J. Laramie, Pastor of St. James
Parish, Arlington Heights, that parish has become vacant,

In accordance with Canon 455 of the Code of Canon Law and following the
recommendation of the Diocesan Clergy Personnel Board, we are pleased to appoint
you herewith as Pastor of St. James Parish, Arlington Heights, with full spiritual and
temporal administrative powers, and we heartily commend you to the good people there,

This appointment is effective immediately and, in accord with Archdiocesan
policy, is valid for a term of six years, that is, to October 2, 1984. We wish you to
take canonical possession of this parish as soon as possible,

You will assume canonical possession and jurisdiction of the above-mentioned
parish as soon as the Profession of Faith is taken before the Urban Vicar, the Very
Reverend John T. McEnroe, acting as our Delegate according to the provisions of
Canon Law.

Wishing you every blessing in this pastoral office, we remain,

Very truly yours in Christ,

Afchbishop of Chicago

Chancellor

bcc/Diocesan Clergy Personnel Board ;
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

POST OFFICE BOX 1979

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

Office of the Vicar General

ATTESTATION OF THE ACT OF INSTALLATION

IN THE NAME OF THE MOST HOLY TRINITY, AMEN

His Fminence, John Cardinal Cody, being Archbishop of
Chicago, I do hereby attest that the

REVEREND R. PETER BOWMAN

duly appointed pastor whose letter of appointment bears
the date of October 2, 1978, has on this date in
accordance with Canon Law (Canon 461) and the statutes of
The Archdiocese of Chicago taken canonical possession of
the parish of

St. James
841 North Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Helghts, Illinols 60004

7&/‘101 QL%G\W GAT

URBAIl\yVYCAR

pate Qi b 9, 197¢
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BOWMAN, REV. R. PETER

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

POST OFFICE BOX 1979

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

November 22, 1982

Dear Father Bowman:

1 an pleased to notify you officially
of your appointment as Deputy to your Brban Vicar, Reverend Robert
H. Festle.

This appointment is effective
immediately, and remains in effect for the duration of Fr. Festle's
term of office as Urban Vicar.

accepting this added ministry of Deputy Vicar. Be assured, too, of
my own prayers and support.

With deep appreciation for your valuable

priestly collaboration, and with cordiel good wishes, I remain

Fraternally yours in Christ,

@ 1 am very grateful to you for

Most Rev. Joseph L. Bernardin
Archbishop of Chicago

Rev. R. Peter Bowman, Pastor

St. James Church

841 N. Arlington Heights Rd.
Arlington Heights, Illinois 60004

cc - Rev. Robert H. Festle
Urban Vicer, Vicariate I

JhKiefb
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Priest's File: BOWMAN, R. Peter

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

POST OFFICE BOX 1979

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

March 29, 1784

Dear Pather Bowman:

In light of the needs of the Archdiocese and in accordance with
Canon 553 of the Code of Canon Law, it gives me great pleasure to appoint
vou as Dean of Deanery No., 2 of Vicarfate I, The Fpiscopal Viear for this
Vicariate is The Most Reverend John Vliazny, whom I will ask to recelve
your Profession of Faith, '

This appointment ig effective April 1, 1984, and will be for a term
of three years, which {s renewable.

May I take this opportunity to express my own appreciation for your
willingness to serve the Church of Chiecago and in particular the people of
God of your Deanery in this capacity. In this work vou will be assisting
me end the Episcopal Vicars as we minister to this vast and complex Arch-

' diocese of Chicago, It is my hope that these new duties will not conflict

exanedingly with your prement work at Saint James Church,

Rnow that T stand with you and support you in this ministry. I om
aure that the priests and people of your area will warmly vecelve you as
you minister to their neaeds and proclaim the message of the CGospel of Our
Lord Jesus Christ through your life.

¥ith cordial good wishes, I am

Fraternally yours,

\GF{ Archbishop of Chicago

Reverend R, Peter Bowman’//

Raint James Church

841 North Arlington Heightn Road
Arlington Heighta, Illinois 60004

ce: The Most Reverend John Vlazny
Reverend Robert N, Festle
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

POST OFFICE BOX 1979

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

Office of the Archbishop Aueust 6., 1984
Aug I MU

Dear Petar:

Your six-vear term as Pastcoy of Saint James Parish will
soon be coming fo conclusion

f

ishop John G. V azny, 1 am ml@*ﬂed to extend your ¢ appaintment
8 Pastor of Saint James Parish for an additional ai VEars,
) r &, 199G,

The support yeou have received for thls is an indication
of the fine priegtlvy service that vou have rendered to the
people of Baint James Parish as you_ have proclsimed the Gospel
there through your word and deed, It is my hope that this

DA

“Lappowntmeﬂ* will be a renewal not only o? a term of office
but also for vou personally as you o
0

tinue tc share vour
priestly gifts with the people of G

W
d.
o take this opportunity to thank vou for

sponsibility of being Dean for vour area. 1T

In 1i ght of the recommendation of the Clergy Pargonnel
Board, which reflects the endorsement of vour Episcopal Vicar,
Bish

a¥el"s s and paople of the northwsst suburbs
app ecjate rou very much, I share in this.

With cordial good wis I remain

Fraternally vours in Christ

ghts Road
ois /0040

ce: Mogt Reverand John G, Vigzny
Clergy Personnel Board
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file:Priest's file

April 14, 1987

Dear Father Bowman:

I am pleased to reappoint you as dean. In this capacity
you will be serving Deanery 2 Northwest Suburban of Vicariate 1I.
You will continue to serve with Bishop Vlazny, the Episcopal Vicar
of Vicariate I.

Your term of office is effective May 1, 1987, and will
be for a term of three years, which is renewable.

Peter, 1 would like to take this opportunity to express

my deep gratitude for all that you have dome during your service

as dean. At times your work has been of personal sacrifice to

you and 1 am deeply grateful for your willingness to accept another
term of office. The priests and people of your deanery deeply
respect your judgement and hold you in high regard. On a very
personal note, I have enjoyed working with you in the past and

look forward to a continued opportunity to do so in the future.
Hopefully, these duties will not interfere exceedingly with your
pastoral duties at Saint James Parish.

Be assured of my continued prayers and support. 1 hope
that this reappointment will also be a time of remewal for you
personally in your important work of ministering to the needs of
the priests and people of your deanery.

With cordial good wishes, I am

Fraternally yours in Christ,

Archbishop of Chicago

Reverend R. Peter Bowman

Saint James Church

841 N. Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, Illinois 60040

cc: Most Reverend John G. Vlazny
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO
" POST OFFICE BOX 1979
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

Office of the Archbishop

April 6, 1990

Dear Father Bowman:

In light of the present needs of the Archdiocese, and in keeping
with my announcement to the Presbyteral Senate, I hereby extend your
term of office for an additional year, that is, until May 1, 1991.

I am grateful for all you have done and are doing to serve the
Church in this capacity. I realize that at times there are sacrifices
you must make and I want you to know of my appreciation for your
ministry to this local church. ‘

Peter, be assured of my prayers and support, as well as my
gratitude and priestly affection.

With cordial good wishes, I remain

Sincerely yours in Christ,

W L/l,& | K::f:{?ﬁ‘hop of Chi.cago

Ecclesiastical Notary

Reverend R. Peter Bowman

Saint James Church

820 N. Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, Illinois 60004

cc: Most Reverend John R. Gorman, Episcopal Vicar
Reverend James P. Roache, Vicar General
Reverend Thomas M. Dore, Chairman, Presbyteral Senate
Diocesan Priests' Personnel Board g
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO
POST OFFICE BOX 1979
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

Office of the Archbishop

May 7, 1990

Dear Peter:

In light of the excellent recommendation you have received from
the Priests' Personnel Board, I am very pleased to appoint you to
another term as pastor of Saint James Parish, Arlington Heights.

Peter, you are an exemplary pastor -and have given so much of
yourself to Saint James Parish. Your people are indeed fortunate to
have you as their shepherd. 1In a special way I would like to express
my deep gratitude for all you have done, not only at the parish, but
in the deanery. You are greatly admired and respected by your priests
and staffs of the parishes of your deanery...and rightly so.

Many thanks for all you do for this local Church in collaboration
with Bishop Gorman, Father Zavaski and the other deans. May the Lord
reward you for the pastoral leadership, guidance and compassion you
have shown to those entrusted to your care.

Be assured of my continued prayers, support and fraternal
affection.

With cordial good wishes, 1 remain

Sincerely yours in Christ,

Olefl(/(/. Q‘/‘«Q{ W
‘; : ly/ , Archbishop of Chicdgo

Ecclesiastical Notary

Reverend R. Peter Bowman

Saint James Parish

820 N. Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, Illinois 60004

cc: Most Reverend John R. Gorman, Episcopal Vicar
Office of Research, Planning & Evaluation
Diocesan Priests' Personnel Board

bs
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO
POST OFFICE BOX 1979
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

September 14, 1990
Office of the Archbishop

Dear Peter,

In light of the recommendation of the Sabbatical Board, I am
pleased to grant your request for a sabbatical beginning January 1,

|- 1-9

1991, through July 1, 1991. Please inform Fr. Ken Velo and Fr. Wayne

Prist of your address(es) during this time.

This appointment is made with the understanding that you will
return to St. Jav=s in Arlington Heights.

Following Archdiocesan and Sabbatical Board Policy, St. James
will pay your salary for the period of the 6-month sabbatical. The
Center for Development in Ministry will pay tuition, room and board
expenses.

May I take this opportunity to thank you for your fine work at
St. James as well as for your thirty-five years of service to the
Archdiocese.

As you look forward to this important transition in your

priesthood, please know that you have my support and prayers. Please

pray for me as well.

With cordial good wishes, I remain

Sincerely yours in Christ,

Archbishop of Chicago

Rev. Peter Bowman

St. James

820 N. Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60004

cc: Rev. Kenneth Velo v
Rev, Wayne F. Prist
Diocesan Priests' Personnel Board
Most Rev. John Gorman
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO
POST OFFICE BOX 1979
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690

Office of the Archbishop August 29, 1991

Dear Father Bowman:

- After extensive consultation and in accord with canon 553 of the Code of Canon
Law, I am pleased to re-appoint you as Dean of Deanery 2 (Northwest Suburban) of
Vicariate I. I will ask your Episcopal Vicar, Bishop Raymond Goedert, to receive
your Profession of Faith. This appointment is effective September 1, 1991 and will
be for a term of three years, which is renewable.

I am grateful for your continued willingness to serve the Archdiocese and, in
particular, the people of God in your Deanery through the office of Dean. As Dean,
you will be assisting me, the Vicar for Regional Services and your Episcopal Vicar
to better provide for the pastoral governance of this local church.

The office of Dean is described in canons 554 and 555. In general, it is the
Dean's responsibility to promote and coordinate common pastoral activity within the
Deanery, to see to it that the priests and deacons in the Deanery diligently
perform their proper roles and duties, and to ascertain that the parishes in the
Deanery are being administered properly in accord with liturgical norms and canon
law, as well as Archdiocesan policies and procedures. Among your particular
duties, the Dean 1s responsible to inspect and verify that parish sacramental
records are correctly inscribed and being kept in good condition. 1Imn addition to
these provisions, your role as Dean will be more fully explained and discussed in
future meetings with the Episcopal Vicars and other Deans.

Peter, please know of my personal support and prayers for you in this
ministry. I am sure that the priests and people of the Deanery will welcome your
leadership and unique contribution of Christian service.

With cordial good wishes, I remain
Sincerely yours in Christ,

e ) ‘
/\,ﬂlgfﬁz. LélmA{' £;&2£4*éLiaéZ$:

Archbishop of Chicago

Ecclesiastical Notary

Reverend R. Peter Bowman

Saint James Parish:

820 North Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, Illinois 60004

cc: Most Reverend John Gorman, Vicar General/Vicar for Regional Services
Most Reverend Raymond Goedert, Episcopal Vicar, Vicariate 1
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

Profession of Faith

and
Oath of Fidelity

PROFESSION OF FAITH

(Formula for making the profession of faith in those cases where it is required by law)

I, the Reverend R. Peter Bowman , with firm faith believe and
profess everything that is contained in the symbol of faith, namely:

I (*We) believe in one God, the Father, the Almighty, maker of heaven and
earth, of all that is seen and unseen. 1 believe in one Lord, Jesus Christ, the only Son
of God, eternally begotten of the Father, God from God, Light from Light, true God
from true God, begotten, not made, one in Being with the Father. Through him all
things were made. For us men and for our salvation he came down from heaven: By
the power of the Holy Spirit he was born of the Virgin Mary, and became man. for
our sake he was crucified under Pontius Pilate; he suffered, died and was buried. On
the third day he rose again in fulfillment of the Scriptures; he ascended into heaven
and is seated at the right hand of the Father. He will come again in glory to judge the
living and the dead, and his kingdom will have no end. I believe in the Holy Spirit,
the Lord, the giver of life, who proceeds from the Father and the Son. With the
Father and the Son he is worshiped and glorified. He has spoken through the
Prophets. | believe in one, holy, catholic and apostolic Church. 1 acknowledge one
baptism for the forgiveness of sins. I look for the resurrection of the dead, and the
life of the world to come. Amen.

With firm faith I also believe everything contained in God's word, written or
handed down in tradition and proposed by the Church, whether by way of solemn
judgment or through the ordinary and universal magisterium, as divinely revealed and
calling for faith.

I also firmly accept and hold each and every thing that is proposed definitively
by the Church regarding teaching on faith and morals.

Moreover, | adhere with religious submission of will and intellect to the
teachings which either the Roman Pontiff or the college of bishops enunciate when
they exercise the authentic magisterium, even if they proclaim those teachings by an
act that is not definitive.

(‘At a public liturgical ceremony, e.g. the installation of a Pastor, this paragraph may be recited in the plural
together with the other members of the assembly.)

AOC 007264



OATH OF FIDELITY ON ASSUMING AN OFFICE TO BE EXERCISED
IN THE NAME OF THE CHURCH

(In the Archdiocese of Chicago this form applies to those assuming the office mentioned in the canon 833,
nn. 5-6, i.e. vicars general, episcopal vicars, judicial vicars, pastors, seminary rectors, professors of theology
and philosophy in seminaries, and those to be ordained deacons.)

, in assuming the office of - ,

promise that both in my words and in my conduct I shall always preserve
communion with the Catholic Church.

I the Reverend R. Peter Bowman
b

[ shall carry out with the greatest care and fidelity the duties incumbent on me
toward both the universal Church and the particular Church in which, according to
the provisions of the law, I have been called to exercise my service.

In fulfilling the charge entrusted to me in the name of the Church, I shall hold
fast to the deposit of faith in its entirety, | shall faithfully hand it on and explain it,
and I shall avoid any teachings opposed to that faith.

I shall follow and foster the common discipline of the whole Church and I shall
observe all ecclesiastical laws, especially those which are contained in the Code of

Canon Law.

In Christian obedience I shall unite myself with what is declared by the bishops
as authentic doctors and teachers of the faith or established by them as those
responsible for the governance of the Church; I shall also faithfully assist the
diocesan bishops, in order that the apostolic activity exercised in the name and by
mandate of the Church may be carried out in the communion of the same Church.

So help me God, and God's holy Gospels, on which I place my hand.
? W Signature

Deerfield

Episcopal Vicar

Title

Dated at , llinois

On the _Tenth Day of the Month of _ September

In the Year of Our Lord 1991
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/\RCHDIOCESEOF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, lllinois 60690

(312) 751-8230
Fax (312) 337-6379
June 6, 1994

Dear Father Bowman:

In light of the present needs of the Archdiocese, and in keeping with my
announcement to the Presbyteral Council, I hereby extend your term of office for
an additional year, that is, until June 30, 1995.

I am grateful for all you have done and are doing to serve the Church in
this capacity. I realize that at times there are sacrifices you must make and
I want you to know of my appreciation for your ministry to this local church.

Pete, be assured of my prayers and support, as well as my gratitude and
priestly affection.

thh;cbndial\good wishes, I remain

:'f:l;‘ ‘h‘-{;? E, Sincerely yours in Christ,

Archbishop of Chicago

Chancellor

Rev. R. Peter Bowman

Dean, Deanery 2

820 N. Arlington Heights Rd.
Arlington Heights, Illinois 60004

cc: Most Rev. Raymond E. Goedert, Episcopal Vicar, Vicariate I
Most Rev. John R. Gorman, Vicar General/Vicar for Regional Services
Rev. James T. Kaczorowski, Chairman, Presbyteral Council
Rev. Kenneth Velo, Archdiocesan Priests’ Placement Board
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICACO

Post Office Box 1979

f the Archbisho|
Ofﬁce ° P Chicago, Itiinois 60690

May 31, 1995

Dear Father Bowman: B

In light of our discussion and the needs of the Archdiocese at the
present time, I am pleased to appoint you Vicar for Administration and
Moderator of the Curia. This appointment is effective July 21, 1995 and will
be for a term of four years which, of course, 1s subject to renewal.

During this period of transition, you will be meeting with Father
Kevin Spiess regarding pending issues and matters that need to be addressed at
the present time. Also, the Priests' Placement Board has begun the selection
process to determine a successor for pastor at Saint James Parish.

Peter, I am most grateful for your cooperation and willingness to
serve the Church in this capacity. Given your past experiences in agency
work, as a dean, and, in particular, as pastor of one of our largest and
spiritually thriving parishes, you bring much talent and expertise to this new
responsibility. Please know of my deep appreciation for all you have done at
Saint James through these nearly seventeen years as pastor and for your
leadership as ‘dean of Deanery 2 Northwest Suburbs through these past eleven
years. You have given outstanding service to the Archdiocese of Chicago and
you are admired and held in high esteem by your brother priests.

As you take up your new duties, be assured of my encouragement and
support, as well as my gratitude.

With cordial good wishes, I remain

Singerely yours in Christ,

Archbishop of ChicéééilL&LéL‘qAZh\

Ecclesiastical Notary

Reverend R. Peter Bowman

Saint James Parish

820 N. Arlington Heights Rd.
Arlington Helghts, Illinois 60004

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General
Most Reverend Gerald F. Kicanas, Episcopal Vicar
Reverend Kevin J. Spiess, Vicar for Administration
Sister Mary Brian Costello, Chief of Staff
Brother Dennis Dunne, F.M.S., Exec. Assistant to Cardinal
Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki, Chancellor
Diocesan Priests' Placement Board s~
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ARCHDIOCESE,OF CHICAGO

USRS

Post Office Box 1979

Office of the Archbishop Chicago, Illinois 60690

Dear Father Bowman:

In accord with the recommendation of the Diocesan Priests'
Placement Board, I am pleased to appoint you as resident of Saint Teresa
of Avila Parish, Chicago. This appointment is effective August 15, 1995,

Please speak with Father John Hoffman regarding the necessary
arrangements. To facilitate your efforts at the parish, I hereby grant
you the necessary sacramental faculties for the duration of your
residency. No doubt, the staff and parishioners will appreciate your
presence and participation in parish life insofar as you are able, given
your full-time responsibilities as Vicar for Administration/Moderator of
the Curla for the Archdiocese of Chicago.

Peter, many thanks again for all you have done and continue to
do for the Church of Chicago and, in particular, for your willingness and

generosity in accepting the ministry of Vicar for Administration for the
Archdiocese.

Be assured of my continued fraternal affection, prayers and
support.

With cordial good wishes, I remain

Sincerely yours in Christ,

ok B -

Archbishop of Chicago
Barcd, W uﬂjvwsfo-P'

Ecclesiastical Notary

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
Saint James Parish

820 N. Arlington Hts. Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60004

cc: Reverend John R. Hoffman
Diocesan Priests' Placement Board &
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

3 Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Iilinois 60690-1979

November 15, 1996

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
Moderator of the Curia
Archdiocesan Pastoral Center

155 East Superior Street
Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Father Bowman:

As you know, yesterday in his capacity as Senior Auxiliary Bishop Jakubowski convoked
a meeting of the College of Consultors as required by canon law for the election of the Diocesan
Administrator, following the death of His Eminence, Joseph Cardinal Bernardin, Archbishop of
Chicago. As a result of that election, I have been elected Diocesan Administrator to govern the

Archdiocese until the Holy See appoints a new Archbishop.

With the death of the Cardinal, your office and powers of governance as Vicar for
Administration cease (cf. canons 409 and 481). However, in order to provide for the continued
handling of your important responsibilities, I hereby appoint you Delegate for Administration
in accord with canon 137, §1. Moreover, your office and powers of governance as Moderator
of the Curia continue. I know that I will be able to count on your capable pastoral care of the

diocesan Curia and wise leadership in the administration of the Pastoral Center.

Please pray for the repose of the soul of our brother, Joseph Cardinal Bernardin.
With best wishes, I remain

o Aﬂfﬁ Sincerely-ypurs in Chrisgy”
LI / -
:A. _;_-__' . -“—l{‘” . ~,‘ )

Most Revegend Raymond E. Goedert
Diocesan/ Administrator

<
Yy
’y,”)‘,r

W
\\\\\\\‘\\‘-c\ N

(3)
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A
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Given at the:?Char_lgqry-"_l’

o~ —

[ oty QP P
Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki

Chancellor and
Secretary, College of Consultors

'))"

i
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ARCHDIOCESE,,OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, lilinois 60690

(312) 751-8230
Fax (312) 337-6379

May 8§, 1997
Solemnity of the Ascension of Our Lord

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
Moderator of the Curia
Archdiocesan Pastoral Center
155 East Superior Street
Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Father Bowman:

As I begin my pastoral ministry as Archbishop of Chicago, 1 am most grateful for all that
you have done to carry on your ministry at the Pastoral Center since the death of His Eminence,
Joseph Cardinal Bernardin. Your capable leadership has helped provide stability for this local
Church during this interim period.

Because of your knowledge and experience, your ministry is very valuable and needed in
providing for the pastoral care of this large Archdiocese. Since so much will be new to me, I
will need to rely on you to provide the same capable and devoted leadership you gave to
Cardinal Bernardin. Accordingly, I am pleased to appoint you Vicar for Administration, in
accord with canons 476-481, effective immediately. In addition, I ask that you continue as
Moderator of the Curia. This appointment will be for an indefinite term, but I would like to
review this with you in one year so that we could mutually assess our working relationship.

1 look forward to working closely with you in the years ahead. Let us pray for each other
as together we serve the people of God.

With every best wish, I remain

Smcerely yours in Ch ist,

Mosl Reverend Francis E. George, O.M.1.
Archbishop of Chicago

Given at the Chancery

oo 9. Fopio-hi i o b

Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki
Chancellor
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Office of the Archbishop Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

February 4, 1998

Dear Father Bowman:

I am pleased to appoint you as my liaison to the Consultative Bodies. This
appointment is effective immediately, and is for a term of five years. I am grateful for your
willingness to accept this position in light of your many other responsibilities as Moderator of
the Curia.

Peter, your experience and perspective will be invaluable in regard to my relationship
to the Consultative Bodies. It is essential that I have a positive and effective working
relationship with the Presbyteral Council and the Archdiocesan Pastoral Council. This
position also requires that you serve as my liaison to the Priest Convocation and the Women’s
Commission.

Thanks again for all that you do.

Fraternally yours in Christ,

s~
@ ’ e V Most Rev. Francis E. George, O.M.L.
: ( Archbishop of Chicago

Eccldsiastical Notary -

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
Moderator of the Curia

155 East Superior

Chicago, IL 60611

cc: Most Rev. Raymond Goedert/Vicar General
Sister Anita Baird, DHM
Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki, Chancellor
,Diocesan Priest Placement Board
Rev. Jeremiah Boland, Chairman, Presbyteral Council
Mr. David Sherman, Chairman, Archdiocesan Pastoral Council
Rev. Thomas Ventura, Chairman, Priest Convocation
Reverend Daniel P. Coughlin, Vicar for Priests
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop Post Otfice Box 1979

Chicago, Hlinois 60690-1979

May 22, 1998

Dear Father Bowman,

As you know, the Auxiliary Bishops and I will be in Rome for the ad limina visit
from May 24th through June 1st. | am appointing you as the acting Vicar General during
this period.

With thanks for all that you do on my behalf, Peter, 1 remain

Sincerely yours in Christ.
Fo G
A i

Francis Cardinal George O.M.].

Archbishop of Chicago
Given at the Chancery

Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki
Chancellor

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
Pastoral Center

155 East Superior St
Chicago IL 60611
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Office of the Archbishop Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-8230
Fax (312) 337-6379

June 17, 2000

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
Archdiocesan Pastoral Center
Chicago, Illinois

Dear Father Bowman:

As we discussed, I am transferring you in accord with canon 190 from your current office
as Moderator of the Curia and am pleased to appoint you in accord with canon 470 as Interim
Director of the Department of Specialized Ministries. This appointment, which becomes

~ effective July 1, 2000, will remain in effect until a permanent replacement is found.

Peter, you served well in fulfilling your mandate from Cardinal Bernardin to be a pastor
to the staff of the Pastoral Center. I appreciate all that you have done in service to the Church so
far and I am grateful to you for your cooperation in this reorganization, especially your

willingness to continue past the normal retirement age for diocesan priests. May God bless you
in your ministry.

Sincerely yours in Christ,
/ w
o fer-
Francis Cardinal George, O.M L
Archbishop of Chicago
Given at the Chancery M
~ ——
72‘0’% q . Porvvg.: "'I”Q__,Q. f-f T v

Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki
Chancellor

cc. Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General
. Jimmy M. Lago, Chancellor-Designate
everend Jeremiah Boland, Executive Secretary, Priests’ Placement Board
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AP\CHDIOCESEOF CHICAGO

Office of the Cardinal X (B Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979

July 17, 2000

Dear Father Bowman:

In accord with canon 553 of the code of Canon Law, I am pleased to appoint you as Acting Dean of
Deanery II-D while the current Dean, Father John Hoffman, is on sabbatical. Your term is from August 1, 2000
to December 15, 2000.

I am grateful for your willingness to serve the Archdiocese during this time. As dean, you will be
assisting me, the Vicar General and ycur Episcopal Vicar to better provide for the pastoral governance of this
local church.

The office of Dean is described in canons 554 and 555. In general, it is the Dean’s responsibility to
promote and coordinate common pastoral activity within' the Deanery, to sec to it that the priests and deacons in
the Deanery diligently perform their proper roles and duties, that the parishes in the Deanery are being
administered properly in accord with liturgical norms and canon law, as well as Archdiocesan policies and
procedures, and that parish sacramental records are correctly inscribed and kept in good condition.

Peter, thank you for your willingness to help Bishop Conway while Father Hoffman is on sabbatical.
Fraternally yours in Christ,
’ T { , Q \Q Y P

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I.
Archbishop of Chicago

@‘, ‘@C/&Q‘\C/ )'( cud)cc'{:

Ecclesiastical Notary

Reverend Peter Bowman

St. Teresa of Avila

1037 West Armitage Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60614

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General

Most Reverend Edwin Conway, Episcopal Vicar,
Mr. Jimmy Lago, Chancellor
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" ARCHDIOCESE ,OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, Nlinois 60690-1979

July 17, 2000
Dear Father Bowmén,

 Due to the sabbatical of Reverend John Hoffman, pastor of St. Teresa of Avila, the
parish is in need of an administrator. I am pleased to appoint you as temporary administrator.
This appointment is effective August 1, 2000, and will remain in effect until Fr. Hoffman
returns from his sabbatical on December 15, 2000. Attached are our Archdiocesan guidelines
for administrators of parishes.

Peter, thank you very much for your generosity and cooperation in accepting this
responsibility. 1 am confident you will fulfill this office with competence and compassion

and that the staff and parishioners will support you in your responsibility.

Fraternally yours in Christ,

T (0

Francis Cardinal George O.M.1.

129 \/ IW Archbishop of Chicago

Ecclesidstical Notary

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
St. Teresa of Avila

1037 W Armitage Ave.
Chicago, IL 60614

cc: Most Reverend Raymond Goedert, Vicar General
Mr. Jimmy Lago, Chancellor
Reverend Lawrence McBrady, Vicar for Priests
Most Reverend Edwin Conway, Vicar
Reverend John Hoffman, Dean/Pastor
/Diocesan Priests' Placement Board

Enclosure

AOC 007275



Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract replaces a memorandum from the Archdiocese of Chicago, Office of
Professional Fitness Review, dated August 11, 2000, comprising a telephone log of those
calls related to Victim LR’s allegation of abuse. The memorandum reflects that the
Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA) spoke to Victim LR’s relative
concerning her relative's allegations of abuse. According to the telephone log, the fact of
Victim LR’s allegation was shared with the Vicar for Priests, Bishop Raymond Goedert
and Cardinal George. Victim LR’s relative scheduled an appointment with PFRA for
Victim LR to formalize his allegation with PFRA.
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review e (312)751-5205

676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 B2 1-800-994-6200

Chicago, TL 60611 Fax (312)751-5279
Memorandum

Memo to File: -Bowman

From: Kathleen Leggdas, Administrator -{/é,
Re: Response to Allegation of Sexual Misconduct With a Minor
Date: August 12, 2000

Father Peter Bowman, Father James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests, and Kathleen Leggdas,
Professional Fitness Review Administrator met at St. Teresa of Avila Rectory at 8:00 p.m.
remember any specific incident

ation made by/IMIEBEE Father Bowman was unable to
* as described by [JJJJJHe stated unequivocally
that he has never N )

The incident _was “horseplay” and had no sexual undertones. _

Father Bowman expressed deep embarrassment and asked PFRA to apologize most sincerely to -
if anything he did had been painful to e

PFRA presented details of alleg

Recommendation made for Michael Bland to facilitate communication among parties involved.

Father Bowman agreed to stay away from rectory office until meeting can be scheduled with -
and family members.

Cc: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
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Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract replaces a memorandum from Kathleen Leggdas, Administrator of the
Archdiocese of Chicago’s Office of Professional Fitness Review, to file, dated August
12,2000, summarizing Victim LR’s allegation of abuse by Fr. Peter Bowman.
According to the memorandum, Victim LR reported inappropriate behavior by Bowman,
including uncomfortable touching and poking LR’s buttocks. This alleged abuse
occurred at the St. Teresa of Avila rectory between 1999 and 2000.
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IMPORTANT NOTICE

You have a right to report accusations of child abuse to the Illinois Department of
Children and Family Services. (The Department of Children and Family Services "hotline"
telephone number is 1-800-252-2873). You also have a right to report such accusations to the
State's Attorney's Office or other law enforcement agencies. (The Cook County State's
Attorney's telephone number is (312) 443-5440; the Lake County State's Attorney's telephone
number is (708) 360-6644). If you have any questions as to how to make such a report you
may refer those questions to the Department of Children and Family Services or the State's
Attorney's Office.

ke ok sfe ok e ok ke ok ke sk ke ok ofe she o sfe ke ok

I have read and understood the above notice. A representative of the Archdiocese has
given me a copy of the Department of Children and Family Services brochure describing the
child abuse reporting laws. The representative of the Archdiocese whose name appears below
has not discouraged me in any way from reporting to the authorities.

g/1a/00

Date

I presented a copy of this "Important Notice" and a copy of the Department of Children
and Family Services brochure describing the child abuse reporting laws to the person whose
printed name and signature appears above, on the date indicated in this document.

%) 1z oP Mt Rees 0. 0fon O

Date Signaturd :
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] Print Name
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Kathleen A e@'ﬁ’/d\y
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Office of Professional Fitness Review

(312)751-5205
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910

1-800-994-62060

Chicago, 11, 60611 Fax (312)751-5279
Memorandum
To: File
FFrom: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Archbishop’s Delegate
to the Professional Fitness Review Board
Re: Review Board Meeting — Rev. R. Peter Bowman
Date: August 19, 2000

The Review Board considered the report by a minor of Fr. Peter Bowman’s alleged behavior
and determined that this behavior did not constitute sexual misconduct with a minor or even
inappropriate behavior, but rather “foolish horseplay.”

Accordingly, the Board confirmed the Professional Fitness Review Administrator’s decision
not to recommend Father Bowman’s withdrawal from the parish.

~——
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitpess Review o (12)751-5208
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 0.7 1-800-994-6200
Chicago, IL 60611 Fax (312)751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board
MINUTES

August 19, 2000
L Approval of June 17,2000 Minutes

IL. Case reviews

A o the materof I

B.
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MINUTES
August 19, 2000
Page 2

E. In the matter of Rev. Peter Bowman

The Review Board considered the report by a minor of Fr. Peter Bowman’s
alleged behavior and determined that this behavior did not constitute sexual
misconduct with a2 minor or even inappropriate behavior, but rather “foolish
horseplay.”

Accordingly, the Board confirmed the Professional Fitness Review
Administrator’s decision not to recommend Father Bowman’s withdrawal from
the parish.

Next regularly scheduled meeting is September 16, 2000
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Memorandum

Memo to File:

From: Kathleen Leggdas, Administrator
Re: Rev. R. Peter Bowman

Date: September 19, 2000

Summary of discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting August 19, 2000:

The Review Board considered the report by a minor of Fr. Peter Bowman'’s alleged behavior and
determined that this behavior did not constitute sexual misconduct with a minor or even inappropriate
behavior, but rather “foolish horseplay.”

Accordingly, the Board confirmed the Professional Fitness Review Administrator’s decision not to
recommend Father Bowman’s withdrawal from the parish.
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COPY

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review & > (312)751-5205
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 , A 1-800-994-6200
Chicago, IL 60611 ' Fax (312)751-5279

September 26, 2000 {

Rev. R. Peter Bowman

St. Teresa of Avila

1037 W. Armitage Avenue
Chicago, IL 60614

Dear Father Bowman,

On August 19, 2000, the Review Board conducted a First Stage Review into the allegation of misconduct with
the minor || P rsvant o Article 1104.8 of the Policies and Procedures of Fitness for Ministry.

The Board Members considered all oral and written information available and determined that the alleged
behavior did not constitute sexual misconduct with a minor or even inappropriate behavior, but rather “foolish
horseplay.”

Accordingly, the Cardinal has accepted the Board’s recommendation that no further action be taken and that the
file be closed.

Thank you for your cooperation during what must have been a difficult time.

Sincerely,

ﬁ/ﬂ,%at/ /d--’,}ja/ﬂ"—/'
g <

Kathleen Leggdas

Profess/ional Fithess Review Administrator

KL/Inp

Cc: Members of the Review Board
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review EE3TN (312)751-5205
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 it 1-800-994-6200
Chicago, IL 60611 Fax (312)751-5279

-

September 26, 2000

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L.
Archbishop of Chicago

155 E. Superior Street

Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Cardinal George,

Please be advised that the Review Board conducted a First Stage Review pursuant to Article 1104.8 of
the Policies and Procedures for Determination of Fitness for Ministry for Father Peter Bowman on
August 19, 2000.

The Board Members considered all oral and written information available and determined that the
alleged behavior did not constitute sexual misconduct with a minor or even inappropriate behavior,
but rather, “foolish horseplay.”

Accordingly, the Board recommends no further action be taken and that the file be closed.

If you have questions, please call at your convenience.

Sincerely,

1/ . g
-'k/lzf?%fa,. - Rﬁ -'a %1//~/

Kathleen Leggdas
Professional Fitness Review Administrator

KL/Inp
Cc:  Members of the Review Board
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board

Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim’s Assistance Ministry

AOC 007286



ARCHDIOCESE ,OF CHICAGO

Post Office Box 1979

Office of the Archbishop Chicago, Illinois 60690

(312) 751-8230
Fax (312) 337-6379

September 27, 2000

Ms. Kathleen Leggdas

Professional Fitness Review Administrator
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910

Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Kathleen,

I am writing for the record in response to your letter of September 26, 2000 regarding the
matter of Reverend R. Peter Bowman, following the First Stage Review by the Review Board
concluded on August 19, 2000.

I accept the Board’s determination that Father Bowman’s alleged behavior did not
constitute sexual misconduct with a minor or even inappropriate behavior, but rather, “foolish
horseplay.” Accordingly, I agree that no further action be taken and the file be closed.

I am grateful to you and the members of the Review Board for your assistance.

Sincerely yours in Christ,
— v
s G e

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L
Archbishop of Chicago

Given at the Chancery

Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki
Ecclesiastical Notary

cc:  Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests’ Placement Board, 10/13/2000

Recommendations for Candidates for Seminary Positions:

-etpr B - -
3
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DOB: , _ Pre-Refirement form

NN . meet with PASTOR
DATE: %»w [ Hr

Met on %\“f D‘) W

Xt M
Agreed re/hre on # }_
Pastor Emeritus of which parish /fw@%’“ ‘éz‘“é "l\/}';"‘vt W 90'-0; {(,4,7)& M %&

(Sometimes they have be/ pastor of severol parishes)
v_.—
Will be living at Q%, ) resc—

years of priesthood

(Plecs'e speak with Father Charles Kelly of the Priests’ Retirement and Mutual Aid

Association regarding your pension benefits and other necessary arrangements.)

Reverend
(Parish)
(Address)
(C/3/Iip)
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

Office of the Cardinal Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, Hlinois 60696-1979
s VAANY

T 3 \ \J 2/" \'-‘Z
GBI

™

-

January 22, 2001

Dear Father Bowman:

In accord with canon 553 of the code of Canon Law, I am pleased to appoint you as Dean of Deanery Ii-
D. Your term of office, which is renewable, is effective January 22, 2001 and will conclude on June 30,2001.

I am grateful for your willingness to serve the Archdiocese and, in particular, the people of God in your
Deanery through the office of Dean. As dean, you will be assisting me, the Vicar General and your Episcopal

Vicar to better provide for the pastoral governance of this local church.

The office of Dean is described in canons 554 and 555. In general, it is the Dean’s responsibility to

promote and coordinate common pastoral activity within the Deanery, to see to it that the priests and deacons in

the Deanery diligently perform their proper roles and duties, that the parishes in the Deanery are being
administered properly in accord with liturgical norms and canon law, as well as Archdiocesan policies and
procedures, and that parish sacramental records are correctly inscribed and kept in good condition. In addition to
these provisions, your role as Dean will be more fully explained and discussed in future meetings with the
Episcopal Vicars and other Deans.

Peter, you have my personal support and prayers for you in this ministry. I am sure that the priests and

people of the Deanery will welcome your leadership.
Fraternally yours in Christ,
S A

[P

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L
Archbishop of Chicago

Ecclesiastical Notary

" L
Reverend Peter Bowman m
bﬂ? "VJ »

St. Teresa of Avila
1037 West Armitage Avenue
Chicago, Illinois 60614

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General
Most Reverend Edwin Conway, Episcopal Vicar
Mr. Jimmy Lago, Chancellor

( \‘\.:’ 3
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January 25,2001

Dear Father Bowman,

It was good to meet with you on Friday, January 12th. As I mentioned at our meeting, I
am writing to you as a follow-up to our discussion. We agreed your retirement would be
effective once your department is merged with the Chancellor’s office. It was also agreed that
you would remain Dean of Vicariate Il D and a member of the Finance Council.

As the time draws near, I will be writing a more formal letter to name you Pastor Emeritus
of St. James in Arlington Heights.

Please speak with Father Charles Kelly of the Priests’ Retirement and Mutual Aid
Association regarding your pension benefits and other necessary arrangements.

Peter, I wish to thank you for all you have done during your 46 years of priesthood and
especially for your leadership and service as Moderator of the Curia and Director of Specialized

Ministries. Know of my continued prayers and support, as well as my gratitude.

With cordial good wishes, I remain

Fraternally yours in Christ,

Francis Cardinal George O.M.L.
Archbishop of Chicago

Ecclesiastical Notary

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
St. Teresa of Avila Parish
1037 W Armitage Ave
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Reverend R. Peter Bowman
January 25, 2001 - Page Two

CC:

Most Rev. Raymond E. Goedert/Vicar General

Mr. Jimmy Lago, Chancellor

Reverend Lawrence McBrady, Vicar for Priests
Reverend James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests

Most Reverend Timothy J. Lyne, Vicar for Senior Priests
Most Rev. Edwin Conway, Vicar

Diocesan Priests' Placement Board

Reverend John Hoffman, Pastor

Reverend Charles F. Kelly, PRMAA

Mr. Alex Becker, PRMAA
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ARCHDIOCESE ,OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979

January 31, 2001

Dear Father Bowman,

It was good to meet with you on Friday, January 12th. As I mentioned at our meeting, I
am writing to you as a follow-up to our discussion. We agreed your retirement would be March

1, 2001. It was also agreed that you would remain Dean of Vicariate II D and a member of the
Finance Council.

~ As the time draws near, I will be writing a-more formal letter to name you Pastor Emeritus
of St. James in Arlington Heights.

Please speak with Father Charles Kelly of the Priests’ Retirement and Mutual Aid
Association regarding your pension benefits and other necessary arrangements.

Peter, I wish to tharnk you for all you have done during your 46 years of priesthood and
especially for your leadership and service as Moderator of the Curia and Director of Specialized

Ministries. Know of my continued prayers and support, as well as my gratitude.

With cordial good wishes, I remain

Fraternally yours in Christ,

Francis Cardinal George O.M.L

Q e z ; g Archbishop of Chicago

Ecclefigstical Notary '

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
St. Teresa of Avila Parish
1037 W Armitage Ave
Chicago, IL 60614
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Reverend R. Peter Bowman
January 31, 2001 - Page Two

cc:  Most Rev. Raymond E. Goedert/Vicar General
Mr. Jimmy Lago, Chancellor
Reverend Lawrence McBrady, Vicar for Priests
Reverend James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Most Reverend Timothy J. Lyne, Vicar for Senior Priests
Most Rev. Edwin Conway, Vicar
g Biocesan Priests' Placement Board
Reverend John Hoffman, Pastor
Reverend Charles F. Kelly, PRMAA
Mr. Alex Becker, PRMAA
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests’ Placement Board, 2/2/2001

Page 437
AGENDA
Meeting: #51° - Seventeenth Board
Date: February 2, 2001
Time: 12:30 p.m.
Place: Priests’ Placement Board
Present: Rev.: Jeremiah M. Boland, Kurt D. Boras, John W. Clemens,
Joseph P. Grembla, Robert G. Mair, Daniel P. McCarthy,
Martin E. O’Donovan, Michael . Shanahan
Absent: Rev. David A. Jones
I Opening Prayer: Rev. John Clemens TIME;
] Acceptance of Minutes: VOTE:
i Reports:
1. Peter Bowman ’55: The Cardinal met with Peter and they agreed his retirement

date would be 3/1/01. The Cardinal asked him to remain dean of Vicariate 11-D and
a member of the Finance Council and he agreed.

Acceptance of Agenda: VOTE:
Business:

A.
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Good Luck Fr. Bowman

Today is Fr. Peter
Bowman’s last day
at the Pastoral
Center before he
goes on a month-
long retreat and
then to St. Teresa of §
Avila Parish in Lincoln Park as Pastor
Emeritus.

Fr. Bowman came to work at the
Pastoral Center five years ago at
Cardinal Bernardin’s request.  Fr.
Bowman served as Moderator of the
Curia until the restructuring in the
Pastoral Center this past June. Since
that time, Fr. Bowman has led the new
Department of Specialized Minstries.

A letter from Fr. Bowman is on page
two of this issue of Weekly Update.

No Rate Change for
Humana Health Plan

An audit that was conducted of insur-
ance premium charges has deter-
mined that the rate increase for the
Humana HMO hedlth plan was over
rated. Therefore, the monthly premi-
um for dependent coverage in the
Humana HMO will not change in
2001. The employee co-pay for
dependent coverage will remain
$130.01 per month.

For more information contact Lupe
Hernandez, benefits specialist, at 751-
8209.

Optional Anniversary-Based
Performance Reviews

Department Directcrs have approved
the optional use of an anniversary-

based performance management
cycle. In an anniversary-based cycle,
formal annual performance reviews
are scheduled according to the date a
person was hired. In the past, the
Archdiocese has been using a focal
date system for performance reviews.

Agency and department directors
have received information from
Personnel Services regarding this new

Ash Wednesday
Wednesday, February 28

Today is the beginning of the Lenten
fast. The Forty Days of Lent begin
on the Sunday after Ash Wednesday.
The 40th and final day of Lent is
Holy Thursday.

“The season of Lent is a preparation
for the celebration of Easter. The
liturgy prepares the catechumens for
the celebration of the paschal mys-
tery by the several stages of
Christian initiation: it also prepares
the faithful, who recall their baptism
and do penance in preparation for
Easter,” (General Norms for the
Liturgical Year, 27).

if you missed the prayer service and
distribution of ashes in the Pastoral
Center today, there are several more
opportunities at Holy Name
Cathedral this afternoon.

Ashes will be distributed at the
12:10 p.m. and 5:15 p.m. Masses
and at short prayer services begin-
ning at 2 p.m., 3 p.m., 4 p.m., and
7 p.m.

option. Directors will select the cycle
that their agency or department will
use and will inform their stoff.

Implementing the optional anniver-
sary-based cycle will involve some
transition procedures.

Staff from Human Resources and the
Office of Ministerial Evaluation will
offer in-service workshops on transi-
tion procedures, as well as on other
facets of performance management,
including: an overview of perform-
ance management, giving and receiv-
ing feedback, and setting perform-
ance goals.

In-service sessions on each of these
topics are planned for March 29,
March 30, April 5 and April 6. On
each of these days, four sessions will
be offered on each of the topics.
Sessions will last about an hour.

Sessions with satellite agencies will be
scheduled as necessary or upon
request.

Attend the Joseph Cardinal
Bernardin Jerusalem Lecture

The annual Joseph  Cardinal
Bernardin Jerusalem Lecture will be
held at 3 p.m. on Sunday, March 18,
at the Spertus Institute of Jewish
Studies, 618 S. Michigan Ave.

Dr. Robert Wilken, professor of the
History of Christianity at the University
of Virginia, will speak on Early
Christians on Jews: the Period of the
Church Fathers.

Admission is free, but reservations are
required. To reserve a place, or for
more information, call 312-222-1769

by March 12.

WEEKLY UPDATE, a newsletter for the employees of the Archdiocese of Chicago, is published by the Office of Communications. Submissions
are due by 5 p.m. on Friday. Please send all comments, questions and materials to the editor, Chris Spoons, 312-751-8310, fax 312-751-5307.
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A Message from Fr. Peter Bowman

Today | will conclude my ministry here at the Pastoral Center.
The work and colleagues with whom | have been associated
and the people that | have served have made it a very rich and
fulfilling time for me. | have loved working at the Pastoral
Center. | now feel that | have completed the tasks that
Cardinal Bernardin asked of me when | arrived here at 155 five
years ago.

Because | am retired, | want to return to parish ministry and to- §
parish life where | began my ministry. To prepare for that | will make a 30-day
retreat at the Jesuit Spirituality Center in Grand Coteau, Louisiana, beginning on
March 1. '

Following my retreat | will be located at St. Teresa of Avila Parish in Lincoln Park.
Reverend John Hoffma ; iate for me at St. James and has
asked that | come-dnd live there as Pastor Emeritus. ook forward to my new home.

| thank you all for your friendship and T will pray for you and ask that you pray for

me. Peace.

2-3

6-7

10
13-15
14

18
19
20-22
21
23
25

27
28-29
29
30
31

March Calendar

Racial and Ethnic Sensitivity Workshop

Hispanic Lenten Retreat - OFC

Third Age Workshop - CDM

DRE Professional Day - OFC

Bereavement Ministry Conference

Wily as Serpents: Pastoring the Business Function Workshop - CDM
New Principals Training

Catechetical Text Selection Process

Haitian Catholic Mission Annual Dinner

Annulment Process Day - Family Ministries

Joseph Cardinal Bernardin Jerusalem Lecture - EIA
Called and Gifted Information Session

Superintendent’s Vicariate Days for Principals

ACTA Workshop - OFC

Lenten Evening of Reflection for Women in Ministry - CDM
Annulment Support Ministry

Spring Fiesta and Open House - Casa Jesus

Called and Gifted Information Session

St. Joseph Seminary Readers Theater

Mass for College STudents - Ministry in Higher Education
Parent Sacrament Meetings Workshop - OFC

Essential Catholicism - OFC

Lenten Prayer

God, rich in mercy,

whose presence fills us with awe
whose word gives 45 unshakable hope:
you await the sinn
and spread a feast

e home the lost

days, we beg you,

dspring of your grace.
Cleanse our hearts ¢f all that is not holy,
and bring your gift af new life to flourish
within us once again, so that, with the elect,
we may serve you alone.

Grant this through ithe Risen Christ,
our liberator from sin,

who lives and reigns with you

in the unity of the Holy Spirit,

holy and mighty God for ever and ever.
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ARCHDIOCESE ,OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop TR P Post Office Box 1979
i Chicago, Nlinois 60690-1979

March 20, 2001

Dear Peter,

In light of our discussion and previous correspondence, I am pleased to hereby name
~ you Pastor Emeritus of St. James in Arlington Heights . This is effective immediately.

I take this occasion to express my gratitude for all you have done through your 46

. years of service to the Archdiocese and for all you have done recently at St. Teresa of Avila

parish and as Moderator of the Curia and Director of Specialized Ministries. The Church of
Chicago is deeply appreciative for your faithful and devoted care of God's people.

Peter, may you enjoy your years of retirement and know of our appreciation and
gratitude for all you have given of yourself to minister to those entrusted to your care.

Fraternally yours in Christ,
1
e .
Francis Cardinal George O.M.I.
Archbishop of Chicago

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
St. Teresa of Avila Parish
1037 W Armitage Ave

Chicago, IL 60614
ey ot —
) | - ! ~
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Reverend R. Peter Bowman
March 20, 2001 - Page Two

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General
Mr. Jimmy Lago, Chancellor
Reverend Lawrence McBrady, Vicar for Priests
Reverend James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Most Reverend Timothy J. Lyne, Vicar for Senior Priests
Most Reverend .Edwin Conway, Vicar

,Piocesan Priests' Placement Board

Reverend Charles F. Kelly, PRMAA
Mr. Alex Becker, PRMAA
Reverend John Hoffman
Reverend William Zavaski
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Fox, Maryann

From: Burns, Linda
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2001 10:10 AM
To: Alex Becker; Amy Budzynski; Ann Supplitt; Betty Gritzanis; Carol Fowler; David Schwartz;

Genevieve Zelman; Jacquelyn Watt; Janice Bailey; Jeremiah Boland; John Clemens; Karina
De La Torre; Lou Merlihan; Lupe Hernandez; Maryann Fox; Matthew Kaminski; Patricia
Vanderplow; Raymond Goedert; Wendy Budzynski; Yolanda Benard

Subject: Mistake

I had the wrong address for the pastor emeritus position on Fr. Bowman.

Rev. R. Peter Bowman
Ordination Yr. 55

Current address/position
Dir. Of Specialized Ministries 155 E Superior Chicago, IL 60611

New address/position

Pastor Emeritus

St. James Parish #72050
820 N Arlington Hts Rd

Arlington Hts IL 60004

Comments: Fr. Bowman will remain dean of Vicariate 1I-D and will reside at St. Teresa of Avila Parish DONE BY LIBURNS #5290

Sorry for the confusion.

AOC 007300



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests’ Placement Board, 3/23/2001

Page 486
AGENDA

Meeting: #56™ - Seventeenth Board
Date: March 23, 2001
Place: Priests’ Placement Board

Present: Rev.: Jeremiah M. Boland, Kurt D. Boras, jJohn W. Clemens,

Absent:

Joseph P. Grembla, David A. Jones, Robert G. Mair,
Daniel P. McCarthy, Martin E. O’Donovan, Michael }. Shanahan

Rev.

Opening Prayer: Rev. Mair TIME:

Acceptance of Minutes: VOTE:
Reports:

1. Peter Bowman ’55: The Cardinal has written to Peter naming him Pastor Emeritus

of St. James in Arlington Hts. commencing 03/20/01.

Acceptance of Agenda: VOTE:
Business:

A.
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 3/23/2001

Page 487
MINUTES
Meeting: #56™ - Seventeenth Board
Date: March 23, 2001
Place: Priests’ Placement Board
Present: Rev.: Jeremiah M. Boland, Kurt D. Boras, John W. Clemens,
Joseph P. Grembla (arriv 10:14), David A. Jones, Robert G. Mair,
Daniel P. McCarthy, Martin E. O’'Donovan (arriv. 10:13), Michael ). Shanahan

| Opening Prayer: Rev. Mair 10:09 am
H Acceptance of Minutes: 7 -0-0
il Reports:

1. Peter Bowman “55: The Cardinal has written to Peter naming him Pastor Emeritus of

St. James in Arlington Hts. commencing 03/20/01.

2.

3.

4.

5.
v Acceptance of Agenda: 7-0-0
Vv Business:

A.
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Francis Cardinal George, ©.1.3.
TReguests the pleasure of pour company
at a reception honoring
TReocrend Pceter JBowman
Former Mloderator of the Curia and
Pastor Zmeritvs of Saint James
Sundap, April 29, 200
3 p.m. 1o 6 p.m.

The Cardinal’s Residence
1555 JAorth DState Parkway

Chicago, 3ilinois

WBalct Parking
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MEMORANDUM

To: Francis Cardinal George, OMI
From: Rev. Jim Kaczorowski

Date: June 15,2001

Re: Rev. Peter Bowman

Last Monday, June 11, 2001 I received a call from Father John Hoffman, pastor at St.
Teresa of Avila, regarding the conduct of Father Peter Bowman who resides at that
parish. Father Hoffman was concerned about Peter’s obvious boundary violations at the
Amate awards dinner where Peter was honored. John advised me that Peter

inaiiroiriately touched [l in the crotch area three times. _

B 005 of becoming part of this diocese. [

I also interviewed who indicated

I met with Peter and John Hoffman at our office on June 14, 2001 concerning the above
boundary violations. Peter admitted, that if he had an intimate relationship with
someone, he saw nothing wrong with kissing on the lips. Having talked with Peter and
John
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Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract supplements a memorandum from Fr. James Kaczorowski to Cardinal
Francis George, dated June 15, 2001, regarding Fr. Peter Bowman. In the memorandum,
Kaczorowski summarizes a call he received from Fr. John Hoffman, regarding
Bowman’s conduct with Victim LS at St. Teresa of Avila parish. According to the
memorandum, Victim LS’s allegation included kissing and groping of Victim LS’s
buttocks.
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. : 4445 Lindell Boulevard
ARCHDIOCESE OF ST. Louis St. Louis, Missouri 63108-2497

Offce of the Vicar General 311.633.2222
314.633.2333 (fax)

July 10, 2001

Reverend Peter Bowman
Saint Joan of Arc Parish
5800 Oleatha Avenue
St. Louis, MO 63139

Dear Father Bowman,

Based upon the recommendation of Father James T. Kaczorowski _

and in accordance with Canon Law and the Statutes of the Tenth Archdiocesan
Synod. I am happy to grant you the faculties of the Archdiocese of St. Louis while you
are in residence at Saint Joan of Arc Parish.

With my best wishes and prayers for you and for your ministry here in the St.
Louis Archdiocese, [ am

Fraternally yours in Christ,

Auxihary Bishop of St. Louis

copy: [N -

Reverend James T. Kaczorowski
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 7/27/2001

0. New Deans: {Linda has new charts for Board)

1/ D Peter Bowman I
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 7/27/2001

0. New Deans: {Linda has new charts for Board)
I/ D Peter Bowman [773] 528/6650
7
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Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract replaces a letter from Victim LS to Fr. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
for the Archdiocese of Chicago, dated December 18, 2001, regarding Fr. Peter Bowman’s
sexually inappropriate behavior. In his letter, Victim LS expressed a concern that
Bowman did not understand the ramifications his actions, and inappropriate behavior,
have on those around him.
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Re: Allegations of Sexual Misconduct
With a Minor Against
Rev. R. Peter Bowman

File - PFR-77
Petition to Postpone

On behalf of Father R. Peter Bowman, I respectfully request the Review Board postpone
any further proceeding in this case for the following reasons:

1. The allegations of -potentially involve at least three areas of law: Canonical, criminal,
and civil damages . The impact of the proceedings or actions taken before this Board in defense
of Father Bowman is unclear at this time in connection with each of those other areas of law.
Without proper consideration actions taken by Father Bowman here could inure to his detriment
in those areas or harm the position of the Archdiocese in any money damage lawsuits that might
be instituted. Furthermore, only yesterday, Friday, October 18, 2002 the Vatican apparently
published written comments questioning the validity of the procedures that this Board followed
and the American Bishops instituted in June of this year in Dallas. As an attorney for Father
Bowman, I cannot advise him as to what actions to take regarding this Board’s jurisdiction, or
how to mount a defense to the charges until the 1 have had an opportunity to study the Dallas
document, this Boards compliance with those procedures, and above all the Vatican’s
pronouncements.

2. No harm can come about by a delay of these proceedings for at least another 120 days. Father
Bowman is abiding by the restrictions imposed on him in May of this year by the Cardinal. He has
been removed from the parish where he was serving and is not acting in any priestly or public
function for the Church. He is residing out of state with his sister in semi-retirement

and is reporting to a supervising Priest.
He has no contact with young people or parish activities.

3. The interplay between the procedures of this Board, acting under the auspices of the
Archdiocese, and Canonical law, which contains a Statute of Limitations (long since expired in the
instant cases- 48 & 36 years - and other due process protection for the accused priest, is quite
unclear, at this time.

4. The investigation into these two allegations has been hampered by the unclear rules of
procedure and the immense publicity accompanying charges since May of this year.

No opportunity to cross-examine or simply interview the complainants has been made available.
And, the full statement of .has not been reviewed and the fact that there was a letter written
by -Was just revealed to me in the last week. That was never disclosed to Father Bowman
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or me, even though the Professional Review Administrator has known since late May that I am
representing Father Bowman and  that 1 should be notified of all information regarding these
allegations or his status or the activities of this Board regarding his status. Apparently this Board
was convened to undertake some kind of action regarding Father Bowman two weeks ago.
Neither 1 nor Father Bowman received notice and Father Kaczarowski , who is appointed to
assist Father Bowman, was not notified, either. So we had no opportunity to make any type of
presentation at that time on his behalf. I do wish to clarify that I had indicated to Ms. McClusky
that 1 would probably not appear, but basic due process dictates that I still be notified.

5. Once the procedures of the Church are clarified and the question of the applicability of the
correct statute of limitations is addressed, and we have clarification as to the status of the alleged
complaints in other legal forums, I would like to make a presentation before this Board on behalf
of Father Bowman. And he would like to testify before you.

Therefor I respectfully request that you grant Father Bowman’s Petition to set aside and
postpone any further proceedings on these matters until some time after February 17, 2003 or to
some reasonable time after the Holy See and the American Bishops CIW rules.

Respegtﬁjl]y Submitte(?/,/
e " /

s
M. Bonifacic U

Frank M. Bonifacic

Attorney for Rev. R. Peter Bowman
111 West Washington Street

Suite 1850

Chicago, Illinois 60602

312/ 673-8870
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Anoniem, Admirael Victoor, 1643 gouache
Tulpenboek 17e.eeuw
Frans HalSmuseum Haarlem

De opbrengst van door de Vrienden van het
Frans Halsmuseum verkochte artikelen maakt
het de vereniging mogelijk het museum
financieel te steunen bij aankoop van
kunstwerken of bij de uitvoering van
restauraties.

Foto: Tom Haarsten
Druk: Offsetdrukkerij Vita Nova
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Rev. R Peter Bowman

Rev. James Kaczorowski
Vicar For Priests
Archdiocese of Chicago
675 North Michigan Blvd.
Chicago, Illinois 60610

Dear Fr. Kaczorowski

In the past, information has passed freely between yourself, myself, Fr. John Hoffman,
and Frank Bonifacic.

Mir. Frank Bonifacic has requested that all communication about my case be directed
only to him or to me. I ask you to do so in the future. This will relieve John of some of
the pressure.

Sincerely,

Rev. R. Peter Bowmanfpg

c: ., Fr. John Hoffman
" Frank Bonifacic
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- MEMO

To: File

From: Jim Kaczorowski
Date: January 17, 2002
Re: Peter Bowman

Peter Bowman [N 1
will resume his ministerial duties as associate pastor at St. Teresa Parish on Armitage
Ave. Peter, Father John Hoffman and I will meet on Friday, January 18, 2002, at St.
Teresa to discuss the guidelines that Peter needs to follow so that he can function as a
healthy, effective priest at the parish.

Peter agreed to the following structure regarding his future at St. Teresa:

e Focus on healthy care of himself first and then devote service to the parish.
e Resign from the Archdiocesan Finance Council as well as Dean in his Deanery.

e Refrain from intimate social support with parishioners a

e Cease any counseling with males.

e Demonstrate absolute transparency in his relationships with John Hoffman and other
priests with whom he works.

e Commit to regular meetings with Jim Kaczorowski to determine how life is
progressing.

e Do a follow-up meeting with John Hoffman,_and Jim

Kaczorowski after six months.

AOC 007316



Address as of June 25, 2001:

Rev. R. Peter Bowman
St. Joan of Arc

5800 Oleatha St.

St. Louis, MO 63139
314-832-2838

This address is effective while Fr. Bowman is at the St. Louis Behavioral Medicine
Institute, approximately four month.
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COPY
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review ' Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 : Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 6061 1

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Memorandum
To: File - PFR-77
~ From: Kathleen Leggdas, Administrator %&'
Re: Father Peter Bowman Response to Allegation
of Sexual Misconduct With a Minor by_

Date: April 19, 2002

Allegation was presented to Peter Bowman [PB] over the telephone on April 19, 2002 at 4:00 p.m.

Father Peter Bowman [PB] said that he was at St. Denis Parish from 1955 — 1961 and that at that
Parish he had only a single bed and doubted that he would have invited .o stay. He believed it
might have been between 1961 — 1966 when he was at St. Lawrence O’Toole. PB did say that he had
male teens stay overnight there on occasion. He does not specifically remembez*
staying but added that it was highly possible.

When presented with the specifics of-allegation he said he could “accept the allegation of
hugging and that the other could have happened but he had no recollection.”

In 2000 the Board reviewed an allegation of a om St. Theresa Parish. The

determination was made that there was no sexual misconduct but that behavior was “foolish
horseplay.” Recommendation was made to close the file.

PB said he remains on good terms with the family and was surprised to hear of the allegation since
this had never been discussed. ‘
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RESPONSE - PFR-77
April 19, 2002
Page 2

Cc:  Members of the Review Board
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Victim Assistance Ministry
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Mr. John O’Malley, Legal Services
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review (e Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St Clair, Suite 1910 X Chicago, Hlinois 60690-1979
Chicago, IHinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board
Saturday, April 20, 2002

MINUTES

Review Board Members Present:

Absent:

Non-members present:
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator

I. Case Reviews

A. In the Matter of

S T————————
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Ce:

MINUTES
April 20, 2002
Page 2

C.

E. In the Matter of Rev. Peter Bowman — PFR-77

The Review Board conducted a First Stage Review in the matter of Rev. Peter

Bowman, regarding the allegation brought by _

In his response, Father Bowman said it could be that stayed overnight at the
rectory and that he might have hugged him. But he disputes where this might have
happened (St. Lawrence O’Toole vs. St. Denis) and denies any genital touching.

There was a previous allegation of inappropriate conduct a couple of years ago and
Father Bowman

The Board asked for additional infomlation_and
recommended a monitoring protocol, i.e., inform the pastor, Father John Hoffman, and
request that he serve as a monitor. Father Bowman is not to be alone with a minor, etc.

Next regularly scheduled meeting is May 18, 2002, 10:00 a.m.

Members of the Review Board

Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to Review Board
Rev. Larry McBrady, Vicar for Priests

Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitnes: i

s Re
67§ N. St. Clatir, Suite 1910 ew
Chicago, Lllinois 60611

. Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Lllinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Memorandum
To: File - PFR-77
From: Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator
Re: Rev. Peter Bowman

Review Board Meeting — First Stage Review

Date April 20, 2002
The Review Board conducted a First Stage Review in the matter of Rev. Peter Bowman, regarding the
allegation brought b

In his response, Father Bowman said it could be that-‘a}’ed overnight at the rectory and that
he might have hugged him. But he disputes where this might have happened (St. Lawrence O’Toole
vs. St. Denis) and denies any genital touching.

ere was a previous allegation of inappropriate conduct a couple of years ago and Father Bowman

*
The Board asked for additional information—and recommended 2

monitoring protocol, i.e., inform the pastor, Father John Hoffman, an request that he serve asa
monitor. Father Bowman is not to be alone with a minor, €tc.
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OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW (Revised 5/30/02)

CLIENT INFORMATION SHEET Client.Info/LNP
FILE #: PFR-77 REVIEW STATUS: (DATE)
Opened Date: 4/20/02 1st Stage: 4/20/02
2nd Stage:
Closed Date: Supplementary:
Name: Rev. R. Peter Bowman Date Ordained: 5/3/55

Birth Date: [N current /s #: |||
Current Residence: || NGTTNGEG Address: _WI- Date: 5/13/02

Telephone: Home: |G Office: Pager:
Ministry: Retired Status (Check one) Date:  5/3/02
Active:
Deceased:
Resigned:
Withdrawn: v
Other:
Allegation(s): Credibility:
Date: Date of the Offense(s): Sex/Age Yes No
4/19/02 1961-66 M/10-11 v

General Nature of Allegation(s):
Hugging, touching genitals over clothing

Protocol:  4/29/02 Original Date: ~ 4/29/02
Review Dates: Review Dates:
5/28/02
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Page 2

7.  Assessment(s):

Source: Date: Report on File: (?) Date Received:
8.  Therapy:
Source: Start Date: Quarterly Report: Date Received:

9. Education:
STB, STL M. Rel Ed — St. Mary of the Lake

10, Ministerial Assignments:

St. Denis — 1955-1961 St. James — 1978-1995
Our Lady of Victory — 1961-1964 Moderator of Curia — 1995-2001
St. Timothy — 1964-1978 St. Teresa of Avila

Office of Religious Education — 1964-1978

11. Family Composition:

12. Monitors: Address: Phone:

13. Emergency Contacts:

1st Relationship: Home #: Work #:
2nd Relationship: - Home #: Work #:
Rev. John Hoffman Pastor 773-528-6650 Same

14. Other Concerns:
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Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract replaces a memorandum from Michael Bland, Archdiocese of Chicago’s
Office of Victim Assistance Ministry, to file, with a copy to Kathleen Leggdas, Office of
Professional Responsibility, dated April 23, 2002, concerning Bland’s phone
conversation with Victim LI. According to the memorandum, Victim LI made an
allegation of alleged abuse against Fr. Peter Bowman. However, Victim LI chose not to
pursue formalization of his allegation with the Office of Professional Responsibility.
Victim LI indicated that he was pleased with the response of the Archdiocese and happy
to know that Bowman had already been removed from ministry and is not around
children any longer.
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Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract replaces a memorandum from Kathleen Leggdas, Administrator of the
Archdiocese of Chicago’s Office of Professional Fitness Review, to file, dated April 24,
2002, summarizing Victim LI’s allegation of abuse against Fr. Peter Bowman.
According to the summary, the alleged abuse occurred at St. Denis parish between 1953
and 1954 and consisted of various methods of grooming by Bowman and at least one
incident of genital fondling.
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Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, IL 60611
312-751-5205

INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOL
For
Father Peter Bowman

The Individual Specific Protocol (ISP) reflects the primary goal of protecting minors and the integrity of
the Church. Additionally, the ISP serves as a safeguard for the individual priest/deacon with regard to the
possibility of subsequent allegations.

Professional Fitness Review clients will be subject to appropriate restrictions and monitoring by the
Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA) throughout the life of the individual as a
priest/deacon in the Archdiocese of Chicago.

The ISP for Fr. Peter Bowman includes but is not limited to the following:

Restricted from being alone with minors without the presence of another responsible adult.

On-site monitor to complete monthly reports and submit to PFRA.

Meet with PFRA twice annually.
Submit monthly report of sites visited on Internet to PFRA.

This is a working document which can be changed, altered or superceded when there is an
indicated need to do so.

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all requirements of this Protocol.

Signed: @l‘v @(EIE(B L A Date: o= DY = 0
Printed Name: (Po-\_,'\ rE . FPQ‘N% (L(Eo Lo Qi

Signature of PFRA: /'{é,z,‘(&.wz pda/a\,/,/ﬂb

A copy of this Protocol will be kept on file in Professional Fitness Review and Vicar for Priests Offices.
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ARCHDIOCESE AOF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, Nlinois 60690-1979

May 16, 2002

Dear Peter:

I wish to express my deep appreciation to you for your dedicated service as Dean. Your
willingness to accept the responsibilities of a Dean has been a great benefit 10 me and to the
parishes and educational institutions in your Vicariate. Deans are crucial to the ministry of the

Archdiocese in achieving effective communication and planning with the many parishes and
schools.

Be assured of my gratitude for your work and ministry and of my prayers and best wishes
as you continue to serve the Lord. Please remember me in your prayers, too.

Fraternally yours in Christ,

EA

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.1.
Archbishop of Chicago

Reverend R. Peter Bowman
St. Teresa of Avila

1037 West Armitage Avenue
Chicago, Ilinois 60614

J@P”Q’Tﬂfbwfw
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests’' Placement Board, 5/31/2002

Page 384
AGENDA

Mecting: # 34" . Eighteenth Board

Date:s May 17, 2002
Places Priests’ Placement Board
Present: Rev.:  Kurt D, Boras, John W, Clemens; Joseph P, Grembla,

David A. Jonss, Robert G, Mair, Dandel P, McCarthy,
Martivi £, O'Danovan, Michaet 1. Shanahan

Absent: Rev.
i Opening Prayer: Rev
i Acceptance of Minutes:  Vote:
Hi Reports;
1. T o Codina! bas appointed [l Pastor of Holy Name
Cathedral] as Dean of Vicariate 1D elfective 06/01/02 o 06/30/04 to replace Peter
Bowman ‘S5/retired.
2' | —
Y Acceptance of Agenda: Vote:
V Business:
A,
B.
C.
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review g 7 Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 : Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979
Chicago, llinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board
Saturday, May 18, 2002

MINUTES

Absent:

Non-members present:
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator

I. Case Reviews

A. In the Matter of Rev. Peter Bowman — PFR-77
The Review Board concluded a First Stage Review in the matter of Rev. Peter
Bowman, regarding the allegation brought by

The Board reviewed all oral and written information pertinent to the case including -

m The
Board subsequently found reasonable cause to suspect that se musconduct with a
minor did occur. The vote was five to withdraw him from ministry and one abstention
out of six members present.

Protocol should include standard items plus the following:

- Iftime is spent at the cottage with his sister, she should be fully informed of status
and must agree to serve as on-site monitor.

- No public celebrations of the sacraments unless pre-approved by the PFRA and
Vicars for Priests.

- Pre-approval required for social engagements with past parishioners

B. Inthe Matter of I
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MINUTES
May 18, 2002
Page 2

C. In the Matter of

D. In the Matter of]

E. In the Matter of

F. In the Matter of
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MINUTES
May 18, 2002
Page 3

G.
H.

Next regularly scheduled meeting is June 15, 2002, 10:00 a.m.
Members of the Review Board

Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to Review Board
Rev. Larry McBrady, Vicar for Priests
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO _

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, Hinois 60611

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, llinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board

Saturday, May 18, 2002
10:00 - 2:00

AGENDA

L Approval of Minutes from April 20, 2002

II. Case Reviews

A. In the Matter of Rev. Peter Bowman, PFR-77

B. In the Matter of

C. In the Matter of

NOTE: I am scheduled to take 5 allegations the week of May 13, 2002.
Information will be available at the meeting.
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ARCHDIOCESE ,OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility
Office of Assistance Ministry

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690

(312) 751 - 8256/8267
(312) 751 - 8307 (Fax)

May 22, 2002

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L
Archbishop of Chicago

155 East Superior Street
Chicago, Illinois 60611

Dear Cardinal George,

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on May 18, 2002. The
Board fully considered all oral and written reports in the matter of Rev. R. Peter
Bowman. A First Stage Review was conducted pursuant to Article 1104.8 of the Review
Process for Continuation of Ministry.

Five members made a determination of reasonable cause to suspect that sexual
misconduct with a minor occurred. The sixth member abstained.

Five members recommended that Rev. R. Peter Bowman be removed from parish
ministry; the sixth abstained.

If you have any questions concerning this recommendation, please call at your
convenience.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Leggdas
Professional Fitness Review Administrator

cc:  Review Board Members
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Mr. John O’Malley, Office for Legal Services
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry
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1-312-751-5279 PROF. FITNESS REVIEW 185 Po4 MAY 24 02 1B:16

ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility
Office of Assistance Ministty

Post Office Box 1970
Chicago, Nlinois 60690

(312) 751 - 8256 /8267
(312) 751 - 8307 (Fax)

MEMORANDUM

To: File~-PFR-77
From: Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA)
Re:  Salary for Rev. Peter Bowman “XZ~

Date: May 23, 2002
Rev. Peter Bowman, ordained in 1955
Pay to PB $23,475 annually

Less 10% for PFR expenses ($2,347) = $21,128
$21,128 divided by 12 = $1,760 per month

cc: Rev. Peter Bowman
Rev. J. Kaczorowski

/""](/
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ARCHDIOCESE,, OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility
Office of Assistance Ministry

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690

(312) 751 - 8256 /8267
(312) 751 - 8307 (Fax)

MEMORANDUM

To: File—PFR-77
Fr: Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PREFER)

Re: Rev. Peter Bowman

Date: May 23, 2002

The Review Board concluded a First Stage Review in the matter of Rev. Peter Bowman,
regarding the allegation brought by_

The Board reviewed all oral and written information pertinent to the case _
' The Board

subsequently found reasonable cause to suspect that sexual misconduct with a minor did occur.
The vote was five to withdraw him from ministry and one abstention out of six members present.

Protocol should include standard items plus the following:

o Iftime is spent at cottage with sister, she should be fully informed of status
and must agree to serve as on-site monitor.

e No public celebrations of the sacraments unless pre-approved by PFRA
and Vicars for Priests.

e Clear social activities with past parishioners.
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop x . Post Office Box 1979
9 d Chicago, 1llinois 60690-1979

May 24, 2002

Ms. Kathleen Leggdas
Professional Fitness Review Administrator
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, IL 60611
Dear Kathleen,

1 am writing in response to your letter of May 22, 2002 regarding the matter of Father R.
Peter Bowman, following the First Stage Review conducted by the Review Board on May 18,

2002.

In light of the facts and circumstances as presented to me, I have accepted the Board's
recommendation that Father Bowman be withdrawn from ministry.

I am grateful to the members of the Review Board and yourself for your assistance in this
matter.

Sincerely yours in Christ,

I
("/ 4 v 7 X
"/’;& M (_dn,rvl'i/(/ i ;L%Vljwf

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.1.
Archbishop of Chicago

Given at the cery

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board
Reverend Lawrence McBrady, Vicar for Priests
v Reverend James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Service

(312) 751-8230
Fax (312) 337-6379
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Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, IL 60611
312-751-5205

INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOL I
for
Father Peter Bowman

The Individual Specific Protocol (ISP) reflects the primary goal of protecting minors and the
integrity of the Church. Additionally, the ISP serves as a safeguard for the individual
priest/deacon with regard to the possibility of subsequent allegations.

Professional Fitness Review clients will be subject to appropriate restrictions and monitoring by
the Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA) throughout the life of the individual as a
priest/deacon in the Archdiocese of Chicago.

The ISP for Fr. Bowman includes but is not limited to the following:

I Restricted from being alone with minors without the presence of another responsible adult.

2. Prior approval required from PFRA for vacations and nights spent away from residence.
Approved monitor must accompany for any overnight travel.

3. Call in to PFRA once daily between 9:00AM and 4:45PM.

4, Pre-approval of Vicar and PFRA required for any public celebrations of Sacraments of Mass.
5. Meet with PFRA twice annually.

6. Completion of daily log submitted monthly.

.

8. Provide Administrator with monthly printout of Internet sites visited.

9. This is a working document which can be changed, altered or superceded when there is an

indicated need to do so.
10. On-site monitor to complete monthly monitor report and submit to PFRA.

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all requirements of this Protocol.

Signed 8., /2. /b DA O L e Date: Lo L~ O
Printed Name: rRu ??ﬁ?am ?@wmu
Signature of PFRA: ?{.V'Z/L:.{h e 59 o Date: _ . 207 e

A copy of this Protocol will be kept on file in Professional Fitness Review and Vicar for Priests Office.
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Cardinal Francis George
Archbishop Of Chicago

155 Superior St.
Chicago,1l. 60611 R ECEIVE

l MAY 3 1 2002

OFFICE OF THE
ARCHBISHOP

May 28,2002

Dear Cardinal George,

I have been deeply disturbed by the recent charges of sexual abuse against Fr. Pete
Bowman. From the years of 1956 through 1962, I was an active member of the St.
Denis parish and had many contacts with Fr. Bowman. As the original president

of the teen club of St. Denis, I worked closely with Fr. Bowman and knew most

of the teens in the parish. He was a wonderful role model and never, ever did
anything inappropriate or suggestive occur. There was a whole group of teens who
hung around Fr. Bowman, many of whom I still socialize with today. No one

has ever mentioned any abuse by Fr. Bowman, or has ever heard of any abuse. 1
personally spent many hours alone with Fr. Bowman. I was invited by Fr. Bowman
to attend his family’s Christmas party, we went for ice cream together and had many
other social contacts. He was like a mentor to me. Our conversations revolved around
morality, getting along in everyday life and the importance of family. I have nothing
but the greatest respect for Fr. Bowman. 1 feel very lucky that he was part of my teen
years. My group of high school friends were the leaders of the neighborhood. 1

cannot imagine that Fr. Bowman could have been abusing someone in the neighborhood
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and us not finding out about it. I’ve talked to a few of my “Old St. Denis” friends

and we all agree that the allegations made against Fr. Bowman are unfounded. If

further dialogue is needed please contact me at:_ or write to the

above address.

Sincerel
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Francis Cardinal George
Archdiocese of Chicago 5 MAY 3 0 2002 l @45
155 E. Superior b

OFFICE OF THE

Chicago, IL 60611 ARCHBISHOP

ooy

Dear Cardinal George:

I am responding to the article, which appeared in the Chicago Tribune today in reference to
Father Peter Bowman and to offer my support for him at these very troubling times in the
Catholic Church.

With all the media blitz concerning sex-abuse in the Catholic Church, it is difficult to be
objective and non judgmental; however, as a teen I knew Fr. Bowman while he was at St. Dennis
heavily involved with teens, and I can state unequivocally there was never any inappropriate
behavior toward me or anyone I knew to the best of my knowledge.

Times have changed much in the last 45 years. What might have been “horseplay” at that time
might be considered inappropriate during this present time. Personally, and I spent a lot of time
with Fr. Bowman, I never felt threatened or intimidated. Before and after starting college, I was
invited to Fr. Bowman’s residence. I was alone with him many times and we discussed my
thoughts on college, girl friends and my vocation toward the priesthood. There was always fun,
joking and conversation. Ihad problems as a teen and Fr. Bowman was always there for me,
supporting and counseling me.

Fr. Bowman officiated at my marriage on July 9, 1960, and my wife -and 1 are looking
/ forward to celebrating 42 years of marriage this year.

Please advise if I can be of any help to support Fr. Bowman. I have contacted Fr. Larry
Dowling at St. Dennis Parish, left a message for Fr. Bill Zavaski at St. James Parish and talked to
Monica Davey, staff report at Chicago Tribune who wrote the article.

Cordially,
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of the Chanceltor PR Post Office Box 1979
2 & Chicago. IL 60690-1979

Office: (773) 388-8670
Fax : (773) 388-8676

May 28, 2002

Dear Pastoral Center Family:

It is with sadness that I confirm now what many of you may already have learned: Father
Peter Bowman, the former Moderator of the Curia, was removed this past week from his
residence and ministry at St. Teresa of Avila Parish resulting from an allegation received by the
Archdiocese of Chicago that he engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor more than 45 years
ago when he served as an associate pastor at St. Denis Parish on Chicago’s south side.

Upon review of the allegation, the independent Professional Fitness Review Board
recommended that Fr. Bowman be removed from parish ministry and placed on administrative
leave. Cardinal George concurred with these recommendations. Fr. Bowman is residing in a
private residence, and in accord with archdiocesan policies and procedures, will be monitored
under the supervision of the Professional Fitness Review Board. This allegation has been
reported to the Cook County State’s Attorney.

Please know that, though we would have preferred to share this news with you last week,
we were bound by our own policy to honor first the rights of the parishioners at Fr. Bowman'’s
present parish to hear this first from their vicar during this past weekend Masses.

Because many of us worked with Fr. Peter at the Pastoral Center and were frequently also
his “parishioners,” and our shock and grief at this news is real. I have asked Ralph Bonaccorsi
and the staff of the Assistance Ministry Office to work with our Personnel Advisory Council to
respond to the concerns of employees who knew Fr. Peter and who may appreciate the
opportunity to further discuss this issue.

Please join me in praying for God’s healing for all affected by this difficult news.

immy Lago
Chancellor

Visit the Archdiocese of Chicago’s official home page on the World Wide Web
hitp://iwww.archdiocese-chgo.org
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15

» ' 1902 — 2002

‘Welcoming » Ministering « Sharing

820 No. Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60004-5699
Parish Office

Phone: 847-253-6305

Fax: 847-253-0269

L_ N June 6, 2002
Rev. James T. Kaczorowski
645 N. Michigan Ave. #543
Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Fr. Kaczorowski,

I am enclosing a copy of an article that will be printed in our parish’s bulletin on
the weekend of June 8-9, 2002.

Fr. Peter Bowman’s removal from ministry has had a very sad and painful effect
on our parish community, and 1 wanted to provide some “personal” printed

communication as pastor of St. James.

We will continue to address the topic of sexual misconduct in the coming weeks,
both by printed venue and within our homilies.

Let us continue to pray for one another.

Sincerely,

WIZ:jt
enc.
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12} <S¢ }ames, Arlington Heights

This has been a very painful and stress-filled time for many of us here
at St. James and that is the haunting question so many people are asking
themselves. I have a few suggestions on what we can do right now as we
deal with the sad news of Fr. Bowman’s removal from parish ministry.

1) Be honest with your feelings and try to share them with someone you love and trust. The
feelings that may be hitting you from time to time and not in any particular order are: shock,
denial, anger, depression, bargaining, and acceptance.

2) Pray for the Church more than ever and remember that whenever you use the word - Church -
we need to be able to substitute the word with - WE. We are the Church, the body of Christ, and
in our humanness and woundedness we need to first and foremost pray for each other. Certainly
in these last few months many people have experienced a myriad of feelings in regard to the lead-
ership in the Church today. The best way to deal with our humanness and woundedness is to
pray. Pray that the Risen Lord give us all the strength and wisdom and courage we need.

3) Pray for all victims of sexual misconduct. There are so many people in our community who
have been hurt in one way or another and they need our prayers and support. Solidarity with
those suffering any kind of difficulty can best be done through prayer.

4) Pray for Fr. Peter Bowman. Your letters of love and support are being hand delivered to him,
so keep them coming. Peter is a man who is admired and respected because of so many years of
good priestly ministry to many of us. Now is the time we need to minister to him.

5) Most difficult of all, we need to recognize and realize that the priestly review board dealing
with sexual misconduct has rendered a final decision and that Peter has been removed from active
ministry. This was an intense process that went on for several weeks and the decision is now
final.

6) We will have a follow-up meeting after the Bishops meet in Dallas this coming week. Bishop
Listecki has promised to come back and tell us what the protocols will be for all priests who have
been involved in sexual misconduct. Unfortunately, the date and time for our follow-up meeting
has not yet been set. In the meantime, please be patient and prayerful.

-

Also a word of thanks to all of you, who are sending letters, cards, and notes of support to
Fr. Tim and me. This is a difficult time for all priests as we share in the pain and stress of our
brothers. Peter is a very special brother to us and like any family member we are going through
the same feelings as all of you.
Let us pray for one another,

54.6;1/M
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McCahill, Ann

From:

Sent: Tuesday, June 11, 2002 5:01 PM

To: amccahili@archdiocese-chgo.org

Subject: email address was incorrect/mah[Fwd: Returned mail: see transcript for details]

Retumed mail: see

transcript . Please forward this message to Cardinal George
Francis Cardinal George, O.S.B. :
Box 1979

Chicago, IL 60690
Dear Cardinal George:

i am Fr. Peter Bowman's I need to write to you
first to thank you for your efforts on Peter's behalf in this matter of

the accusation which the Chicago Priests Review Board have accepted as
“credible.” Your kindness in contacting Peter has been sincerely
appreciated. | am certain that, knowing Peter as you do, it was

difficult for you to have to impose the punishment he is enduring now.

Fir myself | am counting on the Bishops' decisions at this present

meeting to humanize the “zero-tolerance” policy as a first step in

changing the dreadful circumstance which has been imposed on Peter. For
him, an innocent person, to be excluded from priestly ministry is a
fearsome burden and more than he should have to bear.

During these deliberations your wisdom and counsel is so weighty with
the other bishops, especially ones who may not have had to undergo this
same experience with one of their priests. ( Peter’s situation might be
Exhibit A of a policy gone wrong....he had answered “no” to the Review
Board’s question when asked if he (Peter) thought that the accuser would
lie.) and probably the Review Board had little to support his innocence
more than his priestly life that so many have attested to and his no
memory of the incident.

Surely the Church’s desire and public demand for protection of the
victims (while this is a first concern) cannot not be the only
consideration. Justice, mercy, charity and peace are needed desperately
for an accused. | do know that the bishops have not foregone forgiveness
though that seems lacking in this policy, they may be boxed into a
position which they probably abhor; trying to resolve the legitimate
victim's redress and needs, while still being compassionate to the
accused, innocent or guilty.

| am praying for you and our Bishops, that the Holy Spirit will inspire
you in these difficult deliberations, and that adverse publicity from
interested groups will not overawe your cooperation in God's work. |
have trust He will bring about a more holy, loving, responsive clergy
and hierarchy as you endure this purgatory the church is going through.

:

oy

JUN 112002
|

TOFFICE OF THE
ARCHBISHOP
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Dear Jim,

By I?? writing this letter, | authorize you to release the contents of my personnel file to
Mr. ffank Bonifacic. ] ask you to contact hirn and to establish a time convenient to both

of you.
Sincerely,
<R PEE B

Rev. R. Peter Bowman

June 13, 2002
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VRS N T A AN

TO BE FILLED IN BY AGENCY HOLDING RECORDS

Name of Priest File: PRrER. T RO aﬂ? ]

Record of Agency/Office: \/!CA-#.’.- ﬁ . ’pﬂfff 7:.S

Adrew: oS N - Mlc g7 G AV

City/State: ; ‘4 ClLee Zip: L0 / /

M 312> 642 - (gR1T

Person Requesting File; Peree & owmsn/ Date of Request: (, —)3~ dea~—

Written Request Atéached (Written request must accompany (his form) (’;’2

N

Person Authorizing Accepy:
fhor ; 19; 200,08 ik, Date Records Accessed:

Signature; OMT /

TO BE FILLED IN BY REQUESTER

Bequtﬂor’a Stgnature Acknowledging Receipt of File:

B BB R

_feqmtef' 8 Comments;

Initialed:

IV NEWMOG 15895b2

[0}
o~

o
o~

{Revised 12/95)

8b:82g

160%/€8/60
AOC 007347
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COPY

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review N " Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 . Chicago, Tilinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

June 20, 2002

Please be advised that the Review Board conducted a First Stage Review pursuant to Article
1104.8 of the Review Process For Continuation of Ministry. Archbishop George has accepted the
Board’s determination that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Rev. Peter Bowman engaged
in sexual misconduct with a minor.

As a result, Archbishop George accepted the Board’s recommendation that Father Bowman be
withdrawn from parish ministry, that a protocol for supervision and restriction be put into place,
and that he not be alone with minors without the presence of another responsible adult. Further
recommendations will be made as needed, based on continued follow-up by the Review Board.

Please know that our Assistance Ministry (312.751.8267) continues to be available to you.
Sincerely,

Kathleen Leggdas
Professional Fitness Review Administrator

Cc:  Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Victim Assistance Ministry
John O’Malley, Legal Services
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests’ Placement Board, 6/28/2002

Vicar for Priests Agenda:

Priests:

Peter Bowman ‘55

T

>eco

T®m
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests’ Placement Board, 6/28/2002

] - _

F.
A~

G. Vicar for Priests Agenda:

I Priests:
-
b) Peter Bowman ’55: Peter is retired and in the monitoring program.
c)
d)
e)
f)
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F CHICAGO

ARCHDIOCESE,

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Ilinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-8271
Fax: (312) 337-6379

Vicar General

MEMORANDUM

DATE: JULY 11, 2002
TO: REVEREND PATRICK LAGGE ICE.FOR CANONICAL SERVICES
FROM: BISHOP RAYMOND GOEDER

RE: REVIEW BOARD DECISIONS

Enclosed are copies of decisions rendered by the Review Board and its
recommendations to the Cardinal. These determinations are in reference to the following
priests:

(1) May 22, 2002
(2) May 22, 2002 — Reverend Peter Bowman
(3) June 20, 2002 —
(4) June 20, 2002 -
(5) June 20, 2002 —

In accord with our decision of July 5, Father Paprocki will no longer prepare the letters of
response from the Cardinal. We agreed that from now on, you or your delegate will prepare a
draft for the Cardinal's signature to the determinations and recommendations of the Review
Board.

cc: Francis Cardinal George, O.M..

AOC 007352



ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

&

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, llinois 60690-1979

Office of the Cardinal

July 19, 2002

Father Kaczorowski has shared with me the letter that you wrote to your brothers
and sisters and the cover letter that you wrote to him. 1am very grateful that you have
written to your family and also allowed Father Kaczorowski and myself to know your

story.
It is a matter of great regret to me that anyone would be abused by a priest,

particularly a priest of the Archdiocese. I will add your name to the list of those I pray
for daily, that the Lord may comfort you and give you healing and strength.

I thank you for your courage in helping us come to a knowledge of the truth, and 1
ask for your prayers for me and for the Archdiocese. God bless you.

Sincerely yours in Christ,

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L.
Archbishop of Chicago

AOC 007353
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d the true support of its

the Catholic Church in a dither. He knows when and where to atiack. The pope
is dealing with his own health problems along with trying to find the right
eople on the television news who recommend hoiding back their tithin
ing their share of financial support to the church until the church
its act, The devil is smiling even more. This is what makes his day

Satan is dancing with about as much joy and vigor as one can imagine. He's got
answer to the church's problems. I admire him for his courage to press on
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members.

for his statements. The cardinal apologized immediately upon recognizing what
he had said, but the media and the public only want to hear what he said that
He has the pope, the cardinals, the local priests all playing defense. But what is
the true body of believers doing about it? Nothing that is noteworthy except

was not right. His apology seemed as a whisper. The devil is having even more
more criticism.

priest or priests are being removed because of a charge of sexual misconduct of
fun. He dances on and on.

one sort or another.
A leading cardinal misspoke about a gender issue and was instantly criticized

Each day, in some part of the world, especially the Untied States, some new
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, what can we do to help the Catholic Church's
s. The body of believers of the Christian faith

The rabbi responded, "Where were you and what did
problem. We can do several thing

." The next question asked was, "Wherc was God when

The story is told that when a rabbi was asked, "Where was God when the Jews
were in the concentration camps?" The rabbi responded, "God was with His

the full support of the church's people joining together to rid the church of its
people in those camps

ugly sins of sexual misconduct and other problems.
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knows that God can overpower him wi
they were exterminated?”
Maybe it is time that we ask

you do about it?"
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fearing people, whether they be Muslim, Jew or

The Catholic Church is at an all-time low right now. Let's turn that around by
Write a check for the local church; they need your financial help now more than
ever before, Show Satan that you are fed up with his antics and get involved
with the healing process. Most of all, ask God for his help on a daily basis.

to be healthy and well again? Then ask him for that healing power for the
showing true support. Ask your local priest where you can be of some help.

church — God wants to hear from you.
brothers and sisters going through this dilemma at this time. | tru

whatever religion that believes in the sovereign God
the church leaders know they have to clean house.

know from the church and its family of believers

can pray for the church's healing,

I would request that all God

i

Zero folerance for all
1 am very saddened to.learn that

the U.S. Catholic Conférence of
Bishops (“Bishops’ plan’ includés
zero tolerance of abuse;” June 5) is
proposing that priests who have
against them a single, substanti-
ated, past allegation of _se_x\_)al
abuse of a minor be allowed to re-
main in the priesthood.. No. one
knows for sure that there were no
other incidents of abuse. Vict_u_nsﬂ
who have gone on with' their lives
may be very reluctant to come for-
ward. No one knows for sure th‘at

these priests will not abuse again. i
There must be no question that &
the safety of children is now the
main priority of the church.

syl Anita Weitl-Jung, Niles

i T

v
thieir patriotism, . their ‘ethnic
pride; .and: my- favorite target,
the.Catholic Church.-

So it should come as no. sur-
prise-that 25 years later, I'mfly-
ing Old Glory, hand-cutting

Karen Ann Cullotta teaches
Jjournalism at Northwestern
University and is a freelance
writer.
' N

" VOICE OF THE PEOPLE

Recalling the good deeds of Catholic Church e,

In response to Louis G.

Hector’s critical comment of
~ the Tribune’s “Catholic bias”

news of recent months about
_ the Catholic Church.
1 was educated in Catholic

in news articles (Voice of the
people, June 1), let me say the
following: Newspapers, as he
probably well knows, rarely
sell papers on the basis of
good news. When was the last

SRR

Schools through the 12th
grade. During that time, T
spent a short time in St. Jo-
seph’s Home for the Friend-
less in Chicago and four
years of high school in Mary-

“-Bowman.

Sy

time a Pulitzer Prize was

- news? o

of the public to buy the bad

. mnews as opposed to the good

awarded for a series on good

Because of the inclination

ville Academy in Des Plaines,
both chatity institutions.
While in the schools and in-
stitutions, I was under the
care of many priests and sem-
inarians. At no time was I

cent care, and 1 commend the’
Catholic Church for what
those clerics did for me and
thousands of others.

1 am no longer a member of
the Catholic Church, nor any
other religious institution,
but I 'have not forgotten the
good the Catholic Church did
for our family and thousands
1ike us in our time of need.

Thanks to Hector for re-
minding me to speak out in
support of the good things the
Catholic Church has done.

" And let’s hear from others

news, I believe it is incum- sexually abused by any of

bent on those who have bene- them nor, as far as I know, out there who have benefited
fited from the good the Ca- were the hundreds of other from the good works of the
tholic Church has done to children who came under Catholic Church. .
publicly respond and provide their care. Michael Dunne.Healy
some balance to{he very bad What we received was de- Cedar Rapids, Iowa

hortieinade pasta and, most

pas t°St..James Church in.
-Avlington Heights, REVR. Peter

_‘Bowman, 73; Was accused last
month’of “sexual misconduct

A an. incident - that
“place’ 45 years
ago. Whilé ‘Bowinan officially
retired in® 2000, he-is now
baniied from performing priest-
ly duties at his neighborhood
parish.

1 must confess that, when the
acctisation was revealed to St.
James parishioners on May 26,
1 had'skipped mass, and instead

{

with a ‘boy,..

‘the glorious flats of impatiens,

recently, defending my . former 1 s :
asto 1 ‘geraniuims. and ‘petunias at the -

"‘which sprouts up behind the'St.

spent my morning worshiping

local Home Depot. By ricon, the
allegations facing Bowman had
reached my back-yard garden,

James Church-patking lotand a
boxy, beige brick gympasium
named the Bowiman Celter.
Before long the neighborly
chitchat spilling over picket
fences, front porches and side-
walks centered on “the

announcement.” As longtime - §

parishioners shared their

PLEASE SEE F_’RIESTS, PAGE 4

e T TR

He's got the whole wide world in his hands.

Dean Koldenhoven
Palos Heights
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PRIESTS:
Crisis among

Catholics hits
close to home

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

stunned disbelief, my 15-year-
old daughter and her friends re-
acted to the news with a mix-
ture of sadness and sarcasm.

One teen was troubled that
the announcement had made
her usually stoic father cry. Oth-
ers, like my daughter, erupted
in a storm of self-righteous teen-
age indignation—a fury
spawned by fear when the deli-
cate veil of childhood innocence
is snagged and torn, revealing a
dark world without absolutes.

As reporters and photogra-
phers captured my neighbors’
reactions to the allegations jux-
taposed against a Norman
Rockwell palate of lilac bushes
and front porch swings, the
words and images seemed oddly
surreal. :

“Isn’t that woman in the
newspaper one of your neigh-
bors across the street?” my
mother asked. Yes, and another
“source” is a father of two who
lives down the block.

Indeed, the crisis facing the
U.S. Roman Catholic Church
hits way too clage to home when
the voices in the news are your
neighbors and parish priests.
When the latest priest who
stands accused is not a stranger
from Boston or Milwaukeebuta
man who presided over your
daughter’s First Communion
and comforted a close friend
who was depressed after losing
his job; a man whose sermons
were infused with intelligence,
whose charisma, warmth and
wit captured my attention when
I was a self-absorbed twenty-
something, torn between my
ambitions as a writer and my
responsibilities as the mother
of a toddler.

Bowman was different

Bowman was not like the
bearded, sandal-clad priests 1
encountered during my child-
hood, a post-Vatican 1l era that
ushered in a mantra of “Kum-
baya,” bad folk singing at the 10
a.m. guitar mass, and other tie-
dyed remnants of fast-food Ca-
tholicism. Instead, Bowman re-
minded me of my father’s
friends from the South Side

Calling [Rev. R. Peter]
Bowman “father” was
nota streich, as he
displayed many of the
qualities I admire in my
own dad.’

union hall, minus the beer and
cigarettes. He :ad integrity and
commanded respect. Calling
Bowman “father” was not a
stretch, as he displayed many of
the qualities I admire in my
own dad, including humor and
sensitivity.

Sure, priests are celibate, un-
married, and with no children
of their own, but none of this
seemed to matter with Bow-
man. Though I had tormented
my parents in the past by call-
ing the church rules archaic
and misogynistic, meeting Bow-
man silenced my earlier criti-
cisms. As 1lined up for Commu-
nion on Sundays, I'd often dis-
creetly change lines, no offense
to the lay ministers, but feeling
somehow that the host had
more significance when it was
passed from Bowman’s hands.

Making sense of allegations

And now, I struggle to make
sense of an accusation that has
rocked my. already precarious
spirituality. I've concluded that
amid the torrent of sexual abuse
allegations devastating the Ca-
tholic Church, there are mon-
sters who committed horrible
crimes against children, there
are manipulative men of the
cloth who preyed on vulnerable
adults, and there are those who,
in a moment of weakness, used
poor judgment.

There are also sure to be
priests who are innocent of the
allegations, noble men such as

the late Cardinal Joseph Ber-
nardin, whose accuser later re-
canted his story.

Of course, I have deep com-
passion for the countless real
victims of sexual abuse. Some of
them are my friends who re-
main tormented by their night-
mares, trying to numb their
pain with alcohol, drugs and
decades of therapy. But I can’t
help feeling that many of the
priests facing this latest rush of
allegations, -perhaps Bowman
himself, are also victims.

Still, in our zeal to root out
sexual predators and punish
church officials who looked the
other way, it might be wise to
look back at the foundation of :
the Bible itself, where forgive- ;
ness of our sins is the undenia-
ble cornerstone. Yes, the Bible
can help light the way out of this
darkness, with its warnings of
living in glass houses and cast-
ing stones. But at the risk of
sounding blasphemous, I've al-
so found wisdom in a battered
old copy of Arthur Miller’s “The
Crucible.”

“The witch-hunt was not,
however, a mere repression,”
writes Miller in a commentary
explaining his 1952 master-
piece. “It was also, and as im-
portantly, a long overdue oppor-
tunity for everyone so inclined
to express publicly his guilt and
sins, under the cover of accusa-
tions against victims.”

Priests are only human

As church leaders huddle at a
national meeting of bishops this
week, they face an impossible
task: To ensure that the under-
belly of human nature will nev-
er again surface, that the de-
mons will be cast out, that the
stinking heap of sins committed
by some of today’s priests will
be shoveled into the history
books, alongside the dusty
chapters detailing the deeds of
that young upstart, Martin
Luther.

Yes, new church rules are
long overdue, but I pray that in
our quest to root out the weeds
choking our faith, we realize
that whether a leader is a
prince, a president or a priest,
they are first and foremost, hu-
man. Men whose complicated
lives cannot be summed up as
simply “good” or “evil,” but
more than likely, a little bit of
both. '

Karen Ann Cullotta teaches
journalism at Northwestern
University and is a freelance
writer.
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Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract replaces a letter from Victim LN’s relative to Fr. James Kaczorowski,
Archdiocese of Chicago’s Vicar for Priests, dated July 20, 2002. In her letter, Victim
LN’s relative provided additional information concerning the circumstances Victim LN
was dealing with when Fr. Peter Bowman entered his life and allegedly sexually abused
him, as well as the impact her relative’s abuse has had on her faith life.
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Banished
priest puts
faithin
comeback

By Jodi Wilgoren

New York Times News Service

NEW BUFFALO, Mich.—Rev.
‘Thomas DeVita had planned his
departure from pubhc mmlstry
Wednesday morning in exqui-
site detail.

He would wear the vestments
he bought last Christmas. The
choir would sing “Surely the
presence of the Lord is in this
place.”” And he would walk
through the pews of St. Mary of
the Lake, blessing the congrega-
tion before leaving.

But parlshloner Peggy Ja-

chim, 70, had a heart attack |-

Tuesday night. So after mass
Wednesday, DeVita drove to St.
Anthony’s Hospital in Michi-
gan City, Ind., toseeher.
“Youhavea lot of people pray-
" ing for .you, so
don’t be sur-
prised if you
feel good in a
matter of days,

told Jachim.
“And I'm go-
mg to keep you
in my prayers,”
DeVita . Jachim  said.
: ““That you get

remstated ”
DeVita, 55, then retumed to
“the rectory in Michigan and
took off his Roman collar—per-
“haps for good—just before noon.
Twenty-four years ago he en-
gaged in sexual misconduct
with a teenage boy on Long Is-
land, and under the zero-toler-
ance policy adopted by the na-
tion's Roman Catholic bishops
in June, he is barred from pub-
licly administering the sacra-
ments, working in the church or
calling himself “Father.”
Nearly 300 priests nationwide
have been removed from their
duties since January as a result’
of the sexual abuse scandals
that have engulfed the church.
DéVita, who spent three months
in psychiatric care and publicly
repented four years ago, is
among about a dozen priests ap-
pealing to the Vatican through a
secretive canonical process.
- Though his devoted flock is
devastated by his dismissal,
DeVita’s detractors,  many of

whom left the parish after his |

past surfaced, are relieved.

Mary Lou Fahrberger, whose
son refused to continue with
confirmation . classes  after
learning of DeVita’s abuse, said
the priest’s removal stopped
short of justice but. would let
peace return to the parish, ~

“All those faithful parishion-
ers who are crying over him,”
she said. “I'd like to ask them if
they would send their son or
their daughter with him on va-
cation.”

Daniel Lotten, whio was 16
when his friendship with DeVi-
ta “crossed the line,” as the
priest has put it, and who later
received a $50,000 settlement
from the church, declined to dis-
cuss the departure.

“The whole situation just
brought so much pain to my

family,” said Lotten, who had |

worked with DeVita in'Kings

Park, N.Y., and now lives in Key

West.

DeVita is on admmlstratlve
leave, allowed to say mass only
for famuy and friends in the
chapel planned for the loft of a
home he bought 12 days ago.

“In the last six-weeks, I've
been praying to know God’s
will, and to have the strength to
.do it,” he said Sund after
'uass D u. -

" L.;/t?" 7 -[-02

CrCLrn.

if nothours,” he |
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August 2, 2002

Francis Cardinal
Archdiocese of Chi
Pastoral Center
155 E Superior | ¢
Chicago, IL 6061

s i« RO 1
|
i

AUG 1 2 2002 §
i

OFFICE Ur THE
ARCH Lri0P

Your Eminence,

This letter is being written to you on behalf of our dear friend, Rev. Peter Bowman. The disclosure on him
was brought to our attention on Memorial Day, May 27th. My husband and I were deeply saddened and
immediately wrote and expressed our love, concern and support to him. The respect we both have for Fr.
Bowman has never changed and if anything has brought us that muchi closer to him.

In 1971 we moved into St. Timothy Parish. It is there we met Fr. Bowman. He baptized both our boys.
How blessed we were to have this man as our priest. He became a spiritual mentor to so many as we
journeyed our way with the Lord. What he preached, he lived. He was an example for all of us to follow.
We loved his wit, his charm, his masterful homilies, and his depth as a human being. He was one of us and
we all loved him dearly. We moved to Glenview in 1981 and Fr. Bowman became pastor at St. James in
Arlington Heights. I never corresponded with him until January 5, 2002. As I sat in my kitchen praying
about a problem and what to do about it, his name came to mind. Perhaps he could help us. A friend from
St. Tim’s gave me his address. Had I known about his - 1 don’t think I would have bothered him. He
certainly had enough to deal with. But since I didn’t the letter was mailed.. As I look back, I am so glad
that I did.

_ You are left totally helpdess in reaching out to others. You lack the

physical strength to do the normal everyday tasks and are lucky if you can do the just the bare minimum.
That was not the case with Fr. Bowman. Upon receiving my letter he immediately started working on my
request.

My son,- was getting married on February 2, 2002. He was marrying a wonderful girl named-who
was also Catholic. She had been married before in the Catholic Church. We were all praying that her
annulment would come through before February 2nd. Everything had been approved and it was npw a time .
of waiting. Then in late December they were informed of another heartbreaking setback (3 more weeks
were added on along with the paperwork. This was to see if anyone would contest the annulment. Time
was running out and so was their patience. They were both so angry and frustrated with our church and its
rules. We could hear the cynicism in their comments and could see how they were distancing themselves
from the church. Both my husband and I were very worried. As I wrote Fr. Bowman, they were meeting
with a minister who would marry them.

On Sunday, January 27th, my husband and I along with_had a scheduled appointment with
Fr. Bowman. Upon seeing him he told us that the annulment had gone through. We were elated! [
andjJithen asked Fr. Bowman if he would marry them at the Alice Millar Chapel in Evanston, IL. His
answer was an emphatic NO. This location was not a Catholic Church and furthermore he wouldn’t even
come to witness it. Instead Fr. Bowman blessed them in the Sacrameftt of Matrimony at 7:30 AM Saturday
morning on Feb. 2, 2002 at St. Teresa’s Church. Our prayers had been answered. Fr. Bowman’s example
of goodness and kindness has left a lasting impression on this young couple. He went to bat for them and
they knew it.

As parents we can’t begin to express our appreciation to him for making this happen, especially when he
was going through such difficult times in his own personal life. He put his own needs on the back burner
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and reached out to help us. This is our Fr. Bowman and what he’s all about. To our dying breath we will
never forget this or the circumstances he had to work under to make this happen.

We thank you for taking the time to read this rather lengthy letter. It was very important to us in our
healing process to express in words the feelings we hold in our heart. The Church wants its members to
remain loyal and faithful. Qur young people like _were struggling with the Church. Because
Fr. Bowman reached out and touched them they regained their belief in the Church. Because of Fr.
Bowman, their faith in God and His Church were not shaken. And all because Fr. Bowman took the time

and went that extra mile. Fs ;9) //w e J v/ 7Y, 4 /L eviens ) ‘ZZ( g
dant , zm) indl Hpner K Al % o

A g 4447 ,/L&d/g’7 ‘/@/w </

Sincerely,

% g 4 WW G lnalD B U DL Ljdfcl:c,dy/” ., /Z.yaé,/

This letter is written in response to the article “Banished priest puts faith in comeback” by Jodi Wilgoren,
New York Times News Service. I felt her article was well written because it was not only candid but also
sensitive to the issue at hand. I do take offense at a statement made by Mary Lou Fahrberger in this same
article. I quote, “All those faithful parishioners who are crying over him,” she said. “I'd like to ask them if
they would send their son or their daughter with him on vacation.” My answer to her question is, “Yes I
would.” Saying “yes” would also preclude knowledge of this person and the length of time I"ve known
him. As parents we have all done investigation of where our kids are, whom they hang out with and what
they’re up to. [ am also proud to say that I too have shed tears over a friend of mine who was indicted.
Situations with clerical abuse have touched us all differently. I respect Mary Lou’ opinion but in return ask
her to do likewise. All of us are suffering because of the crisis in the church. We all need to be more
forgiving and less judgmental. We all need to pray for our church, the priests and victims and also for each
other. Let’s leave the outcome of this to the proper authorities who have been appointed by the church to
handle all such cases.

neodde 4 X eppred) in fpaper U
Hescrls” )] g Aeart

%»&'VWW%%M/M
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IMPORTANT NOTICE

You have a right to report accusations of child abuse to the Illinois
Department of Children and Family Services. (The Department of Children and
Family Services “hotline” telephone number is 1-800-252-2873). You also have a
right to report such accusations to the State’s Attorney’s Office or other law
enforcement agencies. (The Cook County State’s Attorney’s telephone number is
312-603-5440 (direct); the Lake County State’s Attorney’s telephone number is
847-377-3000 (main #) or 847-360-6644 (direct). If you have any questions as to
how to make such a report you may refer those questions to the Department of
Children and Family Services or the State’s Attorney’s Office.

¢ ok ook ok o ok ok o ok ok ok ok ok ok %k

I have read and understood the above notice. A representative of the
Archdiocese has given me a copy of the Department of Children and Family
Services brochure describing the child abuse reporting laws. The representative of
the Archdiocese whose name appears below has not discouraged me in any way
from reporting to the authorities.

(Date) (Signature)

(Print Name)

I presented a copy of this “Important Notice” and a copy of the Department
of Children and Family Services brochure describing the child abuse reporting
laws to the person whose printed name and signature appears above, on the date
indicated in this document.

dlis|iz %@WL&C@W)W} s

(Date) ' (Signature) '

W"\ 'VW’/C(/MS l//&é’\ g

(Print Name) Y
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Aug-18-02 09:00A St. Teresa of Avila _ P.O1
TD F}l j* /{mZDQO&)éxvf "!ICA?. Fog‘?ﬁ_xgé-r;

Jim - This is a letter that we are planning on sending to our parishioners. Mary
McDonough has looked it over and made some changes. Any issues with this

please call me at :_ I will be at this number until Friday noon.

Hope you are well. Hope you get some rest! My regards to Tom T.

Peace, John %D‘Q”*/

The past six months have been a terrible time for us in our church- here at St.
Teresa of Avila and throughout this country. The awful truth of children being sexually
abused by ordained and religious has ripped through our faith community(s), only made
worse by cover-ups and denials by some of those in authority in the church. After an
endless barrage of publicity and more revelations of abuse, an unsettling silence seems to
have come over us. '

The sexual abuse of pre and post pubescent children is a hideous crime and those
who have done this must accept the consequences of their behavior. Qur church must do
everything in our power to help those abused, hoping the victims becomes survivors.

We are forming a response team, hoping to enable those abused who come
torward to report this crime to public and church authorities and learning of resources for
possible help for them. In the mean time, and any time, we hope you are able to come to
us to address this. :

Anyone who has been abused must be cared for and about. Those who have done
this abuse must be held accountable and accept the consequences of their behavior,
ordained or not. We are having a healing service for those affected in any way by this or
any abuse. It will be held on Wednesday evening, Aug 28.

Our own struggle here has been focused on our Fr. Peter, removed because of an
allegation of sexual abuse of a minor 45 years ago. The Archdiocesan Fitness Review
Board found reasons to suspect that abuse had occurred, although Fr. Peter does not
remember it. Perhaps more painful than anything is the uncertainty, and our own
inability to help make it more clear. We are called to trust in the procedures that are
being used now, in the case of Fr. Peter and in relation to the decision of the Bishops in
Dallas, being reviewed by the Vatican. This is a very difficult time, waiting for a
definitive answer, hoping for clarity.

But what we have done, we can and must, continue to do — to pray for all of those
who have been abused, for those who have abused, and for the leaders of our church.
May those abused begin to find courage to confront the abuser, find healing in their lives.
and one day be able to forgive those who have abused them, or ignored or rejected them.
May those who have abused recognize their sin and sickness accept the consequences and
hopefully find a compassionate church which challenges and forgives and aids them in a
healing process. May those who have abused the exercise of power in our church accept
appropriate consequences, open themselves to the understanding and wisdom of others,
and lead with humility and compassion. May we, sisters and brothers of the abused, the
abuser and the leader, know our own sins, embrace the Gospel of compassion and justice
and pray for God’s healing power n all our lives.

Voot ,
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Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract replaces a memorandum prepared by Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness
Review Administrator for the Archdiocese of Chicago’s Office of Professional Fitness
Review, to file, dated August 19, 2002, summarizing Victim LN’s allegations of abuse
against Fr. Peter Bowman. According to the statement, the alleged abuse occurred at Our
Lady of Victory parish in 1966 and included kissing and, in some instances, genital
fondling. Victim LN estimated 5 or 6 incidents of alleged abuse. Bowman also allegedly
abused Victim LN during an out of state trip, during which the two shared a hotel room.
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Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, Illinois 60611

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, llinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205

Fax: (312) 751-5279

MEMORANDUM
To Review Board Members
From: Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Board@
Administrator
Re: -fBowman, pP.
Date: August 22, 2002

On August 19, 2002, Fr. Kaczorowski and 1 were to meet with Peter Bowman in order to
inform him of the allegations of sexual misconduct brought against him by

At the scheduled 10:00 am meeting, attorney Frank M. Bonifacic, Fr.
Kaczorowski and myself were present. Mr. Bonifacic stated that he had advised his
client Peter Bowman against being present for the scheduled meeting. After speaking via
phone with Fr. Paprocki, it was agreed upon that the allegations would be presented to
Peter Bowman via phone in the presence of Mr. Bonifacic, Fr. Kaczorowski and myself.
Fr. Kaczorowski requested that Mr. Bonifacic schedule another appointment with the
Vicar for Priests so that Peter Bowman may respond to the allegations if he so chooses.

Peter Bowman was contacted via phone and Mr. Bonifacic instructed his client to remain
silent and not respond to the allegations as they were read. After the mentioned meeting,
I realized that I had inadvertently omitted one part of the allegation. I then contacted Mr.
Bonifacic via phone and requested to read Peter Bowman the remainder of the allegation
via a three-way phone call. Mr. Bonifacic agreed. He was able to again contact Peter
Bowman, where I was able to read the remainder of the allegation.

Ce: Rev. James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Members of PCAC
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review A Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

August 27, 2002

Rev. R. Peter Bowman
Dear Father Bowman,

Please be advised that the Review Board conducted a First Stage Review on May 18, 2002
pursuant to Article §1104.8 of the Review Process For Continuation of Ministry. In the matter of

-rchbishop George has accepted the Board’s determination that you be withdrawn

from ministry.

If you have any questions regarding the determination, please contact me at your convenience
at 312-751-5205.

Sincergly,

Leah McCluskey
Interim, Professional Fitness Review A

Cc:  Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
John O’Malley, Legal Services
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET

CHIC ILLINOIS 60602

September 13, 2002

Ms. Leah McClusky
Archdiocese of Chicago
676 North St. Clair
Suite 1910

Chicago, Illinois 60611

Re: Rev. R. Peter Bowman
My file no. 02006

Dear Ms. McClusky:

E-MAIL fbonifacic@aol.corﬁ

As you are aware from our meeting on August 19, 2002, I represent Fr. Peter Bowman. With

respect to the allegations made by ,as reported by you at that meeting,

I have advised Fr.

Bowman that he is not to discuss these matters with anyone other than his attorney. The nature of
these allegations, potentially, carry such grave consequences that, as his attorney, I cannot

properly counsel him otherwise.

I want you to understand that Fr. Bowman categorically denies any alle ations, charges,

suggestions or insinuations of wrong-doing or improper conduct with

at any time.

I assume you will make this denial known to the Review Board when you inform them of these
allegations. In fact, I would appreciate if you provided them with a copy of this letter. I hope that
they understand and take into account that no one, facing allegations such as these, would be

allowed to respond in any fashion other than this written response

by his attorney. The process of

the Diocese would seem quite unfair if it counsels a priest to seek legal counsel and then
penalizes him for following the advice given, particularly in these times of media induced lynch-

mob mentality.

AOC 007365



N
-3

Fr. Bowman intends to request a full hearing on any charges against him, when the climate pf
al modifications insure dye process and a fair hearing.

e

"rank M. Bonifacie™

cc Fr. James Kaczorotyski
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

Chicago, Illinois 60611
(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279
MEMORANDUM
To Review Board Members
From: Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrat@
Re: |PFR-77 | Rev. Peter Bowman (Retired) in an Allegation made by -
Date: September 16, 2002

The PFRA received a letter dated September 13, 2002 from attorney Frank M. Bonifacic
reiardini Peter Bowman’s response to allegations of sexual misconduct made by

Both PFRA and Fr. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests, have been in contact with Mr. Bonifacic
offering his client Peter Bowman an opportunity to respond to the allegations presented to him
via phone on August 19, 2002. In the mentioned letter, Mr. Bonifacic states, “I have advised Fr.
Bowman that he is not to discuss these matters [allegations of sexual misconduct] with anyone
other than his attorney.” Further, Mr. Bonifacic writes, “I want you to understand that Fr.

Bowman categorically denies any allegations, charges, suggestions or insinuations of wrong-
doing or improper conduct withﬁt any time.”

Mr. Bonifacic requested that this information be presented to the Review Board, as well as that
all members be presented with a copy of the mentioned letter.

Cc:  Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Victim Assistance Ministry
John O’Malley, Legal Services
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review < 7 Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 y Chicago, INinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board
Saturday, October 5, 2002

MINUTES

Members absent:

Non-members present.

Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA]

1 Approval of Minutes — September 21, 2002
. Case Reviews

First Stage Reviews

A In the Matter of Rev. R. Peter Bowman (Retired) — PFR-77

The Review Board conducted a First Stage Review regarding the allegation of
against Rev. R. Peter Bowman. The claim is as follows:

I 22 cs kissing, fondling, overnight trip

In light o the information presented, the Review Board determined that there is
reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.

The Board recommends that Rev. R. Peter Bowman be immediately withdrawn from
ministry (or that his withdrawal from ministry continue) and that restrictions and
monitoring be imposed in accord with Archdiocesan policies and procedures.

The Board further recommends: unanimous 6-0; Review Board welcomes any

additional information from Fr. Peter Bowman and/or counsel, in forms of
assessments (existing) or addressing Review Board.
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MINUTES
October 5, 2002
Page 2

B.  Inthe Matter of |

C.
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MINUTES
October 5, 2002
Page 3

e e Materof [
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Cc:

MINUTES
October 5, 2002

. Page 4
Second Stage Reviews

F. In the Matter of Rev. R. Peter Bowman (Retired) — PFR-77

The Review Board conducted a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of

The Board recommends: unanimous 6-0 to postpone Second Stage Review to October
19, 2002; requested that Professional Fitness Review Administrator contact Fr. Peter
Bowman’s attorney to request any additional information regarding

allegation.

G Inthe Materof NN

Next regularly scheduled meeting is October 19, 2002 at 10:00 a.m.

Members of the Review Board

Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to Review Board
Rev. Thomas Tivy, Vicar for Priests

Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO
AN

Office of Professional Fitness Review . L Post Office Box 1979

676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, Illinois 60611

II.

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board

Saturday, October 5, 2002
10:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m.

AGENDA

Approval of Minutes — September 21, 2002

Case Reviews
First Stage Reviews

A.

In the Matter of Rev. R. Peter Bowman (Retired) — PFR-77
e Allegation made by

In the Matter of
®

In the Matter of

. In the Matter of

In the Matter of

Second Stage Reviews

A. Inthe Matter of Rev. R. Peter Bowman (Retired) — PFR-77

B.

» Allegation made by_

In the Matter of

Regularly Scheduled Meeting — Saturday, October 19, 2002
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Professional Fitness Review Board
676 North St. Clair — Suite 1910
Chicago, IL 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279
totline: 1-800-994-6200

'RECORD OF CASE DISPOSITION

The Professional Fitness Review Board met on / (D) f/ b2 to conduct a
(enter date: month/day/year)

ond Stage Review [ Supplementary Review O Status Report

(check one:) [] First Stage Review

regarding the allegation of

against /<‘\/. : ouwnia v (M # 177

(enter name of accused priest or deacon)
(check one:) £¥a priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago 0 a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago

[ an extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of

(enter name of [Archjdiocese)
O a religious priest or deacon of

(enter name of religious community)
[J a resigned priest or deacon of

(enter name of diocese or religious communtty)
0 a deceased priest or deacon of

(enter name of diocese or refigious communtty)

which claims as follows:

(enter brief description of the alleged misconduct or inappropriate behavior)

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that

(check one:) (] there is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.
0 there is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.
[ there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause.

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recommends that

(check one:) [ the priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from
ministry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with
Archdiocesan policies and procedures.
O] no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except
to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct.

The Board further recommends: _AWY Y IMM NS -0 to VUS{’DGVL(
Lol ehpoe. fp l0)el Vegunected Hoad PEeA conlot
' Omy 10 V(@Wd" avun__pdditrionad infD.
ndhcophor - ’

/sS4 S@%/— Nobovrablo Doae
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Ledn

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO
B

v Board S A (312) 751-5205
1910 i Fax: (312) 751-5279
v Hotline: 1-800-994-6200

RECORD OF CASE DISPOSITION

~ The Professional Fitness Review Board met on /o-3- 02 to conducta
(enter date: month/day/year)

(] Second Stage Review [ Supplementary Review (I Status Report

(check one:) (@4 priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago [J a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago

(check one:) EXFirst Stage Review

regarding the allegation of

against / ?-e U ?? .

(enter name of accused priest or deacon)

O an extem priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of

(enter name of [Arch]diocese}
[ a religious priest or deacon of

(enter name of religious community)

(] a resigned priest or deacon of

(enter name of diocese or religious community)

0 a deceased priest or deacon of

(enter name of diocese or refigious community)

which claims as follows: (/\U\A’N ¢ lnessna fv I/\O{/{/VVW\ 0 \/WV\/];/SJM (/

ented Brief description of the alleged miycdnduct or inappropriate behaybf)
jk V1P _

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that

(check one:) #were is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.
there is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.
(] there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause.

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recommends that

(check one:) \@we priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from
ministry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with
Archdiocesan policies and procedures.
[ no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except
to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct.

The Board further recommends: (WMM(XS -0 ’i RH VV«O(WVVL(Q
wvn, addihgrad _ufo. b PE gl [or il
o e of desccammente Leciching) ol Md/l/xccdmj
R

b
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LAW OFFICES OF
FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602

Fax _ _ Email fbonifacici@aol.com

FAX COVER LETTER

DATE: 10/07/2002

TO: Ms. Leah McClusky

cax_ [

FROM: EFRANK M. BONIFACIC

RE: Rev. R.. Peter Bowman

PAGESONCLUDING COVER):_3

1L

COMMENTS: Enclosed is letter regarding the voice mail of this morning. - U/fﬂ/y(
Very Truly Yours, p ‘J_/ij

Frank M. Bonifacic {7{7

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED N THIS FACSIMILE MESSAGE IS ATTORNEY PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATION INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY NAMED ABOVE. [F THE
READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE
TO DELIVER IT TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION,
DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

IF YOU DO NOT RECEIVE THE NUMBER OF PAGES SPECIFIED. PLEASE CALL (312) 673-8870 AS SOON AS
POSSIBLE.

FACSIMILE OPERATOR FRANK M. BONIFACIC
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850
- 111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINQIS 60602

FAX _ E-MAIL fbonfacic@aol.com

October 7, 2002

Ms. Leah McClusky
Archdiocese of Chicago
676 North St. Clair
Suite 1910

Chicago, Illinois 60611

Re: R. Peter Bowman
My file no. 02006

Dear Ms. McClusky:

As you are aware from our meeting of August 19, 2002 and my previous correspondence, I
represent Fr. Peter Bowman.

Therefore, 1 was shocked to hear the voice mail you left me on Saturday when I arrived in my
office at 8:30 this morning. You stated that you convened a meeting of the Review Board on
Saturday, October 5, 2002 and that you made a presentation regarding the allegations of
You also stated that there was a second stage review regarding the allegations o

After I heard your message, I telephoned Fr. Kaczorowski, the clerical representative for Peter
Bowman. He said that he too was unaware that these proceedings occurred as he also was not
notified. Therefore, Fr. Bowman was not represented at either of these hearings on Saturday,
October 5,2002.

We do want to make a presentation in Fr. Bowman’s defense in regard these allegations; and I
informed your predecessor, Ms. Kathy Leggdas, Fr. Kaczorowski and you by my letter of
September 13, 2002.

Therefore, I strenuously object to any findings or conclusions made by the Board of Review on
October 5, 2002. And , request that their actions be vacated. The bare minimum of due process
requires at least a timely notification of any hearing that will affect the professional standing and
life work of a priest. That was not done here!
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I would like the opportunity to address the Board myself as soon as possible to advise them of the
nature of Fr. Bowman's case and to work out a timetable for a full presentation of his defense.
please advise me of what other steps I can take to vacate at least the second stage review of the
- case, and set a hearing for the second stage review of both cases.
_Nery truly yours, )
T o6

/

cc: Fr. Kaczorowski
John O*Malley
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SulTE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 60602

FAX _ _ E-MAIL fbcnifacicié@acl.corm

October 15,2002

Ms. Leah McClusky

Archdiocese of Chicago

676 North St. Clair FAX: 312/ 751-5279
Suite 1910

Chicago, [llinots 60611

Re: Rev. R. Peter Bowman
My file no. 02006

Dear Ms. McClusky:

This will confirm that I am scheduled to speak to the Review Board on October 19,2002 and have
been allotted the 11:00-11:30 siot.

In that regard, may | please have a copy of the written allegations which were presented to the
Board at the last meeting. These would be the allegations of - My only information regarding
these allegations consists of the information you conveyed to me orally at our first meeting.

You may fax the written material to me at the above number as [ would like to see jt as soon as
p0351b1e

e ( ;
‘ Vexyitrtﬁyyourq / /

TN

J
M Bonifacic /(

AOC 007378



~ ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGCO

Office of Professional Fitness Review & Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 ; Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

October 16, 2002

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L
Archbishop of Chicago

155 E. Superior Street

Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Cardinal George,

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on October 5,
2002.The Board fully considered all oral and written reports in the matter of Rev. R. Peter
Bowman (Retired) in the allegation made by * A Second Stage Review was
conducted pursuant to Article §1104.10 of the Review Process for Continuation of Ministry.

The Review Board unanimously (6-0) recommends the following: to postpone Second
Stage Review to October 19, 2002, requested that Professional Fitness Review Administrator
contact Fr. Peter Bowman’s attorney to request any additional information regarding]

- allegation.

If you have any questions, please contact me at your convenience.

Sincgrely,
(Dol /
Leah McCluskey <SL [ r’
Interim, Professional Fitness Review inistrator - i —
/“\ " MJ/
LM:In W P
p ‘-§ \(ﬂ ,\fv‘
. - . (:A i
cc:  Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board 3/1 VoL
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests ‘i\ %,3 )
Rev. Pat Lagges, Judicial Vicar i s
NV

Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister
John O’Malley, Director of Legal Services

A:/George Notification Letter
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

FRANK M. BONIFACIC
suUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602

FAX _ _ £-MalL fbonifacic@aol.com

October 16, 2002

Ms. Leah McClusky

Archdiocese of Chicago

676 North St. Clair FAX: 312/ 751-5279
Suite 1910

Chicago, Illinois 60611

Re: Rev. R. Peter Bowman
My file no. 02006

Dear Ms. Mc Clusky:

With reference to our conversation regarding the prohibition against the removal of any
documems from your file, please be advised of the following.

I would like the opportunity to review your entire file onF. This would include:
1. any and all correspondence to or ﬁom.(suc as letter he purportedly wrote) or any
correspondence from any source concerning -or his allegations;

7. notes of any interviews (telephone or face to face) with [l or with any other
individuals relating to said allegations (your notes and /or notes from any other
individual contained in your file;

3. any other documents relating to these allegations from any source whatsoever.

4.any correspondence and or communication from an attorney relating to or any
information from an attorney or ﬁ'om.written or verbal) tha s represented
by an attorney.

Please advise if this file would be available for inspection on Thursday, October 17, or Friday,
October 18,2002 as I will be before the Board on Saturday October 19".

Thank your for your cooperation.

M. Bonifacic. -7

C.

AOC 007380
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LAW OFFICES OF
FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON
CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 60602

F- : Email fbonifacici@aol.com

FAX COVER LETTER
DATE: 10/16/2002
/ N
TO: Leah McClusky / t
Ry
FAX: 312/751-5279
FROM: FRANK M. BONIFACIC

RE: Rev. R. Peter Bowman

PAGES(NCLUDING COVER):__2

COMMENTS: Enclosed is letter regarding our conversation regarding your file.

Very Truly Yours,

Frank M. Bonifacic

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS FACSIMILE MESSAGE IS ATTORNEY PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATION INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY NAMED ABOVE. IF THE
READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE
TO DELIVER IT TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION,
DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

TF YOU DO NOT RECEIVE THE NUMBER OF PAGES SPECIFIED, PLEASE CALL (312) 673-8870 AS SOON AS
POSSIBLE.

FACSIMILE OPERATOR FRANK M. BONIFACIC

AOC 007381



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review n Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 "‘ Chicago, Nllinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 60611 % Y

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Memorandum
To: File -PFR-77
P
From: Laura A. Neri-Palomino, Administrative Assistant
Re: Rev. R. Peter Bowman (Retired)
Date: October 16, 2002

M

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on October 5,
2002:

The Review Board conducted a First Stage Review regarding the allegation of
against Rev. R. Peter Bowman. The claim is as follows: ||| ! cccs kissing, fondling,

overnigtt tip [N

In light o the information presented, the Review Board determined that there is reasonable cause to
suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.

The Board recommends that Rev. R. Peter Bowman be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that
his withdrawal from ministry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with
Archdiocesan policies and procedures.

The Board further recommends: unanimous 6-0; Review Board welcomes any additional information

from Fr. Peter Bowman and/or counsel, in forms of assessments (existing) or addressing Review -
Board.

AOC 007382



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fimess Review Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Memorandum
To: File -PFR-77
From: Laura A. Neri-Palomino, deinistrative Assistant
Re: Rev. R. Peter Bowman
Date: October 17,2002

_’_____—_________————————_—_————_’__.___——__—__

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on October 5,
2002:

The Review Board conducted a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of _
The Board recommends: unanimous 6-0 to postpone Second Stage Review to October 19, 2002;

requested that Professional Fitness Review Administrator contact Fr. Peter Bowman's attorney to
request any additional information regardind NN 2!!egation.

AOC 007383
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review 2 Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

October 18,2002

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I.
Archbishop of Chicago

155 E. Superior Street

Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Cardinal George,

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on October 5, 2002.
The Board fully considered all oral and written reports in the matter of Rev. R. Peter Bowman
(Retired) in the allegation made by 'ﬂﬂ First Stage Review was conducted
pursuant to Article §1104.08 of the Review Process for ontinuation of Ministry.

The Board determined that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Rev. R. Peter
Bowman engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor. According to Article §1104.9, Fr. R. Peter
Bowman is to be relieved of any ecclesiastical ministry or function.

The Board unanimously (6-0) recommends that they would appreciate any additional
information from Fr. Peter Bowman and/or counsel, in forms of assessments (existing) or

addressing Review Board.

If you have any questions, please contact me at your convenience.

Sincerely, | | Cé{”
Mielpuctr y o1 A

Leah McCluskey T 0
Interim, Professional Fitness Re ‘Administrator J(/"" , 41 -
. o
50

LM:Inp

:)/3 /
cc: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board [ ,7&' . Y
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Rev. Pat Lagges, Judicial Vicar
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister
John O’Malley, Director of Legal Services

A:/George Notification Letter
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, Lllinois 60611

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, [llinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board
Saturday, October 19, 2002 - 10:00 a.m. — 2:00 p.m.

AGENDA
L Approval of Minutes — October 5, 2002

. Case Reviews

First Stage Reviews
A. In the Matter o

B. In the Matter of

C. In the Mattero

Second Stage Reviews

A. In the Mattero
[ ]

B. Inthe Matter of

C. In the Matter of

D. In the Matter of

1. Other Matters
Second Stage Review
In the Matter of Rev. R. Peter Bowman (Retired) - PFR-77

o Allegation made by: and _

**Rev. R. Peter Bowman and his lawyer, Mr. Frank M. Bonifacic will be allowed
to present information to Review Board from 11:00 to 11:30 a.m.

Next Regularly Scheduled Meeting — Saturday, November 16, 2002

AOC 007385



Re: Allegations of Sexual Misconduct
With a Minor Against
Rev. R. Peter Bowman

File - PFR-77
Petition to Postpone

On behalf of Father R. Peter Bowman, I respectfully request the Review Board postpone
any further proceeding in this case for the following reasons:

1. The allegations o- potentially involve at least three areas of law: Canonical, criminal,
and civil damages . The impact of the proceedings or actions taken before this Board in defense
of Father Bowman is unclear at this time in connection with each of those other areas of law.
Without proper consideration actions taken by Father Bowman here could inure to his detriment
in those areas or harm the position of the Archdiocese in any money damage lawsuits that might
be instituted. Furthermore, only yesterday, Friday, October 18, 2002 the Vatican apparently
published written comments questioning the validity of the procedures that this Board followed
and the American Bishops instituted in June of this year in Dallas. As an attorney for Father
Bowman, I cannot advise him as to what actions to take regarding this Board’s jurisdiction, or
how to mount a defense to the charges until the I have had an opportunity to study the Dallas
document, this Boards compliance with those procedures, and above all the Vatican’s
pronouncements.

2. No harm can come about by a delay of these proceedings for at least another 120 days. Father
Bowman is abiding by the restrictions imposed on him in May of this year by the Cardinal. He has
been removed from the parish where he was serving and is not acting in any priestly or public
function for the Church. He is residing out of state with his sister in semi-retirement, is

d is reporting to a supervising Priest.

¢ has no contac oung people or parish activities.

3. The interplay between the procedures of this Board, acting under the auspices of the
Archdiocese, and Canonical law, which contains a Statute of Limitations (long since expired in the
instant cases- 48 & 36 years - and other due process protection for the accused priest, is quite
unclear, at this time.

4. The investigation into these two allegations has been hampered by the unclear rules of
procedure and the immense publicity accompanying charges since May of this year.

No opportunity to cross-examine or simply interview the complainants has been made available.
And, the full statement ot- has not been reviewed and the fact that there was a letter written
by-was just revealed to me in the last week. That was never disclosed to Father Bowman

AOC 007386



or me, even though the Professional Review Administrator has known since late May that I am
representing Father Bowman and that I should be notified of all information regarding these
allegations or his status or the activities of this Board regarding his status. Apparently this Board
was convened to undertake some kind of action regarding Father Bowman two weeks ago.
Neither I nor Father Bowman received notice and Father Kaczarowski , who is appointed to
assist Father Bowman, was not notified, either. So we had no opportunity to make any type of
presentation at that time on his behalf. I do wish to clarify that I had indicated to Ms. McClusky
that T would probably not appear, but basic due process dictates that I still be notified.

5. Once the procedures of the Church are clarified and the question of the applicability of the
correct statute of limitations is addressed, ‘and we have clarification as to the status of the alleged
complaints in other legal forums, I would like to make a presentation before this Board on behalf
of Father Bowman. And he would like to testify before you.

Therefor I respectfully request that you grant Father Bowman’s Petition to set aside and
postpone any further proceedings on these matters until some time after February 17, 2003 or to
some reasonable time after the Holy See and the American Bishops clarify the rules.

ResRégtﬁlHy Submitte

/ W —~
y —
(Frahk M. Bonifacic

Frank M. Bonifacic

Attorney for Rev. R. Peter Bowman
111 West Washington Street

Suite 1850

Chicaio, Tllinois 60602

AOC 007387



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop 155 E. Superior St.

Chicago, Illinois 60611

November 7, 2002

Ms. Leah McCluskey

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair St.

Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Ms. McCluskey,

I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note in response to your letter
of October 16, 2002, regarding the matter of Reverend R. Peter Bowman and the allegation
made by || G following the Second Stage Review conducted by the Review Board
on October 5, 2002.

In light of the Board’s consideration of the reports received in this matter, I accept the
Board’s determination to postpone the Second Stage hearing and its direction to the Fitness
Review Administrator to contact Fr. Bowman’s attorney about the allegation.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely yours in Christ,

o (I e

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L

) 7 Archbishop of Chicago

Ecclesiastical Notary

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial Vicar/V icar for Canonical Services
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services
Ms. Laura Neri, Office of Professional Fitness Review

AOC 007388



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop 155 E. Superior St.

Chicago, Illinois 60611

November 7, 2002

Ms. Leah McCluskey

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair St.

Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Ms. McCluskey,
I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note in response to your letter

of October 18, 2002, regarding the matter of Reverend R_Peter Bowman, a retired priest of the
Archdiocese of Chicago, and the allegation made by following the First

Stage Review conducted by the Review Board on October 5, 2002.

In light of the Board’s consideration of the reports received in this matter, I accept the
Board’s determination that there is reasonable cause to suspect Father Bowman engaged in
sexual misconduct with a minor. Father Bowman has already been withdrawn from ministry.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely yours in Christ,

?MCWQ‘:@

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L

' Archbishop of Chicago

Ecclesiastical Notary

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial Vicar/Vicar for Canonical Services
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services
Ms. Laura Neri, Office of Professional Fitness Review

AOC 007389



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGU

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, Illinois 60611

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

November 12, 2002

Rev. R. Peter Bowman

Dear Father Bowman,

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board conducted a Second Stage
Review on October 5, 2002 pursuant to Article §1 104.10 of the Review Process for Continuation
of Ministry.

In light of the Board’s consideration of the reports received in this matter, Cardinal
George accepts the Board’s determination to postpone the Second Stage hearing in the matter of
to no later than December 21,2002.

If at any time you would like to submit additional information regarding this matter to
this office, please contact me. Also, please know Rev. James Kaczorowski continues to be
available to you. You can reach him at (312) 642-1837.

Sincerely,

Interim, Professional Fitness Rejy dministrator

Léah McCluskey &

cc:  Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar
Mr. Frank M. Bonifacic, Attorney

A:/Accused Notification Letter

AOC 007390



, RCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGL

Office of Professional Fitness Review ' 0 Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 R Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

November 12, 2002

oeer v SR

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board conducted a Second Stage
Review on October 5, 2002 pursuant to Article §1104.10 of the Review Process for Continuation
of Ministry.

In light of the Board’s consideration of the reports received in this matter, Cardinal
George accepts the Board’s determination to postpone the Second Stage hearing to no later than
December 21, 2002. '

If at any time you would like to submit additio nal information regarding this matter to
this office, please contact me. Also, please know that our Assistance Ministry Office continues
to be available to you. You can reach them at (312) 751-8267 or by e-mail at
assistmin@archdiocese-chgo.org

Leah McCluskey
Interim, Professional Fitness Revi

LM:Inp

cc: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister

A:fVictim Notification Letter
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGy
£

Office of Professional Fitness Review = Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 fostd Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

November 12, 2002

——

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board conducted a First Stage
Review on October 5, 2002 pursuant to Article §1104.08 of the Review Process for Continuation
of Ministry.

In light of the Board’s consideration of the reports received in this matter, I accept the
Board’s determination that there is reasonable cause to suspect Father Bowman engaged in
sexual misconduct with a minor. Father Bowman has already been withdrawn from ministry.

If at any time you would like to submit additional information regarding this matter to
this office, please contact me. Also, please know that our Assistance Ministry Office continues
to be available to you. You can reach them at (312) 751-8267 or by e-mail at
assistmin@archdiocese-chgo.org
Since_rgly, !
~F7) A g

” i ‘.’; # f: ] 1
! / /’i ] K 1'1 ‘ /
Leah McCluskey
Interim, Professional Fitness Revi

T

LM:Inp

cc: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister

A:/Victim Notification Letter
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGU
PN

Office of Professional Fitness Review ; e, Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 L Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

November 12, 2002

Rev. R. Peter Bowman

Dear Father Bowman,

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board conducted a First Stage
Review on October 5, 2002 pursuant to Article §1104.08 of the Review Process for Continuation
of Ministry.

In light of the Board’s consideration of the reports received in this matter, Cardinal
George accepts the Board’s determination that there is reasonable cause to suspect that you
engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor,

If at any time you would like to submit additional information regarding this matter to
this office, please contact me. Also, please know Rev. James Kaczorowski continues to be
available to you. You can reach him at (312) 642-1837.

Since,ﬁely,

4 / / fa N
A Yy IR
(/\./ t/’ tC(Z C’!li/_) LC/Q’/-‘

Leah McCluskey
Interim, Professional Fitness Re

cc: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar
Mr. Frank M. Bonifacic, Attorney

A:/Accused Notification Letter
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602

FAX _ E-MAIL fbonifacic@aol.com

November 19, 2002

Leah McCluskey
Office of Professional Fitness Review (-20-02 [P

676 North St. Clair Suite 1910
Chicago, Illinois 60611

Re: Rev. R. Peter Bowman:
Dear Ms. McCluskey:
I was surprised to receive your letter of November 12, 2002..

The last thing that I was aware of was that my October 19,2002 Petition for Postponement
and request to the Board to take no further action was still pending. The Board had informed
me that they would take my request under advisement and I would hear of their decision from
you. I have yet to hear from you. Was there a decision?

Your letter is disconcerting since I have asked to review the file and to see the exact charges
levied against Fr. Bowman by. I have not been granted that opportunity.

Finally, I wish to point out that the anemic investigation, the improper evidence, and the
misguided determination of “reasonable cause to suspect” by the Review Board is on a par
with finding that a rumor exists and has no weight or credence in Canon or civil law.

Pursuant to my previous request and statement to the Board, please accept this as a request
for a Second Stage Review of the -matter, if, after the Revised Norms are adopted, the

Review Board still has a relevant function to perform in this case.
'y

cc: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardina elegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar
Rev. R. Peter Bowman

AOC 007394



Professional Fitness Review Board
676 North St. Clair — Suite 1910
Chicago. IL 60611

21N T8 3705

Lethore writte~* %
e’Wl[UUM (LO
RECORD OF CASE DISPOSI’ %«v\ oy 1105

& ¥
A %bt?;% L.
The Professional Fitness Review Board met on 1202 . .- ﬁam"?“:’ wonuuct @
(enter dath: monftvdayl/year)

(check one:) ] First Stage Review econd Stage Review [ Supplementary Review [ Status Report

regarding the allegation of

against Celen Gronwian~

(enter name of accused priest or deacon)

9, (check one:) \@a priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago [ a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago

(] an extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of

(enter name of [Arch]diocese}
[ a religious priest or deacon of

(enter name of religious community)
[ a resigned priest or deacon of

(enter name of diocese or religious community)
O a deceased priest or deacon of

ter name of diocese or religious community)

which claims as follows: P\b ﬁ)l/‘d/(/(ﬁ( oNen” ors W ‘

(enter brief description of the a isconduct or inappropriate behavior)

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that

(check one:) \%@ere is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. .
there is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.
O there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause.

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recommends that

(check one:) \F@e priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from
ministry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with
A Archdiocesan policies and procedures.
(] no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except
to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct.

The Board further recommends: _ /A& watons  (9-0 0%/5407;\,
B vt Gt Strse Bavien (uommen doadron .

The B venthvms Hineur Avsk 6%&6@ Cosied) (elompmeraa1oe—
fﬁzl%?ilﬁv, ponwis—~< WIWWNL/WW,L VVM/M/S#V“{ sorts confpuens

vrcaaid L e SPrVianisndan A~ A
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LAW OFFICES OF P - _ﬁ -
FRANK M. BONIFACIC '
SUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602

Fax - _ Email fhonifacic@aol.com

FAX COVER LETTER
DATE: 12/04/2002
TO: Jimmy Lago Office of the Chancellor
FAX: __312/751-5381
FROM: FRANK M. BONIFACIC

RE:  Rev. R. Peter Bowman

PAGES(INCLUDING COVER). 2

COMMENTS: Enclosed is a letter requesting permission to view a filc relating to my client.
Very Truly Yours,

Frank M. Bonifacic

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS FACSIMILE MESSAGE 1S ATTORNEY PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATION INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY NAMED ABOVE. IF THE
READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE fNTENDED RECIPIENT, OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE
TO DELIVER IT TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT. YOU ARE HERERY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION,
DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION 1S STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

IF YOU DO NOT RECEIVE THE NUMBER OF PAGES SPECIFIED. PLEASE CALL (312) 673-8870 AS SOON AS
POSSIBLE.

FACSIMILE OPERATOR, FRANK M. BONIFACIC

AOC 007396



ATTORNEY AT LAW

p FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850

7C 111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602

December 4, 2002

Jimmy Lago

Office of the Chancellor

Archdiocese of Chicago BY FAX:312 /751-5381
155 East Superior Street and regular mail

Chicago, Illinois 60611
Re: R.ev. R. Peter Bowman;
Dear Mr. Lago:

As you may know, I represent Fr. Bowman in the matter of the allegations pending before the
Board of Review.

Afier several requests to Ms. McCluskey to view the file relating to the allegations of - I was
informed that I need your permission to see the file and that the request be made in writing. I hope
you will accept this fax as such a writing so that I may see the file as soon as possible.

Also, I have been told that I will not be allowed to photocopy the files but must copy them by
hand! Please advise as to whether I can bring a court reporter and dictate the material to her.

Please respond as soon as practible as there is a deadline in this matter that I was not informed
about for several weeks.

ya/t y yours,”
] ¥ /s
/S f )

M. Bonifacic

=6 200

e
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602

FAX_ _ E-MAIL fbonifacic@aol.com
TR W

December 6, 2002

Jimmy Lago

Office of the Chancellor

Archdiocese of Chicago BY FAX:312 /751-5381
155 East Superior Street and regular mail

Chicago, Illinois 60611

Re: Rev. R. Peter Bowman;

Dear Mr. Lago

May I please have a response to my request to review the file of] .against my client.

I have been told, on November 19,2002, that the matter is scheduled for the Board on December
21, 2002. 1 learned on November 19, 2002 even though my request for additional time was made
on October 19,2002. Ms. Mc Clusky neglected to convey the information to me.

Also, despite repeated requests to see the above material, 1 wasn’t informed until recently that a
written request had to be made to you.

When may 1 see this file. The procedure before the Board is skewed enough against the priests to
have to await permission to see matters pertaining to my client and then not be allowed to copy
them.

AOC 007398



Reverend R. Peter Bowman

f

{

i

|

| >
December 17, 2002 {

His Eminence

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L.

Archbishop of Chicago

P.O. Box 1979

Chicago, IL 60690

Re: allegations of .
your file: PFR-77

Your Eminence,

I learned that the Essential Norms received approval from Rome this week, affirming procedures
for investigating allegations of sexual abuse in accord with canon law. Since there is now more
clarity about procedure, I wish to address the allegation that.brought against me in a
telephone call to the Archdiocese this past April. He alleges one, single incident to have taken
place at some unspecified time, on some unidentified day, in some uncertain year, apparently
between 1953 and 1961.

I am now 73 years old. I have served the Church daily for 47 years, m six different parishes and
in the administration of the Archdiocese of Chicago. I have been in contact with thousands of
children, young people, and their parents. So my memory for events that allegedly transpired at
some unidentified time more than 40 years ago, is obviously affected by many thousands of
personal interactions of a busy priestly life and the passage of time. However, if 1 did what[lill
alleges, I would certainly remember, because it is so improper, grave, and contradictory to my
nature.

I can say unequivocally that I did not ever touch jillon the genitals with a sexual or lustful
intent or with any intent to satisfy sexual impulses. And, I deny that I ever consciously touched

- in any way, on any part of his body, with any intent, purpose, desire, lust, or motive for
sexual gratification, at any time. I can aiso say that 1 have never acted with any intent, purpose,
desire, lust, or motive for sexual gratification with any child, of either sex.

Although I did nothing improper or sinful, on any occasion with-there is no way I am able
now to address his allegations, with more particularity. A few circumstances, that lleges, I
do remember. However, i misinterprets these circumstances.

In addition, over the more than.years I have known-nd his family, he never gave me any
hint or suggestion that he was troubled by any improper activity on my part.
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Had. confronted me with his denunciation sooner I would have had an opportunity to
question his memory and explain innocent circumstances. But, since neither of us now know
what day or year he is referring to, I can not use my memory or documents to establish my
presence at another place or with other persons. And, now, I am deprived of the ability to
summon important witnesses that are deceased.

Msgr. James Doyle was Pastor at St. Denis, where .alleges this occurred. Msgr. Doyle could
have verified my whereabouts on any particular day, back then. He also could have testified as
to my reputation for truth and chastity and explained our procedures and assignments, placing
the circumstances alleged in the proper context. He died in 1985. Rev. Joseph Doyle, an
Associate, who served with me at St. Denis at that time, could also have so testified. He died in
1987. In addition, death has claimed more than 30 other persons of stature in our community
who had irreplaceable knowledge about my character, habits, and reputation for veracity.

By concealing this allegation for more than 40 years,-has also preciuded a full investigation
of his memory. The passage of time, the input of other traumatic events in a lifetime, and
sensational reports of improper conduct by other clerics, in the media, almost daily during the
last year, makes a careful, objective, thorough examination of his story difficult, if not
impossible. Furthermore, unquestioning, confirmatory affirmation of his allegation, by authority
figures in the Church, who failed to conduct an objective, diligent examination of the many
possible influences on this 40 year old allegation, lessens the ability to effectively investigate
this alleged memory, now.

In addition, at no time did I say, indicate, imply, hint, or admit that I ever touched- genitals
or any other part of his body with sexual intent or an intent of sexual gratification. In fact, Ms.
Leggdas reports that I denied this accusation, when I was confronted with this charge, "But he
disputes where this might have happened... and denies any genital touching.” (Leggdas
Memorandum 4-20-02).

However, rumors to the contrary have apparently circulated. This may be because in another
report, Ms. Leggdas makes the ambiguous statement that, "he (PB) could accept the allegation
of hugging and that the other could have happened but he had no recollection.” (Leggdas
Memorandum 4-19-02)

This is an inaccurate quote, if it is meant to attribute these words, in this sequence, to me. It
takes out of context and distorts what I said and what I meant. I did acknowledge hugging this
young man, because that has been my way of greeting friends for the many years of my
ministry. And, I did not ever tell her that " the other could have happened” in any context that
could give rise to an implication that I was admitting allegation of sexual misconduct.
Some place, during the telephone conversation with Ms. Leggdas, when I was suddenly
confronted with this accusation, for the first time in April of this year, I probably did say that I
had no recollection of such an event. But that phrase was in a context indicating that this alleged
event never happened. And inclusion of the pronoun "he", twice in this supposed quote,

2
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indicates that Ms. Leggdas can not be referring, here, to my exact words, since no native English
speaker utilizes such a sentence structure.

The wording of this alleged quote is vague, because of an improper admixture of phrases,
improper use of quotation marks, and the use of the nebulous pronoun "other". And, any
suggestion that this is some sort of admission is directly contradicted by the statement,
"...and denies any genital touching.” (Leggdas Memorandum 4-20-02)

With the assurance of my deepest respect and my prayers, I remain

Sincerely yours in Christ,

W SN
Reverend R. Peter Bowman

cc:
The Archdiocesan Review Board
Ms. Leah McCluskey

LAW OFFICES OF

FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602
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Reverend R. Peter Bowman

December 17, 2002

His Eminence

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L
Archbishop of Chicago

P.O. Box 1979

Chicago, IL 60690

Re: allegations of-

vour file: PFR-77
Your Eminence,

I learned that the Essential Norms received approval from Rome this week, affirming procedures
for investigating allegations of sexual abuse in accord with canon law. Since there 1s now more
clarity about procedure, I wish to address the allegations that .rought against me in August,
2002. He alleges a series of incidents at unspecified times, on unidentified days, sometime in
the year 1966 or 1967.

I am now 73 years old. I have served the Church daily for 47 years, in six different parishes and
in the administration of the Archdiocese of Chicago. I have been in contact with thousands of
children, young people, and their parents. So, my memory for events, that allegedly transpired at
some unidentified time more than 34 years ago, is obviously affected by many thousands of
personal interactions of a busy priestly life and the passage of time. However, if I did what
alleges, I would certainly remember, because it is so improper, grave, and contradictory to my
nature.

I can also say that I have never acted with any intent, purpose, desire, lust, or motive for sexual
gratification with any child, of either sex.

Although I did nothing improper or sinful, on any occasion with - I am unable now to
address his allegations, with more particularity. A few circumstances, that .alleges, Ido
remember. However, misinterprets those circumstances.

In addition, over the more than .years I have known -nd his family, he never gave me any

hint or suiiestion that he was troubled bi an improper activity on my part.
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Had . confronted me with his denunciation sooner, I would have had an opportunity to
question his memory and explain innocent circumstances. But, since neither of us now know
what day or year he is referring to, I can not use my memory or any documents to establish my
presence at another place or with other persons. And now I am deprived of the ability to summon
important witnesses that are deceased.

Msgr. Raymond Zock was pastor at Our Lady of Victory in those years. He could have testified
as to my reputation for truth and chastity and about our assignments and procedures, which
explain some of the circumstances alleged. And, he could have verified my whereabouts on any
particular day, back then. He died in 1982. Rev. Martin Poole also was an Associate at Our
Lady of Victory during the period of the allegations of il He could have also so testified. He
died in 1972. Rev. Marion Matlak, was another Associate at OQur Lady of Victory during this
period, who could have also so testified. He died in 1998. In addition, death has claimed more
than 30 other persons of stature in our community who had irreplaceable knowledge about my
character, habits, and reputation for veracity.

By concealing this allegation for more than 34 years,-has also precluded a full investigation
of his memory. The passage of time, the input of other traumatic events of a lifetime, and
sensational reports of improper conduct by other clerics, in the media, almost daily during the
last year, makes a careful, objective, thorough examination of his story difficult, if not
impossible. Furthermore, unquestioning affirmation of his allegation, by authority figures in the
Church, seriously impairs the ability to effectively investigate his memory, now.

With the assurance of my deepest respect and my prayers, I remain

Sincerely yours in Christ,
o, [

S
J«.L{,;lvi.‘m LI L 1

T mmrintne e

Reverend R. Peter Bowman

CC:
The Archdiocesean Review Board
Ms. Leah McCluskey

LAW OFFICES OF

FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602
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December 19, 2002

Dear Friends,

I'm writing during this holiday season to tell all how deeply
appreciative I am of the greetings, the cards, and the letters of
encouragement: too many to number. They have helped a lot to remind me
- that I am not forgotten. Please keep them coming.

In these past months, I experienced the agony of false accusation, the
wound of inaccurate media comments, and the joy of support from friends
like you. Obviously, it was painfully difficult to be removed from the
parish; it felt much like a death. But, as liturgy tells us, "At death,
life is changed, not ended." Honestly, that is my experience.
Contemplating the events of these last seven months, I believe that
this time is an opportunity for a second spring . My faith is stronger
than ever. I am blessed living here ath
with my sister| Nl i» our home. The changing leaves surrounded us
in an autumn kaleidoscope of color; and, now, the trees are covered
with white from the recent snow.

To keep active, I have begun a computer course. This e-mail is a test,
of sorts, of my ability to use the darn thing. Although, I still long
for the old Underwood on which I began typing.

We have had more than a little company, here, which keeps us quite
busy.

I do not know how this will all end. There seem to be varying canonical
procedures, perplexing pronouncements from questionable sources, and
legal considerations arising, daily. This is, obviously, an evolving
process for the Church. But my trust in God is secure. I have entered a
firm denial in my case. And, my attorneys have advised a form of
silence about details. They are guiding me in search of fair process,
through canon law, to an appeal, if necessary. I am warned it takes
time, particularly in a climate so influenced by prejudice and
prejudgment. I am not sure that all the misinformed publicity is behind
me. But, we deal with misinterpretation, as it arises, while patiently
seeking an unbiased decision.

Please continue to remember me in your prayers. I believe so deeply in
the power of prayer. And I am convinced that it is your prayers that
have buoyed me in these last months. Please, also pray for our
Cardinal, who has the difficult responsibility of balancing the many
considerations that arise in these cases, and for the Bishops, that
they may enable justice to be done.

And, please accept this "electronic transmission"” as my holiday
greeting. Collecting regular mail addresses for so many friends is
impossible; and my e-mail address-list is in its infancy. So, please
feel free to "Forward" this to others.

Merry Christmas and Happy New Year,

Peter
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602

FAX _ E-MAIL fbonifacic@aol.com

December 20, 2002

Ms. Leah McCluskey

Interim Professional Fitness Review Administrator
676 N. St. Clair , Suite 1910

Chicago, Illinois 60611

Re: in the matter of R. Peter Bowman
meeting of Review Board of 12-21-02
Your file: PFR-77

Dear Ms. McCluskey,

] appreciate the Review Board granting time to understand the impact of the very new Essential
Norms on Father Bowman's case. They were just approved on Monday, December 16, 2002.
These norms explicitly state in six (6) different passages that the procedures for investigating and
acting upon allegations of sexual abuse must be in accord with canon law, the universal law of the
Church.

In light of this restatement of canon law and its specific application, I wish to emphasize, with all
due respect, that by submitting materials, we do not accept the authority of this Review Board or
the Interim PFRA to investigate, inquire, draw conclusions, or judge, in any fashion, any part of
Fr. Bowman's case. Neither the Essential Norms, nor canon law, allow the delegation of the
preliminary investigation, inquiry, determination, assessment, evaluation, or any judgmental
powers to a Review Board. In addition, a lay Administrator may not be delegated to conduct a
preliminary investigation, nor may any investigator exercise an assessment role. "Advise" is one
thing. "Assessment ", the power to judge, is quite another. Evaluating credibility in the preliminary
investigation stage, or at trial, or in any type of legitimate canonical procedure are not delegated
to the Administrator or to groups such as this.

However, [ am presenting to you, today, along with this hand delivered letter, statements from Fr.
Bowman denying the allegations, in order to supplement and complete your files. I hand delivered
these statements to the Cardinal earlier in the week. These statements also pertain to the relevancy
of the period of prescription in this case and demonstrate that it is not just a mere technicality.

Archbishop Julian Herranz, the President of the Pontifical Council for the Interpretation of
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Legislative Texts, recently explained the rationale behind retaining the period of prescription.

"While there are some who advocated the elimination of any statute

of limitations in these cases, such a proposal ignores the_virtual impossibility of
determining the truth or falsity of allegations concerning conduct that happened in
the distant past. Indeed, in the context of ecclesiastical penal proceedings, it would
be extremely difficult for the victim and the Promoter of Justice to meet the
standard of proof necessary for a finding that a delict had occurred, and equally
difficult for the accused cleric to assemble an adequate defense. It is that practical
reality, and not any desire to cover up crimes or reward criminals, that has been
responsible for the introduction of the concept of statutes of limitations in all
modern juridical systems." ( Zenit News Service, November 14, 2002 interview)
(Underlines added)

‘It seems clear from the face of the complaints that the accusations, here, fall outside the period of
prescription. Unfortunately, this has apparently not been addressed in this case. For the offense
allegedly committed against | NENEEEE -llcgedly sometime between 1953 and 1961, the
canonical period of prescription was five (5) years after the alleged victim's eighteenth ( 18th)
birthday under the legislation that applied at the time. (1917 Code, c. 1703, 2, as modified by
1994 rescript).

lumed twenty-three (23) on_ That was | e2s 220

However, the Church, in 2001, extended the period of prescription in cases involving the sexual
abuse of minors to ten (10) years after the 18th birthday of the alleged victim. This extended
period of prescription does not apply to either the case of I vecause only the law in
effect, at the time, applies. But, even if this longer period of prescription were to be applied,
imposition of canonical penalties on Fr. Bowman, would also be precluded.

-tumed tweni'-eight (28) on_:_years ago. Therefore, on April 19,

2002, when complaint was brought, it was more than 30 (thirty) years too late.

As for the offense allegedly committed against [ NENNNNEE in 1966 or 1967, the
canonical period of prescription was 5 years after the alleged victim's eighteenth( 18th) birthday,

under the legislation that applied at the time. (1917 Code, c. 1703, 2, as modified by 1994
rescript). [l turned twenty-three ( 23)*: I v s 22o0. Even if
the longer period of prescription, as discussed above, was applied here, any penalty or punishment

n this charge would also be precluded by canon law, since -turned twenty-eight (28) on
“years ago.

Therefore, on August 15 2002, when -ornplaint was brought, it was more than twenty-one
(21) years too late.

With all due respect, failure to consider and apply the period of prescription, does not seem to be
"consistent with the universal law of the Church." The policies creating this Board, and the office
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of the Administrator, mandate consistency with canon law. ( "Introduction” , "Section 1100,
Sexual Misconduct with Minors: ")

Also, please note that I was not allowed by Archdiocesan officials to review the complete file of
Father Bowman until Thursday, December12, 2002. And, I was not allowed to xerox copies of
any of the documents, although I did make notes; this makes it difficult to properly defend him.
Very truly yous,

17 =

M. Bonifacic

enclosures:
1. Letter re:
2. Letter re:

cc: Review Board
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Q s ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review » ' Post Office Box 1979

676 N. St. Clair; Suite 1910 Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

December 20, 2002

Mr. Frank Bonifacic

Suite 1850

111 W. Washington Street
Chicago, Illinois 60602

Dear Mr. Bonifacic,

This letter is to follow up with our telephone conversation regarding your request to address the
Review Board with Fr. Peter Bowman on December 21, 2002.

The Review Board will be prepared to meet with you and your client at 1:00pm on December 21,
2002 for no longer than a 15 minute time period. The meeting will take place at 676 N. St. Clair,
Suite 1910. Please contact me at 312.751.5206 to confirm this meeting time.

Sincerely,

1
Leah McCluskey
Interim, Professional Fitness Revig inistrator

Cc:  Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry

Via fax: Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests '/
John O’Malley, Legal Services "
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(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279
Hotline: 1-800-994-6200

Professional Fitness Review Board
676 North St. Clair - Suite 1910
Chicago. 1L 60611

RECORD OF CASE DISPOSITION

The Professional Fitness Review Board met on l?,ll( l()?/ to conduct a
(enter datb: monthvday/year)
(check one:) (] First Stage Review econd Stage Review [ Supplementary Review [ Status Report

regarding the allegation of

(
against Celew  Gronmias~—
(enter name of accused priest or deacon)
(check one:) @x priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago {1 a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago

{1 an extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of

(enter name of [Arch]diocese)

O a religious priest or deacon of

{enter name of religious community)

U aresigned priest or deacon of

(enter name of diocese or religious community)

(1 a deceased priest or deacon of

~ter name of diocese or religious community)

which claims as follows: P& \COM/(LO( oven” VI/HVIO&"S C(/O/’W
(

enter brief description of t isconduct or inappropriate behavicr) J

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that

(check one:) \%@ere is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.
there is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.

O there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause.

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to susEect, the Board recommends that
5 i : g@c 14 4 QOL/L
(check one:) \?@?
m

e priesf or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry"('or that his withdrawal from
inistry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with

Archdiocesan policies and procedures.
(1 no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except
to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct.

The Board further recommends: WA & _updasmtons (-0 0(«60(%407;\,
lo veabvinn  Gret Stoae. Belvew! vecommen dadroin .

~

Tlfwfﬂayﬂ( veatbvmne Vinew FAvsk Slaae. ¥/t Ve com vnevrcoaf 1o

b~ v N SV Y Y NN F AV Y 7 oL | ﬁfovm WIWS/’V“/ oS confqrun
M 0% A Vet b s veWhnnendeAd Hirud ’ .
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, Illinois 60611

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Itlinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board
Saturday, December 21, 2002

MINUTES

Review Board Members Present:

Members absent:

Non-members present: ,
Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA]
Michael C. Just, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA]
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board

I Approval of Minutes — November 16, 2002

11 Case Reviews

First Stage Review:

B. In the Matter of Rev. R. Peter Bowman [PB](Retired) — PFR-77

o The Review Board conducted a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of
B 11 clim is as follows: PB fondled i over minor’s
clothing. In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that
there is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.
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MINUTES
December 21, 2002
Page 2

The Board further recommends in an unanimous 6-0 decision to reaffirm their
First Stage Review recommendation that Fr. Bowman’s withdrawal from ministry

continue.

e The Review Board conducted a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of
The claim is as follows: PB kissing, fondling

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that there is
reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.

The Board further recommends in an unanimous 6-0 decision to reaffirm their

First Stage Review recommendation that Fr. Bowman’s withdrawal from ministry
continue.

C. Inthe Mater of |
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MINUTES
December 21, 2002
Page 3

In the Mateer of [

. nte Mater o

intr Viater o [
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MINUTES
December 21, 2002
Page 4

g

Next scheduled meeting is January 11, 2003 at 10:00 a.m.

Review Board Members

Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests

Rev. Thomas Tivy, Vicar for Priests
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

N

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, Illinois 60611

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Hllinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board
Saturday, December 21, 2002 — 9:00 a.m. — 2:00 p.m.

AGENDA

REVISION

L Approval of Minutes — November 16, 2002

IR Case Reviews

Second Stage Reviews
A. In the Matter of Rev. R. Peter Bowman — PFR-77

¢ Allegations made by _and_

B. In the Matter of I
[ ]

C. In the Matter of

D. In the Matter of

E. In the Matter of

F. In

the Matter of

G. In the Matter of’

Next Regularly Scheduled Meeting — Saturday, January 11, 2003

PLEASE NOTE: There is a possibility of two Board Meetings in February.
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Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, Illinois 60611

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

ZAN
o

(312) 751-5205

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Blinois 60690-1979

Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board
Saturday, December 21, 2002 - 9:00 a.m. — 2:00 p.m.

AGENDA

Approval of Minutes — November 16, 2002

Case Reviews

Second Stage Reviews

A.

. In the Matter of

. In the Matter of

In the Matter of Rev. R. Peter Bowman — PFR-77
e Allegations made by_and

In the Matter of

In the Matter of

In the Matter of

Next Regularly Scheduled Meeting — Saturday, January 11, 2003

PLEASE NOTE: There is a possibility of two Board Meetings in February.
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

;’.d:\:
COHN
-~ "

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, Illinois 60611

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

- (312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Fitness Review Board
Saturday, December 21, 2002

MINUTES

Review Board Members Present:

Members absent:

Non-members present:
Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA]

Michael C. Just, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA]
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board

L Approval of Minutes — November 16, 2002

11. Case Reviews

First Stage Review:

Second Stage Reviews:

B.  Inthe Matter of Rev. R. PeterfB6wmian [PB](Retired) — PFR-77

e The Review Board conducted a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of

The claim is as follows: PB fondled over minor’s

clothing. In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that
there is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.
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v .
MINUTES
December 21, 2002
Page 2

The Board further recommends in an unanimous 6-0 decision to reaffirm their

First Stage Review recommendation that Fr. Bowman’s withdrawal from ministry
continue.

e Th ] nducted a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of
- The claim is as follows: PB kissing, fondling

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that there is
reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.

The Board further recommends in an unanimous 6-0 decision to reaffirm their

First Stage Review recommendation that Fr. Bowman’s withdrawal from ministry
continue, '
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MINUTES
December 21, 2002
Page 3
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Cc:

MINUTES
December 21, 2002
Page 4

Next scheduled meeting is January 11, 2003 at 10:00 a.m.

Review Board Members

Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Rev. Thomas Tivy, Vicar for Priests
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Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

Office of Professional Fitness Review

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

MEMORANDUM
To: File -PFR-77
From: Laura A. Neri-Palomino, Administrative Assistant
Re: R. Peter Bowman (Retired)
Date: December 21, 2002

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on December 21,
1 2002:

The Review Board conducted a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of F
[JG). The claim is as follows: PB fondleﬁi over minor’s clothing. In light of the information
presented, the Review Board determined that there is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged
misconduct occurred.

The Board further recommends in an unanimous 6-0 decision to reaffirm their First Stage Review
recommendation that Fr. Bowman’s withdrawal from ministry continue.
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

I
Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Ilinois 60690-1979

Office of Professional Fitness Review

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

MEMORANDUM
To: File -PFR-77
From: Laura A. Neri-Palomino, Administrative Assistant
Re: R. Peter Bowman (Retired)
Date: December 21, 2002

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on December 21,
2002:

ﬁgiew Board conducted a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of _

e claim is as follows: PB kissing, fondling-

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that there is reasonable cause to
suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.

The Board further recommends in an unanimous 6-0 decision to reaffirm their First Stage Review
recommendation that Fr. Bowman’s withdrawal from ministry continue.
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGU

2
Professional Fitness Review Board & | (312) 751-5205

676 North St. Clair - Suite 1910 Fax: (312) 751-5279
Chicago, IL 60611 Hotline: 1-800-994-6200

RECORD OF CASE DISPOSITION

The Professional Fitness Review Board met on \2—'2—! ‘ = to conduct a
(enter date: morith/day/year)

(check one) [ First Stage Review %econd Stage Review [ Supplementary Review [ Status Report

regarding the allegation of

(en

against Yok ronwas~

{enter name of accused priest or deacon)

(check one:) w priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago [0 a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago

0 an extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of

(enter name of [Arch]diocese)

O a religious priest or deacon of
(enter name of religious community)

O a resigned priest or deacon of

(enter name of diocese or religious community)

O a deceased priest or deacon of
(enter name of diocese or refigious community)

which claims as follows: P@M%_,_élﬂﬂlﬂ%”
: (enter brief descriptiod of the alleged misconduckof i havior)

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that

(check one:) \%}here is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.
there is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred.
0 there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause.

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recom mends that

(check one:) ‘%}we priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from
ministry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with
Archdiocesan policies and procedures. _
O no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except
to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct.

The Board further recommends: _{AA A (ANMAMOUS (-0 Aecustoz.
b veafimm Fusk Saae Redian Vemmwendation. .
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review g a Post Office Box 1979
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 : Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979
Chicago, Illinois 60611

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

January 6, 2003

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L
Archbishop of Chicago

155 E. Superior Street

Chicago, Illinois 60611

Dear Cardinal George,

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on December 21, 2002. The
Board fully considered all oral and written reports in the matter of Peter Bowman [Retired] in the
allegation made by_ A Second Stage Review was conducted pursuant to
Article §1104.10 of the Review Process for Continuation of Ministry.

The Board recommends that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Peter Bowman [Retired]
engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor.

In the Second Stage Review the Board reaffirms in a unanimous 6-0 vote to uphold their First
Stage Review recommendation, and has recommended that Peter Bowman’s withdrawal from
ministry continue.

If you have any questions, please contact me at your convenience.

Singeyely,
ey
teahMc\é%wM(/@(é %‘3

Professional Fitness Review Administrator

Cc:  Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry
John O’Malley, Legal Services
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 i
Chicago, Illinois 60611

Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

January 6, 2003

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L
Archbishop of Chicago

155 E. Superior Street

Chicago, Illinois 60611

Dear Cardinal George,

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on December 21, 2002. The
Board fully considered all oral and written reports in the matter of Peter Bowman [Retired] in the
allegation made by _ A Second Stage Review was conducted pursuant to Article
§1104.10 of the Review Process for Continuation of Ministry.

The Board recommends that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Peter Bowman [Retired]
engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor.

In the Second Stage Review the Board reaffirms in a unanimous 6-0 vote to uphold their First
Stage Review recommendation, and has recommended that Peter Bowman’s withdrawal from

ministry continue.

If you have any questions, please contact me at your convenience.

Leah McCluskey
Professional Fitness Review Adminis

Cc:  Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry
John O’Malley, Legal Services
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop y -~ 155 E. Superior St.
v L Chicago, Illinois 60611

January 16, 2003

Ms. Leah McCluskey

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair St.

Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Ms. McCluskey,

I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note in response to your letter
of January 6, 2003, regarding the matter of Reverend R. Peter Bowman, a retired priest of the
Archdiocese of Chicago, and the allegation made by_following the Second
Review conducted by the Review Board on December 21, 2002.

In light of the Board’s consideration of the facts and circumstances, I hereby accept the
unanimous decision of the Board that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Father Bowman
engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor. I further concur that Father Bowman’s withdrawal
from ministry should continue.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.
Sincerely yours in Christ,

o L P

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.1.
Archbishop of Chicago

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General RECEIVED
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial Vicar/Vicar for Canonical Services JAN 3 0
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 2003
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGG
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop y 155 E. Superior St.
; Chicago, Illinois 60611

January 16, 2003

Ms. Leah McCluskey

Office of Professional Fitness Review
676 N. St. Clair St.

Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Ms. McCluskey,

I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note in response to your letter
of January 6, 2003, regarding the matter of Reverend R. Peter Bowman, a retired priest of the
Archdiocese of Chicago, and the allegation made by following the Second
Review conducted by the Review Board on December 21, 2002.

In light of the Board’s consideration of the facts and circumstances, I hereby accept the
unanimous decision of the Board that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Father Bowman
engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor. I further concur that Father Bowman’s withdrawal
from ministry should continue.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely yours in Christ,
/ t - < E lz , A"ﬁ"?’

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L.
Archbishop of Chicago

sy
ctlesiastical/Notary”

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General

Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial Vicar/Vicar for Canonical Services RECEIVED
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister JAN 8 0 2003
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services
ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW
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Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract replaces a letter from Victim LN, dated January 18, 2003, to Leah
McCluskey, Professional Fitness Review Administrator for the Archdiocese of Chicago’s
Office of Professional Fitness Review, and Michael Bland and Ralph Bonaccorsi of the
Office of Assistance Ministry. In his letter, Victim LN thanked the recipients for their
help during the process of formalizing his allegation against Bowman. However, Victim
LN said he was eager for the public, specifically the parishes where Bowman served, to
be notified of the substantiation of an allegation of abuse against the cleric.
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Office of Professional Fitness Review R 1’7, Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

January 31, 2003

Rev. R. Peter Bowman
C/o Mr. Frank Bonifacic
Suite 1850

111 W. Washington Street
Chicago, IL 60602

Dear Fr. Bowman,

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness R ] oard met on December 21, 2002
and conducted a Second Stage Review rega.rding%allegation of sexual
misconduct against you pursuant to Article §1 104.10 of the Review Process for
Continuation of Ministry.

The Cardinal has accepted the Board’s unanimous 6-0 vote to uphold their First Stage
Review recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect that you did engage in
sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the Cardinal has determined that your
withdrawal from ministry continue.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at
312.751.5205. Also, please know that Rev. James Kaczorowski continues to be available
to you. You can reach him at 312.642.1837.

Sincerely,

ol el

Leah McCluskey
Professional Fitness Review Ad rator

Cc:  Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
John O’Malley, Legal Services
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ARCHDIOCESEOF CHICAGO

%

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

January 31, 2003

o [

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on December 21, 2002
and conducted a Second Stage Review regarding your allegation of sexual misconduct
against Peter Bowman pursuant to Article §1104.10 of the Review Process for
Continuation of Ministry.

The Cardinal has accepted the Board’s unanimous 6-0 vote to uphold their First Stage
Review recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Peter Bowman did
engage in sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the Cardinal has determined that
Peter Bowman’s withdrawal from ministry continue.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at

312.751.5206.

Leah McCluskey
Professional Fitness Review Ady ator

Sincerely,

Cc:  Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry
John O’Malley, Legal Services

AOC 007429



Office of Professional Fitness Review ' _ 3 Post Office Box 1979
1 Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

January 31, 2003

Dear Mr. [N

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on December 21, 2002
and conducted a Second Stage Review regarding your allegation of sexual misconduct
against Peter Bowman pursuant to Article §1104.10 of the Review Process for
Continuation of Ministry.

The Cardinal has accepted the Board’s unanimous 6-0 vote to uphold their First Stage
Review recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Peter Bowman did
engage in sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the Cardinal has determined that
Peter Bowman’s withdrawal from ministry continue.

If you have any questions, please feel free-to contact me at any time. I may be reached at
312.751.5205.

Sinceyely,

Leah McCluskey
Professional Fitness Review Ad ator

Cc:  Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry
John O’Malley, Legal Services
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

&)
& Post Office Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979.

Office of Professional Fitness Review

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

January 31, 2003

Rev. R. Peter Bowman
C/o Mr. Frank Bonifacic
Suite 1850

111 W. Washington Street
Chicago, IL 60602

Dear Fr. Bowman,

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on December 21, 2002
and conducted a Second Stage Review regarding _ allegation of
sexual misconduct against you pursuant to Article §1104.10 of the Review Process for
Continuation of Ministry.

The Cardinal has accepted the Board’s unanimous 6-0 vote to uphold their First Stage
Review recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect that you did engage in
sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the Cardinal has determined that your
withdrawal from ministry continue.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at
312.751.5205. Also, please know that Rev. James Kaczorowski continues to be available
to you. You can reach him at 312.642.1837.

Sincexely,

Le&ah McCluskey
Professional Fitness Review AdmimiStrator

Cc:  Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
John O’Malley, Legal Services
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PETITION

Rev. R. Peter Bowman
February 19, 2003
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Reverend R. Peter Bowman

February 19, 2003

His Eminence
Francis Cardinal George
Archbishop of Chicago
155 E. Superior Street
Chicago, IL 60611
Re: Recourse Petition
Your Eminence:

On Monday, February 10, 2003, my attorney received two letters from Ms. Leah McCluskey
dated 1-31-03, and postmarked 2-6-03. These letters said that the Review Board had conducted
“Second Stage Reviews” in the jillland the . matters and stated that,

“the Cardinal has accepted the Board’s unanimous vote to uphold their First Stage
Review recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect that you did engage in
sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the Cardinal has determined that your
withdrawal from ministry continue.”

With all due respect, I present this petition asking you to reconsider the decisions which you have
made in my case. It is now ten months since the allegation of.against me and almost eight
months since the allegation of . against me and the Archdiocese still has not conducted a
canonically valid preliminary investigation. The adage “justice delayed is justice denied”
definitely applies in my situation. In this petition, I will illustrate how the Archdiocese has failed
over these many months to follow the canonical requisites for investigating such allegations.
Furthermore, the actions which the Archdiocese has taken have so polluted and prejudiced the
cases that a canonically valid preliminary process is now impossible.

I realize that during the period from April to December, 2002, there was extensive activity,
debate, and discussion involving the Holy See and the United States Conference of Catholic
Bishops in regard to the norms and procedures to be applied in accusations of sexual abuse of
minors. This was not settled until the Congregation for Bishops, on December 8, 2002, granted
recognitio to the Essential Norms for Diocesan/Eparchial Policies Dealing With Allegations of
Sexual Abuse of Minors by Priests or Deacons, which had been approved by the USCCB in
November, 2002. Despite this period of uncertainty about possible changes in the procedures or
the penalties to be applied in cases of allegations of sexual abuse, the Archdiocese had the
obligation to follow the Code of Canon Law in conducting a preliminary investigation of each of
the two allegations against me. This has not been done. Now you have announced, in various
public statements, that all such cases as mine are to proceed to canonical trials. It is my
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contention that this is canonically illegitimate because there has never been a canonically valid
preliminary investigation resulting in a finding that there was a probability that the accusations
were true and that they were canonically actionable.

In the meantime, I have been publicly maligned by the Archdiocese and deprived of the right to
function as a priest. On April 29, 2002, I signed, under duress, an " individual specific protocol”.
On May 28,2002 I again signed, under duress, a second, superceding, " individual specific
protocol,” agreeing to refrain from exercising any public ministry without permission and
accepting certain limitations on my freedoms.

Under these protocols, Iam not allowed to celebrate any of the sacraments publicly. I am
required to live in a restricted, monitored setting and to furnish to my monitor and to the Vicar
for Priests a detailed account of my daily activities. I am not allowed to travel out of town
without an approved monitor. I am required to submit a monthly report of all movies seen and
Internet sites visited. Also, you have requested that I not publicly present myself as a priest; and
I'have complied with this request. As you know, these restrictions on my ministry meant that I
was not allowed to celebrate the funeral Mass of my sister-in-law and I was not allowed to
celebrate the wedding of one of my nephews.

When I signed the protocols, I was told that they would be temporary; however ten months have
now passed and there does not seem to be any indication that there is any intention of lifting or
modifying these restrictions on my ministry and freedoms.

Therefore, I respectfully petition you for the following:

1) a declaration that any penal process and the imposition of canonical penalties against
me are canonically unwarranted.

2) a declaration that I am a priest in good standing of the Archdiocese of Chicago,
authorized to engage in the full, active ministry appropriate to a retired priest, and the

issuance of a celebret.

3) the lifting of all of the restrictions which have been placed on my ministry and
freedoms.

4) an effort by the Archdiocese of Chicago to restore my good name.

I. THE FACTS
A. MY BACKGROUND AND REPUTATION

I'am now 73 years old. I was born on After studying in the Archdiocesan
seminaries, ] was ordained a priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago on May 3, 1955. My first

AOC 007434


srilakshmi
Sticky Note
None set by srilakshmi

srilakshmi
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by srilakshmi

srilakshmi
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by srilakshmi


assignment was as an Associate Pastor at St. Denis Parish from July, 1955 to July, 1961.
Thereafter, I served as an Associate Pastor at OQur Lady of Victory Parish from 1961 to 1966 and
Associate Pastor of St. Timothy Parish from 1966 to 1978. After obtaining a Master’s Degree in
Religious Education, I was appointed full-time Director of Child Religious Education for the
Archdiocese and served in that capacity from 1969 to 1978. During this time, I was also
Chairman of the Board of Alvernia High School.

In 1978, 1 was appointed Pastor of St. James Parish in Arlington Heights, Illinois. St. James is a
very active parish of 4,500 families, with approximately 900 children in the parish school and
800 children in the religious education program. While I was pastor of St. James, I also served as
the dean of the area parishes from 1981 until 1995. I was also appointed co-ordinator of all of the
deans of the Archdiocese. During my years at St. James Parish, I was also member of the Board
of St. Viator High School. By all accounts, I was highly respected as a pastor and as a dean.
During this time I was given the Pope John XIII Award for outstanding pastoral leadership by the
Association of Chicago Priests.

In August of 1995, Cardinal Joseph Bernardin, seeking to improve the relationship between the
central administration and the parishes, asked me to resign as Pastor and Dean and serve as
Moderator of the Curia for the Archdiocese of Chicago. I served in this capacity under Cardinal
Bernardin and under you until 1998. During that time, I was also a member of the Archdiocesan
Finance Council. In 1998, at the age of 69, I was reappointed as a dean and as Associate Pastor of
St. Teresa of Avila Parish in Chicago, where I celebrated Mass and exercised pastoral ministry
unti} I was removed on April 29, 2002.

1 would point out that during my many decades of priestly ministry I had contact with thousands
of children and adolescents and there was never any hint of impropriety. I enjoyed a reputation as
a dedicated, faithful, and beloved priest. Precisely because of my reputation as a priest and my
responsibilities in the Archdiocese, the accusations against me created such media interest and
caused such shock and disbelief on the part of those who have known me over the years.
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In February of 2002, I returned to my duties as a Resident Priest at St. Teresa of Avila parish in
Chicago.

B. ACCUSATION
On April 19, 2002, I was informed in a telephone call from Kathleen Leggdas of a complaint of

, that alleged misconduct occurred with him on some
undetermined date on some unspecified year, while I was serving as an Associate Pastor at St.
Denis Parish. He said that it occurred about || Bllwhen he was 10 or 11 years old.
However, I was not ordained a priest until 1955, at which time I was assigned to St. Denis Parish.

Ms. Leggdas was apparently acting on the basis of one telephone call from . who now lives in
iThis call was received by her at 4:00PM on April 19, 2002. She did not see him, nor
interview him under oath, nor take a written statement from him. (Leggdas Memorandum
4-24-02) '

In the course of the phone call I received from Ms. Leggdas, 1 acknowledged that 1 knew-and 1
told her that I had been friends With-and many members of his family for many years.
(Leggdas Memorandum 4-24-02).

For later discussion, it is important to note that- date of birth is [ N s 1s8th
birthday was ‘ And, five years thereafter he turned 23, oI

years ago.

-complaint as described in Ms. Leggdas written report of April 24, 2002 was,

C. MY RESPONSE

I absolutely deny this accusation and did so in writing. I am now 73 years old. I have served the
Church daily for almost 48 years, in five different parishes and in the administration of the
Archdiocese of Chicago. I have been in contact with thousands of children, young people, and

4
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their parents. So my memory for events that allegedly transpired at some unidentified time more
than 40 years ago, is obviously affected by many thousands of personal interactions of a busy
priestly life and the passage of time. However, if I did what Il alleges, I would certainly
remember it, because it is so improper, grave, and contradictory to my nature.

I can say unequivocally that I did not ever touch-on the genitals with a sexual or lustful intent
or with any intent to satisfy sexual impulses. And, I deny that I ever consciously touche<- in
any way, on any part of his body, with any intent, purpose, desire, lust, or motive for sexual
gratification, at any time. I can also say that I have never acted with any intent, purpose, desire,
lust, or motive for sexual gratification with any child, of either sex.

now to address his allegations with more particularity. A few circumstances, that [illalleges, I do
remember. However, il misinterprets these circumstances.

Although 1did nothing improper or sinful on any occasion with . there is no Wﬁl am able

In addition, over the more thar.years I have known .and his family, he never gave me any
hint or suggestion that he was troubled by any improper activity on my part. il indicated to Ms.
Leggdas that there were no requests for secrecy by me nor threats made towards him by me
during the intervening 48 or so years. (Leggdas Memorandum 4-24-02 ) That is quite true,
because I never knew about this. It seems important to note that I was never given an opportunity
to explain circumstances or discuss this matter with [lllbecause he never raised it with me by any
hint or suggestion.

Had .ever confronted me with his denunciation, I would have had an opportunity to question
his memory and explain innocent circumstances. But, since neither of us now know what day or
year he is referring to, nor what age he was at the time, I can not use my memory or documents

to establish my presence at another place or with other persons. And, now, 1 am deprived of the

ability to summon important witnesses that are deceased.

Msgr. Fwas Pastor at St. Denis, where.alleges this occurred. Msgr. -could

have verified my whereabouts on any particular day, back then. He also could have testified as to
my reputation for truth and chastity and explained our procedures and assignments, placing the
circumstances alleged in the proper context. He died in 1985. Rev. I 2 Associate
Pastor, who served with me at St. Denis at that time, could also have so testified. He died in
1987.

In addition, death has claimed more than 30 other persons of stature (listed below) in our
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community who had irreplaceable knowledge about my character, habits, and reputation for
veracity.

By concealing this allegation for more than 45 years, . has also precluded a full investigation
of his memory. The passage of time, the input of other traumatic events in his life, prompting
suggestions by others, affirmation by authority figures, and sensational media coverage of
improper conduct by other clerics, almost daily during the past year, makes a careful, objective,
thorough examination of his story difficult, if not impossible.

Furthermore, unquestioning, confirmatory affirmation of his allegation, given by authority
figures in the Church, who failed to conduct an objective, diligent examination of the many
possible influences on this 45 year-old allegation, lessens the ability to effectively investigate
this alleged memory now. Among those who accepted the credibility of the accusation were
yourself; the review board; Ms. Leggdas, the Administrator of the Review Board; Father
Lawrence McBrady, the Vicar for Priests; and Michael J. Bland, the Victim Assistance Minister.

D. THE INVESTIGATION

The investigation conducted by the Administrator in this case simply consisted of listening to a
long distance phone call from asking me on the phone about the incident -- misinterpretin
and misquoting what I had said;
I The Review Board received summary reports of this information from Ms. Leggdas and
did not have the record of any statements by r me.

My attorney and his assistant were given an opportunity to read over the files of the
Administrator on June 4, 2002 and were given xerox copies of the written Memorandum of Ms.
Leggdas by Mr. John O’Malley, the Director of the Office of Legal Services for the Archdiocese.
On June 11, 2002 my attorneys met with Father James Kaczarowski, the Vicar for Priests, and
Ms. Leggdas, and Mr. O’Malley, again. Ms. Leggdas told my attorneys that she read Father
Kaczarowski’s files and gave an oral summary to the Review Board and that she also gave the
Review Board an oral summary of her own files and they acted on the basis of that information.

It is important to note that at no time did I admit that [ ever touched- genitals or any other
part of his body with sexual intent or an intent of sexual gratification. In fact, Ms. Leggdas
actually reports that I denied this accusation, when I was confronted with this charge, “But he
disputes where this might have happened... and denies any genital touching.” (Leggdas
Memorandum 4-20-02).

However, rumors to the contrary have apparently circulated among Archdiocesan officials. This
may be because in another report, Ms. Leggdas makes the ambiguous statement that, “he (PB)
could accept the allegation of hugging and that the other could have happened but he had no
recollection.” (Leggdas Memorandum 4-19-02)

This is an inaccurate quote, if it is meant to attribute these words, in this sequence, to me. It
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takes out of context and distorts what I said and what I meant. I did acknowledge hugging this
young man, because that has been my way of greeting friends for the many years of my ministry.
And, 1 did not ever tell her that "the other could have happened” in any context that could give
rise to an implication that I was admitting - allegation of sexual misconduct. Some place,
during the telephone conversation with Ms. Leggdas, when I was suddenly confronted with this
accusation for the first time in April of 2002, I probably did say that I had no recollection of
such an event. But that phrase was in a context indicating that this alleged event never happened.
And inclusion of the pronoun "he", twice in this supposed quote, indicates that Ms. Leggdas can
not be referring, here, to my exact words, since no native English speaker utilizes such a
sentence structure.

The wording of this alleged quote is vague, because of an improper admixture of phrases,
improper use of quotation marks, and the use of the nebulous pronoun "other". And, any
suggestion that this is some sort of admission is directly contradicted by the statement,
"...and denies any genital touching." (Leggdas Memorandum 4-20-02).

When my attorneys reviewed my file at the Archdiocese, they also found a Memorandum to the
File from Michael Bland, the Victim Assistance Minister, dated April 23, 2002. This is a
memorandum of a phone conversation which Michael Bland had with This memorandum
states that ¢ explained that he sees no point in pursuing his allegations.” The memorandum
wanted to keep his allegation “in limbo” since he was satisfied that “Father Pete
is being monitored and is not around children any more.” This statement that

1d not wish to pursue his allegation was disregarded by the Archdiocese in subsequent
decisions and actions affecting me.

E. THE FIRST JUDGMENT

On April 20, 2002, as a result of these charges, the Review Board apparently met and then met
again on May 18, 2002, without my knowledge, attendance or opportunity to defend myself.
They acted on the conclusion of Leggdas that.was "credible”. Ms. Leggdas reported to Your
Eminence that “a First Stage Review was conducted ...Five members made a determination of

reasonable cause to suspect that sexual misconduct with a minor occurred.” (Leggdas letter of
May 22, 2002)

On May 24, 2002, Your Eminence — without reviewing any first-hand evidence in the case and
without any notice to me or opportunity to present directly to you my side of the story and my
denial of this charge — wrote me to say that you had “accepted the Board's recommendation that
Father Bowman be withdrawn from ministry.”

On May 28, 2002 an “ individual specific protocol” limiting my activities in the following ways
was imposed upon me, effectively excluding me from active ministry. These have remained in

place to the present:

“I1. Restricted from being alone with minors without the presence of another
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responsible adult.

2. Prior approval required from Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA) for
vacations and nights spent away from residence...

3. Call in to PFRA once daily

4. Pre-approval of Vicar and PFRA required for any public celebrations of
Sacraments or Mass.

5. Meet with PFRA twice annually

6. Completion of daily log submitted at the end of each month

7

SWWIMMM sites visited.

9. This...can be changed , altered or superceded...
10. On-site monitor to complete monthly report and submit to PFRA”

Then, immense media coverage of the allegation against me began in the Chicago area, as a
result of an announcement by someone at the Archdiocese and this media attention continued for
four days over the Memorial Day Weekend. In a letter of May 26, 2002 to the members of the
parish of St. Teresa of Avila, Bishop Conway said I had been removed from ministry, pursuant
to the recommendation of the Review Board, because of an allegation of sexual misconduct with
a minor more than 45 years ago. Another letter repeating essentially the same thing was read to
the Parishioners of St. James Catholic Church in Arlington Heights on Sunday, May 26, 2002.
This same weekend, a similar letter was read at all the Masses at St. Denis Parish.

These resulted in front page newspaper stories, indicating that the charges had been given
credence by the officials of the Archdiocese and Your Eminence, because each related that I had
been removed as a result of such findings. Among the extensive articles about my removal as a
result of an allegation against me were articles in the “Chicago Tribune” on May 28, 2002
("Ex-deputy to George..." by M.Davey, et al.) and May 29, 2002 ("Priest's Removal Difficult...,"
by Monica Davey, et al.) and a front page story in the “Daily Herald”” on May 27, 2002
(“Former Pastor of St. James is Removed”, by A. McLaughlin) among others. All the major
television news programs carried similar stories suggesting that I had been found guilty.

On May 30, 2002 I retained an attorney, who notified the Archdiocese in writing that he was
representing me.

F. ANOTHER ACCUSATION

Then, in mid-August, 2002, I was told by my attorney that another complaint had

been received. He advised me that h) had denounced me to the
Archdiocese, by a phone call, about events that he alleged occurred in _ more than
35 years before, while I was serving as Associate Pastor at Our Lady of Victory Parish.

Ther.appeared, on August 15, 2002, for an interview by Ms. Leah McCluskey, the Acting

Administrator of the Professional Fitness Review Board ]
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The improper conduct is apparently alleged to have taken place in the summer of [JJfjwhen

[l vas 14 years of age. (McCluskey Memorandum of 8-19-02) For later discussion, it is
important to note that date of birth was His 18th birthday was
I . five years thereafter, he turned 23 on years

before he brought his accusation.

Apparently, sometime during the Memorial Day weekend of 2002, . was encouraged by his
wife to watch the TV news about my removal from ministry. (McCluskey Memorandum
8-19-02). This publicity allegedly induced |Jlliko decide to claim that 1 had improper physical
contact with him more than 34 years ago.

He wrote a letter on June 26, 2002 to family members, which apparently he subsequently
forwarded to the Archdiocese.. On August 15,2002, he came to the Archdiocesan offices and
repeated his his allegations. In his complaint il alleges that

G. MY RESPONSE
After being appraised of the facts surrounding this allegation, I denied these charges in a written
response delivered to Your Eminence by my attorney.

I absolutely denied these allegations. My memory for events that allegedly transpired at some
unidentified time more than 35 years ago is obviously affected by many thousands of personal
interactions of a busy priestly life and the passage of time. However, if 1 did what i alleges, 1
would certainly remember, because it is so improper, grave, and contradictory to my nature.

I can also say that I have never acted with any intent, purpose, desire, lust, or motive
for sexual gratification with any child, of either sex.

Although 1did nothing improper or sinful, on any occasion with . 1 am unable now to
address his allegations with more particularity. A few circumstances that ‘lleges, Ido
remember. However, isinterprets those circumstances.

In the more than.years I have known . and his family, he never gave me any hint or

suggestion that he was troubled by an improper activity on my part. In fact, I was requested by
i and his wife to marry them.

Had - confronted me with his denunciation sooner, I would have had an opportunity to
question his memory and explain innocent circumstances. But, since neither of us now know
what day or year he is referring to, I can not use my memory or any documents to establish my
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presence at another place or with other persons. And now, I am deprived of the ability to
summon important witnesses that are deceased.

Msgr. -as pastor at Our Lady of Victory in those years. He could have testified
as to my reputation for truth and chastity and about our assignments and procedures, which
explain some of the circumstances alleged. And, he could have verified my whereabouts on any

particular day, back then. He died in 1982. Rev. q also was an Associate Pastor at
Our Lady of Victory during the period of the allegations of He could have also so testified.
He died in 1972. Rev.m was another Associate Pastor at Our Lady of Victory
during this period, who could have also so testified. He died in 1998.

By concealing this allegation for more than 35 years- has also precluded a full and fair
examination of his memory. The passage of time, the input of other traumatic events in his life,
the prompting or suggestions by others, the affirmation by authority figures, and the sensational
reports of improper conduct by other clerics, which were in the media almost daily during the

last year, makes a careful, objective, thorough investigation of his story difficult, if not
impossible.

The Archdiocese, pursuant to its policies, reported both allegations to the States Attorney's Office
of Cook County which apparently investigated and apparently has determined that there was no

basis for any action. The statute of limitations has long since expired. Moreover, in the opinion
of the lawyers whom I consulted, the facts alleged byi do not rise to the level of

criminal activity and do not warrant a criminal prosecution.

H. THE INVESTIGATION
The investigation conducted by the Administrator and the Review Board in this case simply
consisted of one interview of y Ms. McCluskey on August 15, 2002.

Furthermore, unquestioning affirmation of his allegation by authority figures in the Church
seriously impaired the ability to effectively investigate his memory now. Statements expressing
belief in the accusation of were made by yourself; the Review Board; Ms. McCluskey, the
Administrator of the Review Board; Father Kaczorowski, the Vicar for Priests; and wife,
his siblings, his children, and his extended family.

On about September 14, 2002, my attorneys wrote Ms. McCluskey and entered my denial of
these charges.

I. THE SECOND JUDGMENT

Then on October 10, 2002, Ms. McCluskey notified my attorney that she had convened a

meeting of the Review Board on Saturday, October 5, 2002 to conduct a “First Stage Review,” at

which she presented a summary of the information she had gathered regarding the allegations of
This meeting of the Review Board was convened without informing my attorney, myself, or

the Vicar for Priests about this meeting.
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There was apparently a conclusion reached by the Review Board at that time.

Subsequently the report of Ms. McCluskey regarding to. was faxed to my attorney on October
16, 2002, apparently by Ms. McCluskey. The report recounted the accusation of . as recounted
above, but garbled the description of what he alleged I did to him.

Then on Saturday October 19, 2002 my attorney appeared before the Review Board and
requested postponement of Second Stage Review of both of the these matters until after February
17, 2003. A postponement was requested to allow the Archdiocese and my attorneys to receive,
research and comprehend the decision of the authorities in Rome as to what were appropriate
procedures to follow in cases such as mine.

My attorney wrote Ms. McCluskey on November 19, 2002 and said,

"I was surprised to receive your letter of November 12, 2002. The last thing that I was
aware of regarding these proceedings was that my Petition for a Postponement and
request to the Board to take no further action was still pending. The Board had informed
me that they would take my request under advisement and I would hear of their decision
from you. I have yet to hear from you.

Your letter is disconcerting since I have asked to review the file and to see the exact
charges levied against Fr. Bowman by ".I have not been granted that opportunity.

Finally, I wish to point out that the anemic investigation, the improper evidence, and the
misguided determination of ‘reasonable cause to suspect’ by the Review Board isona
par with finding that a rumor exists and has no weight or credence in either Canon or civil
law.

Pursuant to my previous request, please accept this as a request for a Second Stage
Review of the matter, if, after the Revised Norms are adopted, the Review Board
still has a relevant function to perform in this case."

On December 12, 2002, my attorney was allowed to view what were represented to be the
complete files of the Archdiocese on these matters; however he was not given, nor permitted to
make, any copies. However, he attended with a court reporter, who transcribed portions of the
materials contained in the files shown to my attorney.

On December 21, 2002, my attorney appeared before the Review Board and presented them with
two letters from me to Your Eminence dated December 17, 2002. One of these letters addressed
the allegation of| -and denied his accusation. The other letter addressed the allegation o

and denied his accusation. A cover letter from my attorney to the Review Board dated on that
date, December 21, 2002, was hand delivered to them at the same time.
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J. THE THIRD JUDGMENT

On Monday, February 10, 2003, my attorney received two letters from Ms. McCluskey dated
January 31, 2003 and postmarked February 6, 2003. These letters said that the Review Board
had conducted “Second Stage Reviews” in both matters and that,

“the Cardinal has accepted the Board’s unanimous vote to uphold their First Stage
Review recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect that you did engage in
sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the Cardinal has determined that your
withdrawal from ministry continue.”

K. THE ECCLESIAL AND LEGAL CONTEXT OF MY CASE

The “Chicago Model” for addressing allegations of clerical sexual abuse of minors was created in
the Archdiocesan policies (hereafter referred to as Chicago Policies) promulgated by Cardinal
Joseph Bernardin on September 21, 2002 as particular law for the Archdiocese of Chicago. The
Chicago Policies accomplished a restoration of trust among the People of God and the public at
large that children were being protected. Unfortunately, they did so by disregarding principles of
fundamental fairness and justice and by depriving accused priests of their natural and ecclesial
rights. The Chicago Policies ignore canonical norms and procedures and substitute disciplinary
procedures modeled on those of the Attorney Registration and Disciplinary Commission of the
State of Illinois.

In the “Chicago Model,” the ordinary abdicates his responsibility as the judge of such accusations
(cc. 1717-1719). No canonical decrees of any kind are issued. The ordinary does not appoint a
canonical investigator, with the powers and responsibilities of an auditor (c. 1717 §3). A
canonical notary is never used.

In the Chicago Policies, since 1992, there is a nine-member Review Board and a lay
Administrator of the Review Board. This lay Administrator, who has no familiarity with canon
law, is given the responsibility to interview the accuser and the accused and to collect
“evidence.” The Administrator “analyzes” and “summarizes” this information and presents a
report, with recommendations, to the Review Board and to the Archbishop. The Review Board
itself functions as a tribunal, investigating allegations with the assistance of the Administrator
and issuing “findings” or “determinations.” The Review Board holds “appearances” at which the
accuser and the accused may be invited to appear with attorneys.

In the Chicago Policies, since 1992, the standard of proof for restriction of a cleric’s ministry or
the removal of a cleric from ministry has been whether the Review Board determined that there
was “reasonable cause to suspect” that a cleric had engaged in “sexual misconduct” with a minor.
There was no operative norm or description for “sexual misconduct.” It depended on the
subjective judgment of the review board. Although a “reasonable cause to suspect” sexual abuse
of a minor would be the minimal determination by an ordinary needed to begin a canonical
preliminary investigation, it was treated as a finding of guilt sufficient to remove a priest from
ministry and no subsequent canonical investigation was conducted.

12
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These procedures are entirely inconsistent with the canonically mandated procedures for
conducting a preliminary investigation of an accusation of sexual abuse of a minor by a cleric.
They create canonically invalid testimony, which is likely to be tainted and polluted. They
eviscerate the role of the ordinary as the exclusive judge of the evidence.

In 1995, Cardinal Bernardin made minor revisions to the Chicago Policies. On June 27, 2000,
you made other minor modification to the policies, entitled, Sexual Abuse of Minors: Policies for
Education, Prevention, Assistance to Victims and Procedures for Determination of Fitness for
Ministry. (Sections 1100 -1106.3). These were effective July 1, 2000 and were the operative
policies during the investigation of the complaints against me.

During the spring of 2002, the daily media coverage of allegations of sexual abuse by priests was
intense. There was severe criticism that some bishops had failed to address such problems
appropriately. Certain lawyers were advertising for clients and filing hundreds of lawsuits against
dioceses, which then faced potential liabilities in the millions of dollars. Victims advocacy
groups demanded a "zero tolerance" policy mandating that any priest who had ever abused a
minor be expelled from the priesthood.

On April 19 the.al]egation was made.

On April 23-24, 2002, an unprecedented summit meeting on clergy sexual abuse of minors was
held in Rome. Pope John Paul Il met with 15 U.S. Church leaders --12 of them Cardinals-- and 8
top Vatican officials. Apparently, this meeting was asked for by the U.S. Cardinals in order to
express their concerns and to obtain the mind of the Holy See.

On May 30, 2002 I retained civil counsel.

In June, the USCCB met in Dallas, Texas and on June 14, 2002 adopted the Charter for the
Protection of Children and Young People and the Essential Norms for Diocesan/Eparchial
Policies Dealing with Allegations of Sexual Abuse of Minors by Priests, Deacons, and Other
Church Personnel. The Norms document, popularly known as the Dallas Norms, was sent to the
Holy See for recognitio. The Norms and Charter required "that for even a single act of sexual
abuse of a minor — past, present, or future — the offending priest or deacon will be permanently
removed from ministry." (Charter, Art. 5). However serious changes were required by Rome and
the Dallas Norms were not accepted, obviously because they were not in harmony with canon
law.

On August 7, 2002, in an attempt to correlate the Chicago Policies with the Dallas Norms and
Charter, the Archdiocese issued another version of its policies, Sexual Abuse of Minors:
Policies for Education, Prevention, Assistance to Victims and Procedures for Determination of
Fitness for Ministry, (8-7-02 edition) Sections 1100 -1106.3. These policies were never
announced or properly promulgated; they simply replaced the former policies on the
Archdiocesan website.
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On August 15,2002 the. allegation was made.

On October 14, 2002, Cardinal Re, the Prefect of the Congregation for Bishops, issued an
announcement stating:

"...the application of the policies adopted at the Plenary Assembly in Dallas can be the
source of confusion and ambiguity, because the "Norms" and the "Charter" contain
provisions which in some aspects are difficult to reconcile with the universal law of the
Church. Moreover, the experience of the last few months has shown that the terminology
of these documents is at times vague or imprecise and therefore difficult to interpret.
Questions also remain concerning the concrete manner in which the procedures outlined
in the "Norms" and "Charter" are to be applied in conjunction with the requirements of
the Code of Canon Law and the Motu proprio Sacramentorum sanctitatis tutela.

"For these reasons, it has been judged appropriate that before the recognitio can be
granted, a further reflection on and revision of the "Norms" and the "Charter" are
necessary. In order to facilitate this work, the Holy See proposes that a Mixed
Commission be established, composed of four bishops chosen from the Episcopal
Conference of the United States, and four representatives from those dicasteries of the
Holy See which have direct competence in the matter..."

The Mixed Commission met in Rome on October 28-29, 2002. On October 29th it issued a set
of Revised Norms. These were approved by the USCCB on November 13, 2002 as the
Essential Norms for Diocesan/Eparchial Policies Dealing With Allegations of Sexual Abuse of
Minors by Priests and Deacons (hereafter referred to as Essential Norms). They received
recognitio from the Holy See on December 8, 2002. The President of the USCCB promulgated
them on December 12, 2002 and announced that they would take effect March 1, 2003.

On December 16, 2002 in an attempt to now correlate the Chicago Policies with the Essential
Norms, the Chicago Archdiocese issued yet another version of its Sexual Abuse of Minors:
Policies for Education, Prevention, Assistance to Victims and Procedures for Determination of
Fitness for Ministry' (Draft Revision 12-19-2002; effective 3-1-2003). These policies have not
yet been promulgated.

On January 16,2003, the Archdiocese released to the public a document entitled Ten Year
Report on Clerical Sexual Abuse of Minors in the Archdiocese of Chicago. This report stated:

“Since January 1, 1993, the Archdiocese of Chicago’s independent Review Board has
determined that there was reasonable cause to suspect that sexual abuse of a minor

occurred in 55 matters dating back 40 years involving 36 Archdiocesan priests.”

The two allegations against me were included in this number. The report also referred to these
allegations as “founded” (pp. 2, 6) and “substantiated” (p. 2). In the cover memorandum of this
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report, the Chancellor of the Archdiocese stated:

“...the underlying sad fact remains: three dozen priests have abused children (in some
cases more than one), betrayed their vocations, damaged the mission of this local church,
and caused many individuals to question the ministry of priesthood and bishop.”

On page 3 of the report, the Chancellor stated that there would be canonical trials “to discover
the truth” about these allegations, but from what he wrote, the allegations have already been
proven true. I might point out that eight of these accused priests were dead when they were
accused.

Although the Archdiocese did not release the names of the priests covered by these findings, it
did indicate to the media that their names had been announced at the time they were removed
from ministry. Thus, the newspapers reviewed their files and printed a list of the priests,
including me.

It is hard to see how I could now have a fair trial when I have already been declared guilty and
vilified by the Archdiocese.

II. THE LAW
A. CANONICAL DUE PROCESS

1. Basic Principle of Canonical Due Process

It is undisputed that all procedures employed in any canonical investigation and judgment leading
up to the imposition of canonical penalties must be congruent with the procedures envisioned by
and explicated in the 1983 Code of Canon Law. (Hereafter cited as the 1983 Code)

"The Christian faithful have the right not to be punished with canonical penalties except
according to the norm of law" (c. 221 §3).

Deploring the recent failure by many dioceses to honor and effectively apply the right of
canonical due process, one canonist states:

“These actions certainly appear to ignore the basic right expressed in ¢. 221 § 3, which
provides that the Christian faithful have the right not to be punished with canonical
penalties except in accord with the norm of canon law. According to accepted
jurisprudence, this right is an application of the natural law which does not admit of
dispensation.” (Ingels, G., "Dismissal from the Clerical State: An Examination of the
Penal Process,”Studia canonica (1999), p. 170).

2. Application of the Principle of Canonical Due Process
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Because the Catholic life is manifest socially in the context of community, Church and society, it
requires structure and order. The application of canon law is the long established methodology
by which the Catholic community structures and orders itself, to facilitate living the Catholic
Christian life. The Church fulfills its mission to protect the rights of all the faithful by complying
with its own procedures and by the proper exercise of canonical offices. The Code of Canon Law
indicates quite clearly what canonical procedures must be followed by what canonical officers in
addressing an accusation of clerical sexual abuse of a minor.

This right to canonical due process includes the right to be judged according to the law applied
with equity (c. 221 §2). This right applies to both judicial and administrative processes. (Canon
Law Society of America, “New Commentary on the Code of Canon Law,” New York: Paulist
Press (2000), p. 281; hereafter referred to as CLSA Commentary) This right results from an
application of the natural law, which does "not admit of dispensation." (Ingels, supra, p. 170).
Indeed canon 87 §1 states that the diocesan bishop “is not able to dispense, however, from
procedural or penal laws nor from those who dispensation is specifically reserved to the
Apostolic See or some other authority.” Therefore, judgments and penalties inflicted pursuant to
local procedures unknown to canonical law, in cases quite similar to mine, have been
overturned by the Holy See (cf. Congregation for the Clergy, Prot. Nos. 2000.1201, 2001.1099,
and 2001.0081). Furthermore, there is a duty to use canon law even if it seems “cumbersome,
arcane and outdated” to those ignorant of the mechanisms and balances effectuated therein over
centuries. One canonist recently wrote, "... it is incumbent upon all of us in the Church to try to
use this (canonical penal) process properly and effectively." (Ingels, supra, pp. 170, 169-212).

Another canonist noted in an article criticizing local procedures quite similar to those used in my
case, that, unfortunately, canonical procedures have been ignored recently in the United States.
He points out that the duty to act legally must be observed for the benefit of the whole church.

"Unless the church'’s hierarchy is willing to honor so fundamental and uncontroversial a
right as the right to what we Americans call ‘due process of law’, other and more
contentious rights will continue to be treated summarily or even trampled on." (Beals,
J.P., "Hiding in the thickets of the Law", America 15 (October 7, 2002), p.18.).

The Essential Norms, cited above, contain six (6) explicit statements that the universal law of
the Church still applies to a case such as mine and all national and diocesan procedures must be
“in accord” with the Code of Canon Law. These six explicit references emphasize the intent that
canonical procedures be properly applied and canonical offices be properly exercised in cases
such as mine:

. The Preamble to the Essential Norms states: "These norms are complementary to
the universal law of the Church...”" (par. 3).

. Norm 2, dealing with the written policy of each diocese, states: "This policy is to
comply fully with, and is to specify in more detail, the steps to be taken in
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implementing the requirements of canon law..."

. Norm 6 deals with the preliminary investigation, and as pointed out above, states:
"When an allegation ...is received, a preliminary investigation in harmony with
canon law will be initiated and conducted...objectively (c. 1717)."

. Norm 8 states that penalties can only be inflicted: "...after an appropriate process
in accord with canon law..."

. Norm 8A states: "In every case involving canonical penalties, the processes
provided for in canon law must be observed and the various provisions of canon
law must be considered."

. And, Norm 9 states that administrative acts in cases such as these should be
consistent with and observant of "the provisions of canon law." (Underlines
added).

The explicit reference or citation in Norm 6 to canon 1717 as a whole is significant because,
when read as a whole, canon 1717 clearly indicates and mandates the specific canonical
procedures to be followed in a case such as mine as well as the canonical offices that are to carry
out the canonical preliminary investigation prescribed there.

The affirmation of the need for canonical due process in any action against one of the faithful is
further bolstered in the Essential Norms by the explicit, articulated provision of the right to “civil
counsel” for an accused (Norm 6, sentence 3). This right is repeated again in Norm 8A (sentence
4). Therefore, if a lawyer is to be involved, by logical extension some legitimate body of law is
to be followed.

Again, consistent with the principle that canonical due process must be followed by the diocese,
is the fact that the Essential Norms twice specifically refer to an accused's right to “canonical
counsel” (Norm 6, sentence 3; and Norm 8A, sentences 4). And, the Essential Norms are so
concerned with the implementation of this right that they even provide for using diocesan funds
or resources to “supply canonical counsel” to the accused (Norm 8A, sentence 5). Obviously,
again by logical extension a canon lawyer would be of no use unless canon law was supposed to
be followed.

Therefore, it seems clear and beyond any doubt that incorporated into, and guiding all
proceedings under, any diocesan procedures are the principles, authority, precedent, traditions,
procedures and offices of Canon Law.

“Incidents of sexual abuse by the clergy have become one of the most distressing issues
which the church has had to confront in recent decades.... While a canonical penal trial
is among the most difficult...procedures that we have to deal with as canonists, this
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process does stand as a testament to the Church’s commitment to provide a means which
will effectively investigate and resolve issues as stressful as these in a just and equitable
manner. The responsibility of assuring that such procedures succeed falls to each of us.”
(Ingels, supra, pp. 207-208) (Underlines added).

3. Corollaries to Principle of Canonical Due Process

The universal law of the Church must be interpreted in such a manner as to “be linked to
authentic values” underlaying the norms. And, a norm is only validly interpreted when it
promotes, supports, and protects a the underlying value; otherwise it would not serve the
common good. (CLSA Commentary, p. 3) The values protected by c. 221 §3 are the inviolable
dignity of the human person, an individual’s natural right to his good name, the presumption of
innocence, the right of every accused to a defense, the right of a cleric to the exercise of his
ministry unless legitimately restricted, the right of privacy, the right to fundamental fairness and
canonical due process.

Canon 1321 §1 establishes that no one is punished unless the external violation of a law or
precept, committed by the person, is gravely imputable by reason of malice or negligence.”
Sometimes an accusation alleges that a cleric engaged in behavior which would have been
inappropriate, foolish, or offensive, but which would not be an external, objectively grave
violation of the sixth commandment, even if the allegation were true. The canonical norm of
sexual abuse, “an external, objectively grave violation of the sixth commandment” (Essential
Norms, Preamble, Par. 4), requires lustful intent. This can presumed from certain behaviors; but
in the case of ambiguous touching, for example, lustful intent must be proven.

In addition, “laws which establish a penalty...are subject to strict interpretation.” (.18 of the
1983 Code and c. 19 of the 1917 Code). “Strict interpretation of penal laws is necessary to
protect the rights of persons, including those who have...been accused of a crime.” (CLSA
Commentary, p. 76)

A prime example of this concept is canon 1313 §1 which states: "If a law is changed after a
delict has been committed, the law more favorable to the accused is to be applied.” It is
illegitimate to attempt to apply to an alleged delict of 35 or 45 years ago, a more severe penalty
which may be contained in the Essential Norms. It is also illegitimate to apply particular law
contained in the Chicago Policies which ignores established canonical protections for the
accused.

Moreover, canon 135 §2 states: “ A lower level legislator cannot validly issue a law contrary to a
higher law.” The recognitio which the Essential Norms received from the Congregation for
Bishops does not constitute a derogation from the law. Only the Holy Father can grant a
derogation from the law. Rather, the recognitio is a judgment that the Essential Norms can be
interpreted in such a way as to be consistent with the universal law of the Church. Any
interpretation of the Essential Norms which is not consistent with the universal law of the Church
is invalid. Therefore all of the local diocesan policies and procedures and officers used to
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investigate and judge my case should have strictly complied with the procedures and offices
prescribed by the 1983 Code.

Canon 1717 §2 provides that: “Care must be taken so that the good name of anyone is not
endangered from this investigation.” This is a corollary of canon 220:

“No one is permitted to harm illegitimately the good reputation which a person possesses
nor to injure the right of any person to protect his or her own privacy.”

Last and most important, by natural law and canon law, the accused is to be presumed innocent
until proven guilty (cf. cc. 221 §§2, 3 and Congregation for the Clergy, Prot. N. 2002.1201).

The burden of proof is on the accuser/Promoter of Justice (c. 1526 §1). This burden of proof has
three essential elements: (a) the burden of providing or collecting sufficient evidence to prove the
accusation; (b) the burden of moving the case forward to a final judgment; and (c) the burden of
proving the alleged delict with moral certitude.

Therefore the application of canonical procedure must be consistent with the presumption of
innocence, which mandates that the burden of proof should never be shifted. Interpreting
legislation or creating processes which accomplish the result of requiring the accused to prove
himself innocent violate this principle. The local diocesan policies, procedures, and officers
unknown to canon law used to investigate and judge my case violated this in ways which will be
shown below.

B. CANONICAL OFFICES REQUIRED FOR THE PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION

Canon 145 describes the concept of “ecclesiastical office”. These offices carry powers attached
by canon law (c. 131) together with specific qualifications and specific duties unique to and
created by canon law. In a canonical preliminary investigation there are three essential
ecclesiastical offices: the ordinary (exercising his role as judge), the investigator (exercising the
role of auditor), and the notary. To properly conduct a canonical preliminary investigation, these
three officers must exercise their offices as defined and directed by the Code of Canon Law.

i. The Ordinary-as- Judge.
In canon law, the ordinary exercises a multitude of roles. Canon 381 §1 describes the ordinary’s
overall role as pastor:

“A diocesan bishop in the diocese entrusted to him has all ordinary, proper, and
immediate power which is required for the exercise of his pastoral function except for
cases which the law or a decree of the Supreme Pontiff reserves to the supreme authority
or to another ecclesiastical authority.”(Italics added).

In exercising his pastoral role, the ordinary exercises distinct legislative, executive, and judicial
functions: “It is for the diocesan bishop to govern the particular church entrusted to him with
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legislative, executive, and judicial power according to the norm of law.”(c.391 §1) (Italics
added). Canon 1419 §1 says that in the diocese “the judge of first instance is the diocesan
bishop...”

In dealing with an accusation of clerical sexual abuse of a minor, the ordinary’s role as judge is
paramount. (Thus, this role is hereafter referred to as “ordinary-as-judge,” in order to distinguish
it from the other roles of the ordinary). It is important to distinguish the proper exercise of the
various roles of the ordinary, because in the investigation of an accusation of clerical sexual
abuse of a minor, an ordinary may be involved in some way and yet not be exercising his
canonically mandated role as judge.

a. Initial judgment

Pursuant to canon 1717 §1, the ordinary-as-judge has the responsibility, first of all, to determine
whether an accusation of a delict allegedly committed by a cleric “at least seems true.” “(H)e is
carefully to inquire personally or through another suitable person about the facts, circumstances,
and imputability, unless such inquiry seems entirely superfluous.” (c. 1717 §1). This standard of
proof is rather low and could be equated with the “reasonable cause to suspect” standard used in
the Chicago Policies. However, this is a judgment which can be made rather easily and quickly
by the ordinary. Usually, this decision should be able to be made with a few days; whereas the
Chicago Review Board can take months to come to such a decision.

b. Judge conducting or presiding over the preliminary investigation

If the ordinary decides that a preliminary investigation is to be conducted, he must first issue a
decree opening the investigation (c. 1719) and either conduct the investigation himself or, by
decree, appoint a “suitable person” as the investigator (c. 1717 §1). This investigator has the
powers and obligations of an auditor (c. 1717.§3). Canon 1428 §3 points out: “It is for the
auditor, according to the mandate of the judge, only to collect the proofs and hand them over to
the judge.” Thus the ordinary retains his judicial role; he is not able to delegate it to anyone else,
even the investigator-auditor, and he may not abdicate it. His role as judge requires that he view
the canonically obtained evidence personally (c. 1428 §3).

The ordinary-as-judge has to decide based on the Acts of the case (what is known as the
“Record” in American Common Law courts) and not on any “off-the-record” information of
whatever kind. Canon 1604 §1 says: “It is absolutely forbidden for information given to the judge
by the parties, advocates, or even other persons to remain outside the Acts of the case.” Also,
canon 1608 §2 says that the judge must base his judgment “from the Acts and the proofs.”

In order to be included in the Acts of the case, testimony must be taken in a canonically valid
manner. This requires that the accuser be interviewed alone (c. 1560), in person (c. 1558), and
under oath (c. 1530) . An oath, however, is never to be administered to the accused (c. 1728 §2).
The judge (or the auditor) is to establish the identity of the witness (c. 1563). He is to ask the
witness “the source of his or her knowledge and the precise time when the witness learned what
he or she asserts” (c. 1563).
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Canon 1548 §2 grants an exemption from testifying to “clerics regarding what has been made
known to them by reason of sacred ministry ... and others bound by professional secrecy.” In his
November 14, 2002 interview with Zenit News Service, Archbishop Julian Herranz, the
President of the Pontifical Council for Legislative Texts, pointed out that this exemption also
applies to bishops themselves. The reason for these exemptions is that the special nature of these
professional and ecclesial relationships requires the ability to speak with candor, with the
assurance of confidentiality.

In determining the trustworthiness of testimonies, the judge, “after having requested testimonial
letters if necessary is to consider the following:
1° what the condition or reputation of the person is;
2° whether the testimony derives from personal knowledge, especially from what has
been seen or heard personally, or whether from opinion, rumor, or hearsay;
3° whether the witness is reliable and firmly consistent or inconsistent, uncertain, or
vacillating;
4° whether the witness has co-witnesses to the testimony or is supported or not by other
elements of proof.” (c. 1572).

Canon 1573 says: “The testimony of one witness cannot produce full proof ... unless the
circumstances of things and persons suggest otherwise.”

Canon 1574 says: “The assistance of experts must be used whenever the prescript of a
law or of the judge requires their examination and opinion based on the precepts of art or science
in order to establish some fact or to discern the true nature of some matter.” In case in which the
validity of the memories of the accuser or the accused may be at issue, expert testimony would be
very valuable.

Documentary proof is covered in canons 1539-1546. Documentary proof is necessary to establish
the age of the accuser. It also may be helpful to establish other facts.

Canon 1582 allows the judge to conduct a “judicial examination and inspection”:
“If, in order to decide a case, the judge considers it opportune to visit some place or to
inspect some thing, the judge, after having heard the parties, is to order it by a decree
describing in summary fashion those things which must be exhibited during the visitation
or inspection.”

When the visit or inspection has been completed, a report about it is to be drafted (c. 1583).

c. Concluding judgment
The preliminary investigation continues until the ordinary-as-judge is able to determine either:

(a) that there is sufficient evidence of the alleged delict (c. 1718 §1) to warrant sending
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the case to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith (May 18, 2001 Letter of the
Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Sacramentorum sanctitas tutela and Norms of
the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith for penal trials, Art. 13) and whether it is
expedient (c. 1718 §1, 2°), or

(b) that there is insufficient canonically appropriate evidence to move to the next stage a
and so the case should be closed.

It seems important to point out here that the real purpose of the judgment by the ordinary-as-
judge at the conclusion of the canonical preliminary investigation is to determine whether there is
moral certitude that the Acts of the case contain sufficient evidence to proceed to a trial (c.1718

§1).

“Once all of the proofs have been gathered....it then falls to the ordinary himself to
determine whether he has arrived at moral certitude concerning the sufficiency of the
evidence...” (Ingels, supra, p. 179).

At this point, it is not proper for the ordinary to decide or pronounce guilt.

“A clear distinction must be made between moral certitude concerning the sufficiency of
the evidénce and moral certitude concerning the guilt of the accused. It is for the penalty
phase of the process to assess the question of guilt. Since the ordinary cannot provide for
the right of defense of the accused during the prior investigation he can only address the
question of whether the evidence is sufficient to move forward with the process.” (Ingels,
supra, p. 179, n. 20) (Underlines added).

The ordinary-as-judge concludes the canonical preliminary investigation with a decree stating
his moral certitude that the Acts (the Record) are sufficient to prove the allegation in a canonical
trial (c. 1719 and Ingels, G. supra, p. 190, 178). If the ordinary-as-judge cannot arrive at moral
certitude that the quantity and quality of the evidence is sufficient, he must then issue a decree
which declares this finding of insufficiency of the evidence and conclude the canonical
preliminary investigation (c. 1719).

“Finally, if the ordinary does not find the proofs compelling enough for him to arrive at a
conclusion of the probability of the priest’s responsibility for the crime of which he has
been accused, he must issue a decree which declares this finding, absolves the accused,
and brings the penal process to conclusion.” (Ingels, supra, p. 192).

Obviously this judgment of the ordinary-as-judge requires knowledge of canonical procedures
and canonical rules of evidence. When the ordinary-as-judge is making the judgment required by
canon 1718 to conclude the canonical preliminary investigation, “the ordinary may hear two
Jjudges or other experts in the law if he considers it prudent”(c. 1718 §3). The basis of the
judgment of the ordinary-as-judge is revealed in the emphasis on the canonical knowledge
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required by these judges or canonical experts. This provision clearly indicates the need to decide
the issues presented at the conclusion of a canonical preliminary investigation according to the
evidentiary requirements of the Code of Canon Law. This requires an awareness of the standards
for canonically admissible evidence, cognizance of the proper ecclesiastical procedures, and an
understanding of the proper role of the ecclesiastical offices prescribed by the Code of Canon
Law.

In the present climate, in the wake of a national crisis for the Church, it is more important than
ever that the ordinary-as-judge uphold the integrity of this office and abide by the canonical
duties and obligations of this office. Because the U.S. bishops have raised the stakes by
declaring a policy that no cleric who has ever committed an act of sexual abuse with a minor may
ever again exercise ministry, the Holy See has insisted on the right to a canonical trial for the
accused. Because of the gravity of the matters at issue, the Church insists on a rigorous, formal
penal process to determine the truth of the allegation and to protect the rights of both accuser and
accused. The penal process must be followed in both letter and spirit.

For a cleric accused of sexual abuse of a minor, what is potentially at stake is:

. a possible criminal trial and imprisonment

. a possible civil lawsuit and the potential loss of his assets
. permanent removal from ministry

. the permanent destruction of his reputation.

Also at stake are the Church’s reputation for the protection of human rights, justice and equity; as
well as the Church’s concern for the protection of children.

Failure to conduct a canonically valid preliminary investigation and to conclude it with a
canonically proper finding creates a case that cannot be brought to a canonical trial. Such a
failure is malfeasance of office on the part of the ordinary.

2. The Investigator-Auditor

a. Sources in the law

The sources of the ecclesiastical office of “investigator” are cc. 1717-1719. Canon 1717 §1
provides that the ordinary can conduct the canonical investigation personally. However, canonists
usually recommend that the ordinary not do so:

“This recommendation is made on the basis of the principle found in ¢. 1717 §3, which
prohibits the investigator from later acting as a judge in the case...” (Ingels, supra, p.
174).

“...it is preferable that the diocesan bishop himself not conduct the investigation. He must

be in a position to evaluate its results objectively; personal involvement may interfere
with this critical duty.” (Canonical Delicts Involving Sexual Misconduct and Dismissal
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from the Clerical State, USCCB, 1995, reprinted 2002, p. 9) (Italics in original).

This demonstrates an important point about the source of the office of the investigator-auditor. It
is derived by dividing the inherent power of the ordinary to inquire into the facts and his
responsibility to independently, objectively judge the facts as established in the Acts (the
Record).

Canon 1717 §3 provides that the ordinary-as-judge can appoint a “suitable person” to conduct the
canonical investigation and gather canonically appropriate evidence. This canonical officer is
called the “investigator” (c. 1718 §4). Canon 1717 §3 also specifies that the investigator has “the
same powers and obligations as an auditor in the process.” (For this reason and to distinguish the
canonical investigator from that utilized in the Chicago Policies, 1 will hereafter refer to this
canonical officer as the “investigator-auditor.”)

b. Appointment by decree

In each case, that appointment of a canonical investigator, who acts as an auditor in the canonical
preliminary investigation, must be appointed by a decree from the ordinary-as-judge (c. 1719).
This decree should also express the parameters of the mandate given to the investigator-auditor
(c. 1428 §3). This decree must be placed in the Acts of the case (Congregation for the Clergy,
Prot. N. 2000.1201).

¢. Qualifications
Canon 1428 §2 says that persons appointed as auditors are to be “outstanding for their good
character, prudence, and doctrine.”

Canonical Delicts says that the investigator need not be a priest and “in some cases a team
approach may be advisable” (p. 9). However, canon 1717 §3 refers to “a suitable person” and
the Congregation for the Clergy has ruled that the ordinary “must appoint a single Delegate to
act on his behalf” (Prot. N. 2000.1201). Also prominent experts in the penal law of the Church,
such as Francis Morrisey, O.M.L and Gregory Ingels, maintain that the investigator must be a
priest. Their argument is based by analogy with canon 483 §2 requiring the notary in such cases
to be a priest. One could also add that canon 1717 §3 says that the investigator has the powers
and responsibilities of an auditor and canon 1428 §1 says that the auditor carries out the
responsibilities of the judge in instructing the case and the CDF Norms for penal trials say:
«__.only priests can validly carry out the functions of judge, promoter of justice, notary, and
patron” (Art. 11).

The investigator-auditor also must be objective and not charged with any conflicting
responsibilities in order to conduct a fair, unbiased objective inquiry (c. 1448 §2). The duty to be

objective and unbiased is also affirmed and emphasized in the Essential Norms.

“Norm 6. When an allegation of sexual abuse of a minor by priest or a deacon is received,
a preliminary investigation in harmony with canon law will be initiated and conducted
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promptly and objectively (c. 1717).” (Underline added).

The nature of the role of the investigator-auditor conducting a canonical preliminary
investigation requires that the investigator have a thorough knowledge of canon law. The
investigator-auditor must be familiar with the powers and duties of an auditor in a canonical
process as well as the evidentiary requirements of canon law.

The investigator-auditor should be skilled in conducting canonically valid examinations of
witnesses (detailed above in the treatment of the ordinary-as-judge). The investigator should be
knowledgeable about the special detailed formularies and oaths, used in canonical investigations
of this kind, which are contained in Crimen sollicitationis (Instruction of the Holy Office,1962).
About ten years ago the Nunciature in Washington sent a notice to diocesan bishops that Crimen
sollicitationis remains in force and that the document was to be preserved in the diocesan secret
archives for use when needed.

The investigator-auditor must also have a thorough knowledge of the constitutive elements of
canons pertaining to the delict of sexual abuse of minors (c. 1395, §2) and the application of
penalties, especially canonically aggravating and mitigating circumstances (cc.1324-27). The
investigator should also be knowledgeable about the Illinois Criminal Code, civil law, and the
laws pertaining to the gathering of evidence, since canon law can incorporate or “canonize” the
local civil law of the respective diocese, because the 1983 Code exhorts and requires the
observance of civil laws not contradictory to the canon law (c. 22). Therefore it seems clear that
the investigator-auditor must be someone with sensitivity to and awareness of canon and civil
law.

Furthermore the investigator-auditor must be someone familiar with the unique issues involving
child abuse allegations, for the reasons discussed below. The crucial point is that the investigator-
auditor must be able to discern and help create canonically proper evidence, for both the accuser
and the accused.

d. Functions

Canon 1428 §3 says: “It is for the auditor ... only to collect the proofs and hand them over to the
judge.” The word “only” limits these duties to indicate that there is no judgmental, determinative,
nor advisory role that is included in the auditor’s responsibilities or powers. The powers and

obligations of an auditor include deciding “what proofs are to be collected and in what manner”
(c. 1428 §3).

The purpose of the canonical preliminary investigation is not to indict or try the accused at this
stage but rather to gather facts, investigate the circumstances, and explore the question of
imputability.

“The preliminary investigation is geared to ascertaining whether there are solid grounds
for judging that an ecclesiastical delict...has been committed...” (CLSA Commentary,
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Comment p. 1808). (Underlines added).

The inquiry conducted by the investigator-auditor must be a far more thorough and objective than
is usually conducted under the Common Law model. Under the Common Law, the adversary
method is relied upon to complete the investigation, correct errors, add or explain facts in a light
most favorable to the accused as well as the accuser, and expose biases and conflicts of interest
or inadequacies of witnesses through cross-examination by an advocate in an adversary '
proceeding. Because none of this activity is provided for in the canonical model, it must be
performed by the investigator-auditor.

Therefore the investigator-auditor is charged with the responsibility of completely and
thoroughly investigating the charges, gathering evidence and proofs that address fully and
completely all sides of the issues including that evidence favorable to the accused. In other
words, facts to support a defense, or mitigation, should also be carefully collected by the
investigator-auditor, since no defense or inquiry can be mounted at this stage by the accused, and
since these proofs act as the basic evidence at the later trial can seriously effect the accused’s
ability to defend himself at that stage.

Although it may be appropriate for the investigator-auditor to talk informally with a witness prior
the formal interview, care should obviously be exercised to prevent the investigator-auditor from
influencing the witness Canon 1565 says: “Questions must not be communicated to the witness
beforehand.” An investigator-auditor has to be careful to reduce witness statements untainted and
uninfluenced to a formal statement under oath, recorded verbatim and signed by the witness.
(Ingels, supra, p. 177) The significance here is that since the Roman-Continental model is
utilized in Canon Law, the obligation of the investigator-auditor is to collect evidence and facts
in such a way as to not distort the weight of the evidence and to establish and support both sides
to the dispute.

From the outset of a canonical preliminary investigation, it is essential that the allegation of the
accuser be obtained in a canonically valid manner with sufficient specificity as to time, place,
circumstances, and witnesses, so that the investigator-auditor knows what proofs need to be
obtained and so that the accused has sufficient knowledge of the accusation to be able to respond
to it and to prepare his defense. Obviously, the intention of canon law is that without the legal
credence of an oath no accusation regarding criminal conduct should be given any credibility.
Failure to obtain a canonically valid statement of the accusation at the commencement of the
preliminary investigation can result in the accusations evolving and “constantly changing, others
being added or not mentioned anymore, seemingly at will and not accord to any mode of canon
law.” (cf. Congregation for the Clergy, Prot. N. 2001.1099)

3. The Canonical Notary

a. Sources in the law
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In collecting the proofs, the judge or the investigator-auditor must be accompanied by and
assisted by a canonical notary (cc. 1437 §1 and 1561). The role of the canonical notary is crucial
in the canonical preliminary investigation. “A notary is to take part in any process, so much so

that the acts are null if the notary has not signed them.”(c.1437 §1).

b. Appointment by decree

As with other officers whom the diocesan bishop appoints to take part in a canonical preliminary
investigation, the notary is to be appointed to the case by a decree issued by the diocesan bishop

(c. 48).

¢. Qualifications

The canonical notary must be “of unimpaired reputation and above all suspicion” (c. 483 §2).In
cases involving accusations of clerical sexual abuse, the canonical notary must be a priest (c. 483

§2 and Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Norms for penal trials, Art. 12).

The notary must be very knowledgeable about canonical penal procedures, especially the
manifold duties of the notary, which are essential to establishing the official Acts of the

preliminary investigation.

d. Functions
The canonical notary performs the following duties:

. drawing up acts and instruments which require their action (c. 484, 1 °)

. witnessing the signature of the ordinary on all of the decrees issued in the penal

process (c. 484, 2 °)

. attending the taking of any statements by the accuser or other persons in order to

act as witness (c. 1569 §2)

. being present to witness the administration of an oath thereby insuring that the
statement is sworn to (c. 1562 §2). The reasons for requiring sworn testimony by
the accuser and by witnesses are not technical or frivolous. Sworn deponents can
be punished for perjury. In legal systems, the fact that a statement or testimony is
sworn is an important criterion for weighing truthfulness and accuracy. Sworn
testimony also provides a basis during the trial stage for cross-examination or

impeachment.

. transcribing accurately or recording verbatim any statements or depositions taken
from the accuser or other witnesses (c. 1567), “giving the witness the opportunity

to add, suppress, correct or change it” (c. 1569 §1);

. signing the Acts of the deposition, at the end of a deposition, and seeing to it that
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it is signed by the deponent and the investigator-auditor (c. 1569 §2);

. assembling and guarding the Acts of the case (the Record). (cc. 484, 486). The
penal process depends on the Acts. The importance of a proper record of both the
canonical preliminary investigation stage and later trial stage can not be
emphasized enough, because it is from this information that all subsequent
decisions will flow; and this is an essential element of not only canon law, but
every body of law that seeks to avoid charges that its trials are illegitimately held
or that principles of law and justice are disregarded or perverted, creating a sham
legal proceeding — or a kangaroo court. Off-the-record information cannot be
used in the penal process.

. placing, at the conclusion of the investigation,“the Acts of the investigation, the
decrees of the ordinary which initiated and concluded the investigation, and
everything which preceded the investigation” in the secret archive of the diocese,
unless they are necessary for the penal process (c. 1719).

C. PERIOD OF PRESCRIPTION

In 1994, the U.S. bishops asked the Holy See for derogations from the Code of Canon Law for
the United States in regard to alleged delicts of sexual abuse of minors. On April 25, 1994, the
Holy Father extended the period of prescription, in the United States, for alleged delicts with a
minor to 10 years after the accuser's 18th birthday. This was not retroactive; and it applied only
to delicts committed on or after April 25, 1994.

However, the Holy Father also promulgated a transitory norm, affecting some delicts committed
prior to April 25, 1994. Such delicts with a minor, below the age of sixteen, "are deemed to be
actionable by criminal process until the minor in question completes his or her twenty-third
birthday."

On April 30, 2001, Pope John Paul II in the Apostolic Letter Sacramentorum sanctitatis tutela,
issued motu proprio, promulgated in forma specifica the norms contained in the May 18, 2001
letter of the Congregation of the Faith De delictis gravioribus, which determined the prescription
for such offenses as ten years, running from the day the minor has completed the eighteenth year:

“It must be noted that the criminal action on delicts reserved to the Congregation
for the Doctrine of the Faith is extinguished by a prescription of ten
years...however, in the delict perpetrated with a minor by a cleric, the prescription
begins to run from the day when the minor has completed the 18th year of age.”

The Essential Norms do not eliminate or do away with the period of prescription. In fact these
norms explicitly recognize the viability of canonical period of prescription.
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"If the case would otherwise be barred by prescription, because sexual abuse of a minor is
a grave offense, the bishop/eparch shall apply to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the
Faith for a dispensation from the prescription, while indicating appropriate pastoral
reasons." Essential Norms (Norm 8A).

In his November 14, 2002 interview with Zenit News Service, Archbishop Julian Herranz, the
President of the Pontifical Council for the Interpretation of Legislative Texts explained the
purpose of retaining the period of prescription:

“While there are some who advocated the elimination of any statute of limitations in
these cases, such a proposal ignores the virtual impossibility of determining the truth or
falsity of allegations concerning conduct that happened in the distant past. Indeed, in the
context of ecclesiastical penal proceedings, it would be extremely difficult for the victim
and the Promoter of Justice to meet the standard of proof necessary for a finding that a
delict had occurred, and equally difficult for the accused cleric to assemble an adequate
defense. It is that practical reality, and not any desire to cover up crimes or reward
criminal, that has been responsible for the introduction of the concept of statutes of
limitations in all modern juridical systems."

These observations are quite consistent with the rationale behind civil and criminal statutes of
limitations, expressed quite well in a Comment about the statute of limitations utilized by the
United States Model Penal Code, Sec. 1.06, 1985:

"There are several reasons for the imposition of time limitations:

“First, and foremost, is the desirability that prosecutions be based upon reasonably fresh
evidence. With the passage of time memories fade, witnesses die or leave the area, and
physical evidence becomes more difficult to obtain, identify, or preserve. In short, the
possibility of erroneous conviction is minimized when prosecution is prompt.

"Second, if the actor refrains from further criminal activity, the likelihood increases that
he has reformed, diminishing the necessity for imposition of criminal sanctions. If he has
repeated his criminal behavior, he can be prosecuted for recent offenses committed within
the period of limitations. Hence, the necessity of protecting society against the perpetrator
of a particular offense becomes less compelling as the years pass.

"Third, after a protracted period the retributive impulse which may have existed in the
community is likely to yield to a sense of compassion aroused by the prosecution for an

offense long forgotten.

"Fourth, it is desirable to reduce the possibility of blackmail based on a threat to
prosecute or to disclose evidence to enforcement officials
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"Finally, statutes of limitations promote repose by giving security and stability to human
affairs.”

Furthermore, a prominent canonist also pointed out the rationale behind the period of
prescription.

"...prescription of penal actions or a statute of limitations exists because the law, in its
wisdom, recognizes that the passage of time renders prosecution of and defense against
complaints increasingly difficult. With the passage of time, potential witnesses disappear,
memories dim, relevant documents are lost..." (Beal, supra, p. 18).

D. CONFIDENTIALITY

Canon 220 states: “No one is permitted to harm illegitimately the good reputation which a person
possesses nor to injure the right of any person to protect his or her own privacy.” In addition,
canon 1717 §2 states, in regard to the preliminary investigation of a delict: “Care must be taken
so that the good name of anyone is not endangered from this investigation.” Furthermore, the
Essential Norms (which are not yet in effect, but which provide a guide for proper diocesan
policies) state in Norm 6: “All appropriate steps shall be taken to protect the reputation of the
accused during the investigation.”

For a priest, his good name, reputation, and legitimate privacy are especially sacred, because the
effectiveness of his sacred ministry depends upon his ability to be recognized and accepted by the
People of God as a suitable witness to Christ the High Priest and the Good Shepherd. For this
reason, the diocesan bishop’s obligation to defend the rights of his priests (c. 384), applies in a
special way to the priest’s right to his good name, reputation, and privacy. (Cf. Gianfranco
Ghirlanda, S.J., “Duties and Rights Involved in Cases of Sexual Abuse Perpetrated by Clerics,”
La Civiltg Catolica, May 18, 2002, pp. 341-353).

The canonical norms for trials also require confidentiality. Canon 1455 §1 says that, “Judges and
other tribunal personnel are always bound to observe secrecy of office in a penal trial...” As proof
of how seriously the universal law regards this obligation of confidentiality, canon 1457 §1
provides that those who violate it can be punished “with fitting penalties, not excluding privation
from office...”

So important and so sacred is the duty of confidentiality that the Holy See has repeatedly decreed
that investigations of clerical delicts against morals are under pontifical secrecy. When a bishop
is named, he takes an oath to observe pontifical secrecy. The pertinent document which explains
pontifical secrecy says:

“Deservedly, therefore, some things are entrusted to those who are assigned to the people
of God, which must be surrounded with secrecy, those things, namely, which, if revealed,
or if revealed at the wrong time or in the wrong way, are prejudicial to the building up of

30

AOC 007462


srilakshmi
Sticky Note
None set by srilakshmi

srilakshmi
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by srilakshmi

srilakshmi
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by srilakshmi


the Church, or destroy the public good, or, finally, offend the inviolable rights of
individuals and communities (see instruction, Communio et progressio, n. 121)...

“Included under pontifical secrecy are: ... (4) Extrajudicial denunciations received
regarding delicts against the faith and against morals... Likewise, the process and decision
which pertain to those denunciations, always safeguarding the right of him who has been
reported to authorities to know of the denunciation if such knowledge is necessary for his
own defense.” (Secreta continere, Instruction of the Secretariat of State, rescript from an
audience, February 4, 1977; AAS, 66 (1974), p. 89).

The Norms for penal trials, issued by the Congregation of the Doctrine of the Faith, in footnote
25, quotes a 1999 papal rescript from an audience, confirming that the norms of the Instruction
Secreta continere remain in force. Article 25 §1 of these Norms also states in that pontifical
secrecy applies to penal trials.

The May 18, 2001 letter of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, 4d exsequendam
ecclesiasticam legem, reiterates that matters pertaining to such allegations are under the
pontifical secret.

Also Article 111, 2 of Secreta continere provides:

“If a violation has reached the external forum, he who is accused of violating the secrecy
will be judged by a certain special commission which will be constituted by the Cardinal
Prefect ...; this commission will inflict penalties in keeping with the gravity of the delict
or the harm done.”

This requirement of confidentiality is consistent with the norms which apply to an American civil
trial. The “Record” of the case (depositions, motions, etc.) is confidential to the public as it is
being assembled, until the facts are presented at trial or the trial is concluded. Otherwise, there
would be the risk of (1) trying the case in the media instead of through the legal process, (2)
judgments being made by the public based on piecemeal information, and (3) possible pollution
of testimony as potential witnesses become aware of the testimony given by other parties. In an
American criminal prosecution, the grand jury proceedings are secret and no public
announcement is made until an indictment is issued, based on a finding of probable cause that the
defendant has committed the crime.

In the case of an accusation of sexual abuse of a minor against a cleric, it would seem that
confidentiality should be maintained until probable cause is determined and the case is sent to the
Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith. The Congregation can indicate what, if anything, can
be publicly disclosed and when. Because prescription may bar a penal trial and the Congregation
may determine that it would be unjust to dispense from prescription, it would be manifestly
unfair to the accused to announce the accusation, since the accused would have no way of
vindicating his good name and reputation.
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Also, it should be noted that the Internet has increased exponentially the damage done to an
accused priest’s reputation by a violation of the mandated confidentiality. The public
announcements made by dioceses are posted on numerous websites. There are databases giving
easy access to any newspaper article about any priest who has been accused of sexual abuse (e.g,
www.poynter.org). There are law firms which specialize in lawsuits alleging sexual abuse of
priests and these law firms seek new clients by posting the names of accused priests. Entering
“clergy sexual abuse databases™ into the popular Google search engine results in a listing of
2,140 websites. The allegations are available to anyone in the world who has access to the
Internet and they remain as a permanent stain on the reputation of many priests who have never
been proven guilty of any sexual abuse.

The implications of the violation of the canonical requirements of confidentiality are enormous.
The British weekly the Economist said: “No crime, not even murder, is so vilified in the western
world as paedophilia. Being accused, even wrongly, of anything to do with child abuse can ruin
people’s lives.” (January 18, 2003, p.10).

IIl. THE ARGUMENT

With all due respect, Your Eminence, when the diocesan policies, procedures and officers used to
investigate and judge my case are compared to the standards of canon law, one is drawn to the
clear conclusion that no canonical procedures were properly applied in my case. Instead, local
administrative procedures and standards and local administrative officers foreign to canon law
were used to investigate and judge my case.

Church law, which evolved over 2,000 years of experience in promoting justice and protecting
human rights, was unfortunately ignored. In the Chicago Archdiocese, a novel set of
administrative policies and procedures was created, based on Anglo-American Common Law and
reputedly modeled on the procedures devised for the Attorney Registration and Disciplinary
Commission of the State of Illinois. These procedures were developed to discipline Illinois
attorneys for infractions of the Code of Professional Conduct. They have been erroneously
applied to the investigation and judgment of allegations of clerical sexual abuse of minors. (The
history of the Chicago Policies and Procedures is given in the Introduction to that document).

This attempt to meld procedures of Anglo-American Common Law with canon law resulted in a
set of procedures that denied me canonical due process. The procedures adopted in Chicago
explicitly barred the adversary methodology of the Common Law, but failed to incorporate the
proper canonical procedures for investigation and judgment of such cases.

Instead of using the refined, subtle and proven procedures of canon law to determine the truth of
such allegations, the Archdiocese has chosen to use processes adopted from a totally different

legal system. The result in my case is that tainted and polluted “testimony” was accepted, without
creating any proper canonical record of officials Acts for a canonical procedure. This has shifted
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the burden of proof to me, deprived me of the right of defense, unleashed unfair publicity against
me, and deprived me of my priestly ministry with a canonically inconclusive finding that there
was “reasonable cause fo suspect” sexual abuse of a minor.

In particular, the procedures and facts of my case demonstrate:

. No ordinary-as-judge exercised that role to correctly open a canonical preliminary
investigation, to appoint proper ecclesiastical officers to carry it out in accord
with canonical procedures and rules of evidence, and to properly conclude the
preliminary investigation. Instead responsibility was delegated to those who had
no proper qualifications or ability to hold ecclesiastical office..

. No canonical investigator-auditor was appointed and functioned to gather
evidence in a proper canonical preliminary investigation as prescribed in cc. 1717-
1719. Instead an “investigation” was carried out by a local diocesan officer
entitled the Administrator of the Review Board and by a group of lay and clerical
persons denominated a Review Board which performed functions that were
totally foreign to canon law.

. No canonical notary functioned in my case. Thus, no proper canonical Acts were
created, no canonical decrees were issued, and no testimony was taken properly in
the canonical procedure known as a preliminary investigation. Because proper
canonical procedures were not followed and local procedures unknown to canon
law were followed, there is a strong indication in my case that the memories of
the accusers have been irremediably tainted and the False Memory Syndrome is
now a major barrier to ever being able to fairly examine my accusers.

. The period of prescription was ignored, despite the fact that the accusations
against me stem from more than 35 years ago. In contravention of the values
enshrined in the statutes of limitations of every legal system, I am forced into the
virtually impossible situation of defending myself against vague allegations, that
allegedly occurred on unspecified dates in uncertain years three to four decades
ago.

. The requisite confidentiality was not observed. As a result, my right to privacy has
been violated, my reputation has been irreparably damaged, my right to the
presumption of innocence has been destroyed, and my right of defense has been
undermined, because the accusers have now been affirmed in their obviously thin
recollections by Archdiocesan officials and reinforced by pronouncements from
the Archdiocese.

. A judgment of guilt was rendered, public condemnation voiced, and penalties
imposed without a proper canonical preliminary investigation being utilized to
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collect evidence or a proper canonical trial being conducted before a
determination of guilt was pronounced and announced.

A. THE ORDINARY-AS-JUDGE

1. The ordinary did not exercise his role as judge

There is no indication in my files that the diocesan bishop complied with the
duty to make an initial judgment, as required by canon 1717 §1, that the
accusations against me “at least seemed true” and warranted a canonical
preliminary investigation.

There is no indication in my files that the duty to issue a decree opening a
canonical preliminary investigation was observed by the diocesan bishop (c.
1719).

There is no indication in my files that the diocesan bishop complied with the
duty to properly appoint a legitimate investigator, acting with the same powers
and obligations as an auditor (c. 1717 §§1, 3).

The diocesan bishop did not comply with the duty to oversee the canonical
preliminary investigation to ensure that it was conducted in accord with the
prescribed procedures of Church law as set out in canons 1717-1719 and related
canons. The inquiry which was undertaken (and which was not the canonical
preliminary investigation called for in the Essential Norms) was conducted by
those not canonically authorized to participate in it. Furthermore, my
psychological records from previous treatment for depression were improperly
and illegally disclosed to the Administrator and redisclosed to the Review Board.

The diocesan bishop did not comply with the duty to determine my case based
only on the record compiled by investigator-auditor and confirmed as correct by
the notary. Instead he apparently based his judgments on summaries and opinions
of the local officials known as the Administrator and the Review Board (c. 1428
§3).The diocesan bishop did not properly exercise his responsibilities as judge in
that he did not ensure that his decision was based only upon a canonically valid
record of the testimony. No notary was appointed; no testimony was taken under
oath; no testimony was taken verbatim or transcribed; memoranda of interviews
were created which were flawed and not contemporaneous; deponents did not
review for accuracy memoranda of their statements, sign them or swear to them
(cc. 1530, 1558, 1560 1563, 1728 § 2, et al.) In making the judgment or decision
that there is, or is not, “sufficient evidence,” the “ordinary-as-judge” has to
decide — based on the Acts of the case (what is known as the Record in American
Common Law courts) and not on any written or oral sources, or other documents,
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whisperings, or gossip or “off-the-record” memoranda — that there has been a
canonically valid preliminary investigation pursuant to canon law and carried out
in accord with canonical requirements and that there is sufficient canonically
admissible evidence to proceed to a penal trial. (c. 1608 §2).

. The diocesan bishop did not comply with his duty to decide with moral certitude
whether there is sufficient evidence in the record to warrant proceeding to trial

(c. 1718 §1). This duty requires the “ordinary-as-judge” to evaluate the quality and

caliber of the evidence regarding (1) the facts of the alleged complaint, (2) the
circumstances surrounding the alleged offense, and (3) the imputability of the
alleged delict to the accused. Or stated in another way, the “ordinary-as-judge”
must decide whether the standard of proof has been met at the conclusion of the
preliminary investigation. (c. 1718 §1, 1 °). The standard is whether there is moral
certitude that the evidence is canonically sufficient to warrant proceeding to trial

(c. 1718 §1).

. The diocesan bishop did not comply with the duty to conclude the preliminary
investigation by issuing a canonical decree closing the preliminary investigation
(c. 1719).

. The diocesan bishop did not consult any judges or experts in the law, as

recommended by canon 1718 §3.

. The diocesan bishop did not place the Acts of the investigation in the secret
archives of the Archdiocese (c. 1719).

. The diocesan bishop did not hear the Promoter of Justice before removing me
from ministry and imposing restrictions on my freedoms (c. 1722).

2. Judicial functions were inappropriately and illegitimately exercised by the Review Board
The Review Board operated as a tribunal, engaging in investigative and judicial functions. Norm
4 of the Essential Norms makes it clear that the function of the review board should be
exclusively an advisory one (like the College of Consultors or the Diocesan Finance Council, for
example). Yet, in the Chicago Policies and in my case, it is obvious that the Review Board acted
as a tribunal at least three times.

An investigative/judicial role for the Review Board is described in policy §1104.3.6.2 which
provides for the accuser or the accused to appear before the Review Board; and policy
§1104.3.6.3 which allows the accuser or the accused to bring attorneys with them to these
appearances. These are inappropriate incursions of the Review Board into roles not provided for
in canon law. Confusion is further fostered by attempting to imitate an American jury, without
any of the multitude of safeguards erected around that deliberative body to insure knowledgeable,
unbiased decision-making.
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Also, the Chicago Policies provide for steps called the First Stage Review, the Second Stage
Review and the Supplementary Review. These steps involve the Review Board in the functions
of a tribunal, which is outside the purview given it in the Essential Norms, nor allowed
anywhere in canon law.

Policy §1104.3.6.1 says: “The Board, may, in its discretion, limit the information it receives or
considers, and the rules of evidence shall not strictly apply.” This statement implies that the
Review Board exercises control over the investigation, which is improper. Canonical rules of
evidence and procedure shall be strictly applied, as discussed above.

In addition, “determinations” and other actions equivalent to judgments, to be made by the
Review Board, are mentioned in policies §1104.3.6.1, §1104.3.7, §1104.4.3, §1104.8.1,
§1104.8.2, §1104.9, §1104.10.1, §1104.10.2, §1104.10.3 §1104.11.1, §1104.11.2, §1104.11.3,
and §1104.12. In canon law, only the diocesan bishop (the ordinary-as-judge) has the authority to
make such decisions and judgments. Although the Essential Norms do recognize a role for a
Review Board, it is very important to note that its role is limited to “advising” the ordinary and
not making decisions, judgments, or assessments.

Also policy §1104.12.3 speaks of cases being under “continuing jurisdiction and oversight by the
review board.” As an advisory group to the Archbishop, the Review Board does not exercise any
jurisdiction. This policy also speaks of a monitoring protocol being “approved” by the review
board in each case. Because the review board is an advisory group, it doesn’t have the authority
to approve anything.

The separation of powers between the investigator-auditor and the Review Board and the
ordinary-as-judge must be clearly delineated and maintained. However, in the Chicago Policies
the ordinary-as-judge impermissibly delegates duties and authority to the Administrator and the
Review Board.

3. Judicial functions were inappropriately exercised by the Administrator of the Review
Board

Under Policy §1104.4.3, the Administrator is to “receive and analyze” the allegation. Then she is
to “promptly and objectively initiate and conduct such inquiries as may be appropriate ...”
Further, she is to “assist the Board by preparing and submitting reports pertaining to
allegations...”

For its part, the Review Board is directed under Policy §1104.8 to “meet within approximately
three to five days after an allegation is made to conduct a First Stage Review.” At this First Stage
Review, according to Policy §1104.8.1, the review board “shall determine: (1) whether the
Administrator’s original determination and recommendation about withdrawal of the cleric from
his ministerial assignment adequately provides for the safety of children; (2) whether the other
preliminary actions taken by the Administrator were appropriate; and (3) what further action
should be taken with respect to the allegation.” Under Policy §1104.8.2, the Review Board, at
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the First Stage Review, “shall determine whether there is reasonable cause to suspect that the
accused cleric engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor, and on the basis of this determination
shall make recommendations to the Archbishop” about whether an accused cleric should be
withdrawn from ministry. The Review Board did this three times in my case, and to my
knowledge never saw or heard the accusers, never looked into their eyes, and did not base the
judgment they made on any sworn accusations.

What is canonically wrong with this process, so far? First of all, the accusation was received and
the inquiry begun without the ordinary being involved in any way, much less making a
determination that the accusation “at least seems true” and issuing a decree opening an
investigation and issuing a decree appointing an investigator-auditor to this particular case.
Second, the Administrator was not exercising the canonical role of an investigator-auditor (which
is confined to the collection of evidence) when she was analyzing the information, initiating
inquiries, and preparing reports summarizing the allegations. Third, the Review Board exercised
duties in the investigative process by holding meetings and discussions about alleged evidence or
statements without those statements being verified by oath, without the accuracy of those
statements being verified by a canonical notary, and without receiving guidance as to their
evidentiary value by a canonist. In effect, I was removed from ministry, without the ordinary-as-
Jjudge deciding the proper questions, based on a proper record assembled in accordance with
canonical procedures.

Policy §1104.8.1 is an improper delegation and an unjustifiable usurpation of the duties of the
ordinary-as-judge. The judgment by the Review Board that there was “reasonable cause to
suspect” that I engaged in “sexual misconduct” with a minor was a step that has no basis in
canon law. In canon law, once the ordinary-as-judge has determined that an accusation “at least
seems true” and that he must commence a canonical preliminary investigation, the canonical
preliminary investigation continues until the ordinary-as-judge, himself, determines that there is
“sufficient evidence” of the alleged delict (c. 1718 §1). This judgment of the ordinary-as-judge
requires that he first make a decision about the quality and quantity of the evidence and whether
it meets canonical standards, as well as a decision as to the respective credibility of the
witnesses. Then he must determine whether this canonically correct evidence is sufficient to
provide the “probable knowledge” of a delict, which requires him to send the case to the
Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith (May 18, 2001 Letter of the Congregation for the
Doctrine of the Faith, Sacramentorum sanctitatis tutela and Norms of the Congregation for the
Doctrine of the Faith for penal trials, Art. 13). The procedures utilized in my case did not even
faintly approximate this canonical procedure.

4. An improper standard of proof was used by the Administrator and the Review Board to
arrive at a judgment.

The Chicago Policies mandated that the Review Board conduct an inquiry into the accusations
against me, using as its standard of proof for concluding the inquiry and removing me from
ministry whether there was “reasonable cause to suspect” that I engaged in sexual misconduct
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with a minor" (Policy 1104.8.2, p.18, emphasis added).

Canon law requires a much higher and different degree of proof. The standard of the 1983 Code
for concluding a canonical preliminary investigation is whether “sufficient evidence has been
collected.” The standard of Sacramentorum sanctitatis tutela is whether the ordinary has "at least
probable knowledge" of the delict. In effect, these articulations of the standard or proof require a
finding that the evidence is sufficient to make a finding of "probable cause" to begin a canonical
trial. “Once all of the proofs have been gathered....it then falls to the ordinary himself to
determine whether he has arrived at moral certitude concerning the sufficiency of the evidence...”
(Ingels, supra, p. 179) There has been no such finding in my case.

5. The standards by which the ordinary-as-judge is duty bound to base his judgments
were ignored

In making his judgment at the conclusion of the canonical preliminary investigation, the
ordinary-as-judge, himself, has to determine -- based on the Acts of the case and not on any “off-
the-record” memoranda -- that there has been a canonically valid preliminary process and that
there is sufficient canonically admissible evidence to proceed to a penal trial. The ordinary-as-
judge has to evaluate the quality and caliber of the evidence regarding (1) the facts of the alleged
complaint, (2) the circumstances surrounding the alleged offense, and (3) the imputability of the
alleged delict to the accused.

However, in my case, as conducted under the Chicago Policies, instead of the ordinary-as-judge
being the evaluator of the proofs collected, that role was abdicated and delegated to the
Administrator and to the Review Board. The ordinary according to the documentation in my file
did not see any proper canonical evidence as generated by a canonical investigator or gathered,
documented, and preserved by a canonical notary (i.e, the Acts of the case). At most it appears
from the Archdiocesan files and from communications sent to me, that your Eminence saw at
best summaries of statements prepared by local non-ecclesiastical administrative personnel and
oral opinions about reports given by the Vicar for Priests and your representative (the
“Archbishop’s Delegate”) who sat in on the Review Board meetings. In the Chicago Policies, as
followed in my case, the ordinary-as-judge failed in his duty to maintain the integrity of the
canonical process, a role that cannot be delegated.

The procedures set forth in the Chicago Policies did not create a legitimate substitute for a
canonically valid preliminary process nor lead to the production of canonically admissible
evidence; thus they actually became impediments to determining the truth of the allegations, as
well as depriving me of canonical due process. Most egregiously the inartful involvement of
local Archdiocesan administrative personnel could have actually led to corruption of the already
dubious, decades old, alleged memories of the accusers, by manifesting immediate belief ,
inadequate probing and questioning, affirmative acceptance, and public affirmation of the
credibility of their stories.

It also seems important to note here that the only reference even remotely pertaining to canon law
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in the in the 27 pages of the 7-1-2000 Chicago Policies is contained in the first sentence of the
“Introduction”, which states that “Cardinal Bernardin directed that the recommendations...be
translated into policies and procedures consistent with the law of the universal Church.”
Nowhere in the remaining 27 pages is there even one reference to any canon, norm, term-of-art,
procedure, or ecclesiastical office of the Code of Canon Law.

B. THE INVESTIGATOR-AUDITOR

1. No canonical investigator-auditor was duly appointed.

In the files which my attorneys were allowed to review, there was no decree of the diocesan
bishop (cc. 48, 1719) appointing a canonical investigator (c. 1717 §1) with the powers and
obligations of an auditor in the process (c. 1717 §3).

2. The Administrator and the Review Board did not have the qualifications.

a. The Administrator did not have the qualifications

In the Chicago Policies, the primary officer given the responsibility for conducting the
investigation (also referred to as an “inquiry” in the Chicago Policies) is the Professional Fitness
Review Board Administrator (Policy §1104.4.3). There is nothing in the Chicago Policies which
addresses the need for the person conducting the inquiry to possess the requisite skills of a
canonical investigator-auditor (cf. Policy §1104.4.1 on the qualifications of the Administrator).

During the course of the inquiry into the allegations against me, there were two different
Administrators. Both were lay women. Obviously, they were not priests as seems to be required
by analogy with canon 483 §2, which requires that even a notary in such cases be a priest; and by
analogy with Article 11 of the Norms of the Congregation of the Doctrine of the Faith for such
cases (“...only a priest can validly carry out the functions of judge, promoter of justice, notary,
and patron.”).

When the first allegation was made against me, Ms. Kathleen Leggdas was the Administrator.
am not familiar with all of her qualifications. 1 do know that she is a former religious and it is my
understanding that previously she was a food service administrator. As far as I know, she was a
person of “good character, prudence, and doctrine” (c. 1428 §2). However, it is apparent that she
had no awareness of the powers and responsibilities of an auditor in carrying out the functions of
a canonical investigator. I say this because she did not observe any of the required canonical
norms. (This will be demonstrated in the following section). In addition, I feel it necessary to
point out that she became overwhelmed by the demands of her job and had to go on sick leave.
According to Archdiocesan officials, some 150 allegations against over 100 priests were reported
to her office during 2002. Archdiocesan officials have stated that she did not keep accurate
records and that has been my experience. It is my understanding that she eventually returned
from sick leave, but subsequently left her position.
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When Ms. Leggdas went on sick leave, Ms. Leah McCluskey became the Acting Administrator.
Eventually, she became the Administrator when that position became open after the departure of
Ms. Leggdas. When -made his accusation against me, Ms. McCluskey was the Acting
Administrator. Again, I am not familiar with all of her qualifications. It is my understanding that
she has a background in social work. I have no reason to doubt that she is a person of “good
character, prudence, and doctrine” (c. 1428 §2). It is apparent, however, that she too had no
awareness of the powers and responsibilities of an auditor in carrying out the functions of a
canonical investigator. As I will demonstrate in the next section, she too did not observe any of
the canonical requirements.

One canonical qualification which deserves special mention is the expectation that the
investigator-auditor be able to conduct an objective, fair and unbiased investigation (Essential
Norms, Norm 6). The explicit inclusion of the word “objective” in Norm 6 is significant. It was
not in the Dallas Norms, nor is it in the Chicago Policies utilized in my case.

The need for objectivity in conducting an appropriate canonical preliminary investigation is
explained by a noted canonist:

The investigation of sexual criminal misconduct can be most difficult and often
results in having to deal with the anger and emotions of persons who have been
the victims of such misconduct. It is completely natural and appropriate to
respond with great sympathy and pastoral solicitude to such victims. By its very
nature, however, this response clearly jeopardizes the impartiality which is
necessary in making decisions in the case....... if a case is particularly difficult or
burdened by the emotions of persons who are angry or upset and especially if the
case has generated media attention, it will be difficult if not impossible for an
ordinary.... to maintain a sense of ‘judicial discretion’ in rendering dispassionate,
impartial and correct determinations...” (Ingels, supra, p.174).

The Administrator, with her multitude of conflicting responsibilities assigned by the Chicago
Policies, could not perform in this manner.

Unfortunately, the expectation of impartiality is compromised in the Archdiocese of Chicago by
the fact that the Administrator of the Review Board shares an office suite and work environment
with the Office of Victim Assistance, which is staffed by “Victim Assistance Ministers.” It
would seem difficult for the Administrator to remain neutral and objective, when her principal
daily colleagues are advocates and/or counselors for those who have brought allegations.

There is a danger that the Victim Assistance Minister can taint the objectivity of the evidence
which needs to be obtained. There is ample documentation that a troubled person is susceptible
to unconscious suggestions and influences by counselors and therapists (e.g., Terence W.
Campbell, Ph.D., Smoke and Mirrors: The Devastating Effect of False Sexual Abuse Claims,
New York: Insight Books, 1998; Dr. Elizabeth Loftus and Katherine Ketcham, The Myth of
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Repressed Memory: False Memories and Allegations of Sexual Abuse, New York: St. Martin’s
Press, 1994).

The close interaction between the Administrator and the Victim Assistance Minister could
pollute the impartiality of the investigation and undermines the presumption of innocence which
rightfully belongs to the accused. Specifically, the fact that the Victim Assistance Minister shares
an office suite with the Administrator could seriously impair the ability of the Administrator to
be a neutral party, leading me to conclude that he exercised improper influence on her judgment
and on the outcome of my case.

b. The Review Board did not have the qualifications

As stated above in  Argument section (A)(2), concerning judicial functions exercised by the
Review Board, I explained how the Review Board acts, and acted in my case, as a tribunal,
exercising both investigative and judicial functions. The Review Board does not possess the
qualifications required for the ecclesiastical office of investigator-auditor.

First, canon 1717 §3 allows the bishop to appoint a “suitable person” as the investigator-auditor;
and the Congregation for the Clergy has said that said that the ordinary “must appoint a single
Delegate to act on his behalf.” (Prot. N. 2000.1201). A group, such as the Review Board, cannot
legitimately engage in investigative functions.

Although some priests serve on the Review Board, most of the members of the Review Board are
lay persons, without any background, knowledge or training in canon law its procedures or rules
of evidence.

Second, there is no evidence that any of the members of the Review Board possessed any
knowledge of the requirements for conducting a canonical preliminary investigation, because the
Review Board did not observe any of the norms for conducting a canonical investigation or
gathering canonically proper evidence, as will be demonstrated below. This would seem to be
an essential qualification for the role of an investigator.

Third, the Review Board is very likely to be biased by the presence of a victim/survivor or the
parent of a victim/survivor on the review board. Policy § 1104.3.1 stipulates that one of the
members of the review board must be a victim/survivor or parent of a victim/survivor of child
sexual abuse. The Chicago Policies instruct the Review Board that their primary concern is “the
safety of children” (Policy §1101.1). This creates a bias which shifts the burden of proof to the
accused and undermines the presumption of innocence. This priority precludes an unbiased,
impartial investigative mind set. In a criminal or civil trial, a person with such a personal history
would ordinarily be disqualified from serving on a jury because of the likelihood of bias against
the accused. The impartial determination of the truth of an accusation, and the image of
impartiality, is not served by the requirement that one of the positions on the review board be
filled by a victim/survivor or the parent of a victim/survivor. The qualification of objectivity and
impartiality of the Review board, which made recommendations in my case, was lacking.

4]
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3. The Administrator and the Review Board did not perform the functions of the
investigator-auditor.

Canon 1428 §2 points out that the only role of the investigator-auditor is “to collect the proofs
and hand them over to the judge.” Other canons, cited in the law section, instruct the
investigator-auditor on how this responsibility is to be performed.

a. The Administrator did not perform the functions of an investigator-auditor.

In my case, pursuant to the Chicago Policies, the initial inquiry into the facts was assigned to the
Administrator. This local officer did not fulfill the functions which the Code of Canon Law
assigns to the investigator-auditor.

The Chicago Policies are rife with duties given to the Administrator which are contrary to and
conflict with canon law and create a potential bias inconsistent with canon law.

. Policy §1104.4.3 (1) states that the Administrator shall “receive and analyze” the
information and allegations of sexual abuse.

. Policy §1104.4.3 (5) states that the Administrator shall “assist the Board by
preparing and submitting reports pertaining to allegations...”

. Policy §1104.4.3, Procedure, says that the Administrator “shall be primarily
responsible for the development, implementation, and operation of the program
for monitoring clerics.”

. Procedure §1104.6, Procedure (a) states that the “Administrator is the custodian of
all information described in Sections 1104.4 and 1104.5 ...”

. Procedure 1104.7.1, Procedure, says that the Administrator shall “prepare a report
of all available information for presentation to the Board either orally or in writing
at the First Stage Review meeting. The Administrator shall reduce an oral report’
to writing as soon as practical after the First Stage Review meeting and make
copies of this report available to the Board, the Archbishop, his delegate, and such
other persons that the Archbishop may designate.”

. Procedure 1104.7.2 (4) says that the Administrator is to “determine whether the
safety of children requires the immediate withdrawal of the cleric from his
ministerial assignment and promptly communicate a recommendation to the
Archbishop.

Instead of simply collecting the evidence about the accusations against me in a canonically
appropriate and unbiased manner, each of the Administrators acted as a filter, an evaluator, an
assessor, and a judge of the evidence. Instead of the ordinary-as-judge studying canonically
developed Acts and thus seeing an accurate record of testimony, he received a distilled, biased
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version of their inaccurate perceptions of the evidence, collected invalidly without the
procedural safeguards required to prevent distortion.

The first accuser,-was not interviewed in person nor under oath. Nor did he give a written
signed statement. The inquiry into the allegation of’ -consisted of Ms. Leggdas, the
Administrator, listening to his accusation over the telephone and then speaking to me on the
telephone. Ms. Leggdas received a phone call from illon April 19, 2002. That same day, she
called me to inquire about the matter. She did not interview me in person about this allegation
either, nor did she record my statements.

>

Ms. Leggdas acted in accord with Chicago Policy §1104.2 which deals with receiving
allegations. Procedure (b) allows for allegations to be reported “either by telephone, writing, or
by meeting in person with the Administrator.” Such telephone interviews are hardly befitting the
seriousness of the accusation. In a published canonical opinion, the eminent canonist Cardinal
Zenon Grocholewski explained why interviews which are not done in person and under oath “do
not satisfy the requirements given by canons 1530-1534; 1556-1570; and 1678 of the Code on
Canon Law.” (CLSA Advisory Opinions: 1984-1993, p. 461

Thereafter, the Administrator submitted an oral report of her telephone conversations with

and me to the Review Board. Apparently, Ms Leggdas told the Review Board and Your
Eminence, that she believed ] Although I denied the charge, it is unclear whether she reported
to the Review Board or Your Eminence that I had admitted the charge. Although she indicates in
her Memorandum dated 4-20-02 that [ denied the allegation; her Memorandum dated 4-19-02 is
ambiguous on this subject.
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In mid-August, 2002, I was told by my attorney that another complaint had been received. He
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advised me that .had made an accusation against e, in a telephone call to the Archdiocese,
about events that he alleged occurred in ﬁmore than 35 years ago, while I was
serving as Associate Pastor at Our Lady of Victory Parish.

Then -)pparently appeared for an interview by Ms. McCluskey , the Acting Administrator, on
August 15, 2002. However, again no sworn statement was taken. A canonical notary did not take
down verbatim or tape record and then transcribe the statements of . His testimony was not
notarized. ] was not personally interviewed by Ms. McCluskey; I submitted a denial of the
accusation in writing. No other investigation was undertaken.

b. The Review Board did not perform the functions of an investigator-auditor.

Based on the information Ms. Leggdas gave the Review Board about her telephone conversations
with .and me, five members of the RB “made a determination of reasonable cause to suspect
that sexual misconduct with a minor occurred.” (Letter of 5-22-02 from K. Leggdas to Francis
Cardinal George, O.M.I .) In other words, this group reached a group decision that .was
believable and I was not, without seeing either of us or hearing either of us. They based their
determination on the oral report of one conflicted Administrator who had simply spoken on the
telephone to both of us but had not recorded the verbatim conversations. The Review Board also
“recommended that Rev. R. Peter Bowman be removed from parish ministry.” This, too, was
conveyed to Your Eminence. Thereafter you wrote that “I have accepted the Board’s
recommendation that Father Bowman be withdrawn from ministry,” (Letter of 5-24-02 to K.
Leggdas from Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I .)

On October 5, 2002, the Review Board met to consider the accusation of -Nhen the Review
Board considered the accusation of -1gainst me, the “evidence” was Ms. McCluskey’s report
of her conversation with- and my written response and denial. On that basis, the Review
Board apparently reached a decision. I did not receive a letter informing me of that decision.
However, on February 10, 2003, my attorney received two letters from Ms. McCluskey, dated 1-
31-03 and postmarked 2-6-03. One letter was about the-accusation and one was about the .
accusation. Ms. McCluskey wrote that,

“the Cardinal has accepted the Board’s unanimous vote to uphold their First Stage
Review recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect that you did engage in
sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the Cardinal has determined that your
withdrawal from ministry continue.”

The inquiry conducted by the Administrator and the decisions by the Review Board were deemed
sufficient to remove me from ministry and to announce publicly that the Review Board had
determined that there was reasonable cause to suspect that I had engaged in the sexual abuse of a

minor.

This was so, despite the fact that in each case it was the accuser’s word against mine. There was
no corroboration to the accusations. There was no investigation of the accusations. In the case of
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[l one telephone interview with the accuser was conducted. In the case of ., one personal
interview was conducted. Nothing more was done. There is no evidence that consideration was
given to the fact that the accusation of| Blcitcd ihe years|| ] b<fore 1 was even
ordained. Since I was ordained in 1955, the accusation seems to be at least 47 years old. The
accusation of -was about 38 years old. There is no evidence that consideration was given to
the fact that in 47 years of priesthood I have dealt with thousands of children and I have enjoyed
an outstanding reputation for moral probity and upright conduct. Immediate credence was given
to the accusations without proper investigation into the accuser’s background or without any
collection of corroborating evidence.

A fallacy underlying the way in which these accusations were treated is the assumption that a
person who expresses, with apparent sincerity, that he or she has been abused is probably telling
the truth. Scientific evidence, however, proves that this assumption is unwarranted, especially
when the accusations are from many years ago. For example, Dr. Terence Campbell is a forensic
psychologist who is a nationally recognized expert in false accusation of sexual abuse. In his
book Smoke and Mirrors: The Devastating Effect of False Sexual Abuse Claims (cited above) he
writes:

. “The accumulated evidence, however, clearly demonstrates that retrospective
memory is notoriously inaccurate.” (pp. 174-75)

. “In particular, retrospective memory is especially unreliable when trying to
remember ambiguous circumstances open to interpretation.” (p. 176)

. “With the passage of time, adult memories of childhood and adolescence often
change enormously. People frequently reinvent the past in response to
contemporary needs and circumstances.” (p. 177)

. “...human memory is much more fragile — and prone to distortion and decay —
than most people realize”. (p. 177)

. “The results (of research) reveal a powerful illusion of memory: people remember
events that never happened.” (p. 185)

. “The accuracy with which we remember past events open to varying
interpretations is quite poor. More than anything else, here-and-now attitudes
influence our memories for such events.” (p. 203)

In practice, under the Chicago Policies, if a cleric has had more than one accusation made against
him, the presumption of guilt is compounded. This despite the fact that Dr. Campbell, Dr. Loftus
(cited above) and others have shown that the public reporting of an accusation against a cleric
can create false memories in others that they too were abused.
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The presumption of innocence and the right of defense would indicate that accusations should
not be accepted at face value. The duty of the investigator-auditor is to explore facts favorable
to the accused as well as the accuser and thus has a duty to explore the possible contamination of
the accuser’s memories through undue influences and other factors.

“An auditor in canon law is not simply some sort of ‘special prosecutor’ with the
single responsibility of making the case that a crime has taken place and naming
persons who should be indicted..

“In the Church’s legal tradition which is more similar to a number of European
traditions than the American common law system, it is the judge who has the
responsibility of fully investigating any matter which has been placed before him.

He does not represent the interests of only one side or the other; rather he is bound

by office with the duty of looking into all sides of an issue...The person who
undertakes a prior investigation , therefore , is called on to gather proofs which
address fully all sides of the issue: not only those which point to the
commission...but also those issues which address questions touching on the
defense of the accused...” (Ingels, supra, p. 174-175).

This duty to thoroughly investigate both sides of the case was totally ignored in my case. Most
important was the failure to explore with the accusers possible sources of contamination of their
memory over the years, inquiring into their backgrounds and possible motivations for making
accusations such as these. Furthermore, by publicly and privately affirming the accusers, the
Archdiocesan officials have actually damaged my ability to present a defense and to ever be able
to have an attorney effectively cross examine these accusers. A preliminary study of some of the
facts in my case by Dr. Terence Campbell, the forensic psychologist cited above, considered the
alleged memories of-and demonstrated that the 35 or 45 year old memories of these
accusers may be tainted beyond rehabilitation. Contributing to that was the impact of the artless
interrogation of the Administrators and the prejudicial public comments made by the
Archdiocese about the determinations of the Review Board, in such a way as to affirm my guilt.
Dr. Campbell wrote:

“A. Recall Accuracy and the Passage of Time

A year 2000 study has demonstrated how memory accuracy deteriorates over time...In
assessing the allegations directed at Fr. Bowman, it is therefore necessary to consider the
period [of] time elapsed since the alleged abuse....if the memories of the complainants in
this matter have been compromised by the passage of time, it is unlikely that those
effects can be reversed. Instead, the complainants(s) could genuinely believe in one or
more events that are objectively false.

“B. Memory Issues

People whose memories are distorted by source monitoring problems will more readily
recall events suggested by themselves, but mistakenly attribute the source of their
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‘memories’ to their own past experiences...If the memories of the complainants in this
matter have been compromised by source monitoring errors, it is unlikely that those
effects can be reversed. Instead the complainants could genuinely believe in one or more
events that are objectively false.

“C. Examples of False memories

These considerations necessitate asking whether false recall could have motivated the
allegations directed at Fr. Bowman in this matter...If the memories of the complainants in
this matter have been compromised by false recall, it is unlikely that those effects can be
reversed. Instead, the complainant(s) could genuinely believe in one or more events that
are objectively false.

“D. Imagination Inflation

...simply imagining some event also leads people into concluding the event might have
happened...These considerations necessitate asking whether imagination inflation could
have motivated the allegations directed at Fr. Bowman.. If the memories of the
complainants in this matter have been compromised by imagination inflation, it is
unlikely that those effects can be reversed. Instead, the complainant(s) could genuinely
believe in one or more events that are objectively false.

“E. Stereotypes

1. Stereotypes motivate very rapid impressions of other people. Rather than think about
someone as an individual, we think about the characteristics associated with the relevant
stereotype—aggressive, status seeking, lazy, and/or pedophile.. 2. In response to
stereotypes, people selectively attend to examples that can be interpreted as confirming
the stereotype. Simultaneously, they disregard other examples inconsistent with the
stereotype.. If the memories of the complainants in this matter have been compromised by
stereotyping Fr. Bowman , it is unlikely that those effects can be reversed. Instead, the
complainant(s) could genuinely believe in one or more events that are objectively false.

“F. Interrogative Suggestibility

1. Interrogative suggestibility refers to how questioning can create false memories of
events which never occurred. A 2000 study examined the effects of acquiescence and
negative affect on creating false memories. 2. Acquiescence corresponds to the tendency
to defer to authority figures....4. This study demonstrates that complainants who
experience negative affect, and are acquiescent, are at risk for reporting false memories in
response to ‘outside influence’. 5. Discussions with family, friends, and/or other
complainants qualify as an ‘outside influence’ potentially tainting the memories of the
complainants in this matter.6. it is therefor necessary to ask whether such ‘outside
influences’ could have tainted the memories of the complainants in this matter.....If the
memories of the complainants in this matter have been compromised by their own
interrogative suggestibility, it is unlikely that those effects can be reversed. Instead, the
complainant(s) could genuinely believe in one or more events that are objectively false.
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“G. Mistaken Feedback and False Memories

1. A 2001 study examined how mistaken feedback can create false memories.... Indeed,
there is extensive scientific literature demonstrating that exposure to misinformation can
lead to false memories for details and even entire events that were never actually
experienced...in the real world. Forensic and therapeutic suggestive-interview practices
are not restricted to situations involving the explicit provision of misinformation. Rather
in some cases, interviewers attempt to elicit from witnesses accounts that support
interviewers’ beliefs about what transpired. To this end interviewers may forcibly press
witnesses to describe those events interviewers believe transpired, even when witnesses
cannot remember ...6. These data further demonstrate how the complainants discussions
with family, friends, and/or other complainants could have tainted their memories....If the
memories of the complainants in this matter have been compromised by mistaken
feedback, it is unlikely that those effects can be reversed. Instead, the complainant(s)
could genuinely believe in one or more events that are objectively false.

“H. Post-Decisional Memory Biases

1. A complainant’s decision to pursue a complaint of sexual abuse can create memory
errors. Preferring to believe that their decision to pursue a formal complaint was the most
appropriate choice, complainants can be expected to exhibit memory biases supporting
that decision.2. in turn these memory biases can reduce post-decisional regret, regarding
the decision to make a formal complaint... These considerations necessitate asking
whether the recall of the complainants in this matter could have been compromised by
choice supportive memory biases...If the memories of the complainants in this matter
have been compromised by post-decisional memory biases, it is unlikely that those effects
can be reversed. Instead, the complainant(s) could genuinely believe in one or more
events that are objectively false.” (Terence W. Campbell, Ph.D., December 13, 2002).

Unfortunately, not one of these issues was explored before nor since the archdiocese chose to
distribute to the public and the media the “findings” of the Review Board that had never heard
nor seen the witness against me.

The way in which the Archdiocese has handled these accusations against me shows the serious
inadequacy of the policies and procedures of the Archdiocese for addressing such accusations.
For example, Policy §1104 states: “The process is declared to be consultative and advisory, not
adversarial and adjudicative, and is directed toward pastoral reconciliation and healing. In this
context the safety and well-being of the community is of primary concern. Another concern is
protecting the reputation of clerics who may be subject to inaccurate or false accusations.” In
view of the devastating results of this process on my life and ministry, such an informal flawed
process is not appropriate for a penal process, which now since June 2002 involves such
automatically grave consequences.

I would add, for your consideration, these additional objections:
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. The canonical norm of sexual abuse as an “objectively grave violation of the
sixth commandment” (Essential Norms, Preamble, par. 4) was not used; rather a
subjective standard of “sexual misconduct” was used. No proof was offered that I
committed any actions with lustful intent.

. No consideration was given to the fact that .was unwilling to pursue a formal
accusation against me.

. The standard of proof used by the Review Board, i.e. “reasonable cause to suspect
sexual abuse with a minor,” was totally insufficient to conclude a canonical
preliminary investigation or to reach a legitimate judgment to proceed to a trial.

C. THE NOTARY

1. No canonical notary was appointed

Despite the canonical requirement of canons 1437 §1 and 1561 that the judge or the investigator-
auditor, in collecting the proofs, must be accompanied by and assisted by a canonical notary, no
such notary was appointed or utilized. Furthermore, there is no policy requirement that the
Administrator use a canonical notary in conducting interviews. To my knowledge, under the
Chicago Policies, a canonical notary has never been used in conducting a preliminary
investigation, because there is no provision for such an ecclesiastical officer nor any procedure
provided for him to perform. A corollary of this is that no official decrees of any kind have been
issued in my case. I have received no canonical citation of any kind. I have been removed from
active ministry without any canonical decree being issued (cc. 51, 1722 and Essential Norms, f.
6).

2. No Acts were created

Because a canonical notary was not used, no Acts of a canonical process have been created.
Canon 1437 §1 clearly states: “A notary is to take part in any process, so much so that the Acts
are null if the notary has not signed them.”

The reason for this requirement is evident from the description in the Law Section of this
petition, describing the functions of a notary. A notary has a duty to witness the administration of
the oath to complainants or witnesses before their statements are taken. The significance of this
requirement is that it ensures that the accuser is being as accurate and truthful as possible and it
incorporates the consequence of both the mortal sin of lying under oath and the threat of the
crime of perjury. No legitimate legal system recognizes allegations rendered if the accuser is not
under oath.

The notary is also to accurately record the testimony and give the deponent an opportunity to

review it for accuracy before the deponent signs it, along with the signatures of the investigator-
auditor and the notary. The significance of this duty is to insure accuracy and avoid mistakes in
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rendition by the interrogator or recorder. In my case the wisdom of this procedure is aptly
demonstrated by the confusion, and resulting injustice, caused by the vague, nebulous rendition
of the allegations and most importantly the misquoting of my statements by Ms. Leggdas.

The notary is to assemble and guard the Acts of the process (cc. 484, 486). The significance of
this duty is to preclude piece-meal distribution of the evidence, corruption of other witnesses by
knowledge of what a previous witnesses said, and trial-by-media. In my case, unfortunately, a
disclosure of the alleged statement and a suggestion that the misquote was an admission led to
extensive publicity which further effected the accusers ability to honestly recall the events of
more than 35 years ago.

3. All files and memoranda are canonically inadmissible for any proceeding.
Because no notary was used and testimony was not sworn to, accurately recorded, and signed,
none of the records developed by the Archdiocese in my case can be used in any canonical
process. Canon law admits of no exceptions in this regard. Canon 1608 §2 says that the ordinary-
as-judge must base his judgment “from the Acts and the proofs.” In addition, Canon 1604 §1
says:
“It is absolutely forbidden for information given to the judge by the parties,
advocates, or even other persons to remain outside the Acts of the case.”

In other words, the ordinary-as-judge may not consider any information which is not contained in
the Acts of the case. He may not make a decision based on “off-the-record” information, private
knowledge, oral reports, or information which is not contained in the official record, called the
“Acts.”

The sound reasons for this are obvious. The alternative would be to open the door to abuses.
Judgments could be made on inaccurate reports, distortions of testimony, and prejudices and
deprive the parties of a fair trial based on the evidence which is openly available to both sides.
This interpretation of these canons is obviously consistent with the underlaying values of fair
and due process, the presumption of innocence, and the right of every accused to a defense.

Unfortunately, the local procedures used in my case which ignored these canons contradict these
values. No fair process was devised for confronting or thoroughly examining the complainant by
any unbiased ecclesiastical officer or canon lawyer. Taking and using informal statements as a
basis of a judgment shifts the burden of proof to the accused. And, by not providing a
mechanism for recording accurately allegations from the accusers, the Archdiocese precluded my
ability to mount a defense to unclear, ambiguous, uncertain and inaccurate accusations.

Furthermore, the local procedures used in my case were obviously inconsistent with the required
strict interpretation of penal laws, necessary to protect the rights of persons who have been

accused of a crime.

D. PERIOD OF PRESCRIPTION
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The procedures utilized to impose penalties and restrictions upon me ignored the expiration of
the period of prescription in violation of canon law. The canonical period of prescription has
lapsed. The delays of many decades in bringing these accusations would make a canonical trial
both unjust and futile.

A. Application of period of prescription

. accusation claimed that I had touched him improperly in _when 1 was
Associate Pastor of St. Denis Parish. However, | was not ordained and assigned to St. Denis

Parish until 1955. The legislation which applied at that time was the 1917 Code which provided
that an action for such an offense was barred by prescription 5 years after the date of the offense.
(1917 Code, c. 1703, 2 ) This would have been about 1960 — 43 years ago.

accusation claimed that I had touched him improperly in _ The legislation
which applied at the times was also the 1917 Code. Thus an action for an offense in [Jjwould
have been barred by prescription in 1972 — 31 years ago.

In 1994, the Holy See gave a rescript to the bishops of the Unites States extending the period of
prescription. For delicts committed before April 25, 1994, but denounced to the ordinary after
that date, the period of prescriition was extended to five years after the accuser’s 18" birthday.

For born on that would have occurred on ||| I 21most I years

ago. For . born on_ that would have occurred on -

years ago.

When these accusations were received and considered by the Archdiocese, there was no
possibility of a dispensation from prescription and the cases should have been dismissed.

b. A dispensation from prescription is not warranted because the burden of proof could not
be met.

In the Revised Norms, produced by the Mixed Commission in October of 2002, the Holy See
indicated, for the first time, a willingness to consider a request from a diocesan bishop to grant a
dispensation from prescription for pastoral reasons. That possibility became official, with the
granting of recognitio to the Essential Norms on December 8, 2002. They were promulgated by
the President of the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops on December 12, 2002, to
become effective on March 1, 2003. They are not yet law and they are not retroactive to be
applied to accusations made prior to March 1, 2003 (c. 9).

While there soon will be the possibility in law for a dispensation from the period of prescription,
it should only be granted in egregious and clear cases in which scandal would be caused by a
failure to impose penalties on a miscreant cleric. Archbishop Herranz, in his interview with Zenit
News Service on November 14, 2002 (quoted in the Law Section), makes it clear that the period
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of prescription still applies and he explains the rationale for this. The reasons he cited certainly
apply in the cases of the two accusations against me.

Archbishop Herranz mentions the “virtual impossibility of determining the truth or falsity of
allegations concerning conduct that happened in the distant past.” He says, “Indeed, in the
context of ecclesiastical penal proceedings, it would be extremely difficult for the victim and the
Promoter of Justice to meet the standard of proof necessary for a finding that a delict had
occurred, and equally difficult for the accused cleric to assemble an adequate defense.”

In canon law the accused has the presumption of innocence. An accusation of a delict must be
proven with moral certitude. In the case of these accusations, it would be virtually impossible to
meet that burden of proof because:

. The accusation by-s so vague that not only can he not identify the time, date,
or month of the alleged misconduct, he cannot even identify the year in which the
delict allegedly occurred. The years he stated i were years before |
was even ordained and assigned to St. Denis Parish. In the accusation by he
gives a broad time frame of “the summer of

. There is no corroboration of either accusation. There were no corroborating
witnesses. Neither accuser contends that he told anyone about the alleged delicts
at the time of their alleged occurrence or until decades later. The lack of “outcry”
undermines the credibility of the accusations. Moreover, both accusers remained
life-long friends of mine. Both asked me to perform their marriages and I was a
guest in the home of -;everal times. Their accusations now depend on
memories which are respectively, about 45 and about 35 years old. There are
ample scientific reasons to question the authenticity of such “recollections,”
especially in the context of popular hysteria about cleric sexual abuse of children.
In my almost 48 years of priestly ministry I have dealt with thousands of children
and my reputation for probity of conduct has been extraordinary — to the point that
I have been entrusted with some of the highest and most sensitive pastoral
responsibilities in the Archdiocese. Canon 1573 says: “The testimony of one
witness cannot produce full proof ... unless the circumstances of things and
persons suggest otherwise.” I submit that in the case of these accusations “the
circumstances of things and persons” do not suggest otherwise. Indeed, the
circumstances of things and persons suggest that such unsupported and vague
allegations cannot rise to the level of moral certitude.

. The finding of the Archdiocese that there was “reasonable cause to suspect sexual
misconduct with a minor” could not have resulted except for the shifting of the
burden of proof inherent in the policies and procedures of the Archdiocese. As
mentioned before, Policy §1104 states that the inquiry process of the Archdiocese
“Is declared to be consultative and advisory, not adversarial and adjudicative, and
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is directed toward pastoral reconciliation and healing. In this context the safety
and well being of the community is of primary concern.” In other words, the
Chicago process properly disavows the adversary process of Anglo-American
Common Law; however, it also disregards the obligation of conducting a proper
canonical investigation which is required in order to prove an accusation with
moral certitude, according to the norm of law (c. 221 §3). Thus the right of
defense of the accused is effectively removed. Canon law requires that an
accusation be proven with moral certitude. The Review Board, the Administrator,
and the Archbishop have not examined the sufficiency of proof of the accusation.
In keeping with the shifting of the burden of proof and the standard of proof
contained in Policy §1104, they have asked themselves, rather, “Based on this
accusation, is there any suspicion that sexual misconduct with a child occurred?”
In canon law, such a judgment would be the basis for beginning a proper
canonical investigation. In the process of the Archdiocese of Chicago, this was
deemed sufficient to conclude the inquiry and remove me from active ministry.
The Archdiocese of Chicago has patently insufficient proof of these allegations.

As I have shown above, no valid Acts were created. Thus, there is no basis for
proceeding with any canonical penal process. Indeed, because the weak
recollections of the complainants has now been further confused and corrupted by
improper investigative techniques, it would be impossible at this point to initiate
a fair and unbiased canonical preliminary investigation or achieve a fair trial.

c. A dispensation from prescription is not warranted because it would place on the accused
an unjust burden of defense.

Archbishop Herranz also cites as one of the reasons for maintaining the period of prescription
that, in accusations from the distant past, it would be “equally difficult for the accused cleric to
assemble an adequate defense.” That is certainly true in my case, for the following reasons:

The accusers cannot be reasonably specific as to the day or date of the alleged
offenses. This deprives me of the ability to rebut the accusations because I have
no way now, 35 to 47 years later, to determine where I was at the uncertain time
and unspecified date, precluding the opportunity to find evidence or witnesses to
disprove my presence at the alleged time; and this deprives me of the ability to
know, with any degree of certainty, the age of the accuser at the time of the
alleged abuse.

It is now over 47 years since the alleged .incident and 35 years since the
alleged-ncident. Approximately, more than 17,155 days (365 days x 47
years) have passed since the allegation and more than 12, 775 (365 days x 35
years) since the allegation. It is unreasonable and unjust that I would be
expected to remember with any specificity alleged events occurring so long ago or
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to explain sufficiently innocent circumstances the accuser now misrepresents as
malignant.

A dispensation from the period of prescription would deprive me of the testimony
of vital defense witnesses. Had the accusations been brought against me in a
timely manner, I would have called to testify on my behalf the now-deceased
pastors and associate pastors of the parishes involved, as discussed above. They
could have testified as to my whereabouts and activities on any particular day, as
well as my patterns of behavior and my reputation in the community. My ability
to defend myself has been seriously undermined because some of the most
important witnesses as to my reputation for truth, veracity and chastity are now
dead. Had these allegations been brought within the period of prescription, I
could have called as witnesses the following 37 persons of stature in our
community who had irreplaceable knowledge about my character, habits, and
reputation:

Cardinal Joseph Bernardin, Cardinal who appointed me Dean and Moderator of
the Curia (d.1996
Rev.

S.J., brother and close confidant (d. 1993)

Msgr. Vicar General of the Archdiocese (d. 1997)

Msgr. neighboring pastor while I was at St. Denis (d. 1993)
Rev. same as above (d. 1984)

Rev. Pastor of Mary, Seat of Wisdom, who tried to get me to

come there (d. 1995)

Rev. Director of CYO Camp where I was a counselor (d.
1986
Most Rev. _ close friend of parishioner where I taught religion in

early years (d. 1988)
Cardinal John Cody, Archbishop who appointed me pastor (d. 1982)
Pastor of St. Lawrence O'Toole (d. 1986)
Pastor at St. Denis during the period of the allegation of JG

Associate Pastor while I was at St. Denis (d. 1987)
neighboring pastor during my time at St. James (d.

Msgr,
Rev.
Mr.
(d. 1982)
Msgr pastor of my home parish, friend of the family (d. 1982)
Rev. , friend of the family (d. 1989)

Msg Rector of the Major Seminary; knew me as I matured (d.
1977

mentor and confidant (d. 2001)
iend from childhood (d. 1996)
college age associate while I was at St. Lawrence O' Toole
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Rev. eighboring pastor while I was at St. James (d. 1995)
Rev. Associate Pastor at St. Timothy, confidant (d. 1991)
Rev. Director of Religious Ed Office, where I worked (d.1994)
Rev. - Pastor Emeritus of St. James who preceded me (d.1990)
Rev. , classmate and confidant (d. 1996)

pastor who encouraged me to go to the seminary (d. 1982)
Director of Maryville Academy (d.1988)

Associate at Our Lady of Victory at Our Lady of Victory
during the period of the allegation of TK (d. 1998)

Most. Rev. close friend of the family (d.1997)

Msgr. my Dean when I first became pastor of St. James, close
family friend (d. 1982)

Rev. I onc of my closest friends, also an Associate Pastor at Our

Lady of Victory during the period of the allegation of TK (d. 1972)

attorney, Chairman of the Board of Notre Dame University,
served with me on the Archdiocesan Finance Council (d. 998)

Rev. family friend (d. 1993)
Rev. , my colleague as Director for Religion for Catholic Schools

when I was Director for Religion for non-Catholic School Children (d. 1995)

Rev. - very close friend (d. 1976)

Rev. S.J., Principal at Loyola Academy, close family friend (d. 1975)
Msgr.%or for neighboring parish while I was at St. Denis (d. 1994)
Msgr. pastor at Our Lady of Victory during the period of the
allegation o . 1984)

The deaths of these people who had important knowledge about my character, my
ministry, and my reputation, are relevant to obtaining justice in this matter. The

absence of these impeccably credible witnesses supports the rationale for adhering
to the period of prescription.

. A dispensation from the period of prescription would undermine my defense
because documents which would have aided my defense are no longer available.
At the times in question, I kept calendars and appointment books. Those were
discarded when I moved out of St. James Parish. Those calendars and
appointment books would have allowed me to know where 1 was on a specific
date with notes that would have jogged my memory.

In all legal systems it is recognized that it is unduly burdensome to a defendant to try to defend
himself against accusations from the distant past. Receiving accusations from decades ago
deprives the accused of defense witnesses who have died after the period of prescription passed.
The memories of other potential witnesses have faded, physical evidence has become impossible
to identify and retrieve. In short, the possibility of erroneous convictions is greatly increased.
This rationale for maintaining the period of prescription definitely apply in my case.
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d. Pastoral reasons for requesting a dispensation from prescription do not exist.

The nature of these accusations does not constitute the sort of egregious case calling for a
dispensation from the period of prescription. On the contrary, it is precisely the sort of case for
which the period of prescription is designed in order to prevent the high probability of injustice
being done.

Until the Archdiocese announced these accusations against me, I was one of most respected
priests in the Archdiocese. I have served the Church faithfully for almost 48 years. I am now
retired. No one contends that I am some sort of sexual predator- himself stated that he did not
wish to pursue a canonical process. The acts alleged are a momentary touching on the genitals.
Odious as such acts are, this is not a case involving accusations of sexual penetration, violence,
threats, cover-ups, or sexual satisfaction on my part. This is significant because the acts alleged
are exactly the types of incidents that can be easily imagined or suggested and almost impossible
to disprove. In this context, pursuing a canonical trial would shock the conscience of fair and
right-minded people.

E. CONFIDENTIALITY
1. Violations of the right to my good reputation

a. Archdiocesan announcements about the accusations against me

The Archdiocese released information regarding my case to the public by a letter of May 26,
2002 read by Bishop Edwin Conway at all the weekend Masses at St. Teresa of Avila Parish,
where I was serving. That same weekend, Bishop Jerome Listecki read a similar letter at all the
Masses at St. James Catholic Church in Arlington Heights, where I had been pastor for 17 years.
A similar letter was read at the Masses that same weekend at St. Denis Parish, where I had been
assigned at the time of the alleged misconduct with JG. The letter read:

“It is with much sorrow that I inform you that Father Peter Bowman has been removed
from residence and ministry at...following allegations recently received by the
Archdiocese of Chicago that he engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor more than 45
years ago....Upon review of the allegation within the last week, the independent
Professional Review Board recommended that Fr. Bowman be removed from parish
ministry and placed on administrative leave. Fr. Bowman is residing in a private
residence, and in accord with archdiocesan policies and procedures, will be monitored
under the supervision of the Professional Review Board. This allegation has been
reported to the Cook County State’s Attorney.”

These letters prompted front page newspaper stories, indicating that the charges had been given
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credence by the officials of the Archdiocese and by Your Eminence, because they related that I
had been removed as a result of a finding by the Review Board, accepted by you, that there was
“reasonable cause to suspect” that I has engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor and that [
should be removed from ministry. Articles appeared in the Chicago Tribune on May 28, 2002
(“Ex-deputy to George...” by M.Davey, et al) and May 29, 2002 ) (“Priest’s Removal
Difficult...,” by Monica Davey, et al) and a front page story in the Daily Herald on 5-27-02 (
“Former Pastor of St. James is Removed”, by A. McLaughlin), among others. All the major
television news programs carried similar stories, containing the suggestion that I had been found
guilty of the sexual abuse of a minor.

Also, the official press release of the Archdiocese and subsequent statements by Archdiocesan
officials stated that I was being “monitored..” This created an impression in the public mind that
I was considered by the Archdiocese to be a dangerous predator who had to be watched carefully.

To my knowledge, there was no statement made by you or any other Archdiocesan official that I
or any of my brother priests who have been so accused should be considered innocent until
proven guilty.

b. The Archdiocese released an official statement to the public imputing guilt.

In the Ten Year Report on Clerical Sexual Abuse of Minors in the Archdiocese of Chicago,
which was publicly released by the Archdiocese on January 16, 2003, the Chancellor of the
Archdiocese summarized the fact that in the past ten years the review board has found that there
was reasonable cause to suspect that 36 priests abused minors, by stating:

“...the underlying sad fact remains: three dozen priests have abused children (in some
cases more than one), betrayed their vocations, damaged the mission of this local church,
and caused many individuals to question the ministry of priesthood and bishop.”

This was said despite the fact that eight of these accused priests were dead, most of the priests
had no criminal trial, and none of us had a canonically valid preliminary investigation, much less
a canonical trial. Although the Archdiocese did not, in this report, release a list of the names of
the accused priests, a spokesperson did say to reporters that the names had been announced at the
time that the priests were removed from their parishes. The newspapers searched their files and
produced a list of the names. My name was among those listed in the article in the Chicago Sun-
Times on January 17, 2002.

2. Violations of my right to privacy
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CONCLUDING STATEMENT

Whereas canon 221 §3 assures the Christian faithful that they “have the right not to be punished
with canonical penalties except according to the norm of law,” then it is clear that any procedures
employed in an investigation leading to the imposition of a penalty must be congruent with those
envisioned by the Code of Canon Law. However, subsequent to the allegations made against me
by i the “inquiry” or “investigation” conducted by the Archdiocese did not follow any
of the canonical procedures for a preliminary investigation according to canons 1717-1719.

In particular, the facts, the law, and the arguments of this petition have demonstrated:

. No ordinary-as-judge exercised that role to correctly open a canonical preliminary
investigation, to appoint proper ecclesiastical officers to carry it out in accord
with canonical procedures and rules of evidence, and to properly conclude the
preliminary investigation. Instead responsibility was delegated to those who had
no proper qualifications or ability to hold ecclesiastical office..

. No canonical investigator-auditor was appointed and functioned to gather
evidence in a proper canonical preliminary investigation as prescribed in cc.1717-
1719. Instead an “investigation” was carried out by a local diocesan officer
entitled the Administrator of the Review Board and by a group of lay and clerical
persons denominated a Review Board which performed functions that were
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RELIEF

totally foreign to canon law.

No canonical notary functioned in my case. Thus, no proper canonical Acts were
created, no canonical decrees were issued, and no testimony was taken properly in
the canonical procedure known as a preliminary investigation. Because proper
canonical procedures were not followed and local procedures unknown to canon
law were followed, there is a strong indication in my case that the memories of
the accusers have been irremediably tainted and the False Memory Syndrome is
now a major barrier to ever being able to fairly examine my accusers.

The period of prescription was ignored, despite the fact that the accusations
against me stem from more than 35 years and 47 years ago, respectively. In
contravention of the values enshrined in the statutes of limitations of every legal
system, I am forced into the virtually impossible situation of defending myself
against vague allegations, that allegedly occurred on unspecified dates in
uncertain years almost four to five decades ago.

The requisite confidentiality was not observed. As a result, my right to privacy has
been violated, my reputation has been irreparably damaged, my right to the
presumption of innocence has been destroyed, and my right of defense has been
undermined, because the accusers have now been affirmed in their obviously thin
recollections by Archdiocesan officials and reinforced by pronouncements from
the Archdiocese.

A judgment of guilt was rendered, public condemnation voiced, and penalties
imposed without a proper canonical preliminary investigation being utilized to
collect evidence or a proper canonical trial being conducted before a
determination of guilt was pronounced and announced.

For these reasons, 1 respectfully petition you for the following:

1) a declaration that any penal process and the imposition of canonical penalties against
me are canonically unwarranted.

2) a declaration that I am a priest in good standing of the Archdiocese of Chicago,
authorized to engage in the full, active ministry appropriate to a retired priest, and the
issuance of a celebret.

3) the lifting of all of the restrictions which have been placed on my ministry and
freedoms.
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4) an effort by the Archdiocese of Chicago to restore my good name.
I thank you for your careful consideration of my petition.

Sincerely yours in Christ,

G, P Pt Bown o

Reverend R. Peter Bowman

61

AOC 007493


srilakshmi
Sticky Note
None set by srilakshmi

srilakshmi
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by srilakshmi

srilakshmi
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by srilakshmi


FRANK M. BONIFACIC
SUITE 1850
111 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602

3126738871 I

May 15, 2003

Re: letters of support for Father Peter Bowman

Dear -

I believe that letters of support and recommendation for Father Bo’
consideration by Church authorities. Therefore, if you know those
letter on his behalf, please ask them to write as soon as possible, or
Francis Cardinal George, Archbishop of Chicago.

The letter should include the following:

*the complete name and address of the author

*the general stage of life of the author; for example, teen, young ac
school, parent with grown children, retired

*the author’s occupation, or a brief description of her/his work or :
*3 statement of how long the author has known Father Bowman
*a description of the context in which the author has known Father
to the author’s own experiences and activities in the parish

*any special pastoral connections Father Bowman had to the autho
*any positive priestly impact on the author, her/his family, the paris
*observations and impressions of his priestliness
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*observations and impressions of his character, credibility, and/or ¢
*the author’s understanding of Father Bowman’s reputation in the
and appropriate conduct (this includes what you have heard others

It would be most helpful if the letters are sent to me, at the addres
Father R. Peter Bowman

This will enable my staff to organize them and insure that they are
Card nal and other Church authorities in the appropriate manner.

G 7

.r;ml{ M

A N
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E-MAIL fbonifacic@ac

wman will be given due
who are inclined to write a
by June 21, and address it to

lult, parent with children in
stage of education
- Bowman, especially relating

r or to her/his family

sh, or the community
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ippropriate conduct
: community for truthfulness

say).

s above, or to

brought to the attention of the
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i Mary McDonough - Letter for Fr Peter B " Page 1

Date: 5/17/03 11:44PM

Subject: Letter for Fr Peter

See attached letter form Fr Peter's attorney. If you are so inclined please

write a letter of recommendation to the Cardinal based on the specific format 78 (— 5;’277
covered in Frank’s letter. R

Thank you for your consideration.
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[Mag McDonough - Letter for Fr Peter -
Post-It* Fax Note 7671 |Date -~ |fedke® 5
: ToXond, Bellechisy From(] . Kongrrowd
CoJ0opt. v co. ¥ "
me: Phone # Phone #
To: Fox # Fax #
Date: 5/17/03 11:44PM
Subject: Letter for Fr Peter

See attached letter form Fr Peter's attorney. If you are so inclined please
write a letter of recommendation to the Cardinal based on the specific format
covered in Frank's letter.

Thank you for your consideration.

RECEIVED
MAY 19 2003

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop £ 155 E. Superior St.
) g Chicago, Illinois 60611

PRECEPT

Bishops “have been designated by the Holy Spirit to take the place of the apostles as pastors of
souls and, together with the Supreme Pontiff and subject to his authority, they are commissioned
to perpetuate the work of Christ, the eternal Pastor.” (Christus dominus, n.2b) However, since
the pastors of the Church can never be expected to carry the burden of pastoral ministry alone
(Lumen gentium, n. 30), they have been given the order of priests to cooperate in shepherding
and guiding God’s people. Indeed, bishops, “because of the gift of the Holy Spirit that has been
given to priests at their ordination, will regard them as indispensable helpers and advisers in the
ministry and in the task of teaching, sanctifying and shepherding the People of God.”
(Presbyterorum ordinis,n. 7)

Because of this common task, “bishops are to regard their priests as brothers and friends, and are
to take the greatest interest they are capable of in their welfare, both temporal and spiritual. For
on their shoulders particularly falls the burden of sanctifying their priests.” (Presbyterorum
ordinis, n. 7b)

Moreover, the Directory on the Pastoral Ministry of Bishops states, “In the same way as Jesus
showed his love for his disciples....so also a bishop....can hardly fail to realize that he should
show his greatest love and chief concern for priests....Led by a sense of duty and sincere and
invincible charity he gives willing assistance in every way to help priests to esteem the loftiness
of their priestly vocation, to live serenely, to spread joy to those about them and to fulfill their
duties faithfully.” (n. 107a)

This same document urges bishops to do “everything possible to prevent the troubles his priests
could have....To keep them safe from trouble he takes prompt and prudent measures.” (n. 112)

The Code of Canon Law has described precepts as a means by which ecclesiastical authority
“directly and legitimately enjoins a specific person or persons to do or omit something,
especially in order to urge the observance of law” (c. 49).

Therefore, 1 issue this precept, in accordance with c. 49, to urge Reverend R. Peter Bowman to
fulfill the obligations which were placed upon him at the time of his ordination. Because some
suspicion has arisen about his fidelity to the sacred promises he made at his ordination, I urge
him in particular to lead a life which is in keeping with the holiness of his vocation. Although he
is not presently exercising public ministry in the Church, he ought to pursue holiness of life in
the way that he lives. He is also still bound to the obligation to pray the liturgy of the hours
daily, to set aside time for spiritual retreats, to engage in mental prayer, to approach the
sacrament of penance frequently, to honor the Virgin Mother of God with particular veneration
as Queen of Priests, and to use any other means of sanctification which he finds helpful (c. 276).
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Because of the obligation to observe perfect and perpetual continence for the sake of the
kingdom of heaven, Father Bowman is to act with due prudence toward persons who could
endanger the obligation to observe continence (c. 277§1), and to observe the particulars of the

attached Individual Specific Protocol (c. 277§3) which I have established in consultation with
him.

He is to avoid all those things which are unbecoming the clerical state, or those things which are
foreign to the clerical state (c. 285), especially those things which are set forth in the attached
Individual Specific Protocol which I have established in consultation with him.

Father Bowman is hereby dispensed from his obligation to wear ecclesiastical garb (c. 284), and
is strongly urged not to do so until such time as the case against him can be resolved and more
permanent determinations can be made. Although not removed from office, he is nonetheless
urged not to exercise the rights of any ecclesiastical office, in accordance with the Individual
Specific Protocol which I have established in consultation with him.

In order to ensure that these obligations are met, I have delegated Ms. Leah McCluskey to
receive information regarding Father Bowman’s fulfillment of this precept and his Individual
Specific Protocol. She is to submit a report to me no less than quarterly regarding this matter,
and may report to the Professional Fitness Review Board more frequently as needed or
requested.

I am establishing this precept in a spirit of fraternal charity, mindful of my responsibility to
encourage my priests to remain faithful to the obligations of the clerical state. Because the
attached Individual Specific Protocol has been established in dialog between Father Bowman
and the Vicar for Priests, I accept the provisions of this document, and urge Father Bowman to
fulfil them in accordance with the obedience he is to show to me as his ordinary (c. 273), and
which he promised at his ordination.

Given in Chicago, Iliinois on the 23rd day of May, 2003.
T (e
r s/
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.1. '
Archbishop of Chicago

QLA

Ecclesiastica(/ﬂ oltarf
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Office of the Archbishop 155 E. Superior St.
Chicago, Ilfinois 60611

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO ¢

May 23, 2003

RECEIVED
Ms. Leah McCluskey MAY 29 2003
Professional Fltngss Review Administrator ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAG
676 North St. Clair PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW

Chicago, IL 60611
Dear Ms. McCluskey:

Accompanying this letter is a decree which appoints you as the investigator into an
allegation of sexual misconduct with a minor that was made against Rev. R. Peter Bowman.
The terms of this investigation are spelled out in the decree.

At the same time, | am designating you as the person who is to supervise the “monitoring
protocol” which has been established for Father Bowman. 1 ask that you report to me on a
regular basis, but no less than quarterly, on Father Bowman’s compliance with this protocol.
You may also wish to report more frequently to the Professional Fitness Review Board so that
they can make further recommendations to me on this matter.

In order to ensure confidentiality in this matter, I ask that you perform this task
personally and not designate anyone else for this purpose. Should there be periods of time when

you will not be able to perform this task personally, please refer the matter to the Vicar for
Priests.

Thank you for agreeing to take on these additional tasks.
Sincerely yours in Christ, R
p 7 =Y
(-WV’Q-/Z/ T% fy,

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.1L.
Archbishop of Chicago

Ecclesiastical Notary
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO =

Office of the Archbishop ‘ : ) 155 E. Superior St.

- Chicago, Illinois 60611
RECEIVED
MAY 29 2003
DECREFE ARCRIDCESE OF S:0AGD

PREFISSICIAL HITNESS REVIEW

Having received the recommendation of the Archdiocesan Professional Fitness Review Board
that there is “reasonable cause to suspect” that Reverend R. Peter Bowman engaged in sexual
misconduct with a minor, I have concluded that this constitutes information which “at least
seems to be true” (c. 1717).

Therefore, in accordance with the aforementioned canon, I decree that an inquiry be done into
the facts and circumstances of this accusation, as well as its imputability to Father Bowman.

Since my other duties prevent me from conducting this investigation personally, I hereby appoint
Ms. Leah McCluskey to act as the investigator in this matter. In carrying out these duties, Ms.
McCluskey will have all of the authority of an auditor, in accordance with cc. 1428 and 1717.
She is to collect any additional proofs she deems necessary in accordance with the norm of law
as they relate to the present allegation. She is delegated to take testimony from the accused and
from any witnesses (cc. 1530 ~ 1538 and 1547 — 1573), to obtain any necessary documents (cc.
1540 — 1546), to enlist the services of any experts deemed necessary (cc. 1574 — 1581), and to
have access to places or things which she deems necessary for her investigation.

In conducting her investigation, Ms. McCluskey is to take care that such an investigation does
nothing to harm Father Bowman’s name or to violate his right to protect his privacy. Nor may
he be asked to do anything which violates his conscience or is morally unacceptable according to
the Church’s moral teachings.

After she has concluded her investigation, Ms. McCluskey is to make a written report to me, no
later than thirty days from the date of this appointment. This report is to address the facts,

circumstances, and imputability concerning the alleged offense.

Given on 23 May, 2003 at Chicago, Hlinois.

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.1.
Archbishop of Chicago

Ecclesiastical Notary
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility 4 (312)751-5205
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 it 1-800-994-6200
Chicago, IL 60611 : Fax (312)751-5219

COPY

July 2, 2003 of an original document from the files of

| PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW
Rev. R. Peter Bowman ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

This is a red ink stamp!
DO NOT COPY
Dear Fr. Bowman,

Enclosed you will find documentation regarding the newly revised Monitoring Protocols.
Fr. James Kaczorowski will be contacting you in the near future to schedule a meeting so
that the three of us may discuss and review the enclosed information. Fr. Daniel
Smilanic, Promoter of Justice and Delegate to the Cardinal, will also be present at the
meeting to address any canonical questions.

I have also enclosed a copy of the most recent policies and procedures, 1100 Sexual
Abuse of Minors: Policies for Education, Prevention, Assistance to Victims and
Procedures for Determination of Fitness for Ministry. A newly revised copy of the
policies and procedures are to be effective on July 15, 2003 and as a result, are not yet
available.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns:
Leah McCluskey
Office of Professional Responsibility
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, Illinois 60611
312 751-5205, office

312 751-5279, fax
Imccluskey@arhcchicago.org

Professional Responsibility Admi or

Enclosures

Cc:  Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, I 60611

(312)751-5205
1-800-994-6200
Fax (312)751-5279

RECEIVED
July 11, 2003 JUL 2 1 2003
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L. ARCHICCESE OF CHICAGO
Archbishop of Chicago o PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW
155 E. Superior Street
Chicago, Illinois 60611

Dear Cardinal George,

As the Auditor whom you appointed in accord with Canon 1717 to conduct a Preliminary
Investigation into the allegations of sexual abuse of minors that have been made against
the Rev. R. Peter Bowman, a priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago, I would like to inform
you that the investigation has been completed.

As required by Canon 1718, a sufficient amount of material is now present for you to
make a determination. I have examined the files of the investigations of the allegations
of sexual misconduct with minors by Fr. Bowman, and I have found them to be complete.

There is at least one allegation that was submitted to the Archdiocesan Professional
Responsibility Review Board in which the Board recommended to you that there is
reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct did occur. Given the material
gathered as the Board’s instruction of the case, it is now necessary for you to determine if
the elements meet the required standard of proof. The Board reported their finding to you
after having discussed the evidence and the arguments in two formal sessions. As part of
the procedure followed by the Board, Fr. Bowman was read the allegations made against
him and provided a response to each. With reference to his involvement in the

instruction of the case, Fr. Bowman had the advice of legal counsel.

I now submit this matter to your Eminence for a determination. It is my reco mmendation
that the allegation of sexual misconduct with a minor against the Rev. R. Peter Bowman
has the semblance of truth (notitiam saltem verisimilem) as required by Canon 1717 and
Article 13 of the Procedural Norms de gravioribus delicitis, and consequently the case
should be sent to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith.

There is at least one allegation of sexual misconduct against Fr. Bowman. The
Professional Responsibility Review Board has been presented all allegations against Fr.
Bowman, and has reported to you the finding that the allegations provide reasonable
cause to suspect that the alleged incidents of misconduct did occur. It is my )
recommendation that the aforementioned allegations have the semblance of truth
(notitiam saltem verisimilem) as required by Canon Law. Asa result, there is no
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additional information that needs to be gathered at this time regarding the allegations
made against Fr. Bowman.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at 312 751-5205.

Sincerely,

i
Leah McCluskey
Professional Responsibility Administr

Ce:  Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests

%MCD)N
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of the Archbishop 155 E. Superior St.

Chicago, lllinois 60611

14 July, 2003

Ms. Leah McCluskey

Office for Professional Responsibility
676 North St. Clair St.

Chicago, IL 60611

Dear Ms. McCluskey:

I received the report from your investigation of the matter of sexual misconduct with a
minor on the part of Reverend R. Peter Bowman.

I accept your findings and have determined that there is a semblance of truth to the
allegations that Father Bowman engaged in acts of sexual misconduct with a minor.

Therefore, by means of this letter, I am bringing the Preliminary Investigation of this
matter to a close. Based upon the information you have provided, I have concluded that this case
must be referred to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, in accordance with Part 11,
Article 13 the motu proprio Sacramentorum sanctitatis tutela.

Thank you for your diligent work, Ms. McCluskey. I appreciate the professional way in
which you have handled these matters.

Sincerely yours in Christ
D

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.1.

Archbishop of Chicago

fer M

Ecclesiastical Notary

cc: Revs. Kaczorowski and Smilanic, Ms. Leah McCluskey, Mr. Jimmy Lago, Mr. John C.
O’Malley
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility

P.O. Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205

Fax: (312) 751-5279

September 3, 2003

Dear Fr. Bowman,

Enclosed you will find documentation regarding the newly revised Monitoring Protocols.

Please note that the enclosed information has been revised since the monitoring
information sent to you with a cover letter dated July 2, 2003. The enclosed information

will be discussed at the meeting with Fr. James Kaczorowski and myself scheduled for
September 11, 2003.

I have also enclosed a copy of the policies and procedures, 1100 Sexual Abuse of Minors:

Policies for Education, Prevention, Assistance to Victims and Procedures for
Determination of Fitness for Ministry, which were promulgated on July 15, 2003.

Copies of the Monitoring Protocols as well as the poliéies and procedures have also been
sent to your canonical advocate, Rev. Francis G. Morrisey, OMI, JCD.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns:
Leah McCluskey
Office of Professional Responsibility
676 N. St. Clarr, Suite 1910
Chicago, Ilinois 60611
312 751-5205, office

312 751-5279, fax
Imccluskey@arhcchicago.org

Sinéerely, 7,

—~— 4 d / [[, /| //.: ‘ i L
TUANL (L oore
Leah McCluskey
Professional Responsibility Administgator )

Enclosures
Cc:  Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to ye"Review Board

Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Rev. Francis G. Morrisey, OMI, JCD, Canonical Advocate
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The Individual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal of protecting minors and the
integrity of the Church. Additionally, the ISP serves as a safeguard for the individual priest/deacon with
regard to the possibility of subsequent allegations. As long as the cleric is a client of the Office of
Professional Responsibility, he will be subject to appropriate protocols, restrictions and monitoring under
the authority of the Vicar for Priests and supervised by the Professional Responsibility Administrator
(PRA); please refer to protocol number 15.

This ISP for is as follows (PRA to initial all that apply):

1.

(98]

Restricted from being alone with minors (anyone under the age of 18) without the presence
of another responsible adult.

Therapy with the suggested frequency of times per week/month (please circle one) as
recommended by (therapist name). Attendance to therapy is to be
reflected on “Clergy Daily Log” forms.

___ Continued regular Spiritual Direction with the suggested frequency of _ times per
week/month (please circle one) as recommended by (spiritual
advisor name). Attendance to recommended Spiritual Direction is to be reflected on “Clergy
Daily Log” forms.

___The “Clergy Daily Log” to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the monitor. The
log is a tool that is used for the protection of minors, the priest/deacon, the monitor and the
Archdiocese. Although it lists all time periods, it is to intended to provide an accurate record of
the day rather than a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-campus activity, please include
the place, the general purpose of the visit/trip/activity (e.g. Spiritual Direction, therapy), and the
telephone number only if it is a private residence. (For example, it is enough to indicate that you
did personal shopping rather than the name, location and telephone number of each individual
store.) If your self-description is challenged, some documentation/verification may be requested.
The monitor will return the log forms at the end of each month to PRA.

- Abide by the restriction of residence to
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6. No inappropriate use of computers, software, Internet capabilities, communications tools or
technology. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees will apply.

7. Must complete and submit the “Travel/Vacation Agreement” to PRA prior to a scheduled
departure.

8. Attendance at a recommended support group (please
indicate specific support group). Recommended frequency of times per week/month (please
circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on “Clergy Daily Log”
forms.

9. No ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other

Sacrament or Sacramental without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests.

10. Refrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a
priest/deacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the
'clerical shirt').

11, The right of defense must not involve the public life of the Church.

12, On-site visits by PRA annually to include meeting with PRA and the cleric.

13.  __ On-site visits by Vicar for Priests (VP) annually to include a meeting with VP and the cleric.
14, This ISP is to be reviewed annually with PRA, VP, and the cleric.

15.  Because the private celebration of the Eucharist is possible, during the course of each week one of

the Masses celebrated is to be for the intention of the priests of the Archdiocese of Chicago.

16.  Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve consultation with the cleric, his monitor,
the PRA, and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PRA, or the VP can initiate the discussion for
change or alteration, and at the discretion of any of the parties, his legal and/or canonical counsel
may be involved.

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all of these individual specific Protocols.

Signed: Date:

Printed Name:

Signature of PRA: : Date:

Signature of VP: Date:

A copy of this Protocol will be kept on file in the Office of Professional Responsibility and on file in the Office of the
Vicar for Priests.
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CLERGY DAILY LOG

The Office of Professional Responsibility, pursuant to Article §1104.4.3, is responsible to “monitor programs for
treatment, rehabilitation or supervision of clerics...” :

The Individual Specific Protocol for:

Peter R. Bowman

(Cleric Name)

requires that you keep a “log” of your daily activities. The “log” is completed daily and submitted to the
Administrator at the end of each month for review. Include the place, the purpose of visit/trip/activity (1.e. Spiritual
Direction, therapy), and the telephone number if it is appropriate. Please remember that this tool is intended to

provide an accurate record of the day rather than a detailed clock.

TIME

7:00 — 8:00 A.M.

PLACE

TELEPHONE
(If appropriate)

PURPOSE

8:00 - 9:00

9:00 - 10:00

10:00 - 11:00

11:00 — 12:00

12:00 - 1:00 P.M.

1:00 — 2:00

2:00 - 3:00

3:00 - 4:00

4:00 - 5:00

5:00 - 6:00

6:00 - 7:00

7:00 - 8:00

8:00 - 9:00

9:00 - 10:00

10:00 - 11:00

11:00 - 7:00 AM.

Rev. 7/15/03

Client Signature:
Monitor Signature:

Date Received:

Administrative Signature:

Date:

Date:
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TRAVEL/VACATION NOTIFICATION

[name of cleric] has informed this office that he will be traveling to

[destination address and contact phone number] from

[departure date] through [return date].

[name of cleric] will be monitored by

[name of travel monitor]. [name of

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of

[name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. iy

[see attached correspondence]

1. Contacts with minors by [name of cleric] must be in the

presence of [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided.

2. [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the

activities and whereabouts of [cleric name] over

[aforementioned time frame].

3. As previously noted, the date of return to ’s [cleric name]

residence has been scheduled for [aforementioned return date].
However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be
changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be
substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205.

Cleric Signature: ' Date:

PRA Signature: Date:

A copy of this document will be provided to the cleric. The original will be placed in the cleric’s file
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a copy will be placed in the cleric’s file in the Vicar
for Priests’ Office.
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility . P.O. Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
September 8, 2003 Fax: (312) 751-5279

Fr. R. Peter Bowman

Dear Fr. Bowman,
Enclosed you will find documentation regarding the monitoring protocols.

The monitoring protocols have been changed somewhat. This was done principally in
order to put into a standard written form, arrangements that had been made orally and/or
on an individual basis. It was felt that by committing as much as possible to a written
form, misunderstandings could be reduced and communication would be facilitated.
These changes reflect the feedback provided by all those involved in the monitoring
program, including those who are subject to it. The enclosed forms contain the
adjustments made to the monitoring forms that were provided to you in July of 2003. All
those involved in monitoring will be receiving a copy of the new forms.

All of the information enclosed as well as a copy of this letter and a copy of the policies
and procedures, 1100 Sexual Abuse of Minors: Policies for Education, Prevention,
Assistance to Victims and Procedures for Determination of Fitness for Ministry
promulgated on July 15, 2003 has been forwarded to your canonical advocate, Rev.
Francis G. Morrisey, OMI, JCD.

In designing a form that addresses so many different, complex situations, one or another
points may be unclear. If you have any question or concerns, please contact me at [312]
751-5205.

NN 7
Leédh McCluskey
Professional Responsibility Administrat

Sinc;z’i! '

Cc Rev. Francis G. Morrisey, OM],

Enclosures
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979

Chicago, Ilinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

September 17, 2003

Rev. R. Peter Bowman

Dear Fr. Bowman,

It was a pleasure meeting with you last Thursday. Both Fr. Kaczorowski and I appreciate
the time that you took to meet with us. Once you have had a chance to speak with your
canonical advocate, Rev. Francis Morrisey regarding the monitoring protocols, Fr.
Kaczorowski will schedule another time when the three of us are able to meet. I ask that
you speak with Fr. Morrisey prior to our next meeting, which would ideally take place no
later than the end of this month.

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me at [312] 751-

5205.
Sincerely,

o /'; iy i /
2l sl

Leah McCluskey /
Professional Responsibility Admi:&ist\rgtag

Cc:  Rev. Daniel Srrﬁlanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
Rev. Francis G. Morrisey, O.M.1., J.C.D., Canonical Advocate

Enclosure
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility

P.O. Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205

Fax: (312) 751-5279

MEMORANDUM
To: File - PFR-77
~
From: Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrato@)
Re: Bowman, R. Peter
Date: September 17, 2003

PRA spoke with Fr. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests via phone today regarding Fr.
Peter Bowman’s recently forwarded Clergy Daily Log sheets. Upon review by PRA, Fr.
Bowman indicated on his Daily Log dated August 24, 2003 that from 11:00am-12:00pm
he “[celebrated a] mass for a shut-in.” Fr. Bowman also indicated on his Daily Log dated
September 7, 2003 that he celebrated mass from 11:00am-12:00pm.

Fr. Kaczorowski informed PRA that he would speak with Fr. Bowman to address these
entries on his Daily Logs. Further, Fr. Kaczorowski will have a discussion with Fr.
Bowman regarding the fact that he is not allowed to celebrate mass.

Fr. Kaczorowski again expressed to PRA his intent to schedule a meeting with Fr.
Bowman, PRA, and himself to address concerns with his [Fr. Bowman’s] behavior as
well as to assess the appropriateness of Fr. Bowman’s current monitoring situation.

Cc:  Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Responsibility Review Board
Saturday, September 20, 2003 - 9:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.

MINUTES

Review Board Members Present:

Members absent:

Non-members present:
Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrator [P

Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board

Approval of Minutes — August 16, 2003

118 Monitoring Protocols
. _
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MINUTES
September 20, 2003
Page 2

III.  Review of August 16, 2003 Board Meeting recommendations

IV. Informal update on matters in Office of Professional Responsibility
o Fr. Peter Bowman
e Fr. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests has received contact from nephews and
nieces of Fr. Bowman regarding the alleged sexual misconductﬁ
by Fr. Bowman :
e Nieces and nephews have strongly spoken to Fr. Kazorowski regarding their want

to have Fr. Bowman move out of his sister ome;
is the mother of the nieces and nephews who have come forward to Fr.

gzorowski'
. confronted Fr. Bowman with allegation of abuse on his own

approximately 2 weeks ago
e As per Fr. Kaczorowski, Fr. Bowman also has medical issues

e PRA reported that Fr. Bowman has been celebrating masses for approximately
30-40 people at his home

e As per Fr. Kaczorowski, Fr. Bowman has allegedly been accessing adult male
pornography on his computer at iaome

AOC 007517



MINUTES
September 20, 2003
Page 3

Plan is for PRA and Fr. Kaczorowski to go to home of Fr. Bowman and his sister

on Monday, September 22, 2003 to confront Fr. Bowman with
allegation celebrating masses, and accessing pornography on
his computer; Fr. Kaczorowski and PRA will inform Fr. Bowman that he will be

moving to Mundelein; not be informed of allegation made
[l 2cainst Fr. Bowman, however, will be informed that Fr. Bowman wil

moving to Mundelein

¢ Review Board voiced their concerns with relatives monitoring men who have
been removed; informal recommendation that those removed may not reside
with family members and those who do currently reside with family
members [Frs. Bowman -may need to move to Mundelein

IV. Case Reviews

A. In the Matter of

B. In the Matter of
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MINUTES
September 20, 2003

Page 4

C. In the Matter of

Review for Cause

D. In the Matter of

Second Stape Review

D. In the Matter of
F. In the Matter of

Next scheduled meeting is October 18, 2003 at 9:00 a.m.

Review Board Members

Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests

Rev. Thomas Tivy, Vicar for Priests
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

«n

P.O. Box 1.979
Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979

Office of Professional Responsibility

(312) 751-5205

MEMO DUM Fax: (312) 751-5279

To: File - PFR-77 CQ ?Y

of an original document from the files of

From: Review Board Minutes OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY
Re: R. Peter Bowman (Withdrawn/Retired) ARCHNOCESE OF CH'CAGO

This is a red ink stamp!
Date: September 20, 2003 DO NOT COPY

A Summary of the discussion from the Professional Responsibility Review Board Meeting on
September 20, 2003:

e Fr. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests has received contact from of
Fr. Bowman regarding the alleged sexual misconduct Mman
_ have strongly spoken to Fr. Kaczorowski regarding their want to have
ho have come forward to Fr. Kaczorowski;
not want their mother, o know of the alleged abuse (NG
Iy - Bowman

I confronted Fr. Bowman with allegation of abuse on his own approximately 2
weeks ago

As per Fr. Kaczorowski, Fr. Bowman also has medical issues
PRA reported that Fr. Bowman has been celebrating masses for approximately 30-40 people
at his home
e As per Fr. Kaczorowski, Fr. Bowman has allegedly been accessing adult male pornography
_ on his computer at || | | | I home
e Plan is for PRA and Fr. Kaczorowski to go to home of Fr. Bowman and |G
on Monday, September 22, 2003 to confront Fr. Bowman with allegation made by
I < lcbrating masses, and accessing pornography on his computer; Fr. Kaczorowski
and PRA will inform Fr. Bowman that he will be moving to Mundelein;_not be
informed of allegation against Fr. Bowman, however, will be informed that
Fr. Bowman will be moving to Mundelein
¢ Review Board voiced their concerns with relatives monitoring men who have been
removed; informal recommendation that those removed may not reside with family

members and those who do currently reside with family members [Fr. Bowman] may
need to move to Mundelein
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Friday, October 03, 2003

Dear Father Kaczorowski,

W have you know from myself, not only from _and -

how much I regret not believing you and Leah when you were here
on Monday. My only defense is that I did not have or would not accept the
truth, which you both had about Peter (RPB). I think that I finally put pieces
together early Tuesday (4:00 AM.) and began to know that I have a seriously
sick brother, that your efforts have truly been in his best interest, and that I
needed to join this effort to rehabilitate him. Rather than “protect” him from
further hurt I needed to cooperate in whatever way I can with you and my
children and the professionals who will care for him. I realize he is and will
be hurting, but having him in the comfort of this home with me “supporting
him” is not the treatment that he requires.

I look upon my “conversion” strictly as God’s grace to me because, as you
know from Monday, that surely is a turnabout. I have a vivid picture of your
sad face on the other side of the table saying, “I am only the messenger.”

Y ou should have said then (but I probably would have exploded) “Fr. Peter
is the one you should be furious with. He’s the wrong one, not me.”

I have been able to be a part of the preparation for his recovery ever since
-‘ and I talked that early Tuesday morning and have been able to

cooperate || confronting RPB with the fact that we

are angry that he deceived us and has been living the lie; co-opting all of us
- for his private purposes.

Thank you Father for your tenacity in seeing this through, despite the
obstacles you have been up against. Please let Leah know that I deeply
apologize for my disbelief of Monday.

Most sincerely,
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Ms. Leah McCluskey, MSW, Law
Office of Professional Fitness Review

Archdiocese of Chicago RE

676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 CEIVED
Chicago, Illinois 60611 0CT 0 6 7np3
Saturday, October 04, 2003 OFFICE £F"§:€F'S§§%Zﬂi i'é'scfai"s.amn

Dear Leah McCluskey,

I want to have you know how much I regret not believing you and Fr.
Kaczowroski when you were here on Monday. My only defense is that I did
not have and would not accept the truth, which you both had about Peter
(RPB). I think that I finally put pieces together early Tuesday (4:00 AM.)
and began to know that I have a seriously sick brother, that your efforts have
truly been in his best interest, (and mine too) and that I needed to join this
effort to rehabilitate him. Rather than “protect” him from what I saw as
further hurt I needed to cooperate in whatever way I can with you and my
children; send him to the place where the professionals will give him the
care he needs. I realize he is and will be hurting, but having him in the
comfort of this home with me “supporting him” is not the treatment that he
requires. Now I do know that is the truth.

I look upon my “conversion” strictly as God’s grace to me because, as you
know from Monday’s session, that surely is a turnabout. I have a vivid
picture of Father K.’s sad face on the other side of the table saying, “I am
only the messenger.” I probably would have exploded but you should have
said Hou are angry at the wrong ones. Fr. Peter is the one you
should be furious with. He’s the wrong one, not us.”

I have been able to be a part of the preparation for his recovery ever since

I - d ] talked so early Tuesday morning and have been able to
cooperate with ﬂin confronting RPB with the fact

that we are angry that he has consistently deceived us and has been living
the lie; co-opting all of us for his private purposes.
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Thank you Leah for your tenacity in seeing this through, despite the
obstacles you have been up against. I now have a small understanding of
how difficult this is for you. I deeply apologize for my disbelief of Monday
to both you and Fr. Kaz. I know I was not treating you as professionals at all.
I should have known better.

Most sincerely,
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P.O. Box 1979
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

Office of Professional Responsibility

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

October 9, 2003

Dear Mrs.-

I wanted to thank you for the letter that you sent. Please know that you are in my prayers
and in Fr. Kaczorwski's prayers as well.

Do not hesitate to contact me if there is anything that I can do to help you and your
family during this time. I can be reached at [312] 751-5205.

Takecare and God bless,

Léah McCluskey
Professional Responsibility Administrator
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ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

P.O. Box 1979
Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979

Office of Professional Responsibility

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

Professional Responsibility Review Board
Saturday, October 18, 2003 - 9:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.

MINUTES

Review Board Members Present:

Members absent:

Non-members present:
Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrator [PRA]
Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal’s Delegate to the Review Board

L Approval of Minutes — September 20, 2003
. Review of September 20, 2003 Board Meeting recommendations
III. Case Reviews

Initial Review
A. In the Matter of

Review for Cause
B. In the Matter o
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MINUTES
October 18, 2003
Page 2

C. In the Matter of

IV.  Other Matters

D. Relative Monitors
R. Peter Bowman

Fr. Kaczorowski and PRA met with Fr. Bowman at his home on Sept. 22,
2003

Discussed allegation made by*
Discussed private masses being said by Fr. Bowman at his home

Discussed Fr. Bowman's use of pornography on the internet at his home

Discussed Fr. Bowman's medical condition

Discussed Fr. Bowman's need to move to Mundelein on Sept. 25, 2003
I (7. Bowman's sister] and two of her children present for

conversation re: Fr. Bowman moving to Mundelein as a result of violation of
protocols [pornography, mass, medical condition, relative not an appropriate
monitor]
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MINUTES
October 18, 2003

Page 3
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MINUTES
October 18, 2003

Page 4

Next scheduled meeting is November 15, 2003 at 9:00 a.m.

Review Board Members

Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests

Rev. Thomas Tivy, Vicar for Priests

AOC 007528



ARCHDIOCESE, OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979

(312) 751-5205
Fax: (312) 751-5279

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY REVIEW BOARD MEETING
Saturday, October 18, 2003 - 9:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.

AGENDA

L Approval of Minutes — September 20, 2003
II. Case Reviews

Initial Review:

A. In the Matter of

Review for Cause:

®

C. Inthe Matter of

M.  Other Matters

D. Relative monitors
e R Peter Bowman (Retired/Withdrawn 2002) - PFR-77
- Monitoring

. _
G. _

The next scheduled Board Meeting is for Saturday, November 15, 2003
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Victim Statement Abstract

This abstract replaces a memorandum to file from Leah McCluskey, Professional
Responsibility Administrator for the Archdiocese of Chicago’s Office of Professional
Responsibility, to file, dated October 23, 2003, summarizing a meeting with Victim LJ to
formalize his allegation of abuse against Fr. Peter Bowman. According to the summary,
the alleged abuse occurred in the 1960s and involved Victim LJ sleeping over at the
rectory with Bowman, as well as accompanying the cleric on at least one out of state trip.
Victim L] also expressed his desire that Bowman no longer have contact with Victim
LJ’s mother.
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

Office of Professional Responsibility é \ (312)751-5205
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 vt 1-800-994-6200
Chicago, IL 60611 ‘ Fax (312)751-5279

MEMORANDUM COPY
To: File - PFR-77 " of an oiginal document from the files of
From: Review Board Minut OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

o e ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO

: I i This is a red ink stamp!
N R Peter Bowiman (Retired Withdremm) DO NOT COPY

Date: October 24, 2003

A Summary of the discussion from the Professional Responsibility Review Board Meeting on
October 18, 2003:

Relative Monitors

Fr. Kaczorowski and PRA met with Fr. Bowman at his home on Sept. 22, 2003

Discussed allegation made by

Discussed private masses being said by Fr. Bowman at his home

Discussed Fr. Bowman's use of pornography on the internet at his home

Discussed Fr. Bowman's medical condition

Discussed Fr. Bowman's need to move to Mundelein on Sept. 25, 2003
B |- Bowman's sister] and two of her children present for conversation re:
Fr. Bowman moving to Mundelein as a result of violation of protocols [pornography, mass,
medical condition, relative not an appropriate monitor]

AOC 007531



Office of Professional Responsibility
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910
Chicago, IL 60611

(312)751-5205
1-800-994-6200
Fax (312)751-5279

MEMORANDUM

TO: Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Ministry
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests
immy Lago, Chancellor
Leah McCluskey, Office of Professional Responsibility
John O’Malley, Legal Services
Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board
Rev. Thomas Tivy, Vicar for Priests

0
FROM: Laura Neri-Palominmdnﬁnistrative Assistant
Office of Professional Responsibility
DATE: October 24, 2003
RE: [PFR-77]Bowman, R. Peter (Retired/Withdrawn) || N

A new allegation was received by this office on 10/17/03. We have opened a file and
Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrator has begun the Review Process by

interviewing [JJJ B Ple2seadvise this office of any information you may have in your
files regarding Bowman, R. Peter_

It is extremely important that you forward copies of any and all documentation pertinent
to this case to this office within 5 business days of receipt of this memo to ensure that the
investigation of this matter be properly handled.

Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Most Rev. Edwin M. Conway
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Leah

Contidental
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