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Sentember 27, 1993

p:rmmmbl: by law in the event that the Archdiocese does not provide gutraach to other
potential victims of Fr. Tourigney.

1 hope t.h-a.r the Archdiocese will finally begin to address the concerns of these two men,
as previously conveyed to Cardinal Law and Father McCormack.

We are hereby putting the Archdiocase of Boston on notice about these additional claims
against the Archdiocese and Alpha-Omega, Inc., Fr. Lane, Fr. Surrewte, Fr. Roche, Fr.
Shanley, Fr. O'Sullivan, Fr. Mahan, Fr. Tourigney, and former priest, Robert Towner.
As with our other cases, we request that the Archdiocese execute tolling agreements and
immediately agree to mediate these cases. In the meantime, we request that the
Archdiocese advise our clients concarning the current starus of those seven men wno are
still functioning as priests incardinated in the Archdiocese of Boston. Qur clieats wish
to know whether or not any of these men continue to function in positions which give
them access to youth, and if so, what exacly the Archdiocese (as their incardinating
authority under Canon Law) is prepared to do to prevent these men from abusing again.
Second, we fully expect that the Archdiocese has conducted its own investigations into
these or similar charges involving the above-mentioned men. Qur clients hereDy request
a copy of the results of any such investigation. Third, we also request that, as a basic
interim measure, the Archdiocese make specific arrangemeats about reimbursing our
clients for past and future therapy costs. Several of our clients are in vulnecable financial
positions, and cannot afford to bear the cost of gesting immediate and ongoing treatment
for the emotional, spiritual and psychological wounds inflicted on them by these priests.

Next, as promised above, we refer you to our other claims against the Archdiccase and
several other of its priests. We have previously notified you of all of these claims, so
we set out the facts below by way of summary and to restate mor2 emphaticall» our

requests for immediate response from the Archdiocese with respect to the various issues
and specific demands raised herein:

8. Father Philip Brztton

Referance is her2in made to our August 12, 1993 demand letter 0 you r2giriing the
sexual abuse of (D >+ Father Phillip Brewon. As you will re<all, Mr,
@D 5o thac Fr. Bretion sexually molested him approximately twicz 3 w22€ Over
a four-month period in 1957, Mr. - met Fr. Breton while Mo R W3S
recovering from a concussion at Cambridg2 City Hospital, where Fr. Branon served as
chaelain. Fr. Bretton invited Moo -'L become an altar bov and aczomr-any the
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priest on his pastoral rounds wvisiting physically deformed children and others at
Cambridge City Hospital and Mt. Auburn Hospital. At the end of each visit, Fr. Bretton
brought Mr. (0 his apartmeat at the Holy Ghost Hospital for the [ncurabies. Once
there, Fr. Breton would undress fully, leaving only his Roman collar on, and periorm
oral and anal sedomy on Mr. (s then 2 [R-year old minor. Fr. Brefton tried
to persuade Mc. G to perform these acts on him, but the boy consistendy refused.
Each time Fr. Brefton performed anal sex on Mr. (. he would hold his hand over
the boy's mouth to prevent him from expressing the excruciating pain of this abuse. And
even after Mr. (B fled Fr. Breron for his parents’ home in (D, Fr. Ecetton
persisted in his amempts to gain access o Mr. @V, visiting the @D home and
driving down the street alongside Mc. (R, all the while repeating over and over again
that if the boy should tell anyone about this abuse, Fr. Bretton would “kill him.” As you
remember from our lecter, Mr. @l has information that, prior to abusing Mr. L7358
Fr. Bremton was put on “sick leave™ while serving at St. Louis DeFrance parish in
Lowell, Massachusexs, for engaging in sexual acts with a child on a beach in Hampton,
New Hampshire. Rather than remove Fr. Bremon from active duty after this “sick
leave,” he was reassigned to these city hospitals, where he would continue to have the
high moral status which comes with being a priest, while also having unsupervised access
to children like Mr. Q. M:. Gy also knows that, contemporanecus with the
abuse inflicted on Mr. @D in |58, another young male made charges against Fr.
Bretton for sexual abuse, leading to Fr. Bremton's second "sick leave.” And yet, despite
these documented and confirmed activities, the Archdiocese continuously reassigned the
predatory Fr. Bretton to several parishes thereafter, including St. Bridget's 10 Maynard
and St. Anne’s in Salem. Our client has also been in touch with another individual who

claims to know the names of “many, many" people who were similarly abused by the
prolific Fr. Bretton,

On Monday, September 13, we seat you a tolling agreement and monetary demand in the
amount of (NP | 2wait your swift and affirmative response. 1

3

3

9. Father John Atwarer (Cardinal Cushing Academy, Scituate, Massachusaas)

We have still not received anv substantive response from you for nearly three months
concarning claims of sexual abuse against Fr. John Atwater. As you will H‘.CJE],-
@ ¢ our office sent you 3 demand leter on June 29, 1593 on behalf oD

. of (., Connecticut. | refer you agmn to that leqer, wherein
our client states that, while a boarding student at Cardinal Cushing Academy in Scituare,
Massachusens, he was sexuailv abused by Fr. Atwater during his seconc year of school,
from approximately Auzusi t0 September, iS4 Fr. Atwater was Director ot the
Schoal, and had betriend=d Mr. (D ~Hi!z irving o help v RS conicol
his tendency to fight with other bovs. Fr. Atwater knew that Mr. (S ~ 2 1 that
time having ditficulties with his familv, and he showed a great deal of favaritism for Mr.




