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Dollars ($15,000.00) for compensatory damages.
REDACTE

I BACKGROUND FACTS 0600365
APPLICABLE TO PLAINTIFF. JOHN DOE 1

79.  Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 1, wasraised in a devout Roman Catholic home, was baptized,
confirmed and regularly attended mass and received the sacraments through the Roman Catholic
Church. Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 1, came into direct contact with Defendant, REVEREND
LAWRENCE MULLINS, through the latter’s status and employment as parish priest at St.
Raymond’s Cathedral. The Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 1, developed admiration. trust. reverence and
respect for Roman Catholic priests in general, and Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE
MULLINS, in particular. Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS, oécupied aposition
in Plaintiff’s life of influence and persuasion as a parish priest, religious counselor, altar boy
supervisor and authority figure.

80.  Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 1’s, activities centered around his family and his commitment
to his religion and his church including altar boy and other youth group involvement.

81. During the relevant times set out herein, Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE
MULLINS, pursuant to his employment duties, provided counseling and spiritual instruction to the
Plaintiff at St. Raymond’s Cathedral and elsewhere.

82. D1-.1ring the year 1978, in the course of spiritual counseling and supervision,
Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS, sexually abused, molested and exploited
Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 1, by engaging in illegal sexual contact with him when Plaintiff, J OHNDOE
1, was under eighteen (18) years old.

83. As a result of Plaintiff’s age and vulnerability as a minor, to get'her with Defendant,
REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS’ position as a priest and authority figure in the Roman
Catholic Church, Defendant was able to have control and influence over Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 1,.
By his words and actions Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS, represented to
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BACKGROUND FACTS

REDACTE APPLICABLE TO PLAINTIFF, JOHN DOE 2 000375
Released April 2014

111. Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 2, was raised in a devout Roman Catholic home, was baptized,
confirmed and regularly attéended mass and received the sacraments through the Roman Catholic
Church. Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 2, came into direct contact with Defendant, REVEREND
LAWRENCE MULLINS, through the latter’s status and employment as parish priest at St.
Raymond’s Cathedral. The Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 2, developed admiration, trust, reverence and
respect for Roman Catholic priests in general, and Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE
MULLINS, in particular. Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS, occupied a position
in Plaintiff’s life of influence and persuasion as a parish priest, religious cou-nselor, altar boy

supervisor and authority figure.

112. Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 2’s, activities centered around his family and his commitment
to his religion and his church including altar boy and other youth group involvement.

113. During the relevant times set out hérein, Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE
MULLINS, pursuant to his employment duties, provided counseling and spiritual instruction to the

Plaintiff at St. Raymond’s Cathedral and elsewhere.

114. During the year 1980, in the course of spiritual counseling and supervision,
Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS, sexually abused, molested and exploited
Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 2, by engaging in illegal sexual contact with him when Plaintiff, JOHN DOE
2, was under eighteen (18) years old.

115. Asaresult of Plaintiff’s age and vulnerability as a minor, together with De_fendant,
REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS’ position as a priest and authority figure in the Roman
Catholic Church, Defendant was able te have control and influence over Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 2,.
By his words and actions Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS, represented to
Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 2, that the object of his relationship with Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 2, was to
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REDAC'TE Church. Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 3, came into direct contact with Defendant, REVEREND

Releasec A AWRENCE MULLINS, through the latter’s status and employment as parish prieij 6&385
Raymond’s Cathedral. The_Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 3, developed admiration, trust, reverence and
respect for Roman Catholic priests in general, and Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE
MULLINS, in particular. Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS, occupied a position
in PIaiﬁtiff’ s life of influence and persuasion as a parish priest, religious counselor, altar boy

supervisor and authority figure.

144.  Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 3’s, activities centered around his family and his commitment
to his religion and his church including altar boy and other youth group involvement.

145. During the relevant times set out herein, Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE
MULLINS, pursuant to his employment duties, provided counseling and spiritual instruction to the
Plaintiff at St. Raymond’s Cathedral and elsewhere.

146. During the year 1980, in the course of spiritual counseling and supervision,
Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS, sexually abused, molested and exploited
Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 3, by engaging in illegal sexual contact with him when Plaintiff, JOHN DOE
3, was under eighteen (18) years old. |

147. As aresult of Plaintiff’s age and vulnerability as a minor, together with Defendant,
REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS’ position as a priest and authority figure in the Roman
Catholic Church, Defendant was able to have control and influence over Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 3..
By his words and actions Defendant, REVEREND LAWRENCE MULLINS, represeﬁted to
Plaintiff, ‘JOHN DOE 3, that the object of his relationship with Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 3, was to
provide counseling, comfort and advice. This representation was untrue aﬁd was intended by
Defendant, REVEREND LAWREN(-TE MULLINS, to deceive Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 3, to gain

Plaintiff, JOHN DOE 3’s, trust and confidence and to obtain control over him. Plaintiff, JOHN
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REDACTE

EMéaseﬁﬁprer 9, 2002

STATEMENT FROM THE DIOCESE OF JOLIET 000408
CONCERNING CIVIL ACTION FILED TODAY

We understand that the Diocese of Joliet has been named in a complaint filed in Will
County court today. The complaint involves allegations of sexual misconduct with
minors more than 20 years ago by Rev. Lawrence Mullins, who has not served in any

ministry since 1993.

The allegations in the complaint, filed on behalf of five adults who were minors at the
time of the alleged incidents, involve sexual abuse reported to have occurred between
1978 and 1980 when Father Mullins was an associate pastor at the Cathedral of St.
Raymond.

Allegations of sexual misconduct with a minor against Father Mullins were first reported
to Bishop Imesch and diocesan leadership in November of 1986. Those allegations
related to incidents alleged to have occurred at St. Raymond during the late 1970’s and
1980. Bishop Imesch was installed as Bishop of the Diocese of Joliet on August 28,
1979.

The allegations were handled consistent with the diocesan procedures in place at the
time. As a result, Father Mullins received professional evaluation and therapy, after
which he was permitted to remain in ministry based on the advice of professionals.

Later, in March of 1993, another allegation of sexual misconduct with a minor involving
Father Mullins was reported to the Diocese of Joliet. That allegation, which relates to
an incident reported to have occurred prior to 1983, was processed under the diocese’s
formal set of policies on sexual misconduct with minors that were adopted in 1990.
Father Mullins was placed on administrative leave and accepted professional evaluation

and therapy. He has never returned to any ministry.

There are no Diocese of Joliet priests currently serving in any ministry against whom
there is even a single, substantiated allegation of sexual misconduct. Consistent with
our policies and with the U.S. Bishops’ Charter for the Protection of Children and Young
People, no priest against whom such an allegation has been substantiated is permitted
to function as a priest.

It is painful for all those affected by sexual misconduct with minors whenever allegations
are brought to light. The Diocese of Joliet understands that civil action is in some
instances part of the healing process for victims and their families, and we respect the
rights of individuals to pursue their goals through the legal system.

The Diocese of Joliet takes the issue of sexual misconduct with minors very seriously.
We are committed to doing everything in our power to ensure the safety of children and
young people. We encourage all victims of child sexual abuse to come forward to civil
authorities and to their Church, and we continue to pray for their healing and peace.






FR. MULLINS SCAN FROM THE DIOCESE OF JOLIET NO. 351
REDACTE 000431

™J
_Released April 2014

and ultimate decision maker in respect of staffing and operations of Roman Catholic
parochial schools operated within the Diocese.

2. The events and occurrences alleged in this Complaint occurred during the
approximate period 1978 through 1981, commencing prior to the appointment of Joseph
Imesch as Bishop of Joliet. Imesch is named as defendant not individually, but rather as
representative of defendant ROMAN CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF JOLIET and DIOCESE
OF JOLIET TRUST and as successor in interest to the bishop holding office during the
periods herein alleged.

3. At all times relevant herein defendant DIOCESE operated the cathedral parish,
St. Raymond Nonnatus in Joliet, including an elementary school attendant thereto. The
cathedral was staffed by parish priests incardinated in the Diocese, and the school
principally by lay teachers (although some “hanger-on” Franciscan nuns may still have
been adjunctive participants). Defendant Mullins, an ordained priest incardinated in the
Diocese of Joliet, was assigned to the St. Raymond Parish as assistant pastor. Mullins
participated in spiritual education of students at St. Raymond’s elementary school and
was involved in the training and supervision of the altar boy cohort.

4. Mullins’ assignment brought him into close contact with parish school children
who he was permitted and encouraged to instruct and counsel in religious, moral and
ethical principles. Mullins, and all parish priests, were held out by Diocese as persons
upon whose advice and direction the children were instructed they could and should rely.
Mullins’ further ingratiated himself with the students at St. Raymond’s generally, and
with the altar boys particularly, joining them in recreational and social activities

including games and rough-housing and encouraging selected altar boys to join him for
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REDACTE | 000469
Released April 2014 March 30, 2006 2

The diocese has a Review Committee, made up of highly qualified
individuals who processes all allegations. The States’ Attorney’s office is
notified of any allegation and there is compliance with all requirements of
the Department of Children and Family Services. The accused priest is
placed on administrative leave until the matter can be resolved. Priests who
have abused children may not remain in ministry no matter what type of
therapy they may have received.

I am committed to help protecting children and young people
from abuse. That is why the diocese has safeguards in place to insure the
safety of children and youth in our parishes and in our schools. That is why
there are requirements for clergy, employees and volunteers to fulfill prior
to their working with children, including both background checks and
educational programs. The diocese has also implemented education
programs for children and youth regarding sexual abuse.

I do not know if I have addressed all of your concerns, but I
would certainly be willing to discuss those with you personally, if you wish.

Sincerely in Christ,

Most Reverend Joseph L. Imesch
Bishop of Joliet

cc-Reverend William O’Shea
St. Margaret Mary Parish Council




















