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1 Video Peposiﬁon of FR. JOH‘N DOERFLER, taken in the 1 FR. JOHN DOERFLER,
g ;?l%‘i';'c‘;“gcgS";‘:{ﬁf;:;g’;‘:)fg&:y S‘:ﬁ’f;gl;éggfw 2 after having been duly sworn, testifies as follows:
4 Bay, \\”isconsin, on Friday, Novemb::r 5,20 lO,’commcuc'mg 3 EXAMINATION
5  alapproximalely 2:28 p.n. 4 BY MR. FINNEGAN:
fj 5 Q. Father, could you state your full name and spell |-
§  APPEARANCES: 6  your last name for the record, please?
9 ?&T?MHM%M_ 7 A. John Francis Doerfler, last name is spelled |
o LA € s 8 DOERFLER
Suite 100 9 (). Father, eould you -- have you ever had your :
11 St Paut, Minnesola 55101 10 deposition taken before?
12 On behalf of the Plaimtiff, 11 A. No.
M. Peter Mazzeo 12 Q. What's -- what's your birth date?
13 Baron & Pruilt 13 A. November 2nd, 1964,
14 ﬁﬁ“rgi‘\ﬂg‘f‘fﬁiﬂ da 89031 14 Q. Letme go over just a couple of the ground rufes !
On behalf of the Defendanis. 15 -
15 16 A, Sure, ;
16 ALSO PRESENT: 17 Q. --onadeposition. You understand that your |
17 ’ 18  testimony today is under oath? :
Deaeon Timothy Reilly 19 A. Yes.
ig 20 Q. You understand that the testimony that you give |
50 21 cangct used in a court of law? :
21 22 A. Yes.
g g 23 Q. And that -- that brings up the next -- next set
24 24 of instructions for you, and these are basically for the
25 25  court reporter's benefit. A lot of times in normal :
Page 3 Page 5 |;
1 INDEX 1  conversalion, we nod our heads, shake our heads like (hat
z DEPONENT: Fr. John Doerfler 2 and the court reporter ean't get that down. And so if
3 EXAMINATION: PAGES: 3 you do those, I'll ask you, Father, was that a yes, was
4 Mr. Finnegan 4-73 4 hatano? And lhat's just so Lhat he can get it down.
5 M Mazzeo 73-75 5 Not trying to badger you at all. Does that make sense?
6 Mr. Finncgan 75-79 6 A. That makes sense,
; Mr. Mazzeo 79 - 80 7 Q. Anoiher one that we do all the time {n normal :
9 8  conversation is go hmnm-mmm, um-mim, same thing, it's very;
10 EXHIBIT IDENTIFICATION: PAGE: 9 lough for Jcf¥, the court reporter, lo get that down, and
11  Original Notice of Taking Deposition ) 10 I'll ask you was fhat a yes or is that a no, Does that
12 No. 900 - 7/25/02 Letter to Reverend Bishop from 11 make sense?
John Feeney 62 12 A. That makes sense.
13 13 Q. The last one that -- that we tend to do all the
No. 901 - 10/13/04 Letter to John Feeney from 14 time, it's hard for all of us, even (he attomeys do it a
14 Rev. John Doerfler 63 15  lot, is not o talk over one another so that the court
15 No. 902 - Packet of Correspondence 69 16  reporter can gei it down. And so if you can (ry your :
14 17  best o wait until I'm all the way done with the
17 18  question, even if you know exactly where I'm going with
12 19 it, before you give your answer, I'll do the same for you
i X 20  op your answer and give you until the end before I ask
22 OBJEC'I:;IE?SS":SE?%Z? 3?: ﬁg: 3;: ‘zli’ ‘2;2: gtl),’ _2112: 32,33, 21 yowanether one, Does thal make scnse?
25 53, 56, 57, 58, 63, 68, 77, 80? 22 A. That makes sense,
23 23 Q. Ifthere’s anything that -- any questions that 1
24 24 ask of you that you don't understand, I want you to stop ;
25 25 and say I don't understand that, could you rephrase that, ;
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1 Does that make sense? 1 A, ['ve held a number of different positions. I
2 A. It does. 2 was the paroehial vienr at St. John Nepomueene Parish |?
3 Q. And, lastly, if you need any breaks at all, we 3 Little Chute, Wiseonsin. I was assigned for further
4 cantake as many breaks as you need. The only thing that 4 studies in eanon Inw and in theology, I was the
5  I'd ask is if there's a question pending that you answer 5  parochial viear at St. Franeis Xavier Cathedral Parish.
6  that, but otherwise, you're free to take as many breaks 6 I served as Defender of the Bond of the diocesan ‘
7 as you nced, all right? 7 tribunal. Iserved as a judge on the dioeesan tribunal, |;
8 A, Okay, thank you. 8  Iserved as the administrator of St. Franeis Xavier
9 Q. You were ordained in 19917 9 Cathedral on two different oecasions, I served as the
10 A. That's correct. 10  administrator of St. John the Evangelist Parish. 1
11 Q. And what -- what seminary did you attend? 11 served as the administrator of Hely Trinity Parish in
12 A. Iattended College Seminary at St, John Vianney . 12 Cnseo. Iserved as the assistant chauneellor, the ‘
13 Seminary in St. Paul, Minnesota, and theology at the 13 chaneellor and vicar general, 1 think that sums ap most
14 North Ameriean College in Rome. 14  of them unless I forgot something somewhere down the
15 Q. And you have a licen -- licentiate, is that how 15  line, Oh, yes, the reetor of the Shrine of Our Lady of
16 you say it? 16  Good Health.
17 A, Lieentiate, 17 Q. And timeline wise, when were you first assistant
18 Q. Licentiate in canon law? 18  chancellor? i
19 A, That is eorreet. 19 A, That would hiave been around 1997 or 1998.
20 Q. And also in sacred theology? 20 Q. And what about chancellor?
21 A. Correct. 21 A. Chaneellor in 2005,
22 Q. And when did you get those degrees, Father? 22 Q. Ts that still a position that you hold today?
23 A. 1 eompleted the licentinte in eanon law in 1995, 23 A, Correct.
24 the licentiate in theology in 1997. And I also have a 24 Q. And then vicar general, what are the ycars on
25  doetorate in theology as well, 25 that? ‘
Page 7 Page 9|,
1 Q. And the -- for the lcentiate in -- in canon 1 A, Istarted as vicar general in 2005, I ceased in
2 law, what was your thesis for that? 2 that position when the hishop, at that time Bishop Zubik/:
3 A. Iwrote on the -- on associations of the 3 was trausferrcd beeause vicars automatically eease in :
4 faithful, fu particular the Rule of Life of thc Seeular 4 offfee when a bishop is -- when the seat is vacant, and
5  Order Disealeed Carmelites and did a eanonical anatysis; 5  then I was reappointed to that position after Bishop
6 of that in light of the Code of Canon Law, 6  Ricken was installed as bishop of Green Bay in 2008.
7 Q. What about with the sacred liturgy or sacred 7 Q. And so you currently loday hiold both positions,
8  theology, what was the thesis with that? 8  chancellor and vicar general?
9 A. Twrote on the ethics of reproductive 9 A, That is correct,
10 technologies. 10 Q. Whal -- what are your responsibililics as vicar
11 Q. And the doctorate, did you have to do a thesis 11  general of the Diocese of Green Bay?
12 for that as well? 12 A. A vicar is someone who acts in the place of
13 A, Idid, and it was also in the field of the 13 another, so as a vicar general I aet in the plaee of the
14  ethics of reproduetive teehnologies, but a different 14  bishop general basically in all matters, Practically :
15  ftopiein that area. 15  speaking, if one were to read the Code of Canon Law and
16 Q. And when -- when you took -- when you were 16 wherever it says local ordinary, that's the type of :
17  ordained in 1991, you made a promise of obedienee to your | 17 duties that conld -- that could be part of what I would
18  then bishop? 18  «do. Praetically speaking, it entails giving
19 A. That is eorrect. 19 dispensations, permissions, delegations, some of those
20 Q. And you also made that promise of obedience ran 20 areas where those canonical faculties are necessary.
21 trom your current bishop at (hat time, Bishop Banks, and 21 Q. In any of the powers you have as vicar general,
22 any of his successors? 22 those are given to you by the bishop?
23 A. That is correct, 23 A. In --in virtue of the office, they're had --
24 Q. What -- what official positions have you held, 24 they're had in virtue of the office, :
25  if any, within the Diocesc of Green Bay, Father? 25 Q. And what about as chancellor, what are your
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1 responsibilities as chancellor? 1 policy that related to the documents here?
2 A. They would entail overseeing diocesan 2 A. Not to my knowledge.
3 recordkeeping, drafting curial documents, serving as an 3 Q. And do all four of the people that you
4 official notary of the Curia and also serving as a 4 mentioned, Mary Jo Krueger, John LeDoux, I missed one of|!
5 resource for matters of eanon law and chureh doctrine in 5  the names, and then Olivia, the two assistants, de all of ;
6  the diocese. 6 them answer to you?
1 Q. And in both those positions as chancellor and 7 A. Yes. The two assistant arehivists wonld answer
8  wvicar general, your direct superior is the bishop? 8  to me indireetly. John LeDoux would be their direct
2 A. Yes, and to some extent, but also Deacon Tim 9 supervisor.
10 Reilly as well, 10 Q. Allright. Can you tell me where -- where most
11 Q. And which -- which posilion? Tell me how Deacon 11  of the -- or how are the doeuments maintained for the
12 Tim is one of your supervisors willin that. 12 individual priests within the dioccse?
13 A, He serves to coordinate the various dioeeson 13 A, They are maintained in files in -- in our vault,
14 departments, and so as chaneellor I fall under -- nuder 14 in our archives.
15  thatoverall coordination of the different diocesan 15 Q. And is that -- do you -- do you call if the
1o  departments. 16  vault or the archives or what do you refer to it as or
17 Q. And then as far as the -- the recordkecping at 17  Dboth?
18  thediocese, would that responsibility -- do you have a 18 A, The vaultis a specifie area in our archives
19 staff of your own, I mean people that -- 19 thatis, you know, seeure, temperature controlled, you
20 A. Yes, I do. 20 know, and so forth,
21 Q. And who -- who's on that? 21 Q. Andis -- are al| the -- do you cal] them priest
22 A. I have an executive assistant, Mary Jo Krueger, 22 files or do you have a name for the -- for the individual
23 Ialso have -- there's also a diocesau archivist, 23 files on each priest?
24 DMr. John LeDoux. Aud there are two assistant archivists, : 24 A, We would call them in general elevgy records.
25 Kris Matthies and Olivia Dart. 25 That would be our overall, you know, arching term for
Page 11 Page 13|
1 Q. Anyone else besides yourself and the four people 1  them,
2 that you listed there that has respensibility for the 2 Q. Are the -- are all the elergy records, are all
3 dioccsan documents? 3 those kept within the vault?
4 A. No, we would be the ones that would be 1 A. Yes,
5  respousible for recordkeeplng. 5 Q. Explain for me, if you can, how those are broken
6 Q. Is there any type of written poliey here in the 6  down, the clergy records within the vault are organized.
7 Diocese of Green Bay about how documents are maintained 7 A. They are organized by the name of the priest, of
8  within the diocese? 8  course, so each priest would, yon know, have a --havea
9 A, Yes, there is. Our current avchivist was hired 9 file. And there are three -- well, theve are two basic
10 In 2001 to develop a -- sort of a poliey of recordkeeping 10 series and potentially a third, One is the priest's, you
11  that would embraee all of our different diocesan 11 know, basic file, The other we -- we consider to be sort
12 departments, And so that was his initial charge, that is 12 of a general, you know, biographical file that may
13 when the -- you know, the work on that began, And--and] 13 include newspaper clippings or program frem an
14 e has put together an overall process or an overall 14 anniversary mass. It's a general public access file.
15  record schednle that affects all -- all diocesan 15  And then there may be a third file which would contain
16  documents, 16  more confideutial matters,
17 Q. And is that schedule that he put together, is 17 Q. And would -- would each of those threc files,
18 that a written document? 18  the basie file, the publie access file and the
19 A, Itis written, It was, you know, put together 19  confidential file, would you -- would all those three
20 or assembled by, you kmow, hy . LeDoux, hut of course | 20 files for a speeific priest be within -- within the
21 approved by the diocesan hishop. 21 wvault?
22 Q. And do you kuow before Mr. LeDoux put together 22 A, They would all be within the vault in different
23 the written document that was approved by the bishop thal 23 locations in diffcrent -- in different, you know,
24 covers the documents within the diocese, was there 24 cabinets.
25  anything else that predated that that was a writicn 25 Q. And is the -- any other files on an individual
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priest besides those three, besides the basie file, the
public access file and the confidential file?

A, We keep all -- all of our files in, you know, in
one plaee together, you know, to make sure that - that
we have them all.

Q. And so the -- are there any files outside of
those that are maintained on individual priests that you
know of?

A. There would be what we have is say for the vicar
for clergy would have what's called a temporary working
fite, so il -- il there's something that, you know, he is
working with, he has his temporary working file, All of
the original documents are -- are to be forwarded to
those files in the arehives to make suve that we haye all
of those originals, you know, in one place. But he may,
you know, need to have copies of things, you know, for
his own, you know, his own reference, eteetera.

Q. And is there an expectation that -- that for
each priest that you mainlain documents on each priest?

A, Yes, there is.

Q. And what about the bishop, does the bishop have,
if you know, files of his own on individual priests?

A. Not to my knowledge. According to the reeord
retention policy, the hishop doesn't keep files.

Q. And then docs the -~ at the chancery, is there a
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file for each parish?

A. Yos, there is,

Q. And where are those located?

A. They are alse loeated in the vault,

Q. And what type of documents go in the parish
files?

A. They would be matters such as the articles --
you know, civil Articles of Incorporation of the parish,
would be sort of general correspondence about parish
functions or -- or matters related to the parish per
se.

Q. And what's the -- on the individual priests, is
there an expectation that if there's a document sent out
from the bishop or from one of the oiher officials in the
diocese that -- that a copy of that would go into the
priest file?

A, That is correct.

Q. And is there also an expectation that if the
chancery receives a document about an individual priest,
that that document would go into the priest tile?

A. That is correct.

Q. Are (iere any -- for the (hree files that you
discussed for the individual priest, is there any type of
index as far as the documents that are within that

10
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A. There is not.

Q. Isihat problematic sometimes for you? i

A. Not uecessarily because there's, you know, a é
great diffienlty in trying to keep up an index just
beeause of the amount of work that that would entail, and
it's - we havc everything liled chvonologically so we
enn fiud things that way,

Q. Is-- and that does -- | think you answered it,
but my nex( question was for each priest file, are all
the documents thaf arc -- that are put in there placed in
chronologieal order?

A, Yes. :

Q. And is there -- you said that the -- would the
basic file be in a different place from the public access
file on an individual priest?

A, They're in diffevent file cabinets,

Q. And then what about the eonfidential files, are
those -- where are those kept relative to (he olher two
files?

A, If onc exists, youn know, for that priest, that's
kept in a different file eahinet, So we would have
public access, you know, files in, you know, one or more
cabinets, the general files in one or more eahinets, and
any conlidential files in, you know, a separate sevies of
eabinets.

Q. And are thosc -- those confidenlial files, is
that what I would consider a secret archive or a Canon 49
file?

A, Wedon't have any secret archives per se, i
beeause, you know, according to eanon law, you know, the
seeret arehive s a file that just the bishop has access {
to. We do not and we have not had to the best of my
knowledge ever a seeret archives hecause even though
that's mentioned in canon taw, it's very diffieult from
the point of view of diocesan administration. So the
conlidential files, basically the difference between that
aud the general {ile is how many people have aecess te
those files, so there's fewer people have access fo those
confidential files.

Q. And -- and who has aceess to the eonfidential
files?

A. Would be the bishop, you knew, the ehancellor,
viear general, you know, vicar for elergy, our diocesan
assistance coordinator,

Q. And what -- what type of documents or what --
what makes something go in the confidential file versus
go into the basie file?

A. Tt -- it generally would have to do with
potentially, you know, problematic matters. It could be |
anything from allegations of misconduct to stme personal

abko
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1 problems that a priest might be having in his life or 1 destroyed?
2 those types -- those kinds of things. 2 A, Yes, yes. We just - it would have been a
3 Q. What about psychological treatment, would that 3 simple sheet of paper that indieated that the priest
4 .- for an individual priest, if you got records from that 4 was -- had recelved treatment or a psychological
5 treatment, would that go into a confidential filc? 5 eyaluation, It wounld have listed the name of the
6 A. Well, in order to eemply with HIPAA laws and the &  institution and the date. :
7 priest's rights to privacy, we do not keep, you know, 7 Q. And I think you may have said it, but -- and i
B those psychological reports. They would be kept by the B what was the reason for destroying ihe past trealmaent
9 person to whom it would be released for a temporary 9 records that were in the priest files?
13 period of time, you know, hut then because, you know, |10 A. It would be the -- you know, the compliance with
11 that file -- you know, tbat report would have heen 11 the HIPAA laws or privacy laws.
12 released to a specific person, that file then, you know, 12 (3. Any other rcasons besides that?
13 or that report when no longer needed is destroyed to 13 A. No. :
14 protect the -- you know, the priest’s rights under HIPAA; 14 Q. Any olher documents in the individual pricst
15  laws and just the fact of the psychological report is 15  files that -- that when you went back through them got
16  retained, that there -- that there was one done, 16  desiroyed?
17 Q. And what about the -- any of the priests that 17 A. We destroyed duplicates because if there were
18  were seen for psychological treatment in the past, has 18  other kinds of -- you know, if we were putting the files |
19 there been a lock back where you've looked through the 19 together and there were, you know, several copies of the |:
20 files to destroy those documents? 20 same docnment, just for space purposes, we don't need tc
21 A. Yes, yes, there was, in 2007. 21 keep multiple coples, so we -- you know, we destroyed |
22 Q. So-- 22 duplieates.
23 A. And -- 23 Q. And within that policy, did -- was there a
24 Q. --tell me about that, Father, then. There was 24 distinction between documents that were identical versus
25  aprocess where -- where you went back through the priest ; 25 documents that appearcd the same but maybe had some notc{
Page 19 Page 21
1 files and any treatment records were destroyed, is that 1 onthem, is that - would those be considered two
2 comect? 2 different documents? Do you undersiand what I'm saying
3 A. Thatis correet. And just to -- to kind of put 3 ordoes thal not make sense?
4 that in context, ] mentioned earlier that, you kngw, we 4 A, ¥Veah, I guess I'm not - I'm not --
5 had developed this dipcesan wide, you know, policy for 5 Q. Sowhat I'm -- what I'm saying is sometimes in a
&  record retentions beginning in 2001. Well, it took, yon & file there will be -- there will be a document and then
7T know, a few years to develop that poliey. It was finally 7 maybe it's a letter sent to the bishop and then there's a
B premulgated by the hishop in 2006, and then after that it 8  copy of that document that flie bishop writes on, wriles a
9 wasimplemented. And so we then, you know, organized all{ 9  noltc on, and then there'd be -- so there'd be two
10 of owr files aceording to that retention policy. So 10 documents in the file, Were onc of those pulled or was
11 then, you kuow, in 2007 was the time when we worked with ; 11 it --
12 all the priest files to kind of orgaunize them into 12 A. We would have, you know, certalnly kept a copy :
13 that -- you know, these three tiers that I just deseribed 13 wbhere there were, you know, say notes from the hishop, if
14 to yon, And--and at that tinxe is when any previous 14 there were instructions about something, we certainly
15 psycholegical reports that were there, yon know, would 15 would have kept that,
16 have heen -- would have been eliminated, with the -- with 16 (3. Besides the duplicates and the treatment
17 the one eondition that it states, you know, very clearly 17  records, any other documents that were destroyed that
18 in our policy if there would be any pending claims or 18 were in the priest files?
19 other types of things, obviously no records are 19 A, There was alse a document that was used, you
20 destroyed. 20 kmow, in seminary called the priest perceiver that bad
21 Q. And what about (ke -- 50 then with the -- with 21 very limited time value to it, and, you know, that -- you
22 (he treatment records thal were destroyed in 2007 for 22 know, so it was used for a certain time in semInary
23 some of the individual priests, was there a record then 23 eandidates just to kind of point out a person's streugths
24 potinto the file, the priest file that indicated that -- 24 or weaknesses, That document was not kept.
25 that there was a document there that had been 25 Q. And what was that documenl ealled?
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1 A, Priest percciver, 1 any of these documents?
2 Q. And was that the technical name of it or is that 2 A. We don't kecp, you know, electronic coples of
3 the name that you guys called them? 3 the documents. They are paper copies In our files.
4 A. That's -- that's the technical name. 4 Q. What about for deceased priests, is there any
5 Q. And explain to me if you can, and you maybe just 5  policy as far as retaining their -- (heir files?
6  did but maybe I need a kittle more on it, on what that 6 A, Yes, thereis.
7 document was and how it was ereated and what it meant. 7 Q. And what's the -- what's the policy on that?
8 A, Well, I think mayDbe the way to desciibe it Is it 8 A, A year after a priest dics, you know, one gocs
9  might be something like to look at a potentinl priest 9 through the file and retains only basic biographical
10 candidate's aptitudes, what he might be good at or that : 10 information or something that may be of particular
11 type of thing. And that had limited value as [ar as, yon 11  historical value to the diocese. And -- and then all
12 know, permancnt rctention, vou kaow, so we, you know,: 12 other documents would be destroyed, unless, ol course,
13 decided that that, you know, did not necd to be kept, 13 there wonld be a matter of a pending claim,
14 Q. And was that -- was the priest perceiver 14 Q. And that one year after the priest dies, if you
15  document, who generally authored those documents? 15  had a priest that had a confidential file on that priesl
16 A. It was generally the vocation divector who did 16  and he died, would that contfidential file also get
17  that, and that -- and they started using that document I : 17  destroyed?
18  think maybe for a time maybe n tbe 1980s lor seminary ! 18 A, Yes. Again, however, il there would be any
19  candidates. 19  pending claims, ol course, it would not be.
20 Q. Anything else besides the trcatment -- treatment 20 Q. Is there -- were you involved in crafting that
21  records, the duplicates and the priest perceiver 21 policy at all?
22 documents that were destroyed when you reviewed all the |22 A. Yes, I was.
23 priest files? 23 Q. And did you see any -- any value in keeping any
24 A, The only other things, vou kuow, would have been: 24 of the confidential files of the pricsts that had passed
25 sometimes we found just a simple, you know, like a phong25  away?
Page 23 Page 25|
1 record slip, you know, call Father, and that has no 1 A. No, after a priest had dicd, we didn't see any
2 lasting value, so it was destroyed, 2 particular value,
3 Q. And what about if the -- if the call slip had -- 3 Q. Who -- who carried out the destruetion of the
4 had the person's name on it or did they have thename on; 4  docuiments that you've talked about on the files when you
5 ik, would it say, you know, Mary Jones called, you 5  went back and took out the stuff that you discussed?
&  know? 6 MR. MAZZEO: Objection, relevance.
7 A, On-- 7 THE WITNESS: It would have been myself
8 Q. On such and such date, were those the type that 8  and a couple other of my assistants.
9  got destroyed? 9 BY MR. FINNEGAN:
10 A, Yeah. 10 Q. Any -- in the policy for priests that have
11 Q. Was there any notation made anywhere within the; 11 passed away, any provisions in (hat that if there's
12 file that -- that those slips had -- had been destroyed 12 anything dealing with allegations of child sexual abuse
13 or what was on the slips? 13  that those documents are retained?
14 A. No, 14 A. There's no such specification,
15 Q. Anything clse besides the priest perceivers, the 115 Q. Anddid you -- when did this policy on the
16 call slips, the duplicates and the treatment records that 16 deceased priests go into effect with the one year after
17 were destroyed when you went back and organized those! 17 the priest dies?
18 files? 18 A, In 2006.
19 A, Not that T recall, 19 Q. And at that point, did you go back and destroy
20 Q. With the -- with the organization of the files, 20 all of the priest files of any of the priests that had
21 was there any -- any effort with those three files to 21 been dead for mnore than a year?
22 retain electronic copies of any of the documents? 22 A. 1believe so, ycs.
23 A, No. We preler to retain paper copies. 23 Q. And had some of those priests been accused of
24 Q. And there's -- is there any type of scanning 24 sexually abusing kids?
25  system that the diocese uses to make .pdf's of any of -- |25 A, Yes.
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1 Q. And so there were priests that were accused of 1 MR. MAZZEQ: Same objection.
2 sexually molesting kids whose files were destroyed in 2 MR, FINNEGAN: -- in 20077 !
3 2006 or thereafter? 3 MR. MAZZEQ: Same objection. Same :
4 MR. MAZZEOQ; Objection, relevance. 4 objection. i
5 THE WITNESS: It -- it would have been in 5 MR. FINNEGAN: I'm going to ask you that|;
& 2007 that we actuaily did that work. The policy was 6 -
7 promulgated in 2006, 7 THE WITNESS: Yeah, I'm --
8 BY MR FINNEGAN: 8 MR, FINNEGAN: T'm going to ask you --
9 Q. Lel me -- let me restate it with that -- that in 9 THE WITNESS: Yeal:, I'm confused.
10  mind. Soin 2007, there were files of priests that had 10  BY MR, FINNEGAN:
11  been accused of sexually molesting kids that were 11 Q. 1know, I'll break it down for you.
12 destroyed? 12 A, Okay. :
13 MR. MAZZEOQ: Same objection. 13 Q. SoI'm going to ask you the question in -- as it |
14 THE WITNESS: They would have been priests {14 pertains to 2007 --
15 who were deceased and there were no pending claims and | 15 A, Yos,
16 documents were destroyed. 1le Q. --and then I'il ask you the question as it
17 BY MR. FINNEGAN: 17  pertains to the creation of the policy -- ¢
18 Q. 1think I asked a poor question, so let me ask 18 A, Okay.
19 it better with your qualifications there. The -- in 19 Q. --and so 1 think that's probably what yow're |
20 2007, it's correct to say that -- that you destroyed 20  thinking that there's --
21 opriest files of priests that had been accused of sexually 21 A, Right,
22 molesting kids that had been dead more than a year? 22 Q. -- two different things, so I'll start with the
23 A. Thatis corvect. 23 --with the 2007 and then I'li follow up with the --
24 Q. And why did you do that? 24 A, Okay.
25 A, In compliance with the poliey of record 2h Q. -- with the policy itself, so making tha¢
Page 27 Page 29|
1 retention for the diocesc. 1  distinction. So in 2007 when the documents relating to
2 Q. And did the -- who was the bishop in 2006, was 2 priests that had been sexually -- had been accused of :
3 it--was it Zubik or was it -- 3 sexually molesting minors who had been dead for more than|
4 A, Bislhiop Zubik, 4 g year were destroyed, were there any objections in
5 Q. Zubik. So it was Bishop Zubik that approved the 5 20077
6 document destruction portion of the document policy? 6 A. Not that I recall.
7 A. Yos. 7 Q. And then shifting our focus back to the
8 MR, MAZZEOQO: Standing objection on the 8  discussions where the policy was ereated, at that time
9  grounds of relevance to this whole line of questioning. 9  during -- during the time that the policy for the
10 BY MR. FINNEGAN: 10  destruction of these filcs was created, was there anyone
11 Q. When -- when those priest files of any of the 11 within those discussions that you remember that voiced an
12 priests that had been dead more than a year and had been (12 opinion that we should not destroy the documents that
13 aceused of sexually molesting a minor, when those were | 13 relate to priests that were accused of sexually molesting
14 being destroyed in 2007, was there anyone that -- that 14  minors?
15  objected to that or said wait a minute, we probably 15 MR, MAZZEQ: Objection as to time trame
16 shouldn't do this? 16  regarding allcgations of misconduet.
17 A. No, those discussions about how to keep the 17 THE WITNESS: There were different
18 files were all conducted prior to the promulgation of 18  discussions as to whether those documents, you know,
19  ¢hat policy. 19 should be retained or they should be destroyed and
20 Q. Did -- when the discussions were going on -- so 20 different people who were involved in the process voiced
21 let me -- I'll break it down. So in 2007 when the files 21  dittering opinions on thal. 1don't recall exactly who,
22 were being destroyed pertaining to the priests that had 22 you know, said what, but T know there were differing -
23 been accused of sexually molesting a minor and had been | 23 differing opinions,
24 dead more than a year, at that point in 2007, nobody 24  BY MR. FINNEGAN: !
25  raised any objections at that point -- 25 Q. Was anyone outside the -- outside the diocese )
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1 involved with creating that policy, the docament 1 Q. But you've actually witnessed and seen a hard Q
2 destruetion policy? 2 copy of that? ;
3 A. It would be better to -- to look at our policy 3 A, Yecs,
4 as a matter of record retention and disposltion, se 4 Q. And what -- is there any criteria for -- for
5 that's -- that's what we call it, you know, in general. 5 putting somebody on that list, if you know?
6  The -- we did -- I know, you know, did seek the advice of] 6 A. That list would -- you know, would centain, you
7 other persons in general as we were going through the 7 know, priests against whom an allegation lias been
8  whole formation of -- of our diocesan-wide policies. 8  lodged.
9 Q. In 2007 when -- when the files for priests that 9 Q. Has that -- has that list heen made publie?
10  had been accused of sexually molesting minors that had 10 MR, MAZZEQ: Objection, relevancy.
11  been dead more than a year were destroyed, how many files | 11 THE WITNESS: No. s
12 did that involve? 12 MR. MAZZEQ: | have a standing objeetion
13 A. 1 donot remember. 13 to this whole line of questioning.
14 Q. More than five? 14 BY MR. FINNEGAN:
15 A, I--1do not remember. 15 Q. Why not?
16 Q. Do you have any idea how many filcs there 16 A, We tura all allegations over to the civil
17 were? 17  authorities,
18 A, No, 18 Q. And what about are some of these priests or some
19 Q. Could you say that it was for sure less than 1%  of'the people -- some of the people on the list are not
20  five or can you not say either way? 20 priests currently, is that correct?
21 MR. MAZZEO: Asked and answered. 21 A. What do you nican by not priests?
22 THE WITNESS: Yeal, I do not remember. 22 Q. They've heen laicized, former priests of the
23 BY MR. FINNEGAN: 23 Diocese of Green Bay that have been laieized?
24 Q. Was there -- was there at that time a list made 24 A, Yes, thatis correct,
25  or any notation made for the priests thal had been 25 Q. And so has there been any discussions sinee 4
Page 31 Page 33|
1 accused ol sexually molesting minors that had becn 1 you've been in the chancery about whether or not to ‘
2 deceased for more than a year? 2 publicize at least the names of the priests and former
3 A. We do have such a list. 3 priesis that are living that are on that List?
4 Q. And was that a list that was made during the 4 MR. MAZZEQ: Objection, relevance.
5  whatever investigation or research you did for the John 5 THE WITNESS: We've decided clearly not to
6 I study? 6  publicize such a list.
7 A, T'was not involved in recordkeeping at that 7  BY MR. FINNEGAN: .
8  time, so I don't know when that list was first 8 Q. And has there been -- have there been ’
9 compiled. 9 discussions about that or is there --
10 Q. Where is the -- soit's a -- it's an actual 10 A. There have been diseussions. But with a clear,
11 doecument that has the list of names of the priests that 11 you know, decision not to publicize sueh a list.
12 have been aecused of sexually molesting minors? 12 Q. Does it worry you at all that some of those
13 A, Yes, 13 people might reoffend? {
14 Q. And where is that list kept? 14 A, No. :
15 A, That -- 15 Q. Why not? :
16 MR. MAZZEQ: Objection, rclevance. 16 MR. MAZZEQO: Objection, calls for
17  Objeetion as to the fime frame as well. 17  speculation, relevancy.
18 THE WITNESS: Okay. That is kept with the 18 THE WITNESS: The matters are -- 1 would ;
19  files of our diocesan assistance coordinator. 19  have no basis of being able to determine whether they :
20 BY MR. FINNEGAN: 20 would reoffend. That'd be speculation.
21 (. And is there just one copy of that or is there 21 BY MR. FINNEGAN: :
22 multiple copies or is that on a eomputer? What's the -- 22 Q. My question was whether you're worried about
23 how is that maintained? 23 that at all. Has that crossed your mind?
24 A, I'm not sure whether there's more than one copy 24 MR. MAZZEO: Objection, vague, overly ‘
25 of that, 25  broad, speculation, relevancy.
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1 THE WITNESS: That would just be mere 1 assistance coordinator, diocesan bishop, the vicar for
2 opinion. 2 ministers and I would have access to that list.
3 BY MR. FINNEGAN: 3 BY MR. FINNEGAN:
4 Q. Do you have an opinion about it? 4 Q. And Deacon Reilly, does he have access to that
5 A, T prefer to talk about facts and not opinions. 5 list? :
6 Q. Do you know as a fact, as a general matter, that 6 A, Il requested.
7 there's a high rate of recidivism amongst sex offenders? | 7 Q. What about -- what's the policy for priest files
8 MR. MAZZEO: Objeclion, assumes facts not 8  for priesis that have been [aieized, what -- is there a
9 in evidence, speculation, no foundation, vague, overly 9  retention policy for those -- those files?
10  broad. 10 A. Yes, they are retained, and 1 don't -- either
11 THE WITNESS: I'm not sure I understand 11 until after the -- that, you know, priest who's been --
12 your question, 12 you know, who's dispensed from the clerical state, either|:
13  BY MR. FINNEGAN: 13 untit after -- you know, a year after that person dies or |:
14 Q. Sure. Ican answer -- ask it agaim, You had 14 il'we don't have knowledge of the person's death, there's
15 asked or you had said something about needing facis - {15 a perlod of years that's Indicated in that poliey, and I
16 A, TUh-huh. 16 don't, you know, recall that period of years off the top
17 Q. --orwanting to discuss facts, and I want to 17 ol my head.
18 know whether you -- 18 Q. So there's a speeifie seetion within the
19 A, Okay. 19  document policy that deals with laicized priests?
20 Q. -- were aware of Lhe faet that sex offenders 20 A. That is correct.
21  have a high rate of recidivism? 21 Q. may have asked this, so I apologize if' 1 did,
22 MR. MAZZEO: Lack of foundation, same 22 but with the confidential files within the vault, are
23 objections as before. 23 those -- do those have a separate lock io the cabinet or
24 THE WITNESS: There have been various 24 faeility that they're in?
25 studies on sex offenders that are there, you know, that | 25 A. That's correct,
Page 35 Page 37
1 --that are -- that are in literature, 1 Q. And for the confidential files, maybe you told
2 BY MR, FINNEGAN: 2 me this, too, but who has keys for the confidential
3 Q. And knowing that and knowing at least a little 3 files?
4 something about those -- those studies, does it not 4 A. I do, our diocesan assistance coordinator
5 econcern you that the names of those living priestsand | 5 does.
6  former priests that have been accused of sexually 6 Q. Can you tell me what -- what the general process
7 molesting minors isn't made public? 7 iswhen a document comes in to the diocese, to the bishop
8 MR. MAZZEO: Objection, relevancy to this | 8  or one of the other offieials that perlains to one of the
9  casc, There is none. 9 individual priests, as a general matter, what -- what
10 THE WITNESS: It does nof coneern me 10  happens to that document?
11 Dbecause we turn all allegations over to the civil 11 MR, MAZZEQ: Objection as to vague, overly
12 authorities and I have confidence in their ex pertise. 12 broad.
13 BY MR. FINNEGAN: 13 THE WITNESS: It -- say, for example, it’ :
14 Q. Who has acccss to -- to Lhat list? 14 it's a lefter, you know, tha letter would be responded
15 MR. MAZZEO: And let me just state a 15  toand, you know, the origina! letter and a copy of the
16  standing objection. I may have said it hefore, but a 16  response would be filed in the priest file.
17 standing objection with regard to this list, to this 17 BY MR. FINNEGAN:
18 whole line of questioning regarding this list on the 18 Q. What about electronic documents like e-mails,
19 grounds of relevancy. The questions being vague, the |12 any documents, any drafis of documents that are ereated
20 questions being overly broad and calls for speculation. 120 on a computer, is there a retention policy for those?
21  BY MR. FINNEGAN: 21 A. W treat e-mails as paper documents, and so, you |
22 Q. Do you necd the question again? It's basically {22 know, e-mails that would be, you know, say like a -- you
23 just who has access to that list? 23 know, have the value of a lefter of correspondence are  |:
24 MR. MAZZEQ: Samc objcetion. 24 printed and -- and then fited.
25 THE WITNESS: You know, the diocesan 25 Q. And [ assume that not -- not every e-mail rises
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Page 38! Page 40
to -- to that level? 1 based on grounds of relevancy.
A. Correct. 2 THE WITNESS: Yeah, as I mentioned, our
Q. And what's the -- is there a cutoft point or is 3 policy is not to retain electronie records but to treat :
it just kind of diseretion on what gcis printed and what 4 them as paper records lo print them and -- and file
doesn't? 5  them,
A. You know, some of the, you know, the general & BY MR. FINNEGAN:
things, like it may be just a simple interoffice memo 7 Q. And so are the - is there a policy about
that there's cake down in the break room, we don't keep,, 8  deleting the -- the e-mails that are on various people's
obvious, you know, hasic communications, Anything that 9  computers or is that -- if there's anyfhing?
would rise to the level of say like an official memo or 10 A. There's nothing that goes intoe great detail, yon
letter or other types of things that you would normally {11 know, about that.
have -- that we use to generate, you know, paper and 12 Q. Are you aware of any other litigation or cournl
those types of things, those -- these would be printed 13 cases involving Feeney, civil cases I should say, besides
and filed. 14  the one in Nevada, the Mcrryfield case, and then there
Q. And did -- in responding to some of the requesis 15  wasa woman who filed suit back in the '90s, are you
in -- in the Wisconsin lawsuit or the Nevada lawsuit, 16  aware of any others involving Feeney?
were you involved in responding to those requests for the {17 A. I'd have to check the file,
doeuments? 18 Q. When was the frst time that you, if ever,
A. No, 19  reviewed John Feeney's file?
Q. And who was -- if you know, who was in charge of | 20 A. It would have been In 2004,
that? 21 Q. Whal was Lhe purpose of that?
A. Deacon Tim Reilly. 22 A, Iwas instructed at that time by Bishop Zuhik to :
Q. And is that something that -- did you have to 23 begin preparing documents toward moving to dismiss Johnf
give him permission to go into any of the file rooms? 24 Feeney from the clerical state. ;
A. You know, all documents were furnished to him ;| 25 . And did - did the bishop ultimately move for
Page 39 Page 41 |
for that purpose. 1  John Feeney to be distnissed from the clerical state?
Q. And who -- who gathered the files to give to him z A, Yes,
for -- for that purposc? 3 Q. When -- when was the -- if you know, when was
A, Idon't remember who all was invelved in doing 4 the first petition?
s0. I know I was and, you know, potentially another 5 A, The first petition was made in 2004,
member of my staff, 6 Q. And was that an involuntary petition?
Q. And did -- was there a specifie confidential 7 MR, MAZZEO: Can I have a standing
file on John Feeney? 8  objeetion to all these questions based on grounds of
A, Yes. 9 relevaney?
Q. Was there also a basic file on John Fceney? 10 THE WITNESS: Can you clarify what you
A. Yes, 11 mean by --
Q. Was there also a public access tile on Jolm 12 MR. FINNEGAN: Sure.
Feeney? 13 THE WITNESS: -- involuntarily?
A, Yes, 14 MR. FINNEGAN: Snre, yeal.
Q. Were there any of the temporary working files 15 BY MR. FINNEGAN:
like the one tor the vicar for clergy on John Feeney? 16 Q. And this -- I could be way off on this, but my
A. I--Iwould -- not -- not to my knewledge, 17 understanding of it is that a voluntary petition for
hecause the case hias, you know, really been closed with |18 laicization would involve the priest who's potentially
him for a number of years, 19 being laicized, him asking to be laicized versus a
Q. Any -- do you know if there was any effort made 20 situation where the priest doesn't want to get laicized
to check and see if there were any e-mails or other 21 and the bishop makes that petition would be the
electronically stored documents that pertained to Feeney? 22 involuntary situation. So is that your understanding of
MR. MAZZEOQ: Qbjeetion as to asking this 23 -
witness about documents that werc generated most likely 124 A, That's -- that's -- that's correct, yes.
25

Q. And_ which --
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A. If was inveluntary.

Q. And were you involved in collecting the -- any
of the documents and ereating the paperwork for that
involuntary petition?

A, Yes, I was.

Q. And what all -- what all did you gather for the
petition, it anything?

A. Twould have gathered any records we had

regarding allegations of the sexual abuse of 4 minor mad

against Jolin Feeney.

Q. And then after that, did you draft a votum for
(e bishop that dealt with some of that history about
John Feeney?

MR. MAZZEQ: Objection. Before you
answer, Mr. -- Mike, how is this relevant to this -- to
the allegations in this case where the Complaint alleges
incidents that occurred in 1984 and 19857

MR. FINNEGAN: You've -- you've already
been ordered to produce these documents. 1'm trying to
figure out what documents are there. These are the
documents that are sent to the Valican., You've already
been courf-ordered to produce these documents,

MR. MAZZEQ: To produce various documents,
that is correct.

MR. FINNEGAN: 1 nced to find out what --
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what's there. That's what these questicns are talking
about.

MR. MAZZEO: Okay. And you understand
that the produetion date is November 10th, which will be
next week, that we have -- we have until that date to
produce these documents.

MR. FINNEGAN: Yes, I'm just trying to
figure out what the --

MR. MAZZEO: All right. Well, I'm goiug
to -- let me just place on the record a standing
objection on the grounds of relevaney, on the grounds of
vagueness, on the grounds of the time frame, lack of
authcntication, speculation, lack of foundation, any
questions that you're going to continue to ask this
priest about the laicization, the process of laieization
ot Johin Feeney which occurred some 19 to 20 years atter
the ineidents that are aileged in the Complaint.

BY MR. FINNEGAN:

Q. Possibly need the question again?

A. Yeal. Could you repeat the question, please?

Q. lcan. The question was: After you had
gathered the documents that contained allegations that
John Feeney had sexually abused kids, after you gathered
those documents, did you draft a document called a votum
for the bishop for him to review that went along with the

Page 44

Page 43

Page 45

11/5/2010
1 laicization petition?
2 MR. MAZZEQ: Objcciion to the
3 characterization that was used in the question of the
4 term sexually abused kids. There's a lack of foundation,
5 speculation and that has not been established at this
6  point.
7 THE WITNESS: | did draft a votuin.
8  BY MR. FINNEGAN:
9 Q. And did Bishop Zubik, did he make any changes to E
10 your draft of the votum?
11 A. Bishop Zubik always made changes to every draft E
12 Isenthim, :
13 Q. Did -- did yon ultimately reviesw the final votum
14  that -- that the bishop signed relating to John Feeney's
15  laicization?
16 A, Yes,
17 Q. And was that -- that pctition for laicization in
18 2004, the votum and the other documents, those were sent
19  to the prefect for the Congregation for the Doctrine of
20 Faith ar the Holy See?
21 A, Correct. :
22 Q. And at that point, the prefect for the
23 Congregation of the Doctrine of Faith was Joseph :
24 Ratzinger?
25 A, That is eorreet,
1 Q. And when -- what year was Jolu Feeney
2 laicized?
3 A, IT1recall correctly I believe it was 2005. [
4 would like to double-check that date, but the case was
5  handled very expeditiously.
6 Q. At any point in {hat process, did -- did John
7 Feeney ever join the petition or was it always
8  involuntary?
9 A, It was always involuntary,
10 Q. Wheu you reviewed the -- John Feeney's three
11 files to prepare the documents and the votum for the
12 laicization petition, were all of those files in
13 chronological order at that point?
14 A. To the hest of my knowledge, yes.
15 Q. As part of the process of going forward with the
16  inveluntary petition for laicization, did you have to
17 intcryvicw John Feeney at all?
18 A, Isought to meet with him, He had a civil
19  attorney at the time who was wanting to be present for
20 the meeting. No mectings actually did occur, Asa
21 result, I sent him a letter to afford him Lis right of
22 defense.
23 Q. Did -- did John Feeney respond to the letter
24 that you sent him?
25

A. Not that I recall,
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1 Q. With the votum that was sent with the 1 A. That is a written document,

2 involuntary petition for John Feeney's laicization, were 2 Q. Is that something that you -- you were involved

3 there also exhibits, documents that were attached to that 3 increating?

4 orincluded with that that were sent to the Congregation 4 A, To some extent the -- let me back up a little

5  for the Doctrine of Faith? 5  bit, There was some draft that -- or the initial

6 A, Yes. 6  guidelines had been sent out a number of years ago to

7 Q. And what -- what documents or what type of 7 parishes I want to say around ten years ago, and I was

8  documcnts were -- were included with John Feeney's 8  notinvelved with that at all. We have reeently issued

9  laicization petition? 9 an updated set of guidelines just this current year. WWe
10 MR. MAZZEQ: Objection, vague, overly 10 sent those out in August. And Mr. LeDoux was primaril '
11 broad. 11 invelved in that revision, but I was, you know, involved
12 THE WITNESS: The documents were testimony ; 12 in supervising that task.
13 that was given in the eriminal, eivil/criminal case of 13 Q. And ultimately thcre was some correspondence
14  John Feeney and the Mernryfields, as well as records that 14 that came baek from the Congregation for the Doctrine of
15  we had regarding allegations that were made against John {15 Faith that had a decision about John Feency's
16 Feeney. 16 laicization?
17 BY MR. FINNEGAN: 17 A. That is correct.
18 Q. Did those records of allegations agammst John 18 Q. Do you remember, was the -- what's the tenn tor
19  Fecney, those documents thai were sent to the 19  the -- the actual document (hat laicizes a priest? 1
20 Congregalion for the Doctrine of Faith, were thosc all 20  can't remember, if you know,
21  documents that you made copies of from one of John 21 A. It would, you know, depend a little bit on
22 Feeney's three files? 22 the -- I think, you know, the nature of -- of the, vou
23 A, Correct. 23 know, request. And, you know, this -- for laek of a, you
24 Q. And where -- wherc in the diocesc, if 24 know, better term, you know, I'd say it's a form of a
25  anywhere -- well, I'll ask it so that there's foundation. 25 decree in this -- in this case, but I'm not being precise

Page 47 Page 49

1 Did you keep -- did the diocese keep a copy of the 1 here and I'd have to look up the precise term.

2 laicization petition, the votum and all the exhibits, 2 Q. No problem. 1can't remember either. That's

3 everything that was sent to the Congregation of the 3 why lwas asking.

4 Doctrine of Faith? 4 A, Yeal,

5 A, Tbatis correet. 5 Q. Did -- did you have any conversations either by

6 Q. And where did -- where did the copy of the 6  telephone or in person with anyone at the Congregalion

7 naterials that were sent to the Congregation of the 7 for the Doclrine of Faith regarding the petition for John

8  Docirine of Faith on Feeney, where did those go? 8 Feeney's laicization?

9 A, They comprise a part of his confidential file, 9 A. No,
10 Q. Is that -- is (hat always the case, that any of 10 Q. Do you know if -- if the bishop had any
11 the petitions for laicizalion for any of the priests 11 conversalions with anyone at the Congregation for the
12 would go into the confidential file? 12 Doctrine of Faith about John Feeney's taicization?
13 A. That is correct. 13 A. Not that I recall,
14 Q. Does the document poliey that was begun in 2001, | 14 Q. The -- the diocese maintains quingquennial
15  approved in 2006, does that policy also eover document | 15 reports, is that correct?
16 retention for the individual parishes of the diocese? 16 A. Thatis correct.
17 A. No, it does not, 17 Q. And those are a document that's compiled aboul
18 Q. Do they -- do you know whether or not the 18 basically the welfare of the diocese?
19  individual parishes have their own policies or how 19 A, Well, it's -- those documents are prepared in
20 documents are mamtained by the parishes? 20 conjunetion with the bishop's ad limiua visit to Rente, so
21 A. We have some general guidelines, It's not an 21 ju theory cvery five years the -- the diocesan bishop,
22  official policy per se, but we bave general guidelines to | 22 yon know, meets, you know, with the Holy Father and :
23 assist parishes in thelr own recordkeeping, 23 embers of the, you know, the Roman Curia aud -- and the :
24 Q. And are -- are those general guidelines, is that 24 quinquennial report is just a general report of the
25  awritten document? 25 pastoral activities of the diocese,
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Page 50 Page 52 |;
1 Q. And does that document also contain some of the 1 BY MR. FINNEGAN: ?
2 financial information about the diocese? 2 Q. Sure. The question was I'm asking you to §
3 A, I've never actually looked at any of our 3 identify if you can the documents that you're aware of |}
4 quinquennial reports, so the last one we did was before 4 that the Holy See sent to the diocese that dealt with ;
5 my tenure as chancellor, so 1 don't know. 5  sexual abuse of minors. 1
6 Q. Soyou haven't had the opportunity to be 6 MR. MAZZEO: Same objections. :
7 invelved in -- in creating one? 7 THE WITNESS: You know, according te, you|:
8 A, That's correct. 8  know, the norms of the church, you kuow, starting with
9 Q. Where -- where within the chancery are those 2 Sacramentorum Sanctitatis Tutela in 2001, after a
10 docwunents kept? 10 preliminary investigation, you know, of allegations of |
11 A. Those are kept in our diocesan arehives, 11  sexnal abuse of a minor, those are to be forwarded to the
12 Q. Is that different than the vault? 12 Holy See, and so it would be docnments relaled to :
13 A, ldon't recall exactly where -- which region of 13 those.
14 our archives the quinquennial report is -- is kept. 14  BY MR. FINNEGAN:
15 Q. Aure those -- are the quinquennial reports ever 15 Q. And where is -- [ won't try to --
16  destroyed, the copies of those? 16 A, Sure,
17 A. No, not to my knowledge. 1'd have to 17 Q. -- pronounce the 2001 document, but the one that
18  double-check our -- our policy, but I'm inclined to think { 18 you just said --
19 not. 19 A. Right. ;
20 Q. Are there any -- any files or documents that -- 20 Q. --iflrefer to that as the Holy See's 2001
21 that you receive from the Holy See or from one of the 21 doeument --
22 congregations over there, is there a separate place where 22 A, Correct,
23 those type of documents would be stored? 23 Q. -- does that make sense?
24 A. Any other documents would be stored according to 24 A, Yes,
25 their -- their subject matter. 25 Q. Where -- is there a specific place within the
Page 51 Page 53
1 Q. Is there -- is there a subject matter file that 1 diocese where -- where that document {rom the Holy See,
2 -« that deals strictly with the Holy See and its 2 the 2001 document is slored?
3 congregations? 3 A. The 2001 document is - is just, you know, you
4 A. No. 4 know, the norms on how to process thosc eases, So we
5 Q. What -- what type of subject matter tiles are 5  would probably have, you know, you kuow, differcut eoples
6  you talking about? 6  of them, Onc is -- as chanecllor 1 have a1 copy of that :
7 A, Well, for example, one document we -- we -- we 7 inmy office because I keep a colleetiou of -- of laws of
8  receive in response from the Holy See every yearisifwe ! 8  the ehurch.
9 «<we send money over for the annually Peter's Pens 5 Q. Any other documents besides the 2001 document
10  Collection, so it's a -- It's a receipt. All that's a 10  that -- that you're aware of that were sent [rom the Holy
11  financial that has to do with the financial transfer of 11 Seeorits congregations to the diocese that deall with
12 those funds. That's filed with the, according to the 12 sexual abuse of minors?
13 record schedule, ol our finance department. 13 MR. MAZZEQ: Same objections.
14 Q. What about the -- are you aware of any doeuments 14 THE WITNESS: Documents just regarding any
15  dealing with sexual abuse of wminors that have come from 15 ecases thai we would have senl there,
16 the Holy Scc or any of its congregations? 16 BY MR, FINNEGAN:
17 MR. MAZZEQ: Objection, relevance. 17 Q. Any other -- or any policies or procedures like
18 THE WITNESS: [ am aware of such 18  the 2001 document that you're aware of that the Holy See
19  documents. 19  sent to the diocese dealing with child sexual abuse?
20  BY MR. FINNEGAN: 20 A, Well, there's, you Know, a subsequent document
21 Q. And what -- what documents are you aware of? 21 that Just came out this -~ this Iast year. It's called,
22 MR. MAZZEQ: Objection, relevance, time 22 et me think of the title, but it's the successor to the
23 frame. 23 (ocument.
24 THE WITNESS: Can you repeat the question, 24 Q. Are you aware of a document that the Holy See
25 please? 25 lhrough its -- I think at that time it was called the :
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1 Sacrcd Congregation for Faith put out in 1962 dealing 1 MR. MAZZEQ: [ can take a look at it,
2 with solicitation in the confcssional? 2 though, but. . . lot of trees, eopies upon copies.
3 A, I'm aware of that decument, 3 BY MR. FINNEGAN: !
4 Q. And do you know, does the Diocese of Green Bay 4 Q. U'm going to show you, Father, first, these are :
5  havea copy of that document? 5  all the documents on -- on John Feeney that have been
6 A. 1 have a copy of that document again as a 6  produced as a part of this -- this litigation. Ifyou
7 collection of various canon Iaw, church law documents ik 7 can, jusi I'm giving you Exhihit 101, which is the
8 my office, 8  first -- first production that you guys made, Pete, and |
9 Q. And are you aware of the dioceses having any 9 cansee if you want it. 1 all falls under that tab that
10 other copies of that document bestdes the copy that you 10  youguys gave us. If you can, flip through that for me
11 have of the 1962 document? 11 justalittle bit. It looks to me in flipping through it
12 A. ['m not awnre of any other copies. 12 that -- that these documents are not in chronological ;
13 Q. And do you have a copy of the precursor to the 13 order. And somy question to you is whether or notas a
14 1962 documcent, the 1922 Vatican document on solicitation?; 14 general matter, if this looks like the way that the files 7
15 MR. MAZZEQ: 1922 you said? 15  were maintained on -- on John Feeney when you reviewed |:
16 MR. FINNEGAN: 1922, 16  them, if this corresponds to the way that they were '
17 THE WITNESS: Not to my knowledge. 17  maintained.
18 BY MR. FINNEGAN: 18 MR. MAZZEO: Objection. Are you asking --
19 Q. Did you know that there was a precursor 19 well, {et me first ask, are you asking Father John
20 document? 20 Doerfler to go through each and every document?
21 A. No. 21 MR. FINNEGAN: No, I'm asking this as a
22 Q. Any -- any documents, any other documents that 22 general matter. Just to -« it might be easier if you
23 you have that are somewhat similar to the 1962 document ;23 want to do it on this just to -- just to flip through,
24 that -- some dealing with sexval abuse that were 24 and is this generally how what your recollection was of
25  promulgated by the Holy See or one of its 25  how the documents were organized within John Feeney's
Page 55 Page 57
1  congregations? 1 files?
2 A. Not that I recall, 2 MR. MAZZEQ: And I'll just objcct as to --
3 Q. What's the -- your experience in going through 3 on the grounds of specutation.
4 the priest files, has it been your observation that the 4 THE WITNESS: Yeah., To answer that, you _
5  diocese generally maintains documents on -- on a variety! 5 know, question ! would need to, you know, compare this to
6  of matters concerning each individual priest? &  Ihe way matters are ordered in our file. Remember that :
7 A. To the best of my knowledge, yes. 7 we have like three different files, you know, for John
8 Q. And there's an expectation within the diocese 8  Fecncy. There's, you know, the public access file,
9 that -~ that when there are documents that come into the 9 there's the general file, there's, you know, that
10  chancery regarding an individual priest that those 10 confidential file, and there's no such distinction in the
11 documents will be retained in the priest file? 11 documents that you have here,
12 A. That is correet. 12 BY MR. FINNEGAN:
13 Q. AndIhave-- 1 have -- let me take this off and 13 Q. But it would be possible for you upon request to
14  sncak over there. I have copies of the -- 14 makc a copy of each of the individual three filcs, is
15 MR. MAZZEO: We have a whole bunch of 15  that correct?
16  documents. 16 A. That's -- that is correct.
17 MR. FINNEGAN: Yeah, of the documents, T {17 Q. And it also would be possible -- strikc that.
18  want 1o ask youn generally. 18 Arethere any -- any documents that, you know, if there's
19 THE WITNESS: Sure. 19 --ifthere's a legal lawsuit against the diocese, are
20 MR. FINNEGAN: I have another copy, but 20 those legal papers, the Complaint and stuff, are those
21 thisis exactly what you guys produced, Tjustwantto {21  putinto Jobn Feeney's file?
22 ask him generally if this is how they were organized in {22 MR. MAZZEO: I'm sorry, [ missed ihe last ;
23 the-- 23 question. i
24 MR, MAZZEO: 1don't need -- 24 THE WITNESS: Yeah, yeah, can you -- can :
25 MR. FINNEGAN: I assume you don't. 25 you repeal that, please?
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Page 58 Page 6¢0
BY MR. FINNEGAN: 1 MR. MAZZEQ: Before you -- Mike, can we go :

Q. Sure. In any of the cases where John Feeney has 2 offthe record for a minute? ;
been involved in being accused in a eivil lawsuit of 3 MR. FINNEGAN: Sure. )
sexually molesting a kid, would any of those legal papers 1 MR, MAZZEQ: [ wanl to clarify something.
like the Complaint, any of the, you know, the lawsuit 5 (An ofi-the-record disenssion was held.)
when it's served, does that go into any of his files at 6  BY MR. FINNEGAN:
the diocese? 7 Q. Father, we just had a conversation off the

A, Yes, 8  record about John Feeney's file and what happened with

Q. Which -- which of the three files would that go 9 his file before 2004 when you became chancellor and in
into? 10 control of those documents. Did -- do you have any

MR. MAZZEQ: Objection, asked and 11 knowledge about how his file was handled before 20047
answered, but you can answer. 12 A, Just for clarification, I became chaucellor in

THE WITNESS: Qkay. The confidential 13 2005, but worked with Father Feeney's file for the first
file. 14 time In 2004. I had no knowledge of any of those files
BY MR. FINNEGAN,; 15  prior to 2004.

Q. Is there any -- any additional file that has to 16 Q. And who -- who would have knowledge at the

do with -- wilh legal matters and John Feeney? 17 diocese about the handling of Yohn Fecney's file beforc
MR. MAZZEQ: In addition to the 18 2004, if you know?
confidential file? 19 A, 1don't know exactly who, you know, would have
BY MR. FINNEGAN: 20 been involved, you know, with, you know, those (locument"i

Q. To the -- to the three files that you talked 21 in 2002. It could have been the previous chancellor, :
about, 22 Q. And who was that?

A. Not, you know, to my knowledge. Those original | 23 A. That would have heen Sister Mary Bride Grubbs
legal papers would be - would lie forwarded to that 24 potentially, T don't know the level of her involvement :
file. 25 in that, but she was — she was my predccessor as ;

Page 59 Page 61

1 Q. During the review of (he files in 2006, were 1  chancellor.

2 there any documents that were destroyed in John Feeney's 2 Q. And so she would have been the one who was in

3 ile? 3 charge of the documents for some period of time?

4 A, The only documents that 1 would recall would be | 4 A, Correct,

5 those psychological reports that 1 spoke of earlier. 5 Q. Do you know how long she was chaneellor?

6 Q. And were those for John Feeney, were there 6 A. Not off the -- not off the top of my head.

7 psychological reports within his fite that were destroyed 7 Q. Ithink they gave you credit for being the

8  in2007? 8  chancellor in '04 here in the Catholic Directory, so they

9 A. That is correct, 9 pgave yolt an extra year there, an extra bump in the ‘
10 Q. Was there an indication of -- for each one of 10  Directory. Anybody else that would have knowledge |
11 those psychological documents that were destroyed from 11 besides Sister Mary Grubbs of -- or Sister -- excuse me, |
12 John Feeney's file, was there any notation made about -- 12 Sister Mary Bride of how the -- what happened with
13 about that document that was destroyed? 13 Feeney's file?
14 A. Yes, 14 A. Twas not invelved in any of those matters at
15 Q. And that -- that would be in one of his three 15  that time, I don't know who.
16 filcs today? 16 Q. Did -- before a couple minutes ago, did you ever
17 A, Correct. As Lindicated earlier, you know, we 17 hear any -- any discussions about John Feeney's file
18  kept a basic notation, you know, that there wasn 18  being taken by the prosecutors during the -- or by law
19 psychologieal report, the date and the issuing 19 enforcement during the criminal prosecution of John
20 institution, 20 Feeney?
21 Q. Inorder to put together the laicization papers 21 A. No,
22 for Fecney, did you interview anybody in preparing that 22 Q. But you do know that today, as of foday that
23 petition? 23 there are three separate fites at the diocese for John
24 A, Not that 1 recall. 24 Feeney?
25 Q. Then it locked like in the production -- 25 A. That is correct.
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Father, is whether or not in your review of John Feency's

a]
qn

it's going to go into as well? Not necessarily?

Page 62

MR. MAZZEQ: You know, and just so that we
can have something to refer back to when we review the
deposition transcript of Father Doerfler and our
discussion off the record a few minutes ago, it was
discussed that sometime in 2002 with regard fo -- or
during the -- during or prior to the criminal frial of
John Feeney in conncetion with the Memyfield boys, that
the law enforcement, the sherift or someone eonnected
with possibly the district attorney's office, came in and
contiscated the entire file pertaining to John Feeney, so
1 just wani to put Lhat on the record for further -- for
future refercnce.

MR. FINNEGAN: Yeah, that was the
discussion that we had, and I was trying to find out
if you had any information about anybody that would know
mything about the D, A, eoming in and confiscating those
files,

THE WITNESS: And T was, you know, not
involved with any of the files at that time.

BY MR. FINNEGAN:

Q. T'm going to show you what's -- what I've marked
as Exhibit 900. In this document John Feeney discusses
that he, Just wrote in some detail my apologia covering
my 30 plus years in the diocese. My question to you,

Page 63

file in 2004 or any time that you rcviewed it since, have
you ever sech an apologia in his file from John Feeney?

A. Idon't remember,

MR. MAZZEQ: Objcetion on the grounds of
relevaney.
BY MR. FINNEGAN:

Q. You don't remember seeing it?

A. No.

Q. Now I'm going to show you Exhibit 901, Father.

MR. MAZZEOQ: 1got it.
BY MR. FINNEGAN:

Q. You've had a chance to review Exhibit 9017

A, Yes.

Q. And on the last page of 9¢1, do you sec that
that's your signature there?

A. That is correct,

Q. And you prepared this document?

A. Yes, [ did.

Q. Whar is -- wha is the designation of
eonfidential at the top of the first page, what does that
mean?

A, That this was intended for Father Feeney and as
you note a copy to his legal counsel,

Q. And does that -- does that indicate which file

- 11/5/2010
Page 64
1 A, Not necessarily,
2 Q. And where -- where did you get this information
3 that's in the -~ in this doeument?
4 A. From Father Feeney's file.
5 Q. Did -- did Father Feeney, did he respond to this
& letter that you sent to him?
7 A, Ido not remember.
8 Q. Did you have any other source for the
9 information that you had in this docuinent besides the
10 files that you had on John Feency?
11 A. No.
12 Q. Soit's correct to say that the only thing that
13 you did to prepare this is look af the docwments and
14  files maintained at the diocese regarding Jolin Feeney?
15 MR. MAZZEO: Asked and answered.
16 THE WITNESS: That's correct.
17 BY MR. FINNEGAN: :
18 Q. Have you taken any reperts from people that have|:
19  said that they were abused by John Feeney as a child?
20 A, That is correct,
21 Q. How many of those reports have you taken?
22 A, 1do not remember,
23 Q. More than one?
24 A, Yes,
25 Q. More than five? ‘
Page 65|
1 A. 1donot remember. :
2 Q. Any of those reporis that you look where the
3 person had -- where the person alleged that John Feeney
4 sexually abused himn or her as a ehild, did you take noles
5  of each of those?
6 A, Yes,
7 Q. And those notes then afierwards, you put those
8§  inJohn Feeney's file?
9 A. That is correet,
10 Q. Did you -- do you remember on any of those
11  reports, did you type anything np?
12 A. That -- that is correet, we would do a typed -- !
13 I may have taken handwritten notes and then typed them so
14 that they would be legible and more easily preserved and ‘
15 then signed the typewritten -- signed or initialed the
16 typewritten copy.
17 Q. And would both of -- in that simuation, would
18  both your handwritten notes and the typewritten notes go
19  info the file?
20 A, DMost likely just the typewritten notes beeause
21 faor the point of view of, you know, period of time people
22 may not be able to read my handwriting, so I'd want to
23 make sure there's a typed copy that's initialed or signed
24 by me to verify of contents of that and its

EEN
a

correspondence to my -- and, you know, anything that I
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1 initially took down by hand. 1 priests that worked with John Feeney at any of the i
2 Q. In this document 901, Exhibit 901, where did you 2 assignments where he's been accused of sexually molesting
3 get the information abeout -- about what Troy Merrylield 3 kids? 5
4 said at the criminal trial, was that in Feeney's file, 4 MR. MAZZEQ: Objection, relevance.
5  too? 5 THE WITNESS: Yeah, can you elarify the --
6 A, Yes, that was a eopy of the deposition from the 6 MR, FINNEGAN: Sure.
7 eximinal trial. 7 THE WITNESS: -- you know, you know, the
8 Q. And was that -- a copy of that deposition from 8  question?
9 the criminal trial, was that in the diocese -- Diocese of 9 BY MR, FINNEGAN:
10  Green Bay's file pertaining to Feeney? 10 Q. Sure. Have you ever had any discussions or
11 A. Correct. 11 conversations with any of the priests that served any of
12 MR. MAZZEQ: Just for elarification, was 12 the parishes with John Feeney where he's been accused of
13 that deposition testimony or trial testimony if you 13 sexually molesting kids?
14 know? 14 MR. MAZZEQ: While in the Diocese of Green
15 THE WITNESS: I'm not sure what the 15 Bay?
16  difference is. 16 MR. FINNEGAN: Any place.
17 BY MR. FINNEGAN: 17 MR. MAZZEQ: Okay. Objection as to time
18 Q. Was there any -- any other testimony that was in 18  frame.
12 John Feeney's fite besides Troy Merryfield's? 19 THE WITNESS: Are you asking whether I --
20 A. I'm not sure I understand the question. 20 | had conversations about the sexual abuse of minors --
21 Q. Sure, I'll try and rephrase it. Were there any 21 MR. FINNEGAN: Yes.
22 other records of comt proceedings where someone was 22 THE WITNESS: -- with thosc priests, is
23 deposed or someone was -- gave testimony ata -- at a 23 that what --
24 irial, at a live trial that yon noted in the -- Feeney's 24 MR, FINNEGAN: Yes.
25  file besides Troy Menryfield? 25 THE WITNESS: -- you're asking? Not that .
Page 67 Page 69|
1 A. Tknow that there were, you know, copies, you 1 lrecall
2 know, of accounts. I don't recall in detail, you know, 2 BY MR. FINNEGAN:
3 thesources of those. It's been since 2004. 3 Q. Did you attend any portion of the criminal trial
4 Q. Have you -- have you had to review John Feency's 4 against Joln Feeney?
5  fileat all since 20047 5 A, No.
6 A, No. 6 MR. MAZZEQ: Off the record tor a minute,
7 Q. When you get the historical information about a 7 please.
8  -- abouf a certain priest within the diocese, one of the 8 (A break was taken at this time.}
9 hbest placcs to get that hisiorieal information is in the 9  BY MR, FINNEGAN:
10 files maintained Ly the diocese? 10 Q. Falher, I'm going to show you what I've marked
11 A. When you mean historical information, you mean? 11 Exhibit 902 in blue ink there, and it sonnds like from
12 Q. Any information about the priest's past that 12 our discussions off the record that you might not know
13 dates back a ways, the -- would you consider -~ [ mean 13  the-- know the reason why, but it -- it appears to -- to
14 you used that for this document, would you consider that 14  me ihat these were documents that were produced in the
15  to be one of the best sources of information? 15  Wisconsin case but were not produced in the Nevada case.
16 A. Yes. 16 Do you have any -- scanning through these -- through
17 Q. Was this -- this recitation that you sent to 17  these documcnls, is it -- is this a patticutar tile that
18  John Feeney in Exhibit 901, was this part of the 18  might lave gotlen overlooked or is it -- is there any --
19 materials that werc sent to the Congregation for the 19  does it make sense to you what's in here as far as is it
20 Doctrine of Faith? 20 a grouping that looks familiag?
21 A. [ do not, you know, reeall whether that was -- 21 A. The -- there are some things I -- I don't have
22 this letter in particular was ineluded in that, you know, | 22 any, you know, rccollection of. For example, like there
23 dossicr. I've not examined that, you know, dossier in 23 --thisis on -- it snys TM 297, you know, there was a ;
24 detail in a number of years. 24 Diography that was done of priests in the dlocese from a |*
25 25 book called In His Vineyard, so that's -- you know, so

Q. Have you interviewed any or talked to any
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1 that's the entry from that book. This other, you know, 1 produced in your case just had Green Bay like that, and
2 doeument looks like a -- on the next page, you know, 2 then the number at the bottom, and that the Merryfield
3 there was a time when we kept (raek of assignments of 3 production was the Diocese of Green Bay ones. And at
4 prlests like on an index card. That's what this document{ 4  least the way that you had -- ;
5 looks like, you know, 295, 5 MR. MAZZEQ: Oh, ] may be-- 1 may he
6 Q. And this 295, is that something that is € nistaken then. '
7 generally in the -- in the priest files? 7 MR. FINNEGAN: And we -- we can sort that
8 A, Yes. You know, hut -- 8  out. 1don't wantio take your time. 1 know you've got
9 Q. What about this next one, do you remember seeing 9 aflight .
10 this one at all in the - in the file? 10 BY MR. FINNEGAN: i
11 MR. MAZZEO: And I'll just represent that 11 Q. But it sounds like you don't have any knowledge |
12 that looks like a Bales stamp, Bates label stamp from -- 12 about why something was produced or wasn't produced in |}
13 on the John Doe case. 13 this case?
14 THE WITNESS: Yeah, I don't -- 14 A, No.
15 MR. FINNEGAN: And our case here you're 15 MR. FINNEGAN: [ think 1'n done, but let !
16 - saying? 16 me look through real quick. Ifyou have any follow-ups, |
17 MR. MAZZEO: No, the Joln Doe case in -- 17 you can -~ you can start while I'm looking to save the
18  yes, our case, yes. 18 time.
12 MR. FINNEGAN: Our casc here. 15 MR. MAZZEO: No, | don'i have any
20 MR. MAZZEO: Yeah, in Nevada. 20 follow-up,
21 THE WITNESS: 1don't have any, you know, 21 MR, FINNEGAN: Just give me one second
22 recotlection of that document. 22 here, Father, and I'm going to rifle through this. 1
23  BY MR. FINNEGAN: 23 think we're done, --
24 Q. ‘What about the Jast document here, the -- or 24 THE WITNESS: Okay.
25  second to the last hwo documents within this, they're 25 MER. FINNEGAN: -- hut T want to ;
Page 71 Page 73|
1  marked Exhibit 88 and 89, do you remember sceing lhoseinl 1 doubfc-check. :
2 there? 2 MR, MAZZEO: 1 can go now or | can wait.
3 A. Again, it has been a nunher of years since { 3 MR. FINNEGAN: Go ahead it you have some,
4 examlned Father Feeney's or John Feeney's file in detail,} 4 MR. MAZZEO: Yeah.
S5 and [ don't have a clear recollection of documents that, 5 EXAMINATION
6 you know, were there. So I don't -- couldn't tell you &  BY MR. MAZZEO:
7 for sure whether I've seen that document or not without,; 7 Q. Father Doerfler, T had a question with regard
8  youknow -- 8  to, and this is a term that has come up during the course
] Q. More -- 9  of discovery quite often, and it's a term that's referred
10 A. Without, you know, checking on things. 10  toas incardination. Can you deseribe what that means
11 Q. And so it -- if -- if some of these documents 11 and what connection that has for an individual who's been
12 were not produced in the John Doe easc in Nevada, you-- ;12  incardinated with respect to a diocese?
13 you don't have any knowledge -- it's correet to say (hat 13 A, The simple way to explain incardination is that
14 you don't have any knowledge about why or why not? 14 there are no free agent priests, so all priests are
15 A, Correct, correct, I've -- I've had no 15  attached to a diocese or perhaps a religious institute,
16  involvement in the production of documeuts, 16  Society of Apostolie Life, etcetera.
17 MR. MAZZEO: And again, that first 17 Q. Allright. And could you -- could you expand on
18  document in this packet, Diocese of Green Bay 1063 and 118 the situation where a priest wlo was ineardinated lef's
1%  the second page, Diocese of Green Bay 1064, those are 1%  sayin Diocese A but is now serving or executing his
20 Bates numbers that | recognize in our case. 20 faeulties in Diocese B, whal -- what connection is there
21 MR. FINNEGAN: They all I guess -- 1 don’t 21 berween that priest, what legal or religious conncetion
22 think you wani to take too much time with it, but it 22 isthere between the priest now in Diocese B to Diocese A
23  looks like the -- a lot of the documents -- well, these 23 where he was incardinated?
24 are both, but that's because those are Merryficld 24 A. Okay. I thiuk there are bwo important concepts  |:
25  to keep in mind. One is that of incardination, the :

[§%]
9]

numbers, but it looks like the ones that you guys
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seeond Is that of jurisdietion, Ineardination basieally
has to do with, you know, to which diocese a priest is
aftached. Aslindleated, there is no, you know, [ree
agent priests. Jurisdiction would have to do with, you
know, the relationship or the authority of the hishop
with respect to a priest that's incardinated in his
diocese, whether he's serving in his diocesc or outside
of his diocese, and the - and the nature of that
Jurisdiction is different when he is serving in his
diocese or outside of his diocese, Because a priest is
incardinated in a partienlar diocese in order to serve
elsewhere, say, you know, il he's incardinated in Diocese
A, for him te serve in Diocese B, he needs the permission
of his dioccsan bishop.

Q. And doces he also need the permission of --

A. Of the bishop in the dioccse, you knoyw, Diocese
B in which De will serve, okay. So -- so the permission
of both bishops is required. Once serving in Diocese B,
the jurisdiction of the bishop of Diocese A is Limited
because jurlsdiction in the Catholic church is primarily
territorial, So the bishop has complete jurisdiction
within the confines of his own diocese. So he, forr
example, the bishop would not liave any authority over the
exercise of the external apostolie works, etcetcra, in

Diocese B, you know, or excuse nie, the bishop of Diocese

@ Iy N s W R
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assignment outside the geographic confines of the Diocese
of Green Bay, he still remains a priest of the Diocese of
Green Bay?

A. Correct, nnless, you know, he would be
incardinated into that new diocese.

Q. And for a priest of the Diocese of Green Bay
that's working outside the Diocese of Green Bay, at all
times that he's working ouiside the diocese, the
geographical confines, he still is subject to the promise
of cbedienee to the bishop of the Dioeese of Green Bay?

A, That is correct.

Q. Atany point -- it's correct to say that at any
point that that priest of the Diocese of Green Bay who's
-- who's working outside the geographical eonfines of the
Diocese of Green Bay, it's eorreet to state that the
bishop of the Diocese of Green Bay ean recall himn back to
the Diocese of Green Bay at any time?

A. That is correct.

Q. And it's also truc that the bishop of the
Diocese of Green Bay can restrict the iministry of a
priest of the Diocese of Green Bay even if he's working
at a location outside the geographical confines of the
Diocese of Green Bay?

A, Yes, you know, be can, And just to -- you know,
also, yvou know, offer, you know, some clarification, you

Page 75

A would not have any authority over, you know, the
apostolate in Diocese B, That belongs to the bishop of
Diocese B. The limits of the jurisdiction of the, yon
know, the -- you know, so for example, you know, the
bishep from Diocese A would not, you know, dictate or
assign or, you know, monitor the apostolic activity of a
priest in another diocese,

Q. Okay. Go ahead, you ean --

A, Yes,

Q. --1don't know if you were finished,

A. Riglhit, ves. And that -- that would be primarily
the responsibility of the bishop in, you know, in whose
diocese he's serving.

MR. MAZZEQ: Thank you. No further
questions.
EXAMINATION
BY MR, FINNEGAN:

Q. Now we do have more. It's -- it's correet that
it a priest is serving outside of his own diocese in
which he's incardinated, that even though he's outside
that diocese, at all times he remains a priest of his
home diocese?

A. That is correct,

Q. And so for any pricst that -- that is

incardinated in the Diccese of Green Bay, he serves an

[ A R S N N
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knaw, the bishop of the Diocese of Green Bay could not, |,

you know, because he doesn't have jurisdiction over, you
know, the other diocese, he wouldn't -- he conldn't
assign the priest to the other diocese. Ile wouldn't have
any direct oversigbt of the priest in the other diocese
because he doesn't inve that level of Jurisdiction, The
jurisdiction he would have over the priest, you know,
outside of his diocese would be merely n personal
Jjurisdiction that would serve to the -- that would have
to do with the priest himself, So, for example, il the
bishop wanted to, as you note, you know, restrict him
from doing some tbings, you know, he could do that,
and -- but, you know, overall he doesn't have a broad
jurisdiction in the other diocese,
Q. But he has a broad jurisdiction over that

individual priest even though he's outside the diocese?

MR. MAZZEQ: Objeetion, misstatement of
the witness' testimony,

THE \WITNESS: Yeah, noi broad --

MR. FINNEGAN: I'm not stating it, I'm
asking a question.

THE WITNESS: -- not broad. When T falked
about the personal jurisdiction, it's much more narrow,
okay, it's mueh mere narrow. So he has -- you know, so

outside of his diccese, the bishop has much less --

20 (Pages 74 to 77)

Depo International, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@depointernational.com



Fr. John Doerfler
John Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.

11/5/2010

Page 78 Page B0
1 nommally he doesn't have any jurisdiction outside of his 1 Diocese of Green Bay at that point would not mouitor,
2 diocese, but because he's a priest of his diocese, he 2 oversee and supervise the activities, functions and
3 would have a limited personal jurisdiction over that 3 duties of that priest while serving as an external priest
4 priest. 4 orserving in the Diocese of Las Vegas?
5 BY MR. FINNEGAN: 5 A, That is correct,
6 Q. And he -- and I don't know if we got a yes or no 6 MR. FINNEGAN: Objeetion. Ohjection asto |}
7 on this, but the bishop of the Dioeese of Green Bay can 7 foundation and form. You can answer, though, :
8  restriet any priest of the Diocese of Green Bay's 8 THE WITNESS: That is correct.
9 ministry no matter where he's serving in the whole 9 MR, MAZZEO: Thank you. No further
10 world? 13 questions.
11 A, That is correet, 11 (The deposition was eoneluded at approximately 4:55/1
12 Q. And the bishop of the Diocese of Green Bay could 112 p.m.)
13 put arestrieiion on any priest of the Diocese of Green 13
14 Bay that he cannot work with minors, and he could do thar {14
15  no matter where that priest is working? 15
16 A. That's correct. Now, of course, for any -- 16
17  qualification, for any restrietions that are placed on a 17
18  priest's ministry, there has to be due eause because, you | 18
19 know, priests are by the very nature of their ordination :19
20 to, you know, proclaim the gospel, to celebrate the 20
21 sacraments, and there hias to be -- and this is for the 21
22 salvation of souls, so there has to he a grave cause for 22
23 a bishop to restrict the ministry of a priest. He eannot {23
24 simply do that without, yon know, a substantiated 24
25 Dasis. 25
Page 79 Page 81
1 Q. And the -- that priest, a priest of the Disease 1 CERTIFICATE
2 of Green Bay, for him to do any work outside of the 2 1, Jefrey J. Watezak, a Notary Publie, do hereby
3 geographie confmes of the Diocese of Green Bay, he has; 3 certify (hat the foregoing deposition was taken in the
4 to have the bishop of the Diocese of Green Bay's 4 above-entitled action under the Rules of Civil Procedure
5 permission? 5 on Novembcr.S, 2010,
6 A. He wonld nced his permission to move to 6 That the witness was first dul.y‘swom by me be.fore
P } 7 the commencement of his deposition, that the tesiimony so
7 administer in another diocese, 8 . A “ep P
. . - given by said witess was reduced by me in stenolype and
8 Q. And ifhe didn' have that permlssmn., l}e . 9 transcribed under my supervision; that the transeript is
2 wouldn't be -- wouldn't be able to go and minister in 10 alrue record, to the best of my ability, of the
10 another diocese? 11 teslimony given by the witness; and that the reading and
11 A. That is correct, 12 signing of the deposition franseript was not waived by
12 Q. And was -- to your knowledge, was John Feeney | 13 Father John Doerfler.
13 everincardinated into another diocese besides the 14 I further cerify that I am not a relative,
14  Diocese of Green Bay? 15  employee, attorney or counsel of any of the parties or
15 A. No. 16  attomeys or financially interested in the event of this
16 MR, FINNEGAN: 1don't have anything 17 action. :
17 further. 18 IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, 1 have liereunto set my hand and
18 EXAMINATION 19  affixed my seal of offiec this day of :
19 BY MR. MAZZEO: o » 2010.
20 Q. Just -- just for clarification purposcs, so 22
21 wherea }.)riesl i's incardinated in the Dioces.e of.Green Jeftrey J. Watczak
22 Bay butis serving as | guess an external priest in let's 23 Notary Public
23 say the Diocese of Las Vegas -- Minnesota and Wisconsin
24 A, Correct, 24
25 Q. --isit cottect fo say that the bishop of the 25

21 (Pages 78 to 81)

Depo International, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@depointernational.com






Fr. John Doerfler

- 11/5/2010

John Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.

Page 1

ability 81:10

able 33:19 65:22
79:9

above-entitled 2:2
81:4

abuse 25:12 42:9
51:1552:5,11
53:12,19 54:24
68:20

abused 43:23 44:4
64:19 65:4

abusing 25:24

access 13:14,18
14:2 16:14,22
17:6,12,13,15
35:14,23 36:2,4
39:1257:8

aceounts 67:2

accused 25:23
26:1,11,21 27:13
27:2329:2,13
30:1031:1,12
35:0 58:3 68:2
68:12

act9:13

action 81:4,17

activities 49:25
80:2

activity 756

acts 9:12

actual 31:10
48:19

ad 49:20

addition 58;18

additional 58:16

administer 79:7

administration
17:10

administrator 8:8
8:10,11

advice 30:6

affixed 81:19

afford 45:21

agent73:14 74:4
ago 48:6,7 61:16
62:4
ahead 73:3 75:8
allegation 32:7
allegations 17:25
25:12 29:16
32:16 35:11
42:9,16 43:22
46:15,18 52:10
alleged 39:25
43:17 653
alleges 42:16
American 6:14
amount 16:5
analysis 7:5
Anderson 2:9
Amm2:13
anniversary
13:14
annually 51:9
answer 5:19,20
6:512:6,7 34:14
42:15 57:4
58:12 80:7
answered 16:8
30:21 58:12
64:15
anybody 59:22
61:10 62:15
apologia 62:23
63:2
apologize 36:21
apostolate 75:2
apostolic 73:16
74:24 75:6
APPEARANCES
2:8
appeared 20:25
appears 69:13
approved 11:21
11:23 27:5
47:15
approximately

2:580:11
aptitudes 22:10
arching 12:25
archive 17:2,6
archives 12:14,16

12:18 14:14

17:4,8 50:11,14
archivist 10:23

11:9
archivists 10:24

12:7
area7:1512:18
areas 9:20
articles 15:7,8
asked 26:18 30:21

34:15 36:21

58:11 64:15
asking 39:23

41:19 49:3 52:2

56:18,19,21

68:19,25 77:21
assembled 11:20
assign 75:6 77:4
assigned 8:3
assignment 76:1
assignments 68:2

70:3
assist 47:23
assistance 17:19

31:19 36:1 37:4
assistant 8:12,17

10:22.24 12:7
assistants 12;5

25:8
Associates 2:9
associations 7.3
assmne 37:25

55:25
assumes 34:8
attached 46:3

73:1574:3
attend 6:11 69:3
attended 6:12
attorney 45:19

81:15
attorneys 5:14
81:16
attorney's 62:9
August48:10
authentication
43:13
authored 22:15
authorities 32:17
35:12
authority 74:5,23
75:1
automatically 9:3
aware 34:20
40:12,1651:14
51:18,21 523
53:10,18,24 54:3
54:9,12
AS5552651:6

B
B73:20,22 74:13
74:17.18,25 75:2
75:3
back 18:19,25
20:15 23:17
25:5,19 29:7
40:15 48:4,14
62:2 67:13
76:16
badger 5:5
Banks 7:21
Barron2:13
based 40:1 41:8
basic 13:9,11,18
14:1 16:14
17:22 24:9 38:9
39:10 59:18
basically 4:24
14 17:11
35:22 49:18
74:1
basis 33:19 78:25
Bates 70:12,12

71:20
Bay 1:11,18 2:4

7:259:6,11 117

32:23 54:4
68:1571:18,19
72:1,375:25
76:2,3,6,7,10,13
76:15,16,17,20
76:21,23 77:1
78:7,12,14 79:2
79:3,14,22 80:1
Bay's 06:10 78:8
79:4
began 11:13
beginning [9:6
begun 47:14
behalf2:11,14

believe 25:22 45:3

belongs 75:2
benefit4:25
best 5:17 17:7
45:14 55:7 679
67:15 81:10
better 26:19 30:3
48:24
biographical
13:12 24:9
biography 69:24
birth 412
bishop 1:7 3:12

7:18.2121 92,2 |

9:4,5,6,14,22
10:8 11:21,23
14:21,21,24
15:14 17:6,17
19:821:7,8,13
27:2,4.5 36:1
37:7 40:22,25
41:21 42:12

43:25 44:9,11,14 |
49:10,21 74:5,14 |

74:16,19,21,23
74:2575:2,5,12

76:10,16,19 77:1 |

Depo International, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 ox (800) 591-9722 admin@depointernational.com




Fr. Johu Doerfler

- 11/5/2010

John Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.

Page 2
77:11,2578:7,12 | eard 70:4 64:19 65:4 comumunications 49:6,11 54:1
78:23 79:4,25 Carmelites 7:5 chronological 38:9 67:19 a
bishops 74:18 carried 25:3 16:11 45:13 compare57:5 congregations :
bishop's 49:20 Casco 8:12 56:12 compiled 31:9 50:22 51:3,16
bit48:5,21 56:11 |casel:635:9 chronologically 49:17 53:11 55:1
blue 69:11 39:18 40:14 16:6 Complaint39:25 | conjunction 49:20 |:
Bond 8:6 42:16 45:4 chureh 10:5 52:8 42:16 43:17 connected 62:8
book 69:25 70:1 46:13 47:10 53:8 54:7 74:20 57:20 58:5 connection 62:7

bottom 72:2

boys 62:7

break 27:21 28:11
38:8 69:8

breaks 6:3,4,6

Bride 60:23 61:12

brings 4:23

broad 33:25 34:10
35:2037:12
46:11 77:13,15
77:19,22

broken 13:5

bunip 61:9

bunch 55:15

L cC
cabinet 16:21
36:23
cabinets 13:24
16:16,23,23,25
cake 38:8
call 12:15,21,24
23:1,3,16 30:5
called 14:10 21:20
21:2522:3 23:5
43:24 53:21,25
69:25
calls 33:16 35:20
candidates 21:23
22:19
candidate's22:10
canon 6:18,23 7:1
7:68:49:15
10:517:2,5,9
547
canonical 7:5 9:20

48:25 69:15,15
70:13,15,17,18
70:19 71:12,20
72:1,13
cases 40:13,13
53:4,15 58:2
Cathedral 8:5,9
Catholic 1:7,10
61:8 74:20
cause 78:18,22
cease 9:3
ceased 9:1
celebrate 78:20
certain 21:22 67:8
certainly 21:12,14
CERTIFICATE
81:1
certify 81:3,14
chance 63:12
chancellox 8:12
8:13,18,20,21
9:8,2510:1,7,14
17:17 50:5 53:6
60:9,12,21 61:1
61:5,8
chancery 14:25
15:19 33:1 50:9
55:10
changes 44:9,11
characterization
44.3
charge 11:12
38:2061:3
check 39:21 40:17
checking 71:10
ehild 25:12 53:19

Chnute 8:3
civil 15:8 32:16
35:1140:13
45:18 58:3 81:4
civil/eriminal
46:13
claim24:13
claims 19:18
24:19 26:15
clarification
60:12 66:12
76:25 79:20
clavify 41:10 60:4
68:5
CLARK 1:2
clear33:10 71:5
clearly 19:17 33:5
clergy 12:24 13:2
13:6 14:10
17:18 39:16
clerical 36:12
40:24 41:1
clippings 13:13
closed 39:18
Code7:6 9:15
collceting 42:2
colleetion 51:10
53:7 54:7
College 6:12,14
come 51:15 55:9
73:8
comes 37:7
coming 62:16
connnencenient
81:7
commencing 2:4

complete 74:21
completed 6:23
compliance20:10
26:25
comply 18:6
comprise47:9
computer 31:22
37:20
computers 40:9
concepts 73:24
concern 35:5,10
concerniug 55:6
concluded 80:11
condition 19:17
conducted 27:18
confessional 54:2
confidence 35:12
confidential 13:16
13:19 14:2
16:17,24 17:1,11
17:14,15,21 18:5
24:15,16,24
36:2237:1,2
39:7 47:9,12
57:10 58:13,19
63:20
confines 74:22
76:1,9,14,22
79:3
confiscated 62:10
confiscating
62:16
confused 28:9
Congregation
44:19,23 46:4,20
47:3,7 48:14

73:11,20,21
consider 13:11
17:2 67:13,14
considered 21:1
contain 13:15
32:6 50:1
contained 43:22
contents 65:24
context 19:4
continne 43:14
control 60:10
controlled 12:19
conversation 5:1
5:8 60:7
couversations :
49:5.11 68:11,20 |;
coordinate 10:13
coordination
10:15
coordinator 17:19 |
31:19 36:1 37:4
copics 14:16
20:19,21 23:22
23:23 24:2,3
31:22 46:21
50:16 53:5
54:10,12 55:14
56:2,267:1
copy 15:1521:8
21:12 31:21,24
32:237:1547:1
47:6 53:6 54:5,6
54:10,13 55:20
57:14 63:23
65:16,23 66:6,8
Corporation 1:8

Depo International, Inc,
(763) 591-0535 or {(800) 591-9722 admin{@depointernational.com’



Fr. John Doerfler

- 11/5/2010

John Doe 119 vs, Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vcegas, et al.

Page 3

correct 6:10,19,21
7:19,23 8:23 9:9
15:17,21 19:2,3
26:20,23 32:20
32:24 36:20,25
38:241:24
42:24 44:21,25
46:23 47:5,13
48:17 49:15,16
50:8 52:22
55:12 57:15,16
59:9,17 61:4,25
63:16 64:12,16
64:20 65:9,12
66:11 71:13,15
71:1575:18,23
76:4,11,12,15,18
78:11,16 79:11
79:24,25 80:5,8
correctly 45:3
correspondence
3:1515:937:23
48:13 65:25
corresponds
56:16
counsel 63:23
81:15
COUNTY [:2
couple 4:14 25:8
61:16
course 11:20 13:8
24:12,19 73;8
78:16
courf1:1,21 4:21
4:25 5:2,9,15
40:12 66:22
court-ordered
42:22
cover47:15
covering 62:23
covers 11:24
crafting 24:20
created 22:7 29:8
29:10 37:19

creating 30:1 42:3
48:3 50:7
creation 28:17
eredit 61:7
criminal 46:13
61:19 62:6 66:4
66:7,9 69:3
criteria 32:4
crossed 33:23
Curia 10:4 49:23
curial 10:3
current 7:21 11:9
48:9
currently 9:7
32:20
cutoff 38:3

D
Dart10:25
date4:12 20:6
23:8 43:4,5 45:4
59:19

dates 67:13

day 81:19

Deacon 2:17 10:9
10:11 36:4
38:22

dead 25:21 26:22
27:12,24 29:3
30:11

dealing 25:12
51:1553:19
54:1,24

deals 36:19 51:2

dealt42:12 52:4
53:11

death 36:14

deceased 244
25:16 26:15
31:2

decided 22:13
33:5

decision 33:11
48:15

decree 48:25
Defendants [;12
2:14
Defender 8:6
defense 45;22
degrees 6:22
delegations 9:19
deleting 40:8
departinent 51:13
departments
10:14,16 11:12
depend 48;21
Depo 1:22
DEPONENT 3:2
deposed 66:23
deposition 1:16
2:13:114:10,17
62:3 66:6,8,13
80:11 81:3,7,12
Dept 1:6
describe 22:8
73:10
described 19:13
designation 63:19
destroy 18:20
25:19 29:12
destroyed 18:13
19:1,20,22 20:1
20:16,17,21
21:17 22:22
23:2,9,12,17
24:12,17 26:2,12
26:16,2027:14
27:22 29:4,19
30:11 50:16
59:2,7,11,13
destroying 20:8
destruction 25:3
27:629:1030:2
detail 40:10 62:23
067:2,24 71:4
determine 33:19
develop 11:10
19:7

developed 19:5

dictate 75:5

dicd 24:16 25:1

dics 24:8,14 25:17
36:13

difference 17:11
66:16

different 7:14 8:1
8:910:1511:11
13:22,23,23
16:14,16,21 21:2
28:22 29:17,20
50:12 53:5 577
749

differing 29:21,22
29:23

difficult 179

difficulty 16:4

diocesan 8:0,7
10:2,13,15,23
11:3,11,15,21
17:10,18 19:5
31:1935:25
36:1 37:4 49:21
50:11 74:14

diocesan-wide
30:8

diocese 1:9,10
7:259:11 10:0
10:18 11:7,8,24
12:12 15:15
23:2524:11
27:1 29:25
32:23 377
46:24 47:1,16
49:14,18,25 50:2
52:4 53:1,11,19
54:4 55:5,8
57:19 58:7
60:17 61:23
62:24 64:14
66:9,9 67:8,10
68:14 69:24
71:18,19 72:3

73:12,15,19,20
73:22,22 74:2,7
74:7,8,10,10,11
74:12,13,16,16
74:18,19,22,25 |
74:2575:2,3,5,7 |
75:13,19,21,22 |
75:2576:1,2,5,6 |
76:7,8,10,13,15 |
76:16,17,20,21 |
76:23 77:1,3,4,5 |
77:8,14,16,25 :
78:2,2,7,8,12,13
79:3,4,7,10,13 |
79:14,21,23 80:1
80:4
dioceses 54:9
direct 10:8 12:8
775
director22:16
Directory 61:8,10
Discalced 7:5
discovery 73.9
discretion 38:4
discuss 34:17
discussed 15;23
25:562:5
discusses 62:22
discussion 60:5
62:4,14
discussions 27:17
27:2029:8,11,18 |:
32:2533:9,10 |
61:17 68:10
09:12
Disease 79:1
dismiss 40:23
dismissed 41:1
dispensations
9:19
dispensed 36:12
disposition 30:4
distinction 20:24
29:1 57:10

Depo International, Ine,
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@depointernational.com



Fr. John Doerfler

- 11/5/2010

John Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.

Page 4
district 1:1 62:9 44:18 45:11 effect 25:16 66:2 67:18 64:4,5 69:10
doctorate 6:25 46:3,7,8,12,19 effort23:21 39:20 69:11 71:1 71:472:22 73,7
7:11 46:21 47:20 cither 30:20 36:10 | exhibits 46:3 47:2 81:13

doctrine 10:5
44:19,23 46:5,20
47:4.8 48:14
49:7.12 67:20

document 11:18
11:23 15:13,19
15:2019:25
20:20 21:6,8,19
21:242522:7,15
22:17 27:6,6
30:1 31:11
36:19 37:7,10
43:24 47:14,15
47:25 48:1,19
49:17 50:1 517
52:17,21 53:1,2
53:3,9,18,20,23
53:24 54:3,5,6
54:10,11,14,14
54:20,23 56:20
59:13 62:22
63:17 64:3,9
66:2 67:14 70:2
70:4,22.24 71:7
71:18

documents 10:3
11:3,7,16,24
12:1,11 14:13,19
15:5,24 16:10
17:20 18:20
20:14,24,25 21:2
21:10,17 22:15
22:22 2322
24:1,3,12 25:4
25:13 26:16
29:1,12,18 37:18
37:19,19,21
38:18,2539:22
39:24 40:23
42:3,19,20,21,22
42:23 43:6,22,24

49:19 50:10,20
50:23,24 51:14
51:19,21 52:3,12
53:9,14 54:7,22
54:22 55:5,9,11
55:16,17 56:5,12
56:2557:11,18
59:2,4,11 60:10
60:2061:3
64:13 69:14,17
70:25 71:5,11,16
71:23

Doe 1:4 70:13,17
71:12

Doerfler 1:16 2:1
3:2,144:1,7
56:20 62:3 737
81:13

doing 39:4 77:12

dossier 67:23,23

double-check
45:4 50:18 73:1

draft42:11 43:24
44:7,10,11 48:5

drafting 10:3

drafts 37:19

dne 78:18

duly 4:2 81:6

duplicates 20:17
20:22 21:16
22:21 23:16

dnties 9;17 80:3

D-O-E-R-F-L-E...
4:8

D.A62:16

K ~

carlier 19:4 59:5
59:17

easier 56:22

easily 65:14

36:12 49:2,5
clectronic 23:22
24:2 37:18 40:3
clectronically
39:22
climinated 19:16
embrace 11:11
employee 81:15
enforcement
61:19 62:8
entail 10:2 16:5
entails 9:18
entire 62:10
entry 70:1
established 44.5
etcetera 14:17
73:16 74:24
ethics 7:9,14
evalnation 20:5
Evangelist 8:10
event81:10
evidence 34.9
exactly 5:18 29:21
50;13 55:21
60:19
EXAMINATION
3:34:373:5
75:16 79:18
examined 67:23
71:4
example 37:13
51:7 69:22
74:23 75:4
77:10
excuse 61:11
74:25
execnting 73:19
executive 10:22
exercise 74:24
Exhibit 3:10 56:7
62:22 63:9,12

exists 16;20
expand 73:17
expectation 14:18
15:13,18 55:8
expeditiously
45:5
experience 55:3
expertise 35:12
explain 13:5 22:5
73:13
extent 10:9 48:4
external 74:24
79:22 80:3
extra 61:9,9
e-mail 37:25
e-mails 37:18,21
37:22 39:21
40:8

facility 36:24

fact 18:15 34:6,20

facts 34:5,8,15,17

faculties 9:20
73.20

Faith 44:20,23
46:5,20 47:4,8
48:15 49:7,12
54:1 67:20

faithful 7:4

fall 10:14

falls 56:9

familiar 69:20

far 10:17 15:24
22:11 24:5
69:19

IFather 4:5,9 5:3
6:22 7:25 18:24
23:1 49:22 56:4
56:19 60:7,13
62:3,25 63:9,22

Feency 1:11 3:12
3:13 39:8,10,13
39:16,22 40:13
40:16,24 41:1
42:10,13 43:16
43:23 45:1,7,17
45:23 46:14,16
46:19 47:8 56:5
56:15 57:8 58:2
58:17 59:6,22 5
61:20,24 62:7,10 |
62:22 63:2,22
64:5,10,14,19
65:3 66:10
67:18 68:1,12
69:4 79:12

Feeney's40:19
44:14 45:10
46:2,8,22 48:15
49:8,12 56:25
57:21 59:2,12
60:8,13,17 61:13
61:17 62:25 '
64:4 65:8 66:4
66:19,24 67:4
71:4.,4

fewer 17:13

field 7:13

figure 42:20 43:8

file 13:9,11,12,14
13:15,18,18,19
14:1,2,2,11,12
15:1,16,20,25 :
16:9,14,15,16,21 |.
17:3,6,12,21,22 |
18:5,11,12 19:24 |:
19:24 21:6,10
23:12 24:9,15,16 |:
37:16 38:24 ‘
39:8,10,12 40:4
40:17,19 47:9,12

Depo Internationai, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@@depointernational.com



Fr. John Doerfler - 11/5/2010
John Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al,

Page 5

51:155:11 57:6
57:8,9,10,21
58:14,16,19,25
59:3,7,12 60:8,9
60:11,13,17
61:13,1762:10
63:1,2,24 64:4
65:8,19 66:4,10
66:19,25 67:5
69:17 70:10
71:4

filed 16:637:16
37:24 38:14
40:1551:12

files 12:13,22,23
13:17,20,25 14:3
14:6,14,22,24
15:6,22 16:17,19
16:22,23,24 17:1
17:11,13,14,16
18:2019:1,10,12
20:9,15,18 21:18
22:23 23:18,20
23:21 24:3,5,24
25:4,20 26:2,10
26:2127:11,18
27:2129:10
30:9,11,16 31:19
36:7,92237:1,3
30:2,1545:11,12
46:22 50:20
51:555:456:14
57:1,7,14 58:6,9
58:21 59:1,16
60:14 61:23
62:17,1964:10
64:14 67:10
70:7

final44:13

finally 19:7

finance 51:13

financial 50:2
SIHEINE

financially 81:16

find 16:7 42:25
62:14
finished 75:10
Finuegan 2:9 3:4
3:64:425:9
26:8,1727:10
28:2,5,8,10
29:24 30:23
31:2032:14
33:7,21 34:3,13
35:2,13,21 36:3
37:17 40:6
41:12,14,15
42:18,25 43:7,18
44:8 46:17
51:20 52:1,14
53:16 54:16,18
55:17,20,25 56:3
56:21 57:12
58:1,15,20 60:3
60:6 62:13,20
63:6,11 64:17
00:17 68:6,9,16
08:21,24 69:2,9
70:15,19,23
71:21 72:7,10,15
72:21,2573:3
75:17 77:20
78:579:16 80:6
first 8:17 31:8
40:18 41:4,5
56:4,8,8,19
60:13 63:20
71:17 81:6
five 30:14,20
49:21 64:25
flight 72:9
flip 56:10,23
flipping 56:11
focus 297
follow 28:23
follows 4:2
follow-up 72:20
follow-ups 72:16

foregoing 81:3
forgot 8:14
form 48:24 80:7
formation 30:8
former 32:22 33:2
35:6
forth 12:20
forward 45:15
forwarded 14:13
52:11 58:24
found 22:25
foundation 34:9
34:22 43:13
44:4 46:25 80:7
four 11:1 12:3
Trl:11,162:13:2
4:1
frame29:1531:17
43:12 51:23
68:18
Franeis 4:7 8:5,8
free 6:6 73:14
74:3
Friday 1:17 2:4
full 4:5
functions 15:10
80:2
funds 51:12
furnished 38:25
further 8:3 62:11
75:14 79:17
80:981:14
future 62:12
fik/a1:9

G
gather 42:6
gathered 39:2
42:8 43;22,23
general 8:13,24
9:1,8,11,13,14
9:21 10:8 12:24
13:12,14 15:9
16:23 17:12,18

30:5,7 34:6 37:6
37:938:647:21
47:22,24 49:24
56:14,22 57:9
generally 17:23
22:15,16 55:5,18
55:22 56:24
70:7
generate 38:12
generated 39:24
geographie 76:1
79:3
geographieal 76:9
76:14,22
give 4:20 5:19,20
38:24 39:2
72:21
given 9:22 46:13
81:8,11
giving 9:18 56:7
god:14 5:8 15:5
15:15,20 17:21
17:22 18:5
25:16,19 38:24
47:8,12 56:20
58:6,9 60:1
63:2565:18
73:2,3 75:8 7919
goes 24:8 40:10
going 5:18 27:20
28:5,8,13 30:7
43:9,14 45:15
55:3 56:4 62:21
63:9,25 69:10
72:22
good 8:16 22:10
gospel 78:20
gotten 69:18
grave 78:22
great 16:4 40:10
Green 1:11,18 2:3
7:259:6,11 11:7
32:23 54:4
66:10 68:14

71:18,19 72:1,3
75:25 76:2,3,6,7
76:10,13,15,16
76:17,20,21,23
77:178:7,8,12
78:1379:2,3,4
79:14,21 80:1
ground 4:14
gronuds 27:9
35:1940:1 41:8 |
43:11,11,12 57:3 |:
63:4
grouping 69:20
Grubbs 60:23
61:11
guess21:4 71:21
79:22
guidelines 47:21
47:22,24 48:6,9
gnys22:3 55:21
56:8,1071:25

. _H
hand 66:1 81:18
handled 45:5
60:11
handling 60:17
handwriting
65:22
handwritten
65:13,18
happened 60:8
61:12
happens 37:10
hard 5:14 32:1
head 36:17 61:6
heads 5:1,1
Health 8:16
hear61:17
held 7:24 8:1 60:5
hereunto 81:18
high 34:7.21
HIPAA 18:6,14
20:11

Depo Iuternational, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@)depointernational.com



Fr. John Doerfler

- 11/5/2010

John Doe 119 vs, Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.

Page

6

hired 11:9
liistorical 24:11
67:7,9,11
history 42:12
hinm-mmm 5:8
hold 8:22 9:7
Holy 8:11 44:20
49:22 50:21
51:2,8,16 52:4
52:12,20 53:1,10
53:18,24 54.25
home 75:22

|
idea 30:16
identical 20:24
IDENTIFICAT...
3:10
identify 52:3
IL1:6
implemented 19:9
important 73:24
incardinated
73:12,18,23 74:6
74:11,12 75:20
75:2576:5
79:13,21
incardination
73:10,13,25 74:1
incidents 39:25
42:17 43:17
inclined 50:18
inclnde 13:13
included 46:4,8
067:22
Incorporation
15:8
index 3:1 15:24
16:4 704
indicate 63:24
indicated 19:24
20:3 36:15
59:17 74:3
indication 59:10

indirectly 12:8
individual [2:12
12:22 13:25
14:7,22 15:12,19
15:23 16:15
18:419:23
20:14 37:9
47:16,19 55:6,10
57:14 73:11
77:16
information
24:10 50:2
62:1564:2,9
66:3 67:7,9,11
67:12,15
initial 11:12 48:5
initialed 65:15,23
initially 66:1
ink 69:11
installed 9:6
institute 73:15
institution 20:6
59:20
instructed 40:22
instructions 4:24
2114
intended 63:22
interested81:16
International
1:22
interoffice 38:7
interview 45:17
59:22
interviewed 67:25
investigation 31:5
52:10
involuntarily
41:13
involuntary 41:6
41:22 42:14
45:8,9,10 46:2
involve 30:12
41:18
involved 24:20

29:2030:131:7
38:17 394 42:2
48:2,8,11,11
50:7 58:3 60:20
61:14 62:19
involvement
60:2471:16
involving 40:13
40:16
issued 48:8
issuing 59:19

J1:212:2 31:6
81:2,22
Jackson 2:10
Jeff2:9 5:9
Jefferson 1:17 2:3
Jeffrey 1:21 2:2
81:2,22
Jo10:22 12:4
Jolm 1:4,11,16
2:13:2,12,13,14
4:1,7 6:12 8:2
8:1010:24 12:4
12:831:5 39:8
39:10,12,16
40:19,23 41:1
42:10,13 43:16
43:23 44:14
45:1,6,10,17,23
46:2,8,14,15,18
46:21 48:15
49:7,12 56:5,15
56:19,25 577,21
58:2,17 59:2,6
59:12 60:8,17
61:17,19,23 62:7
62:10,22,25 63:2
64:10,14,19 65:3
65:8 66:19 67:4
67:18 68:1,12
69:4 70:13,17
71:4,12 79:12

81:13
join45:7
Jones 23:5
Joseph 44:23
judge 8:7
jurisdiction 74:1
74:4,9,19,20,21
75:377:2,6,7,9
77:14,15,23 78:1
78:3

K

| keep 14:3,24 16:4

18:720:21 24:2
27:17 38:847:1
47:1 53:7 73:25

keeping 24.23

kept 13:3 16:18
16:21 18:8
21:12,15,24
22:1331:14,18
50:10,11,14
59:18 70:3

keys 37:2

kid 58:4

kids 25:24 26:2,11
20122 43:23
44:4 68:3,13

kind 19:3,12
21:2338:4

kinds 18:2 20:18

know5:18 11:13
11:19,20,22
12:19,20,25 13:8
13:11,12,23 14:3
14:4,8,11,15,16
14:16,17,22 15:8
16:3,20,22,22.24
17:5,5,17,18,24
18:7,10,10,11,12
18:14 19:4,5,7,9
19:11,13,15,17
20:10,18,19,21
21:12,13,20,21

21:22 22:12,12
22:12,13,24.25
23:1,5,6 24:2,8
28:11 29:18,22
29:22 30:5,6,6
31:8 32:5,6,7

33:11 34:6,18,25

35:2536:11,12
36:13,1637:14
37:15,22,22,23
38:6,6,9,12,20
38:25 39:5,5,18
39:2040:11
41:3 47:18
48:11,20,21,22
48:23,23,24,24
49:10,22,22 23

50:5 52:7,8,8,10 |

53:3,4,5,5,20
54:4,19 57:5,5,7
57:8,9,18 58:5
58:23 59:17,18
60:18,19,19,20

60:20.24 61:5,15 |
61:22 62:1,15,18 |

65:21,25 66:14
67:1,1,2,2,21,22
67:23 68:7,7
69:12,13,22,23

69:25 70:1,2,5,8 |

70:21 71:6,8,10
72:8 74:2,3,5,12
74:16,25 75:1,4
75:4,4,5.6,10,12

76:4,24,24 2525 |

77:1,2,3,7,11,12

77:13,24 78:6,19 |

78:20,24
knowing 35:3,3
kunowledge 12:2

14:23 17:8

36:14 39:17

45:14 50:17

54:17 55:7

Depo International, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@depointcrnational.com



Fr. John Doerfler - 11/5/2010
Jolin Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.
Page 7
58:23 60:11,14 37:14,14,15,23 59:25 41:7 42:14,23 78:9,18,23
60:16 61:10 38:1145:21,23 |looking 72:17 43:3,9 44:2 Minnesota 2:11
71:13,14 72:11 64:6 67:22 looks 56:11,14 46:10 51:17,22 6:13 81:23
79:12 let's 73:18 79:22 69:2070:2,5,12 | 52:6 53:13 minor 27:13,23
Kris 10:25 level 38:1,10 71:23,25 54:15 55:15,24 42:9 52:11
Krueger 10;22 60;24 77:6 lot4:25 5:15 56:2 56:1,18 57:2,22 | minors 29:3,14
12:4 licen 6:15 71:23 58:11,18 60:1,4 30:10 31:1,12
- | licentiate 6:15,17 - 62:163:4,10 35:7 51:15 52:5
L 6:1823247:1 | M 64:15 66:12 53:12 68:20
label 70:12 life 7:4 18:1 73:16 | maintain 14:19 68:4,14,17 69:6 | 78:14 g
lack 34:22 43:12 | §ight 7:6 maintained 11:7 70:11,17,20 minute27:15 60:2 |
43:13 44:4 limina 49:20 12:11,13 147 71:17 72:5,19 69:6
48:23 limited 21:21 31:23 47:20 73:2,4,6 75:14 | minutes 61:16
Lady 8:15 22:11 74:19 56:15,17 64:14 77:17 79:19 62:4
laicization 41:18 78:3 67:10 80:9 miscondnet 17:25 |
43:15,1544:1,15 | {imits 75:3 maintains 49:14 | jnean 10:19 32:21 20:16
44:1745:12,16 | Iine 8:15 27:9 55:5 41:11 63:21 missed 12:4 57:22 |
46:2,9 47:2,11 32:13 35:18 making28:25 67:11,11,13 misstatement
48:16 49:8,12 | Iist30:24 31:3,4,8 | marked 62:21 means 73:10 77:17
59:21 31:11,14 32:5,6 69:10 71:1 meant 22:7 mistaken 72:6
laicized 32:22,23 32:9,1933:3,6 | Mary10:22 12:4 | meet45:18 molesting 26:2,11
36:8,1941:19,19 | 33:11 35:14,17 23:560:23 meeting 45:20 26:22 27:13,23
41:20 45:2 35:18,23 36:2,5 | 6L1LI2 meetings 45:20 29:3,13 30:10
laicizes 48:19 listed 11:220:5 | mass 13:14 meets 49:22 31:1,12 35:7
Las 1:8 2:14 literature 35:1 materials47:7 meniber 39:6 58:4 68:2,13
79:23 80:4 litigation 40:12 67:19 members 49:23 money 51:9 :
lasting 23:2 56:6 matter 2.2 24:13 | ;memo 38:7,10 monitor 75:6 80:1 |:
lastly 6:3 little 8:3 22:6 35:3 | 30:434:637:9 | mentioned 12:4 | move40:2579:6 |
law 4:21 6:18,23 48:4,21 56:11 50:25 51:1,5 17:919:440:2 | moving 40:23
7:2,6 8:4 9:15 | Liturgy 7:7 56:14,22 78:9,15 | miere 34:1 multiple 20:21
10:517:5,9 54:7 | live 66:24 matters 9:14 10:5 | merely 77:8 31:22
54761118 62:8 | 1jving 33:3 35:5 13:16 157,10 Merryfield 40:14 | - —— —
laws 18:6,15 local 9:16 17:24 33:18 62:7 66:3,25 N
20:11,11 53:7 located 15:3,4 55:6 57:6 58:17 71:24 722 name 4,5,6,7
lawsuit 38;16,16 | 1ocation 76:22 61:14 Merryfields 46:14 12:22 13:7 20:5

57:19 58:3,5
LeDoux 10:24
11:20,22 12:4,8
48:10
legal 57:19,20
58:4,17,24 63:23
73:21
legible 65:14
letter 3:12,13 217

locations 13:23

lock 36:23

lodged 32:8

long61:5

longer 18:13

look 18:1922:9
30:3 49:1 56:1
64:13 72:16

looked 18:19 50:3

Matthies 10:25

Mazzeo 2:12 3:5,7
25:6 26:4,13
27:828:1,3
29:1530:21
31:16 32:10,12
33:4,16,24 34:8
34:22 35:8,15,24
37:1139:23

Merryfield's
06:19

Michael 2:9

Mike 42:15 60:1

mind 26:10 33:23
73:25

minister 79:9

ministers 36:2

ministry 76:20

22:2,3423:44
names 12:531:11
33:2 35:5
narrow 77:23,24
nature 48:22 74:8
78:19
necessarily 16:3
63:25 64:1
neccssary 9:20

Depo International, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@depointernational.com



Ir, John Doerfler

- 11/5/2010

John Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.

Page 8

need 6:3,4,7 14:16
20:2022:6,13
35:22 42:25
43:19 55:24
57:574:1579:6

needed 18:13

needing 34:15

needs 74:13

Nepomucene 8:2

Nevada 1:2 2:14
38:1640:14
69:15 70:20
71:12

never 50:3

new 76:5

newspaper 13:13

nod 5:1

uormal 4:25 5.7

normally 38:11
78:1

norms 52:8 53:4

North2:14 6:14

notary 2:2 10:4
81:2,23

notation 23:11
30;25 59:12,18

note 21:9 63:23
77:11

noted 66:24

notes 20:25 21:13
65:4,7,13,18,18
65:20

Notice 3:11

November 1:17
2:44:1343:4
81:5

number §;1 39:19
48:6 67:24 71:3
72:2

numbers 71:20,25

oath4:18
obedience 7:17,20

76:10
object 57:2
objected 27:15
objection 25:6
26:4,13 278
28:1,3,4 29:15
31:16,17 32:10
32:12 33:4,16,24
34:8 35:8,16,17
35:2437:11
39:23 41:8
42:14 43:11
44:2 46:10
51:17,22 56:18
58:11 63:4 68:4
68:17 77:17
80:6,6
objections 3;20
27:2529:4
34:23 52:6
53:13
observation 55:4
obvious 38:9
obviously 19:19
occasions 8:9
occur 45:20
occurred 42:17
43:16
offenders 34:7,20
34:25
offer 76:25
office 9:4,23,24
53:7 54:8 62:9
81:19
official 7:24 10:4
38:1047:22
officials 15:14
37:8
off-the-record
60:5
Oh8:1572:5

— | okay6:8 28:12,18

28:24 31:18
34:19 43:3

58:13 68:17
72:24 7324
74:17 75:8
77:24

Olivia 10;:25 12:5

Once 74:18

ones 11:4 71:25
72:3

opinion 29:12
34:.2,4

opinions 29:21,23
34:5

opportunity 50:6

ordaiuned 6:9 7:17

order 7:5 16:11
18:6 45:13
56:13 59:21
74:11

ordered 42:19
57:6

ordiuary 9:16

ordination 78:19

organization
23:20

organize 19:12

organized 13:6,7
19:9 23:17
55:22 56:25

original 3:11
14:13 37:15
58:23

originals 14:15

outside 14:6 29:25
29:25 74.7,10
75:19,20 76:1,7
76:8,14,22 77:8
77:16,25 78:1
79:2

overall [0:15
11:14,14 12:25
7713

overlooked 69:18

overly 33:24 34:9.
35:2037:11

46:10
oversee 80.2
overseeing 10:2
oversight 77:5

P

packet 3:15 71:18
page3:10 63:14
63:20 70:2
71:19
Pages 3:3,20
paper 20:3 23:23
24:3 37:21
38:12 40:4
papers 57:20 58:4
58:24 59:21
paperwork 42:3
parish 8:2,5,10,11
15;1,5,8,9,10
parishes 47:16,19
47:20,23 487
68:12
parochial 8:2,5
part9:17 45:15
47:9 56:6 67:18
particular 7:4
24:10 25:2
67.22 69:17
74:11
parties 81:15
passed 24:24
25:11
pastoral 49:25
PATRICK 1:11
Paul2:11 6:13
pdf's 23:25
pending 6:5 19:18
24:13,19 26:15
Pens51:9
people 10:19 11:1
12:317:12,13
29:2032:19,19
33:13 64:18
65:21

people's 40:3
perceiver 21:20
22:1,14,21
perceivers 23:15
period 18:10
36:15,16 61:3
65:21
permanent 22:12
permission 38:24 |
74:13,15,17 79:5 |
79:6,8 :
pernissions 9:19
person 18:9,12
36:13 49:6 653
65:3
personal 17:25
77:8,23 78:3
persons 30:7
person's 21:23
23:436:14
pertained 39:22
pertainiug 27:22
62:10 66:10
pertains 28:14,17
37:8
Pete 56:8
Peter 2:12
Peter's51:9
petition41:4,5,6
41:17,21 42:4,7
44:1,17 45:7,12
45:16 46:2,9
47:2 49:7 59:23
petitions 47:11
phone 22:25 :
place 9:12,13 14:4 |
14:15 16:14 :
43:10 50:22
52:25 68:16
placed 16:10
78:17
places 67:9
Plaintiff 1:5 2;11
please 4:6 43:20

Depo International, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@depointernational.com



Fr. John Doerfler - 11/5/2010

John Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.

Page 9

51:25 57:25 prefer 23:23 34:5 30:9,25 31:11 promise 7:17,20 16:9 26:18 :

69:7 preliminary 52:10 | 32:7,18,20,21,22 | 76:9 28:13,1633:22 |

plus 62:24 prepare 45:11 33:2,335:5,6 promutlgated 19:8 | 34:12 35:22

point 17:10 21:23 64:13 36:8,19 37:9 26:7 54:25 43:19,20,21 44:3 |,

25:19 27:24,25 | prepared 49:19 47:11 68:1,11,22 | promulgation 51:24 52:2 ’
38:3 44:6,22 63:17 69:24 70:4 27:18 56:13 57:5,23

73:14,14 74:4 pronounce 52:17 62:24 66:20

45:6,13 65:21
76:12,13 80:1
policies 30:8
47:19 53:17
policy 11:6,10
12:1 14:24 19:5
19:7,10,18 20:23
24:5,7,21 25:10
25:1526:6,25
27:6,1928:17,25
29:8,930:1,2,3
36:7,9,15,19
37:20 40:3,7
47:14,15,22
50:18
poor 26:18
portion 27:6 69:3
position 8:22 9:2
9:510:11
positions 7:24 8:1
9:7 10:7
possible 57:13,17
possibly 43:19
62:9
petential 22:9
potentially 13:10
17:24 39:5
41:18 60;24
powers 9:21
Practically 9:14
9:18
precise 48:25 49:1
precursor 54:13
54:19
predated 11:25
predecessor 60:25
Predecessors 1:10
prefect 44:19,22

preparing 40:23
59:22

present2:16
45:19

preserved 65:14

previous 19:14
60:21

priest 12:21,23
13:7,8,20 14:1
14:19,19 15:16
15:19,20,23 16:9
16:15,2018:1,4
18:2519:12,24
20:3,9,14 21:18
21:20 22:1,9,14
22:21,23 23:15
24:8,14,15,15
25:1,17,20 26:21
27:1136:7,11
37:16 41:18,20
43:15 48:19
55:4,6,10,11
67:870:773:18
73:21,2274:2.6
74:10 75:7,19,21
75:24 76:2,6,13
76:21 77:4,5,7
77:10,16 78:2,4
78:8,13,15,23
79:1,1,21,22
80:3,3

priests 12:12 14:7
14:22 15:12
18:17 19:23
24:4,24 25:10,16
25:20,23 26:1,10
26:14,21 27:12
27:2229:2,13

78:19
priest's 13:10
18:7,14 67:12
78:18
primarily 48:10
74:20 75:11
print 40:4
printed 37:24
38:4,13
prior 27:18 60:15
62:6
privacy 18:7
20:11
probably 27:15
28:1953:5
problem49:2
problematic 16:2
17:24
problems 18:1
Procedure 81:4
procedures 53:17
proceedings
66:22
process 11:14
18:25 29:20
37:6 43:15 45:6
45:1553:4
proclaim 78:20
produnce 42:19,22
42:23 43:6
produced 55:21
56:6 69:14,15
71:1272:1,12,12
production 43:4
56:8 59:25
71:16 72:3
program 13:13

prosecution 61:19

prosecutors 61:18

protect 18:14

provisions 25:11

Pruitt2:13

psychological
18:3,8,15,18
19:15 20:4 59:5
59:7,11,19

public2:3 13:14
13:18 142
16:14,22 32:9
35:739:12 57:8
81:2,23

publicize 33:2,6
33:11

pulled 21:10

purpose 39:1,3
40:21

purpeses 20:20
79:20

put 11:14,17.19
11:22 16:10
19:3,24 54:1
57:21 59:21
62:11 65:7
78:13

putting 20:18
32:5

p.2:5 80:12

Q
qualification
78:17
qualifications
26:19
question 5:18 6:5

68:8 73:7 77:21
questioning 27:9
32:13 35:18
questions 5:23
35:19,2041:8
43:1,14 75:15
80:10
quick 72:16
quinguennial |
49:14,24 50:4,14 |:
50:15 :
quite 73:9

raised 27:25
ran 7:20
rate 34:7,21
Ratzinger 44:24
read 9:15 65:22
reading 81:11
real72:16
really 39:18
reappointed 9:5
reason 20:8 69:13
reasens 20:12
recall 23:19 29:6
29:21 36:16
45:3,25 49:13
50:13 55:2 59:4
59:24 67:2,21
69:1 76:16
receipt 51:10
receive 50:21 51:8 |
received 20:4
receives 15:19
recidivism 34:7
34:21

Depo Internaticnal, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admiun@depointernational.com



Fr, John Doerfler -
John Doe 119 vs, Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.

11/5/2010

Page 10

|

recitation 67:17

recognize 71:20

recollection 56:24
69:22 70:22
71:5

record4:6 11:15
14:23 19:6,23
23:126:25 30:4
43:10 51:13
60:2,8 62:4,11
69:6,12 81:10

recordkeeping
10:3,17 11:5,10
31:747.23

records 12:24
13:2,6 18:4 19:1
19:19,22 20:9
21:17 2221
23:16 40:3 .4
42:8 46:14,18
66:22

rector 8:15

reduced 81:8

relative 16;18
81:14

released 18:9,12

relevance 25:60
26:4 27.931:16
33:4 51:17,22
68:4

relevancy 32:10
33:17,25 35:8,19
40:1 41:9 43:11
63:5

relevant42:15

religious 73;15,21

renmains 75:21
76:2

remembelr 29:11
30:13,15,22 39:4
48:18,20 49:2
57:6 63:3,7 64:7
04:22 651,10
70:971:1

RENO-LAS 1:9

reoffend 33:13,20

required 74:18
research 31:5
resource 10:5
respect 73:12 74:6
respond 45:23
64:5
responded 37:14
responding 38:15
38:17
response 37:16
51:8
responsibilities
9:10 10:1
responsibility
10:18 11:2
75:12
responsible 11:5
restate26:9
restrict 76:20
77:11 78:8,23
restriction 78:13
restrictions 78:17
result45:21

revision 48:11
Ricken 9:6
rifle 72:22
right6:7 12:10
28:21 43:9
45:21 52:19
73:17 75:11
rights 18:7,14
rise 38:10
rises 37:25
Road2:13
Roman 1:7 49:23
Rome 6:14 49:20
room 38:8
rooms 38:24
Rule 7:4
rules 4:14 81:4

S

Sacramentorummn
52:9

sacrantents 78:21

sacred 6:20 7:7,7

secure 12:19

see 24:23 25:1
39:21 44:20
50:21 51:2,8,16
52:4,12 53:1,11
53:18,24 54:25
56:9 63:14

seeing 03:7 70:9
71:1

seek 30:6

seen 18:18 32:1
63:2 717

See's 52:20

seminary 6:11,12
6:13 21:20,22
22:18

send 51:9

sense 5:5,6,11,12
5:21,22 6:121:3
52:23 69:19

sent 15:13 217
42:21 44:12,18
45:21,24 46:1,4

refer 12:16 52:20 | repeat 43:20 retain 23:22,23 54:1 46:19 47:3,7
62:2 51:24 57:25 40:3 salvation 78:22 48:6,10 52:4 ,_
reference 14:17 | rephrase 5:25 retained 18:16 Sanctitatis 52:9 53:10,15,19 64:6 |:
62:12 66:21 25:1329:19 save 72:17 67:17,19
referred 73:9 report 18:11,13 36:10 55:11 saying 21:2,5 separate 16:24
regard35:17 62:5 | 18:1549:24,24 | retaining 24:5 70:16 36:23 50:22
73:7 50:14 59:19 retains 24:9 says 9:16 69:23 61:23 g
regarding29:16 | reporter 1:21 5:2 | retention 14:24 | Scanning23:24 series 13:10 16:24 |
35:1842:9 5:9,16 19:10 22:12 069:16 serve 74:11,13,17
46:15 49:7 reporter's 4:25 27:1 30:4 36:9 | schedule11:15,17 | 77:9
53:14 55:10 reports 18:8 37:20 47:16 51:13 served 8:6,7,8,9
64:14 19:15 49:15 retentions 19:6 | se15:11 17:4 8:11,12 58:6
region 50:13 50:4,15 59:5,7 | Rev3:14 47:22 68:11
Reilly 2:17 10:10 | 064:18,21 65:2,11 | Reverend 3:12 seal 81:19 serves 10:13
36:4 38:22 represent 70:11 review 43:25 seat 9:4 75:25
relate29:13 reproductive 7:9 44:13 59:1 62:2 | second 70:25 serving 10:3 4
related 12:1 15:10 | 7:14 62:25 63:12 71:19 72:21 73:19 74:7,9,18
52:12 request 48:23 67:4 74:1 75:13,1978:9 |
relating 29:1 57:13 reviewed22:22 | secret17:2,4,6,8 79:22 80:3,4 ;
44:14 requested 36:6 40:19 45:10 section 36:18 set4:23 48:9
relationship 74:5 | requests 38:15,17 | 56:15 63:1 Secular 7:4 81:18
i

Depo International, Inc,
{763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@depointernational.com



Fr. John Doerfler

- 11/5/2010

John Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.

Page 11

sex 34:7,20,25
sexual25:12 42:9
51:15 52:5,11
53:12,19 54:24
68:20
sexually 25:24
20:2,11,21 27:13
27:2329:2,3,13
30:10 31:1,12
35:6 43:23 44:4
58:4 65:4 68:2
68:13
shake 5:1
sheet 20:3
sheriff 62:8
shifting 29:7
show 56:4 62:21
63:9 69:10
Shrine 8:15
signature63:15
signed 44:14
65:15,15,23
signing 81:12
similar 54:23
simple 20:3 22:25
38:7 73:13
stmply 78:24
Sister 60:23 61:11
61:11,12
situation 41:20,22
65:1773:18
ship 23:1,3
slips 23:12,13,16
sneak 55:14
Society 73:16
Sole 1:9
sohlicitation 54:2
54:14
somebody 32:5
somewhat 54:23
sorry 57:22
sort11:1013:11
15:9 72:7
sought45:18

souls 78:22
sonnds 69:11
72:11
source 64:8
sources 67:3,15
South 1:17 2:3
space 20:20
speaking 9:15,18
specific 12:18
13;:20 18:12
36:18 39:7
5225
specification
25:14
speculation 33:17
33:20,25 349
35:2043:13
44:5 57:3
spell 4:5
spelled 4:7
spoke 59:5
St2:11 6:12,13
8:2,5,8,10
staff 10:19 39:6
stamp 70:12,12
standing 27:8
32:12 35:16,17
41:7 43:10
start 28:22 72:17
started 9:1 22:17
starting 52:8
state4:5 35:15
36:12 40:24
41:1 76:15
states 19:17
stating 77:20
stenotype 81:8
stop 5:24
stored 39;22
50:23,24 532
Street 1:17 2:3,10
strengths 21:23
strictly 51:2
strike 57:17

studies 8:4 34:25
354

study 31:6

stuff 25:5 57:20

subject 50:25 51:1
51:576:9

subsequent 53:20

substantiated
78:24

successor 53:22

successors 1:8,10
7:22

suit 40:15

Suite 1:17 2:3,10

sums 8:13

superior 10:8

supervise 80:2

supervising 48:12

supervision 81:9

supervisor 12:9

supervisors 10:12

sured:16 14:4,14
30:19 31:24
34:11,1441:12
41:14 52:2,16
55:19 58:2 60:3
65:23 66:15,20
66:21 68:6,10
71:7

sworu4:2 81:6

system 23:25

T
tab 569
take 6:4,6 55:13
56:165:4 71:22
72:8
taken2;1 4:10
61:18 64:18,21
65:13 69:8 81:3
talic 5:15 34:5
talked 25:4 58:21
67:25 77:22
talking 43:1 51:6

task 48:12
technical 22:2,4
technologies 7:10
7:14
telephone 49:6
tell 10:11 12:10
18:24 37:6 71:6
temperature
12:19
temporary 14:10
14:12 18:9
39:15
ten 48:7
tend 5:13
tenure 50:5
term 12:25 44:4
48:18,24 49:1
73:8,9
territorial 74:21
testifies 4.2
testimony 4:18,20
46:12 66:13,13
66:18,23 77:18
81:7,11
thank 6:8 75:14
80:9
That'd 33:20
theology 6:13,20
6:24,25 7.8 8:4
theory 49:21
thesis 7:2,8,11
thing 5:8 6:4
22:11 64:12
things 14:16 16:7
18:2 19:19
22:24 28:22
38:7,11,13 69:21
- 71:1077:12
think 8:13 16:8
20:7 22:8,18
26:18 28:19
48:22 50:18
53:22,25 61:7
71:22 72:15,23

73:24

thinking 28:20

third 13:10,15

three 13:9,17,19
14:1 15:22
19:13 23:21
45:10 46:22
57:7,14 58:9,21
59:1561:23

tiers 19:13 ;

Tim 10:9,12 38:22 |

time 5:7,14 7:21 |
9:218:1019:1!
19:1421:21,22
22:18 29:8,9,15
30:24 31:8,17
40:18,22 43:12
45:19 51:22
53:2560:14
61:3,1562:19
63:1 65:21
68:17 69:8 70:3
71:22 72:8,18
76:17

timeline 8:17

times 4:25 75:21
76:8

Timothy 2;17

title 53:22

T™ 69:23

today 4:18 8:22
9:759:16 61:22
61:22

told 37:1

top 36:16 61:6
63:20

topic 7:15

tough 5:9

track 70:3

transcribed 81:9

transcript 62:3
81:9,12

transfer 51:11

transferred 9:3

Depo International, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@@depointernational.com



Fr. John Doerfler - 11/5/2010
John Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al,

Page 12
treat37:21 40:3 | understanding vocation 22:16 69:15 81:23 Y
treatment 18:3,5 41:17,22 voiced 29:11,20 | wise 3:17 yeah 21:4 23:10
18:18 19:1,22 updated 48:9 voluntary 41:17 | witness 25:7 26:5 28:7,9 30:22 :
20:4,8 21:16 use 38:12 votum42:11 26:14 28:7,9 40:2 41:14
22:20,2023:16 | uses 23:25 43:24 44:7,10,13 | 29:17 30:22 43:20 49:4 ‘
trees 50:2 — 44:18 45:11 31:18 32:11 55:17 57:4,24,24
trial 62:6 66:4,7,9 RN A 46:147:2 33:5,18 34:4,11 62:13 68:5
66:13,24,24 69:3 | vacant 9:4 vs 1:6 34:24 35:10,25 : .
70:14,20 73:4
tribunal 8:7,7 vague 33:24 34:9 37:13 39:24 .
77:19
Trinity 8:11 35:1937:11 W 40241:10,13 | year24:3,14
true 76:19 81:10 | vagueness 43:12 73:2 51:18,24 52:7 27:12.24 29:4
try 5:16 52:15 value21:21 22:11 | waived 81:12 53:14 54:17 Al
\ 30:11 31:2
66:21 23:224:11,23 want 5:24 34:17 55:19 57:4.24 , , )
: ’ 36:13 45:1 48:9
trying 5:5 16:4 25:237:23 41:20 48:7 58:13 62:18 51:8 5321 61:9
42:19 437 variety 55:5 55:18,21 56:923 | 64:16 66:15 venrs 8:24 19:7
62:14 various 10:13 60:4 62:11 68:5.7.19.22.25 | ax. )
- 21515542, 36:15,16 39:19
turn 32:16 35:11 34:24 40:8 65:22 71:22 70:14,21 72:24 : .
43:16 48:0,7
Tutela 52:9 42:23 547 72:8,25 77:18,19,22 80:8 | 49:21 62:24
two 8:9 10:24 Vatican 42:21 wanted 77:11 81:6,8,11,18 6724 713
12:5,7 13:9 54:14 wanting 34:17 witnessed 32:1
16:18 21:1,9 vault 12:13,16,138 45:19 woman 40:15 Z
28:22 70:25 13:3,6,21,22 wasn't 72:12 work 11:13 16:5 | Zubik 9:2 27:3 4
7324 15:4 36:22 Watezak 1:21 2:2 26:6 78:14 79:2 27:5,5 40:22
type 9:16 11:6 50:12 81:2,22 worked 19:11 44:9,11
15:5,23 17:20 Vegas 1:8,9 2:14 | way 5:17 16:7 60:13 68:1 _ _ _
22:1123:8,24 79:23 80:4 22:830:20 working 14:10,12 | - o
46:7 50:23 51:5 | verify 05:24 41:16 56:14,16 14:12 39:15 0461:8
65:11 versus 17:21 57:6 72:4 73:13 76:7,8,14,21
typed 65:12,13,23 | 20:24 41:19 ways 67:13 78:15 1
types 18:2 19:19 | Vianney 6:12 weaknesses 21:24 | works 74:24 10th 43:4
38:11,13 viear 8:2,5,13,24 | week 43:5 world 78:10 10/13/04 3:13
typc“rritten 65:15 0: 1,8,1 0, 1 2, 13 welfare 49:18 worried 33:22 100 2:10
65:16,18,20 9:21 10:8 14:9 | went 18:2520:15 | worry33:12 101 56:7
- 17:18,18 36:1 23:17 255 wouldn't 77:3 .4 1063 71:18
SV 39:16 43:25 79:9,9 1064 71:19
Uh-huh 34:16 vicars 9:3 West2:13 writes 21:8,8 119 1:4
ultimately 40:25 | Video 1:16 2:1 we're 72:23 written 11:6,18 1251:17 2:3
44:13 48:13 VIDEOGRAP..,, | We've33:5 11:19,23,25 1943:16
um-mm 5:8 1:22 WHEREOF 47:25 48:1 1922 54:14,15,16
understand 4;17 | view 17:10 65:21 81:18 wrote7:3,9 62:23 | 196254:1,11,14
4:20 5:24,25 Vineyard 69:25 | wide 19:5 o 54:23
21:234:11 43:3 | virtue 9:23,24 Wisconsin 1:18 X 1964 4:13
66:20 visit 49:20 2:4 8:3 38:16 Xavier 8:5,8 19805 22:18
1984 42:17

Depo International, Inc.
(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@depointernational.com



John Doe 119 vs. Roman Catholic Bishop of Las Vegas, et al.

Fr, John Doerfler

- 11/572010

Page 13

198542:17
19916:9 7:17
1995 6:23
1997 6:24 8:19
1998 8:19

2nd 4:13

2:282:5

2043:16

200111:10 19:6
47:14 52:9,17,20
53:2,3,9,18

2002 60:21 62:5

2004 40:20 41:5
44:18 60:9,11,14
60:15,18 63:1
67:3,5

2005 8:21 9:1 45:3
60:13

200619:8 25:18
26:3,727:2
47:15 59:1

2007 18:21 19:11
19:22 26:6,10,20
27:14,21,24 28:2
28:14,23 29:1,5
30:9 59:8

2008 9:6

20101:172:4 81:5
81:20

2051:17 2:3

253:20

26 3:20

27 3:20

283:20

293:20

29570:5,6

297 69:23

3
303:20 62:24
313:20
323:20
333:20

343:21
353:21
3662:10
373:21
38902:13
393:21

4:55 80:11
41 3:21
42 3:21
43 3:21
44 3.21
463:21
4917:2

a 5

513:21
52 3:21
533:22
55101 2:11
563:22
573:22
583:22

51:172:4 815

9

90s 40:15

67:18

6

623:12
633:14,22
68 3:22
69 3:15

7

733:4,5
753:5,6
773:22
793:6,7

. 8
803:7,22
88 71:1
89711
890312:14

7/25/023:12

9003:12 62:22
9013:13 63:9,12
63:14 66:2,2

9023:1569:11

(763) 591-0535 or (800) 591-9722 admin@@depointernational.com

De¢po International, Inc.






L e ~. T ™. ST UL R O —

S C R C R S CRC S
® 2 & 6 2 O RN EE8E IS EDS - o=

NECC ORIGINAL

J. R, CROCKETT, JR., ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 000068
CROCKETT & MYERS
700 South Third Street

Las Vegas, NV 89101
702-382-6711

Fax: 702-384-8102

- and-

JEFFREY R. ANDERSON, ESQ.
JEFF ANDERSON & ASSOCIATES
366 Jackson Street, Suite 100

St. Paul, MN 55101

651-227-9990

Fax: 651-297-6543

Attorney for Plaintiff John Doe 119

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JOHN DOE 119,
Plaintiff,

Vs,

ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF LAS VEGAS

and His Successots, a Corporation Sole, f/k/a DIOCESE OF
RENO-LAS VEGAS and its Predecessors and Successors,
the CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF GREEN BAY, INC,,

and FR. JOHN PATRICK FEENEY,

Defendants,

Case No. A555265
Dept. No. 11

COMMISSION TO TAKE VIDEOTAPE DEPOSITION

OUTSIDE THE STATE OIF NEVADA

TO: ANY NOTARY PUBLIC OF THE STATE OF WISCONSIN

wf
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YOU ARE HEREBY COMMISSIONED AND FULLY AUTHORIZED to take the
videotaped deposition of: FATHER JOHN DOERFLER, in accordance with the Rules of
Civil Procedure of the State of Nevada, at the law firm of Peterson, Berk & Cross, 125
South Jefferson Street, Suite 205, Green Bay, WI 54301, on the 5th day of November,
2010, at the hour of 1:00 PM, aud on succeeding days until concluded, or at such other
time and places as may be mutually agreed upon by counsel for the respective patties
hereto.

You shall put the witnesses on oath and their testimony shall be recorded by
someone acting under your direction, stenographically, and thereafter transcribed.
Objections to evidence presented shall be noted, and the evidence shall be taken subject to
the objections. When the testimony is fully transcribed, it shall be signed by the respective
witnesses after a full opportunity to make correetions or changes. You shall certify on the
deposition that the witness was duly sworn by you, and that the deposition is a deposition,
and place it in an envelope endorsed with the title of the action and marked "Deposition of
FATHER ROBERT VANDENBERG," and send it by registered mail to J.R.
CROCKETT, JR., CROCKETT & MYERS, 700 South Third Street, Las Vegas, Nevada,
89101.

DATED this ___ day of , 2010,

CLERK OF COURT, CLARK COUNTY

e mmm puﬁ;g

]%eputytounty Clerk ’?/;
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July 25, 2002
The Feast of St., James,
apostle anddarbyr

Most Reverend Bisﬁd?,
To you, my Fabher inChrist, I write with heavy heart but

st:111 hopeful, rxelying on the Promises of Christ and Our Lady‘s

interxcession, .
Please beso kind as to read, or re-read, the enctiosure, It

describes me In many respects.
I just: wrote in some detail my "apologia' covering my 3o-plus

years in the diocese.However I decided to put it adide and send

just this short note.
Please do not take it as any indication of lack of respect

that this effort at typing is quite dimperfect.
I prag for you, Bishop, daily and ask your prayers,..andyour

support at this difficult time in my 1lifé,

Yours in Xto,

M
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CONTIDENTIAL

Green Bay CORY

Cctober 13, 2004

John Feeney

TFox Lake Correetional Institution
PO Box 147

TFox Lake, WI 53933-0147

Dear John:

Grectings in our Lord.

In my lelter of Seplember 30, 2004, I stated thal I had made arrangeinents {o visil you at
TFox Lake Correctional Inslitulion on Wednesday, Oclober 6, 2004. T wanted to meel wilh
you (o explain the eanonical proeess and to make sure thal you were clearly aware of all of
the allegations made against you, and to provide you with the opportunity to defend
yourself. However, Attorney James G. Hodge, your eivil attorney, wanted Lo be present at
the mecting, Since he eould not be there, the meeting was canceled,

Therefore, [ am sending you the following sumumary of the allegations against you.

In July 1978, the Diocese of Green Bay reecived allegations from two brothers, Todd and
Troy Mermryfield, that you allempted 1o (ondie their genitals. At that thne, they were ages
14 and 12 respectively. You were assigned (o 81, Nicholas Parish, Freedom, and you were
visiting e family home. After the boys went o bed, you went to their bedrooms, where
the incidents oceurred. Both boys resisted your advanees. Tn addition to the allegalions
made in 1978, in the course ol the civil ciminal irial, Troy Merryfiefd alleged that you had
fondled his genitals twough his clothing in the context of sacramental confession,

In 1983, you were accused of placing your hand on a young pirl's leg whilc hearing her
eonfession. In addition, you were aceused of showering with the tcenage boys in the
locker room at (he local high school, and exposing yoursel{ 1o a worker who cane to install

an air conditioner in the reelory.

In Oclober 1986, you were accused of bringing drug paraphemalia into Indian Springs
Prisoit in Las Vegas, Nevada in exchange for homosexual favors by Uhree prisoners.

In July 1987, alleged that you fondled his genitals on several oceasions in Lhe
reclories of St. Nicholas Parish, Freedom, and St. Mary Parish Stoekbridge. The incidents

V/N 10\

20, Box 23025 Green Bay WT 54305-3825
920-437-7531 © Fax: 920-135-1330 + wwwpbdioc.org
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CONFIDENTIAL

88 was about 14 1o 17

occinred approximaltely between 1978 and 1982 when @&
years of age.

in 1993, CEREREREIEIE ) lcocd that you had abused her approximately thirty years
earlier. Though 1here is no clear indication of her age at the lime, it appears that the abuse
oceurred about 1961 when she was approximately 12 or 13 years old while you were
assigned lo Holy Redcemer Parish in Two Rivers, Wisconsin, She alleged that you kissed
and fondled her on several occastons in her family home and in an automobile.

In 1994, the Diocese received an allegation from-through his eivil aiomey.
alleged that in approximately 1968 or 1969, you invited him and {wo friends,
and , to spend the night in the reclory at St. Francis Xavier
Parish, De Pere, Wisconsin. Since there were two bedrooms, the two friends slept in one
room, and you asked CONRERES (o sleep with you. alleged that you sodomized
him by force and engaged in oral sex twice. was approximalely 13 or 14 years
old at ihe time. — also believed that you may have abused others. Such abuse
oceurred in the shower of the boys' loeker room at St. Francis Xavier Sehool, De Pere,
W:sconsm In addition - believed that you may have abused and
5. Tn March 1995, “ testified, He eorroborated elemciits of‘
S lesnmony concemning the invitalion lo sleep at the reetory, and that
5 cpl with you. Furthermo testified that you attempted 1o fondle him while
he was sleeping alone with you in the rectory on a separate occasion a few months later,
He was 13 or 14 years old at the time. In addition, you ook the boys to see a sexually
explicit film and asked them sexually explicit questions.

In April 2002, EEEREMESRE liceed that you had fondied and kissed her on one occasion
in 1969 at St. Francis Xavier Parish, De Pere, Wisconsin. She was aboul twelve ycars old

at the lime.

In April 2002, (ERESENEERR allezcd ihat you had fondled him in his bedroom on several
occasions belween 1961 and 1963 while you were assipned to 51, Therese Parish,
Appleton, Wisconsin, -was between 8 and | ] years old at the timc,

In July 2002, n alleged that in 1963 1o 1964 you had fondled his genitals on
three oeeasions, once in the ehureh while preparing for mass as an allar scrver, onee in his

bedroom, and onee while swimming, He was approximately 12 or 13 years old at the time.

In Qclober 2002, QSRR olleged that you had fondled his genifals on one oceasion
while swimming. T]us occurrcd betwecn 1963 and 1965 when he was between 11 and 13

years old. Palso allcged 1hat you attesnpted to abuse one of his [riends in a hotel
when you had taken them on a trip.
in November 2003, (R ¥ allcged that you had fondled his gennals on one oceasion

while visiling him in the hospllal in Chilton, Wisconsin. This occurred in 1964 when he
was ! years okl.

DIOCESE OF GREEN BAY
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CONFIDENTIAL

In July 2004, GRREEET allegcd lhrough his civil attorney that'you had masturbated him
on apprommalely four oceasions al a movie theater in Appleton, Wisconsin. This occurred
in 1961-1962 when he was approximately 4 or 15 years old,

Furthermore, there are Iwelve additional anonymous or third parly allepations of sexual
misconduet with minors. In 1974, Bishop Wycislo reeeived a letler alleging that you had
sexual relalions with a young girl on a retreal.

In October 1987, Reverend David Kiefer, Vicar for Clergy, received a telephone call from
the Chancellor of the Diocese of Grand Istand, who reported.that he had received notice
from an attomey whose unnamed elicnl accused you of making sexual advances loward

him in approximately 1982.

In December 1993, Monsignor Paul Kosarek, Viear General, received an anonymous
phone call. The caller, who refused to jdentify himself, alleged that that you came to his
room and touched his penis in the early 1960s when you were assigned to St. Therese
Parish in Appleton, Wisconsin.

In April 2002, Bishop Banks received a lelier From Bg
many of your viciims.

Bl who claimed to know -

In April 2002, the Diocese of Green Bay received an email from a woman named

¢EEEERA She alleged that her husband told her that you abused him. In the eatly 1960s
when you were assigned to S1. Therese Parish in Appleton, Wiseonsin, you took a group of
boys swimming and fondled them, and her husband was among that group of boys.

In May 2002, the Diocese of Green Bay received an anonymous phone call from the sister
of an alleged victim who stated that you had abused him at St, Francis Xavier Parish, De
Pere, Wisconsin sometime belween 1962 and 1973 when he was about 16 or 17 years old,
He said that others were also abused,

who

In June 2002 the Diocese of Green Bay received a telephone call from G aniaieg
claimed that you abused her brother and 14 other boys at St. Nicholas Pdl‘]Sh I'rcedom

between the years:1976-1979,

In September 2002 Bishop Banks reeeived an email from §§ 28 who alleped that
you molested his brother in 1968 in their farnily home in Oshkosh Wisconsin.

In September 2002 the Diocese of Green Bay received an email from ESiEREERE, who
stated that while he was a school boy at St, Mary Parish in Clark’s Mills, Wlsconsm he

“expenienced soine excmcaanng!y uncomfortable moments™ with you and knows that his
classimates had similar or worse experienees. He did nol elaborate further, and when asked
to meet to diseuss this further, hé declined.

In December 2002, the Diocese of Green Bay received a telephone call from @
&R who said that you abused her son “whlle you were stationed at St. Francis

DIOCESE OF GREEN BAY
o108



CONFIDENTIAL

Kavier Parish in De -Pere_;Wisconsin. You knew (he family and would tuck the boys in
bed. When “was 12 years old, you tried to pet in the shower with hiin, andd
knocked you out of the shower on to the floor,

In February 2004, Bishop Zubik reeeived a letier from BRSncsenamy She alleged that
you had abused her younger brother, S5 in the early 19605 whcn you were assigned to
St. Therese Parish in Appleton, You would appear at the family home aﬂeru had gone
(o bed, and you “just had to nin upstairs quick to see him about something,

In July 2004, Bishop Zubik received a letter from SiRNEERINIE ho alleped that you
fltlemplcd 10 abusc her brother while you were assigned lo St Thcrese Parish in Appleton,
in ihe carly 1960s. You took her brother and other boys swimming where the altempled
fondling occurred. You also Iricd to toueh his geniials in a ear and in the condext of
eonfession, bul he repelled your advanees. There is also some suspieion that a friend of
her brother may have commitled suieide due lo your scxual misconduct.

Y ou are not required (o admil or deny any of the allegations; however, you may do so
voluntarly. If you wish to offer a defense, you must submit it in writing by Novenber 5,
2004. We will then include your statement in the dossier that is sent to the Congregation
for the Doetrine of the Faith in Rome. Iencourage you (o seek the counsel of a eanon
lawyer in preparing your defense, and you may contact the Canon Law Society of America
for a list of eanonists who are able to assist you. If we do not hear from you by November
5, 2004, we will presnme that you do not infend te offer a defense.

I am sending a copy of this letler to your civil attormey, James G. Hodge. As you will note,
1 am marking this as a confidential document.

Sincerely yours in Chuist,

Rur 8 Dol

Rev. John F. Doerfler, STL, JCL
Assistant Chancellor

Canon Lawyer for the Diocese of
Green Bay

C: Atlomey James G. Hodge

P o i
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IN HIS VINEYARD
1868 - 1983

FEENEY, the Rev. John Patrick,
1st of 3 souns of John Patrick F, and Mary J. Roney, bom in Grand
Island, MNeb., January 1, 1927, Education; St. Mary Cathedral High
Scheol, Grand Istand, Nebr.; Netre Dame University, Indiana (1%
years); 1 year of service with the U.S. Naval Air Corps, first at their
Technical Training Center at Memphis, Tenn., and then as a student
under the Naval ROTC Program at the University of Idaho, Moscow,
Idaho; philosophy and 2 years of theology at St. Thomas Seminary,
Denver, Colo.; accepled as a clerical student [or the Diocese of Green
Bay, August, 1950, and assigned to. St. Francis Seminary to complete
theological studies. Ordained by Bishop Bena, cathedral, Green Bay,
June 7, 1952, Assistant in parishes in: Green Bay, St. Joseph's, June,
1952; Kewaunee, January, 1954, Sturgcon Bay, St. Joseph's, Sep-
tember, 1954; Clintonville, June, 1955; Oshkosh, 5t. Peter’s, March

14, 1956; Two Rivers, Holy Redeemer, September 5, 1958; Appleton,
St. Therese's, September, 1961, Chilton, St. Mary's, September 12,
1963; Clark Mills, September 8, 1965 {temporary); Flintville, October
25, 1965; Francis Creek, January 11, 1966 (temporary); Maplewood,
April 15, 1966; Wautoma, June 30, 1966 {temporary), Administrator
of Holy Famtily Parish, Elcho, and St. Mary Mission, Pickerel, August
3, 1966. Pastor of parishes in: De Pere, Si, Franeis Xavier, June 14,
1969 {consolidated school with St. Mary's, 1971; erected new ehurch,
1972); Suamico with mission at Liftle Suamico, June 20, 1973; Freedom, .
June 21, 1976, Temporary administrator of St. Mary of the Seven
Dolors Parish, Stockbridge, Jauuary 3i, 1979. ’




» FEENEY , . JOHN PATRICK

LANGUAGES, ETC

NAME

CATE AND PLACE

OF BIRTH | Grand Iglsnd,.Nehriska, January. 1927
rarents | Jobn Patrigk Feenay = Mary T Pnnpv
High~School:8t.Mary!s High Scheool,Grand Island,Neb.
STUOIES Gollege:Univ.of Notre Dame,ls; Univ.of Tdeho, 1 yr.
CLASSICS

—_— bl;llosgpbx,ﬁz ffbgmga Samjnamz Tenwver, Coln 2 ¥rd

let. 2 years:S5t.Thomsas Seminary,Denver,Colo.
meooey | 2885 2 years; 8t.Frencis Seminary,Milwaukee,Wie.

DATE AND PLACE

ACHIEVEMENTS

o onmmarion | Cathedral, Green Bey,by Bishep S.V.Bona,June 7,1952

DATE APPQINTMENTS

6-10-52 |Ass't at St. Joseph's, Green Bay (Fr. Diny)

‘ﬁhAss’t at Holy Rosery. Kswaunes (Eﬁ Jeeowsied)

BﬂpLLHBSQL

March lﬁ,‘

6 Assistant at St, Peferts, Osukosh (Fn B M MeKeought

Sept. 5,’%8 Assistant at Hely Redeemer, Two Rivers (Fr. Mueller)

Semt.6,'él Assistant at St. Therese, Appleton (Father Wagner)

Sept.12, 163 Assiftant at St. Mary, Chilton (Fr. H. Schmitt)

U.S8.Military service,
1 yr.,3 days(loi4-"'46)

Sept.8, 165 Temporary assistapt at St. Mapy, Olark Mills (Fr. Arens).
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CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF (SREEN Bay
BDX BG
) GREEN BAY, WISCONSIN 54305

September 16, 1983

TO: Bishop Wycislo
FROM: Msgr. Klister
RE : Rev. John Feeney

I had asked that' 2 copy be made for you. Tt was my
intention that you not yet receive this-report until additonal
material was supplied, specifically the report on the meeting
the Persommel Board had with Father Feeney. At that meeting
the accusations were presented to him which he, in part, denied,
and part he couldn't remember. T will be working on the rest
of the report. I you will please return the report I will
add the additional wmaterial to make the report complete.

RMK: lcs J&M\m R\”‘lq;fl )I’\W‘M‘Rn!lw
Ym\h\n va
X

 Ex. 61
[ VI O 14
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September 16, 1983

TO: Msgr., Klister
FROM: Bishop Wyecislo
RE: Rev. John Feeney

1 studied your report on Father Feeney. Is this the
consensus of the Personnel Baord? llas Father Feeney heen
apprised of this report?

. I note that he met with the Pexsonnel Board on Wednasday,
Septembar l4th. To what end?

Am I to act on your memo, or will thers be more informa-
tion coming?

At the Stockbridge meeting, werxe witnesses present to
verify the accusations? In other words, what was the "by-play"
at Stockbridge?

AJW:lcs

Ex. 62
™ 615



Biccear of Benn - Tins Weyno

315 COURY STREET - P, O, DOX 1210

RENOD, HEVAOA 85304 - 1211
THE CHAHCERY {702} 3rh-0r74

Decemher 12, 1984

Reverend Hobert Vandenberg

410 Fast Wallace
Combined -Locks, Wisc. 54113

Dearx FAther Vandenberg:

1,spoke by phone with Father John Feency this morning regarding the
contributlion that this Piocese will make to your retirement Fund, He
tells me that this goes into the LDA.

In March of next year, the Diocese will send to the Diocese of Green
Bay a check in the amount of §494.00, this total amount representing
an on—golng vetivement contribution of $449.00 and a long—term dis-
abilicy contribution of §45.00. This 1s the amount that all parishes
and apencies pay into the retirement and disability Ffunds of our

diocesan and relipgious personnel. )

Would you please let me' know if Che cortribution should be sent to
you at the above addvess. TIf so, I will make sure that our Central

Aceounting Office is so informed.
with cordial pood wishes for a wvery Mervy Christmas, I am

Yours sincercly,

| U
Rev. Mspr, Thomas FHeper

‘Charcellor

JaE
e. Father John Feeney

RCB 00347




THE CHANCERY

RCB 00348

Biocese af Rena - Tns Wegns p ?M

515 COURT STREET — P, 0, BOX 211 JW

RENG, NEVADA 83502 - 121] ffb'

(702) 329-9274

December 13, 1984

Reverend Robert Vandenberg
510 BPast Wallace
Combined Locks, Wisc. 54113

Dear Pather Vandenberg:

I yrote you yesterday councerning the contribution of the Diocese
te rhe retirement fund of the Diocese of Green Bay in reference
te Father John Feeney, 1 presvme you.vwill receive rhar letter,
although I discovered only after it had been wailed that the
name of the town was mispelled. 1 am sending a corrected copy.
in the evenkt that for some raasen you did not receive the letter.

With good wishes, 1 am

Yours sincerely,

QZ\/mu'-/hwr-

Rev. Hspgr. Thomas Meger
Charncellor

Jdf

encl.

T\ Y




Bincese of Reno - fins Bogns K ud
515 COURT STREET - P. 0. BOX 1211 :ﬂ$¢NV?
REND, NEVADA 89504 - 121) 4
e )r"ub

(702} 299274

THE CHANCERY

PDecember 13, 1984

Reverend Robert Vandenberg
410 Bast Wallace R
Combined Lochs, Hisc: 54113

Dear Father Vandenberg:

I wrote you yesterday concerning the contribution of the Diocese
to the retirement Eund of the Diocese of Green Bay in reference
to Father John Feeney. I presvme you will receive that letter,
although I discovered only after it had been mailed that the
name of the town was mispelled. 1 am Sending a corrected copy-
in the event. that for some .reason you did not receive the letter:

HWith pood wishes, 1 am
Yours sincerely,
ftev, tsgr. Thomas Meger
Chancellor

/af

encl.

3 00348
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Hivcese of Renw - Tias Pegas

515 COURT STREET ~ P. O, BOX I21f

RENO, NEVADA 89504 - 1213

THE GCHANGCERY {7oz) J29-927a

December 12, 1934

Reverend Robert Vandeaberp
410 Easi Wallace
Combined 'Locks, Wise. 54113

Dear Father Vandeonberg:

I.spoke by phone with Father John Feeney this morning regarding the
contribution that this Diocese will malke to your relbirement fund. He

tells me that this goes into the LBA,

the Diocese will send to’ the Diocese of (reen

In March of next year,
this rtotal amount representing

Bay a check in the amount of $494,00,
an on—-going retirement contributiom of $449.00 and a Jong—tevm dis-
ability contribution of $45.00. This iz the amount that 21l parishes

and agencies pay into the retivrement and dlsabllity Funds of ouv
diccesan and relipicus personnel.

Would you please let me' know if the centribution should be sent to

you at the above address. If sd, I will make svre that our Centxral

Accounting Office is so informed.
Wich cerdial good wishes For a very Mexry Christmas, I am

Yours sincerely,,

)7’1)L

Rev Msgr Themas Fleger
Chﬂnc31101

far .
" ¢. Pather John Feeney

RCB 00347




N - o ' 410 E. WALLACE
R, COMBINED LDEKS
‘t WISLGNSIN 51113

PRIESTAS OF THE DIOGESE OF GREEN BAY

December 20, 1384

-Rev, John Feeney

St. Frapncis de Sales Parish
1111 Michael Way

Las Vegas, Nevada 89108

Dear Father John:
Merry Christmwas and Hapéy New Year!,

Thank you for your letter of December 12th. I also.received a
letter from Msgr. Heger of the diocese of Reno—Las Vegas stating
that a contribution of $194. wobld e made in your name to the
LBA in January 1985. Please wlarify for me if this contribution
is an annual contributicn, or is this to be applied to your prem-
jum due to the LBA for 19842 Tt is to Yyour income tax advantage
of course, to have your employer contribute directly to the Leo

Society.

The LBA bills quarterly for the $1000. premium per year. Does

the Reno-Las Vegas Diocese wish to be billed in this way, ox do
"they prefer to make a once a year contribution of an amount estab-
lished for the priests in that diocese with the responsibility
for paying the balance falling on yourself? Inh other words,
responsibility for the premium and a billing proceduré should be
alearly established for the future.

For the yearxr 1%84 John, you owe $1000. HNothing has been put inko
the fund in your name. You are urged to pay thig for 1984 to main-~
tain your "pald vup status." If the $494. in January 19B5 is for
1984, we will accept that as a payment for 1984. The balance, how-
ever, shonld be cevered by your check and/or the signing of the

promissory note.

A,copy of this letter is being sent to' Msgr. Meger, 56 that the
two of you can agree on a payment plam: for the future.

Inc1dentally, the Board of Directors voted Fpr an inorease of $50.
-per menth in the pension benefit beglnnlng January 1st. I antici-
pate an increase in the premium afte1 our actuarial study is com-
pletad in 1985, The benefit increase adds an annnal cost of
"$27,000., although we are doing well with ‘our investments.

~le

RCB 00349 . ,:gl




« ,Rev. Feéney
December 20, 1934
Page 2

The presbyterate ‘elected we to another four 'year term on the
Boarxd of Pirectors. As the Treasurer, pray that I don't end
up Iiké Judas. '

With every best wish, I am

Fraternally,

S Rev. Robert H. Vandenberyg,
‘ . Treasurer

RHV/ms

P.S, We have renewed hopes for ‘the Packers, going 7-1 in the
last 8 games.

cc: Rev, Msgr. Thomas Meger v

RCB 00350




Biocese of Remo - Tins Begus

515 COURT STREEV — P, O, BOX 2]}

REHO, HEVADA 89504 — 1211

THE CHANGERY {702) 329-9274

January 17, 1985

Reverend John Feeney

st. Frameds de Sales Church
1111 Hichael HWay '

Las Vegas, Nevads 89108

Dear. Fabher Feeney:
With respect to your question on the dibcesan contributien toward
your diocesen Leo Benevolent dssoclation of Priests' Pension Fund,
it is the policy.of this Diocese that the sum of $494.00 is paid
annually to any Diocese ot religious oider which has’a priest
serving in our Dipcese,  This woney is paid directly to .the Chancery
towards the Priests!' Persion Fond dg,it is Iin your case. Therefore,
the responsibility of any Dther pension funds due, quarterly or -
anmually, te your Dlocese would be your own responsibility.

I trust this clarification has been helpful for yon and that all
is well i your Pastoral work as Associate Bastor at Sk. Francig

de Sales in Las Vegas.
Hishiug-ﬂod's guidanae and blessing upén you, 1 am’
" © Sincerely in Christ,

bty el P

Rev. Gilbert J. Canuel, Jr.
Vice Chancellor

/at .
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ENEVOLENT

SSDOLCIATION FRIESTE 0OF THE DIOCESE OF HREEN BAY

May 10, 1985

Reverend John Feeney

St. Francis de Salle Church
1111 Michael Way

Las Vegas, Nevada 89108

Dear John:

We are in the process of 3 new actuarlal study for the Leo
Benevolent Association, Is it your intention to settle for
vesting rights at age 70 for service in the Diocese of Green Bay,
or do you intend to maintain full participation in the L.B.A.?
To be eligible for pension and disability henefits a member must
be a paid-up member in good standing. You are in arrears for
$1000.00 for 1984 and by June of 1985 you will owe an additional
$500.00. The interest rate for 1984 will be 9. 6% determined by
our rate .of return for that year.

We request your immediate response as tb ybur participation in
the Leo, and hopefully your check so that oux actuarlal study can

be made with accuracy.

It was good to ses you a few weeks ago.

With every best wish, I am

Fraternally in Christ,

Rev. Robert H. Vanﬂeierg,

Treasurer, Leo Benevolent Association

RHV/ms

ce: Magr. Thomas Meger V//(
Diccese of Reno - Las Vegas
. Rev. David Kiefer

RCB 00352




Biocese of Reno - Tus Begus

315 COURT STREET — F. 0. BOX 21

REHO, HEVAOA 83504 - 1211
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*« "THE CHAHCERY

{702) 229-9z274

~Hay 16, -1985

Raverend John Feeney‘ )

"5k, Francis de’ Sales Church : )
111X Hichael Way

+Las Vegas, Nevada 89108

Pear Father Feeney:

'We have veceived a copy of the letter sent to ybu by Father Hobert

H. Vapdenberp, Treasurer of the'Lcu Benevolent Association, informing
T you that'ynu are in arrears of 51,000 for 1984 and by June, 1985 you
uill ove an additional $500.00 as part of the assbciation's retire-
ment program for the Diocese of Green Bay.- It is bur poliey that
$442.0G b2 paid for each yéar of service to your diocesan pension
_plan as well as an additional $§45.00 for long-term benefits for a
total of '$494:00 per year paid inte your LBA diocesanrpension plan.

‘This wouey @gues directly from the parish’ln which you are serving;
therefove, T prasume that Hsgr. LzVoy has already paid the 1984-85
» fiscul year Diocese of Keno-Las Vepas portion of the $494.00 rowards -
. Yeur, pension and disability benefits and will again, at your regquest,
b the sdre For the 1985~ 86 fiscal year beginning July 1, I98B5. T
would suggest that ybu check with lspgr, LaVoy to make sure that

this has been done for the 1964-65 fiscal year, if not, it should be
taken care of as soon as possible.

If there dre any further questions onthe matter of our own participagion,
please f&cl free to call pur Financial Director, MNr. Phil Ries, wha will
be able o assist you and Further answer any quescigns you may have.

*

”Nith'evEfy best wish and God's blessing, I am
Yours sincerely,

Mot J Gl S

fleyerend Fa'ﬂer Gilbert J, Canual, Jr.
Viee Chancellor

fdf
c. Leo fenevblent A“sDc1aLlcn

R(H30d353 Hsgr. FElwood LaVaoy
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THE cHAHCERY (r02y 31to-9174

Jonpary 14, 19286

Reverend, James J. Setelik, Jr,

Holy Family catholic Church

4490 Hountain Vista

ILas Vegas, Nevada 8512}

Dear Father Setelik:

In responding to your good letter of Janpary 8th, Y must say that I was really
unaware of the extent that you and Fathér Tom Phillips have baen involved with
the Juvenile Betention Facllities in Clark Covnty, but Y spplaud your initlative
and I am grateful for what you apparently have been able to accomplish at Spring
Hountain ¥Yputh Camp, duvenile Hall and Child Haven. ' Of course I am mindful of
your academic background in criminology at Florida State University and your sub-
sequent practical axperiepnce before coming to Nevada, which have undophtedly
served you wall,

At the same time Y understand that, wlth the appeintment of Father John Feepey to
full-time detention ministry in Clark County, you “do not wish to infringe ox hao
counter-productiva te his minlstry in service to the Church in Revada." syt I
could not impgine how your interest and efforts in this apostolate would in any
way be countar-productive, and I am sure that your continued contribuotion would
be much appreciated by Father Feeney. The nature of the situation would natur-
ally call for the coordination of the efforts of all involved, apd I trust that
& moidug ‘opérdridi will spon be effected to the satisfaction of averyone and to the
tqood of this vital mipndstry, This Is certainly one case where Y cannot see less
being hetter. .

Kith all good wishes, I am

Sincerely in Christ,

HFMeF: kit Most Raverend Horman F., {cFarlapd
) Bishpp of Reno-las Vegas

cc: Rev. John P, Feenay
Rev. Thomas P, Phillips

RCE 000395
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ST. BERNARDINE CLINIC

January 1G, 1987
GONFIDENTIAL

Bishop Adam M#ida, J.C.L., J,D.

Diocese of Green Bay . . . . i
Box 60 Re: Rev. Jolin P. Feeney
Green Bay, Wleconsin 54305 SLY #11646

. Deax Excellancy:

This letter will serve to document our evaluation of Father John Feeney, a 00 year
old priect from the dlocese of Green Bay who wWas reocently here at the St,
Bernardine CGlinile for evaluation, The evaluation wags arranged by Father David
‘Kiefexr. It was preoipltated by the events of October, 1988, At that time
rather Feeney was serving in Las Vegas in the diocese of Reno-lLas Vegas. He was
accused of hrlnglng drug paraphernalia, alcohel and artioles of women's elothlng
into a prison where he was servipg as chaplain. He denies doing this on a
volitional basis hut allows the poseibility that such contraband items may have
been included in some of the many packages thal he would brimng to prisoners. Tt
was further alleged that he brought these articles into the prison in axohange
for sexual favors with inmates, It is our understanding that as many as three
prisoners were wlilling to testify that this was what happened. Father Feensy

. denied this and helleved that he did not have any psychological or behavioral
problem. When the matters mentioned above became publio, Bishop MoFarland
removed his faculties and supggested that he return to hils own diocese. These
oirecumstanoes certainly arpued for a thorough psychological and emotional aval-
uation pending any further assignments for Father Feeney.

Father Yeeney arrived bere in Suitland in late December and underwent a comprehen-
sive agsesspment process, Although he did not believe he had a problem he was
friendly and superfioially ccoverative, doing all that was asked of him, When
asked for details of his sexual behavior he tended to answer with explanations or
generalities rather than a simple sharing of Facts. Ne said he had been subjected
to Innuendos about his sexval behavior while in Green Bay. "Upon close and aggres-—
sive questiening he admitted that in fact he had touohed at loast a couple of
children improperly but he ocould not see the relevancs of this history to the
current evaluation effort, Huwnan behavior derivés fFrom a wilde range of Influences
and motivations. 1In aseessing behavior that i1s problematic we use as wide angle an
approach as pessible. Our assessment protocel iIncludes the fellowing elements:

21208 Brooks Drive—Suitland, Maryland 20746-5294—(301) 567-3700 . EX. 88
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1. Structured interview by three members of the professional staff inoluding a
psychlatrist,

. Physical and neurologioal examination,

. BRlectrocardiogram (EKG),

Chest x-ray,

Eleotroencephalogram (EEG),

Computerized tomopgraphic brain scan study (CT brain scan},

.  Neuropayohological testing including Wechsler Adult Intslligence Scale,
Wechsler Memory Scale, Halstead-Reltan Neuropsychological Battery, and Miunné-
Multiphasie Personality Inventory,

3. Informal meetings with current resldents in the Sailnt Luke Institute rehabili—

tation progran,

9. TFormal paychologlcal interview with mental status examlination,

10. A dexamethasone suppresslon teat.. This is a biochemical challenge teat-whioh
measures the way the pituitary gland controls certain adrenal functlon. Posi-
tive test correlates highly with depresslons that have a strong blochemical
component and are frequently helped by antidaprassant medioation.

On January 9, 1987 after all of the elements of the evaluation had been acoom-
plished our team met with Father Feeney and shared our findings with him along with
our recommendationg., A great deal of Information is shared at this faedback ses-—
‘on and we hava found it useful to provide the person being evaluated with a copy
* the ‘report. Golng over it away from the emotional Intensity of the evaluation
setting can help them to use the Information to maximum advantage.

PSYCHOSUCIAL HYSTORY: Father Feensy Is the oldest of three boys, lle was born

into an intact family in JYowa. Both parents are deceased
but he maintains active contaot with his brothers. His Ffather 1s described ag a
"good Irish Catholio” who drank to excess. His drinking caused talkatjiveness and
occasional embarrassing behavior but did not result in abuse of either hia mother
or the children. Father Feeney believes that his alcohol habit may have hindered
the famlly bettering itself financlally, His mother on the ether hand is described
as a “saint” about whom Father Heeney cannot recall any faults. MNe credits her
patience with keeping the famlly together. He remembers her as nurturing, loviag
and falr in disciplinary matters.

No partioular trauma is noted through childhood and the early school years. He did
wa)l academically receiving As throughout elementary sohool and highschool. He
says that he had many friends and enjoyed sports. In the latter part of WW II he
antéred the V.S, Navy in a V-12 officer training program. This took place at the
iUniversity of Idaho. With the ending of the war he was mustered out of the Navy in
July of 1946 and entered seminary training, Ho was originally in a Nehraska
diocese but transferred to 1the Green Bay diocese and was ordained in 1962,

In his 30 years of priestly service in the Breen Bay dicoese he had approximately
14 parochial assignments, He was aggressive and foroceful and pot things done but
he was also known as a polarizer of parishes. On more than one occasion he was
>ved at the request of the pator but later on when he himself hecame a pastor the
16093@ had to move hin three times because of complalnts from parishonars. FPather
Feeney does acknowledgs traits of abrasiveness and arrogance but he tends to regard
the various Interpersonal troubles he has had as khe responsibllity of others
who did not know how to pget along with him. He knows how te relax and enjoy
himself and In regent years has taken a major trip almost every year, golng to such
places as Indla, an African safari and so forth. MNe is also an avid sports fan.
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In 1983 the dlocese of Green Bay suggested to Father Feeney (hat he find work in
another diocesa, Because he had famlly living in the Las Vegas area he applied
there and was given an assipgnment. At first he was assigned to a parish but he . .
soon got involved in prison ministry. He found this rewarding and gratifying and
eventually was servieilng several facilitles, 1noluding some juvenlle detention
centers. Tather Feeney explalned hils move to Nevada as his wish and minimlzed the
difffoulty in Green Bay and the desire of the dioocese that he go elsewhere.

ALCOMOL USE KISTORY: Alcohol excess is such a common phenomenon in our oultuxe

’ and the disinhiblting propexrties of alcohol on hehavior so
well known, that we are careful to include an alcohol use history as part of our
evaluatlon, As noted above Father Feeney's own fathaer drank to excess at least on
occagfon, In addition Father Feeney believes that one of his brothers has a
problen with drinking. Hia father's trouble impressed him so much that he made a
promise to himself thalt he would nct do the same thing. Iu fact, he has been a .
minimal drinker throughout his life. He is not totally abstinent ‘but can recall no
experiences of intoxlcation and 1t is our opinion that alcohol or other drug use is
not a contributing faotor in his preblems.

SEXUAL: DEVELOPMENT HYSTORY: Because of the nature of the referral extra ocaro

was taken in reviewlng the development of Father
Feeney's sense of hls own sexual nature, WHhat Follows includes Informatlon of an
intensely personal and sensitive nature. I¥ts.inclusion however 1s necessary to
Fully prasp the extant of Father Yeemey's sexual difficulties. We trust that it
will be treated with the confidentiality that such sensitive material regquires.
Pather Peeny recalls no unusuwal early sexual experlences. He Was not abused as a
child. He experliehced some mastnrbatlon conflict beginning around age 12 but
through the counseling of a prlest resolved thils In mid adolescence. In hlghschool
and during his brief Navy career he dated oocasionally and enjoyed the company of
women. Some time after ordinatlon, around age 30, he hecame aware of some sexual
attraction to other men, He experienced some conllict and apprehension over this,
A 1ittlo later on he was able to dlscuss his emerglng feelinge with some other
priests and eventually came to terms with his orlentation., Complaints arose while
he was still serving in Green Bay about his behavior with some children. They wera
not terrlbly spegiflc but some parents thought it inapproprilate that he showered
with voungsters and engaged Iin certain forms of rough-housing. After considerable
pointed questloning he was eventually able to acknowledge lnappropriate sexual
activity with between five and ten chlldren over a period of time. The youngest of
thess was 15 and they ranged upward in age to 18. The behavior consisted of
genltal touchlng and Father Feeney tended te minimize 1ts Inappropriateness by
denying aotual intercourse. As noted at the outset of this report, Father Feeney
was aooused of sexual behavior with prison Inmates and he eventually acknowledged
at least two Ilnstances of genital touching. In addition to these complaints the
bishop had recelved accusaticns by parents of improper touching of children by
their parents, and Iinthese instances the children were between the ages of 12 and
16. What Is clear is that there have been reourrent episodes of inappropriats
sexual behavior with children extending over many years. Father Peeney's assertion
that he 1s GO now and his age argues against any repetition of such behavior is
simply Invalid. Some of these complalnts have stemmed from behavior as recent as
“the last oouple of years. Both in actual practice and in terms of fantasy life
there 1s ample data to support a diagnosis of ephebophilia, that is, sexual attrac—
tion to adolescent children, The fact that Father Feeney also finds adults
gexually appealing does not rule out this diapnesis.
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PHYSICAL EXAMINATION AND LABORATORY EXAMINATION: There are a varlety of

-physical factors and nmetabolio
11Inesses that can affect behavior and we include a careful physical evalnatlon as
a part of our assessment prolocol. Father Feeney's medical history is gquite '
benign. He has not been hospitalized. ie takes no mediclne nor does he smoke. He
has generally enjoyed good health., While with us he received a thorough physical
examination by Dr. Davlid Isaacs, our consultant in internal medicine. On examina-
tion he was noted to be 069 inches tall with a weight of 192 pounds, His tempera—
ture was 97.4, hls pulse 76, and bis blopd pressure was 112/70. Examinatlon of the
head and neck was normal without evidence of Iymphatie or thyroid pathology. Chest
and cardiac examlantions weve normal. The abdominal examination showed neo liver or
other organ enlavgment., There was no evidence of hidden gastrointestinal bleeding.
There was a mnild perirvcotal dermatitis for which he was prescribed some Hydrocorti-
gone cream. The neurologic examinatlon was negative with symmetrical reflexes and -
good coordination., Scattered-moles were noted on his back, Chest x-ray and BKG
were both normal. An extensive laboratoery review was performed ylelding results
almost entirely within normal limits, S8ipnificant normals inoluded blood sugar,
serum electrolytes, liver enzymes and tests of Kidney and thyrold funotion, He wasd
noted to have positive antibody to the Hepatitis A virus sugpgesting some exposure
to this infectious agent in the past. Speolal tests were done of those hormones
asyociated with sexual function and they were all entirely within normal limits.
His serum testosterone was 506 nannograms/deciliter, in the middle of the normal
vange whioh goes Erom 360 to 950, The HTILV-5 antibody test was negative. The
toxicology screen showed mo substance of abuse present in his system. The dexa—
methasone suppression test yas negative with both 4 PM and 10 PM post suppression
values well below 6 micrograms/deciliter. Overall Father Feeney, whe appears
younger than his stated age, was considered In gocd physical health.

NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL EXAMINATION AND PERSONALITY ASSESSMENT: The human brain is

the organ of the body
respongible for the highest level of integratfion of both experlence and hehavior,
For this reason we are most careful in-assessing lts state of health. 'To this end
we use the CT scan, the EEG and an extensive battery of speclalized tests. Rith
regard to the CT scan the radiologist noted a minimal asymmetry of the tips of the
frontal lobes, the left being sllghtly larger than the right. Thero was no evi-—- .
denca of tumer or abnormal blood flow and this was basically a normal scan.
Simllarly the EEG was normal. Enhancement procedures did not alter this record.
The neuropsychological tests indloated Father Feeney to have a Verbal ID of 120,
Performance IQ of 110 and a Full-Scale 10 of 11%, putting him in the superlor range
of basic Intellectual endewmeni, An inoldental finding was crossdominance with
Rather VYeeney belng right-handed but tending to be dominant in his left eye. The
neuropsyohological results basically indicated no pattrn of impalrment or signifi-
cant deorament in braln function. One of the sub tests of the WAIS, the pioture
arrangement task, produced a relatively low score. This was suggestive of a
certaln degree of vlsual inattentatliveness which may relate a bilt to a perceptual
style commented upon below. His verbal memory was very good with espeecilally good
delayed recall. A test of abstract thinking and logical problem =zolving capaolty
was in the mildly impaired range, This finding would probably not translate fto any
difficulty in day te day function., Special tests of frontal lebe functlion were
within normal limits. This is especlally significant given the inhibiting role of
the  frontal lobes in modulating behavior.

The personality assessment Ilnstruments yielded some useful ‘information. The Draw a
Person Test produced figures of striking immaturity. Our Interpreting psychologist
suggested that this was conslstent with a substantial psychosocial developmental
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lag. Q@liven the degree of trouble that Father Feeney has been in, a striking
finding on the projective measures was that he was remarkably frea from streas, He
seemed to have no Inner turmoil or disturbance. Thlg of course was entirely
congistent with his repeated statement that he did not see himself as having a
problem. In terms of perceptual style he is what 1s known as an underincorporator.
That 1s a person who does not take in all of the relevant information in a glven
aocial situation, This perallels the visual inattentiveness clted above. This of
coilrse 13 very consistent with hils interpretation of problematlc behavior whiech i1s
at such varlance with what has been seen by others. Test reslts indicated him to
be an independent man without much need for affeotion. He 1g lmpulsive and aots
pronmptly on feelinge with little need to conform his hehavior to the demands of the
environment, When a need is felt 1t tends to be aoted upon and gratified ‘quickly
without muoh demand to placate an internalized value system. Although lmpulgive
and opportunistioc he was not seen as predatory. He does not harbor deep resent—
monts or large stores of hostility. It is more a nmatter of. helng nonempathlo and
unable to put himself 1n another person's place and ses things clearly from their
point of view. dQiven this psyohological structure 1t 1s easy to understand how
Pather' Peeney could have such a history of interpersonal difficulties.

DIAONOSIS: Axis I: Epheboplillia {sexual altraction to adolescents}.
Axls II: Antisoclal personality. .
Axls IIX: No physiecal i1llness.

RECOMMERNDATION: Glven all of the information at our disposal and the evaluvation

findings olted above, 1t 1z oux view that Father Feeney, despite
having a dlagnosable sexual disorder, 1s untreatable. At this peint he appears
totally unable to aoknowlodge the exlstance of & sexual bshavioral problem and is
unmotivated to work on something that he doesn't believe exists. He had stated at
the outset of the evaluatlon that If inpatlent treatment were recommended he would
probably leave the active priesthood. In the evaluatlon feedback sesaion he asked
what our recommendation would be regarding assigmments. I said that was your
decislon, Bishop Halda, and that we would restrict our comments to c¢linlcal obser-
vation and analysia. It 15 our vieiw that Pather Feeney is at great risk for acting
out again. Not only doss he not acknowledge the problematio nature of his
behavior, it ls clear that 1t has been repetitious over a perlod of several years.
To -forestall dire conseqguences to himself, the diocese and others, 1t is our
recommendation that he not be alone in the presence of anyone under 18, particu-
larly males., The drug Depo-Provera has some potential usefulness in reducing
sexual acting out but Father Feeney would be unlikely to cooperate in the admninils-
tration of this ocomplicated drug.

We deeply repret that this evaluatlon dld not produce more constructive recommenda-—
tiong. Hopefully what we have learned and conveyed with you in tha report will
provide a basls for dialopue and discernment so that a coursé of action may be
taken whlch will serve the needs of PFatheor Feeney, the Qreen Bay dlocese and the
faithful. We stand ready should you seek any further clarification regarding ocur
comments or posltion.
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Thank you very much for your trust in ué., We ask for your conéinued praye%a in

support of our work and those we serve. ) St
) e e |,."i'- v R T T A B4 RN e

Respectively,
. . “ﬁ,_.-»——*—’
Frank Valcour, H D
: AR Medlcal Director
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CC: Rev. Joseph P. ?ééné&’ et N i
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RIGHARD W. THOMAS, M.D., INC.
CHERYL C. FULLER, PH.D.
ERNEST C. NOSAR!, M.S.W.
AMELIA D. LASERNA, MDD,

March 27, 1987

Reverend David Kiefer
Diocese of Green Bay

Box 66

Green Bay, Wisconsin 54305

Re: Father John P. Feeney

Dear Father Kiefer:

114 EAST HUHTINGTOH DRIVE

SUIYE A

ALHAMBRA, CALIFORHIA 91801

IB1B) za4-2348

PEYCHIAYRY, FAYCHOLOGY
& PSYCHOTHERAPY

After seeing Fr. John Feeney four times and. reviewing the report from
the Saipt Bernadine Clinlc, I have come to the following conclusions:

1) Fr. Feeney has had most of his Life a homosexual
orientation.

2) He has definite narcissistic traits. He believes
" his ways are correct and 1s truly surprised when
someone seems to. differ with him. This tendency
has led him. to do things which others see as
Inappropriate, such as being too aggressively
pedantic In his pastordl duties and, on other
occaslons, too physically friendly. Tt has also
led to what most people must see as an uhbellev—
able naivete.

3) These deviat1ons have led to. mis:nterpretat1ons,
- . in my opinion, By both church and. prisen author-
Y ities, and by the clinic he recently attended.

4) He now has develpped sufficlent motivation to try
.to change these ‘very troublesome sources ‘of
clashes with varicus authorities. A very impor-
tant part of this motivation 1s hils very strong
faith in dod and the Catholic Church, -apd in his
duties as a priest and belief ii the authority of

" the Church. Anothef part is a sincere wish to
help people.. . '

"My dlagnoslh-ls Narcissistic Personality Disorder.

-
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John P. Feehey
Page 2

The recommendation for treatment is for ¥Fr. Feeney to get involved
either with me or another therapist familiar wlth treatment of narcis~
sistic personality. There i1s no need for medication at this time,
including any hormonal treatments, since I believe that he has suffi-
cient motivation to seek help with any sexual Impulses from his psycho-
therapist or hls spiritual counsellor or both.

Prognosis is good I he continues long enough In treatment, which seems
to me ‘to be at least one year and probably two years. Further prognos-
tic considerations as far as his being apt to glve into sexual impulses
are that he has.not done so in recent years, and Included in this are
the alleged activities at ‘the prison in Las Vegas. 1 have a tendency
to believe hils story that he was set up and was very nalve about the
foibles prisonérs are prone to and was not Involved In sexual activities
there. He claims to have not had any sexual activities for ten years .
and that the recent problems have been misinterpretations of his intent
and his statements in addition to hls tendency to be too physically
afféctiopate. He now is attempting to see how others would see this as
1nappropriate and 1s wotlvated to work on it.

‘In saying that I differ with the viewpoint and -recommendation of Dr.
- Yalcour of Saint Bernadine Clipic for this man, I do not wish to imply
that the workup was incomplete or that the clinic has not helped others.
I know that the clinic has help a great deal. Howaver, Fr. Feeney is'a
very unusual map. It is unlikely that a man with his personality
.should even have become a priest, let alone be so motivated to continue.
It would have been an unusual event for them to deal with such a priest.

I belleve it is true that he is atiracted to adolescent males, but that
is not the primary diagnosis, and also wnot his primary sexual orienta-
tion in that he {s equally dttracted to older males. 1 also do not see
Fr. Feeney as at risk of acting out with children or adults. This
sexual attractiop does not seem to have the driveness of the pedophile,
but his sexual difficulties were more opportunistic. As I have said, I
‘=belieVe he will use-‘pthers to help control any such urges at this tlme
aand does not represent a threat. I partlcularly differ with the diag-
" ‘nosls of antlsoc1a1 personglity. He 15 very aware of right and wrong,
.{'and 1s anxious to follow his conscience's dictates. I believe that his
" ‘apparent lack of anxiety led to this diagnosis, which I feel is. incor-
rect. I see him as having a more immature personality and more immature
ways of handling anxiety than the antisocial personality has. If he
- 'will allow himself to really get :invelved in Psychotherapy, he can
learn to perform in a much more mature manner.

If further information or impressions are needed from me, feel free to
call me. Thank you.

Sincerely Yours,

ot f YT e

St - Rlchard ¥. Thomas, M.D.
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