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INCORPORATION.

' CHAPTER 62.

An Act to create the Roman Catholic Archbishop
of Vancouver and his Buccessors in Office a

-Corporation Sole.
- L [12th Marok, 1909.]

HEREAS the Roman Oatholic Diocese of New Westminster
~_ hes been raised to an Archbishopric and changed from the
City of New Westminster to the City of Vancouver:

And whereas the Roman Catholic Bishop of New Westminater,
and his suécessors in office, were by chapter 62 of the Statutes of
the Provinee of British Columbia, 56 Victoria, 1898, created a
corporation sole:

And whereas there is now standing registered in the name of the
said corporation sole a great deal of real estate:

And whereas, Bishop Dontenwill, who was the Bishop of New
Westminster at the tims of the change of Be¢, and who became the
first Archbishop of the Archdioc
il e

. ~=Anyl whereas, th
the vacancy of the
Arehbishop of Vancouver, and his successors in office, may be created
a corporation eole, and that all the real estate vested in the Roman
Cathollc Bishop of New Westminster, as a corporation sole, may be
declared to stand vested in the ‘Archbishop of Vancouver, as a cor-
poration sole:

And whereas it is expedient to grant the prayer of the gaid

petitioner:
843

has ted a petition, praying that the
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Therefore, His Majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the
Iegislative Assembly of the Province of British Columbia, enacts
o8 follows:—

1. The Roman Catholic Archbishop of the Archdiocese of Van-
couver for the time being, and his successors in office, duly nomin-
ated and appointed as such Archbishop, according to the usages
and rites of the Boman Catholic Church, shall be a corporation
sole, with perpetusal snccession, under the name sad style of % The
Roman Catholic Archbishop of Vancouver,” with power to acquire

Land, power to hold. and hold lands; and all lands, real estate, tenements and heredita-

ments hereinbefore granted, conveyed or devised to, or which here-
after shall be granted, conveyed or devised to the Roman Catholic
Archbishop of Vancouver, shall be vested in the said corporation
sole, subject to any trusis affecting the game, with power, subject to
o]l existing trusts, to sell, convey, lease, mortgage, or otherwise deal
with the same, or any part thereof.

2. All property, real or personal, now vested or standing in the
nume of the Roman €atholic Bishop of New Wesiminster, as a cor-
poration sole, is hereby declared to be vested in the Roman Catholic

*- Archbishop of Vancouver, as & corporation sole, and the said the

Roman Catholic Archbishop of Vancouver, as a corporation sole,
may gell and convey ihe said property under the name and seal of
the Roman Oatholic Archbishop of Vancouver.

(6.) No contract or engagement entered into by or with the
Boman Catholie Bishop of New Westminster, and no lNMability
incorred by the Roman Catholic Bishop of New Westminater as a
corporation sole, shall be affected by the vesting of all property, real
or personal, now vested 6r standing in the name-of the Roman
Catholic Bishop of New Westminster as a corporation sole in the
Roman Catholic Archhishop of Vancouver, and all contracts entered
into and all obligations and liabilities incurred by the Roman
Catholic Biﬂwp of New Westminster shall devolve upon, be blnding

8. Upon a vacancy happening in the office of the Romsn Catholic
Archbishop of the Archdiocese of Vanconver the person who ghall
for the time being be appointed, according to the nsages and rites
of the BRoman Catholic Church, to administer the affairs of the
Boman Catholic Church in the Archdiocese of Vancouver, shall have
entire control over the rents, isswes and profits of the real and
personal property of the said corporation until the nemination and
appointment of another Archbishop in manner named in section 1
of this Act

MR
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4. In the event of any person or corporation being entitled, dur- Admialstrator,

ing a vacaney in the said office, to demand from the Boman Catholic
Archbishop of Vancouver, or from the Roman Catholic Bishop of
New Westminster, a conyeyance of real estate in pursuauce of an
agreement duly entered into between the said peraon or corporation
and the gaid corporation sole, then the person who shall for the time
being be appointed, according to the usages and rites of the Roman
Catholic Church, to administer the affairs of the Roman Catholic
Church in the Archdiocese of Veancouver, iz hereby authorised.to
execnte and deliver to the said person or corporation a deed of the
gaid lande in accordance with the terms of the sald agreement, in
the name of the Roman Catholic Archbishop of Vancouver; and the
siid econveyance shall be a valid transfer of the said lands as if made
Ly the Roman Catholic Archbishop of Vancouver.

8. This Act may be cited as “ The Roman Catholic Archbishop of snort titie.

Vancouver Incorporation Aet.”

VICTORIA, B. O
Printed by Riopans Wowrssoesx LB.G., V.., Prioter o the King's Most Exosllant Majesty.
008, e
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o

CHAPTER 69

An Act to amend . The Roman Gathohc Archbishop
of Vancouver Incorporation Act.”> . &

‘[Assented to 9th December, 1988.] -~

REAS The ‘Roman Catholic Archbishop of the Arch- Presmbia
diocese .of Vancouver, in the Province of British Columbia,

and his successors in office, were created a corporation sole by
an Act of the Legislative Assembly.of the Province of British
Columbia, intituled “ The Roman Catholic Archbishop of Van-—
couver Incorporation Act,” and being chapter 62 of the Statutes
of British Bolumbm, 1909 (hereinafter referred to as the “ Cor-
poration ) : - gy

And whereas certain doubts have arisen as to the power of
the Corporation to borrow money on the credit of the Corpora-
tion, and to sign, draw, endorse, make, and issue promissory
notes, bills of exchange, guarantees, bonds, debentures, and obli-
gations, and to mortgage, charge, hypothecate, and pledge the
real and personal property of the Corporation:

- And whereas the Corporation has prayed that the said Act
may be amended 2o as to remove said doubts:

% . enacts as :Eollowa

1. This Act may be clted as * The Roman Catholic Archbishop Btert titte,
of Vancouver Incorporation Act Amendment Act, 1938»

‘2. Section 1 of chapter 62 of the. Statutes of 1909, being “ The
Roman Catholic Archbishop of Vancouver Incorporation: Act,”
is hereby amended by inserting the words “ (hereinafter referred

323
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to as the f Corporation ’)” before the word “ with” in the sixth
line of the eaid sectiom. #

3. The said chapter 62 is hereby amended by adding thereto
the following sections:—

“ 6, The Gurporatmn haa and shall be deemed always from its
incorporation to have ha.d power 4o take, hold, and receive per-
sonal property, notes; bonds, mortgages, and agreements or other
obligations for the p_ayment of money.

“7_ The. Gorporation mey borrow money on-the credit of the
Corporstion in such amounts, on such terms, and from smich per-
sons, firms, or corporations, including chartered banks, as may
be agreed upon by the Corporation and such persons, firms,
corporations, or chartered banks.

+# 8. The Corporation may make, draw, and endorse promis-
sory notes or bills of exchange.

“ 9. The Corporation may mlarant-ee. with or without security,
upon such terms as it may determine, any debts of, the perform-
ance of any obligations of, and the repayment of any advances

~-made to ‘or for the purposes of any corporation, organization,

Security for mon
borrowed or for o

Istus of bonds, ste.

Blanner of excoution
af notes, bonds,
securitios, ete.

association, or society engaged in -activities in or partly in the
Archdiocese of Vancouver, or any officers thereof, or any pastor
of ‘a.parish in the Archdiocese of Vancouver, and, notwithstand-
ing -that any such corporation, organization, association, or
sociefy may not have power to borrow money, any such guar-
antee shall be valid and binding upon the Corporation in the
same way as if such corporation, organization, assocmtlon, or
society had power to boxrrow maney.

“10. The Corporation may hypothecate, pledge, mortgage, or
charge all or any part of the real or personal property of the
Corporation to secure any money borrowed or the fulfilment of
any guarantee entered into by it, or the fulfilment of any obliga-
tion incurred by it under any promissory note or bill of exchange
signed, mzde, drawn, or endorsed by it.

“1L The Corporation may issue bonds, debentures, and obli-
gati d:conditions as the Corporation may

bli g L
may decide, and may mortgage, ¢harge, hypothecate, or ‘pledge
the general eredit of the Corporation, and all or any part of the
resl or personal property of the Corporation, to secure any such
bonds, -debentures, and obligations.

“12. Every such promissory note, bill of exchange, guarantee,
instrument of hypothecation, charge, or pledge of personal prop-
erty, bond, debenture, and obligation made, drawn, signed, or
endorsed by the Archbmhop of the said Archdiocese on behalf of

324




1938 ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF VANCOU-- CHAP. 69
© ° VER INCORPORATION (AMENDMENT).

the Corporation shall be legal, valid, and binding upon the Cox- .
poration, and the execution of any gusrantee in the menper
aforesaid shsll be conclusive evidence that auch guarantee is
valid and binding upon the Corporation.

“13. The Corporation shall be bound for payment of all.Existing borrowings
moneys heretofore borrowed by and in the name of the Corpo- confirmoed.
ration and shall be liable on all guarantees heretofore entered
into by and in the name of the Corporation, notwithstanding
that the Corporation may not have had power to borrow such
moneys ot to enter into such guarantees, if such borrowing or
such guarantees would bave been valid if done or entered into
after this Act had come into force.

"¢ 14, The persons, firms, -or corporations, inclnding chartered Lenger not outizes
banks, from whom any moneys may be borrowed by the Corpo- s meaee” oo
ration shall not be obliged to see to the application of the said
moneys, or any part thereof.”

VICOTORBLA, B.C.1
Printed by Oxanuus ¥. BanmzLp, Printer to the Elug's Most Excellent Mojesty,
1988. ’ =
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&T. BENEDICT'S ABBEY
MT, ANGEL, OREGON

Aug. 14,1939

Most Rev. W.M.Duke, D.D.
Archbishop of Vancouver
646 Richards Street
Vancouver, B.C.

My dear Archbishop:

) Thank you for your kind letter of August
1lth.

Father Eugene left last evening for Van-
couver and I trust he will have seen you before this letter
reaches you. He was sent to Vancouver for the purpocse of
making definite arrangements concerning the opening of the
seminary as well as the opening date of the same.

I am sending five professors instead of
four as was agreed upon. Father Eugene will be the rector
of the ssminary and I am placing an older father as super-
ior, the Very Rev. Cyril Lebold, who at the present time is
my sub-Prior. I can assure you that the five men I am
sending are excellent religious and will be able to conduct
your seminary in a very satisfactory manner.

I only hope that we may be able tc make
& definite foundation during the coming year. However, this
will greatly depend upon your assistance and kindness. Since
our men will be in your diocese I will have occasion 1o see
you frequently and will be able to confer with you personally
conecerning our new foundation.

Meanwhile, I trust you will join us in
praying that our work in your Archdiocese will bear much fruit
for the salvation of souls.

With kindest regards from all the fathers
at Mount Angel, I am

Sincerely in Christ,
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VESTINSTER FRICRY,

&t., Benedict's Rule and way of life wsre brought te British Colwbia il{ 193
by & group of Plve Menks from Mr. Angal Abbey im Ore.cé. On ithe Feast of the Drsig.
tlon of the Holy Crogs, Sept. 14, they sang their first Conventusl High Mass and established
regular commnity life at Ladner, B.C. Here the Monks alsgo taught in the archdiccesan
geminary. In the ea.rlf sumer of 1940 the community moved to the present site of Deer
Lake in Vancouver, placed their monsstery under the patronage of St. Joseph and ealled
it WESTMIESTER FRIORY.

During the years more priests came from M, Angel and the novitiate wes opened
for the vocations God was beglmning to send. On June 1, 1948, the Holy Father made the
monagtery an Independent Priory, and nsmed the Very Rev. Eugene Medved, 0.8.B., Conventusl
Prior.

The original group of five has now beeoms & community of 30, ineluding priests,
clerics, brothers and novices. Already the communlty feels that it must seek & new loca-
tion farther from the city where suitable farm lands may be had and permanent buildings
erected. A site overlooking the Fraser has been purchased near Mission, B.C.

8%, Benedict, over 1400 years age, wrote & "Rule for Monks" intended to extablish
the monastery as Pa school of the Lord's service® in which Monks should fifid ideal oppor-
tunities to lead & 1ife of prayer, hmility and obediencd, and tims in imitation of Christ
fto wellk on the straight path which leads to God."

|
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The primary duty of the Monk is to praise God. Consequently, St. Bensdict
glve first place to Holy Mass and the Divine Office, which he appropriately callss the
"jork of God". Daily the Benedictines of Westminster Priory chant the Office in common
and sing the Conventual Mass, striving to observe faithfully St. Beredict's command:

"Let nothing be preferped to the Work of God.”

But as far as the world ocutelde pould judge, the chief oceupaticn of the Monks
is the conducting of the Seminary of Christ the King, work of teaching whish has been
incorporated as an integral part of the Priory's monastic life. In virtue of a contract
with the Archbishop of Vancouver and ratified by the Sacred Congregation of Seminaries
and Universities on September 21, 1949, the archdiocesan major seminary hasg also been
confidéd to the Benedictines. The monastery and seminaries are, however, entirely distinct
institutions and in separate buildings.

With their monastery and seminary the Monks of Westminater Priory approach the
Benediotine balance of the 2 ctive and contemplative 1ife. Adcording to the judgment of
Pope Pius XTI, the special task given to St. Benedict in the designe of God's providence

was to adapt Eastern Monasticism to the people of the West.

"Thus", wrote the Holy Father in his Encyclicel an St. Bemedict, "to the placid
esceticism which flowered so well in the monasteris of the Eastk St. Benedict added
laborious and tireless activity which allows the Monks 'to give to others the frult of
contemplation'; and not only to produce crops from unculfivated land, but also to cultivate

spiritual fruit by their apostolic labours.”



SACRA CONGREGATIO Romse, d.d. 21 m, septembris a.D, 1949
DE SEMINARIIS 8
ET STUDIORUM UNIVERSITATIBUS

Bxcellentissime Domine,
Pror. Num. 334/48/11

(Mlc numerus in responsions referafur)

goaudiosa animi commetione litteras Tmas accepi-
mus, die 26 m. augusti nuper prasteriti dates, quibus, dum de Semi-
nario Conventlonis tria oxemplaria rite subsignata ad nos mittis,
simul chartulam (cheque) porrigis 1.000 (mille) dollariorum, ad to-
tidem 85. Missas a2d mentem dantium applicandas.

Quid Tibi, electe Prassul, eloquamur? Perampla praeconia
minime sufficiunt ad gratitudinem nostram Tibl patefaciendam: satis
sit nos habere confitentes, nunguem nos talem invenisse virum, qui,
poatquam egestatem intellexerit sacrae iuventae italicas, statim
tam actuosam attulerit cooperationem.

Sint igitur summae Tibi grates itemgue preces, quas eni-
%o ot nos et dilecti iuvenmes Regionalium Italiae Seminsriorum Deo
Remuneratori attollemus pre felicitate et prosperitate Tua.

Amplitudo Tua Rev,.ma hisce inserta duo Conventionis exsm-
plaria asccipiet, ab hac Sacra Congregatione congruenter approbata.
Perlibenter parvae inductas immutationl assentimur. Certi svmus op-

- +timos S, Benedicti. Filios, impensis sapientibus viribus, clerieis
insignis Archidiceceseos Vanmcouveriensis quam optime efformendis
sollicite adlaboraturos. Sint illis, una Tscum, omina et vota nostra.

Gratum renovans animum, dum vivida obsequla pando et sum-
mam Tui existimationem, toto corde me profiteor

Excellentine Tuae Reverendissimae
in Ch,J. addictissimum

/ém/. Favan do—

(cum inssxto)

e e B e e D o S

Excellentissimo Domino
T. GUILETMO MARCO DUEE

Archispiscope
= VANCUVERIENSI =

SRR ST . Coecd X,
Fuloey
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CONVENTTO SCRIPTA inter ke 4

ARCHTEPISCOPUM VANCUVERIENSEM et PRIOREM CONVENTUALEM, 0.S.B, »
Prioratus Samcti Joseph de New Westminster,
buic Communitati Seminarii Majoris et Minoris rsgimen comnmitsns.

INSF\#EY mon 2o

In honorse
SANCTISSIMAE ET INDIVIDUAE TRINITATIS ™
GULIEIMUS MARCUS DUEE, ARCHIEPISCOPUS VANCUVFRIENSIS et
EUGENTUS MEDVED, 0.S. r,a,u.-,.moa-commmgus WESTMONASTHERIT
de regimine Seminarii Majoris et“Ifinoris hisce praesentibus conveniunt:

A. geminar{a’ma fus! st mihsla EdrisHliegelGeninaridIH{38coHina

Archidioceceseos Vencuveriensis sunt,

. ———— ——

B. Fundus et medes utriusque seminarii ad Prioratun Westmonasterii pertinent.

C.

i3

D.

-

E.

i’ga;‘n;g?f:u 3'29‘%1'?3 ¥ nngglﬂsint}glﬁcsggﬁa &‘;g%‘??i?.i?ﬂﬁ%;s“égk odoal
Neutra pars conventionem rescindere vel immitare poterit, etiam expleto temporis
rreSpatio :perofueds apirgbate e8tp.nietBy Sondregaliond sqde Seninariis jconsensu prae-
habito atgue altera parte anno, vel saltem sex mensidus, ente praemonita,
S irenTdpisshpe Venbivirtedsl FEETEEVHGE nit SRYLTRT WY vixsePris
Spiritus necnon et Maglsirorum utriusque geminarii aporobandi; Deputatorum vero

387chetd8 ad  noreeh* Can 51388 BT C, Finst tudnd!> srint” o8 Areliablseopo Vaneuverisnsi,

b

quos inter eligendus erit, adsentiente Priore, unus alterve Deputatus ex Priocratu
org. Jogoph:ide New Westmingter Ordinidsanchir@buedisstpy terbby, helafiohenad
singulorum suorum alumnorum in pietate doctrinaque profectum quod-attinet saltem

imbAupsannis, gndingzio adhibendam raciptendy Archioniscono Neacuvoriensi Jjue. .

b

26

Tresarvetur,

LT3 9 5515 65 p S HRARRIT 80H1% 108 resdiVeRer At ¥tner? iAo tur FFQETRNE % dhi narit
approbandl. :

d-LA%; 5o Normas: juxte semineriiyregimensmoderandum egh "-!,1.3-.‘!,%49 @g;jgoncinne
significari debent. Normarum exemplar, eb Archiepiscopo Vancuveriensi et a

Exiere Westmopaskeril, sprrobykum, huls, ponyeptiond pduexminyenigtures 1)

Jdoa

H. Clensulae hujus conventionis firmae maneant, non obstantibua gquibusqumgue

I.

J.

K'

L.

M.

0‘

privilegiis Ordini gsancti Benedicti concessis.

Seminerium guoad temporalia dependetie;.iidnasterio.
::7;-_ 5 \_

Ordinarius alumnos sydg, in-bhoe ‘sgn{m‘a_gm,mgtat salvis casibus peculiaribus

in quibus prudenti siy ‘]ud‘ﬁro enlibet “aliburum in alind seminarium mittendo

Eecclesiae melius consuleret, ad

Annua alumnorum pensio erbitrio Archiepiscopi et Prioris Conventualis
relinquatin, . Jixtacenditiones osconomioas praevalentes,

o l.\" P :‘.‘} b2
casu éﬁ.o ﬂgﬁigﬁficép}s Vancuveriensls, Sacrae Congregationls de Seminariis
eonsensu preehabito, conventioni huic terminum posuerit et Seminarie dioecesana
in proprias suas eedes trenstulerit, monasterium scholam in posterum retinere
poterit in qua alumni religiosl et saeculares ad sacrum Presbyteratum studia pro-

sequi possint,
Nomen seminarii retinebitur, nempe: 'Seminarium a Christo Reget,

Seminarium vero nominis semsu erit in quo recipientur solummode juvenes
qui ad sacrum Presbyteratum studia prosequendi mentem habent, Hoc temporis
momento seminarium minus philosophiam complectitur,

Archiepiscopus jus suum tustur invisendi seminarium diocecesamum quotlesgumgue

el placuerit itemque removendi et emendandi quae juxta legem communem vel particular-
em et normas a S. Copgregatione de Seminariis constitutas ad sacronm_a&u_guﬁ;oa rite
instituendos pietate, sclentla, disciplina minus conferre videantur.

a’ .
Datun VANCUVERTAE die ¢:5.7. mensis./c%441.. amno 1949

+ Bedubmas Mareus Fubé

GULTEIMUS MARCU3S DUEE -
otts LTS8 U &, Teasises versevecion.

. - EUG VEDYED, 0.5.Bs
Testis W{%Z‘-.’ £~7/ /o8 Prior Conventualis Westmonasterii

%
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List of letters regu':ling the Junior Seminary

September 21st, 1937, from the Holy See to the Bishops of Cenada
No. 1353/37. Attached to it was en Fnglish translatidn,
English and Latin mcknowledgement November 27th, 1937.

September 2nd, 1938, Cerdinal Ruffini to each Bishop asking for
the response to No. 1353/37, Reply in English and Latin was
sent on September 24th, 1938,

Oatober 20th, 1938, Cerdinal Ruffini wrote to the Archbishop
acknowledging his letter of September 24th,

November 25th, 1838, letter from the Arohbishop to Cardinal
Ruffini in English and Latin,

May 29th, 1939, Latin and Inglish No, 2616/38 Qerdina)l Ruffini
wrote to the Arehbishop about the Benedictines teking over the
direction of the Junior Seminary.

August 17%h, 1939, (Pirst) Latin copy of lstter to Cardinal
Pizzardo in eanswer to No. 2616/38.

April 12th, 1946, Latin and English No, 561/46 commenting on
Biennial Report.

Hovember 7th, 1946, in Latin and English the Archbishop answered
Cardinel Plzzardo's letter of 561/46 regarding the change of
place of the Seminary and also the question of m Major Seminary.

In the Pall of 1947, Oardinsl MoGuiggan while in Rome, pressented
‘the Archbishop's case to Congregation.

Jamuery 7th; 1948, in English, and on Jamuary 13th, in Latin,
letter from Archbishop to Cerdinal Pizzardo whem no reply had
been received to previous letter of November 7th, 1946.

Jamuary 3lst, 1948, Fether Bortiguon took copy of this letter of
Jamary 13th on his visit to Rome,

February 16th received from S.C, of Sem and Un letter # 334/48 in
reply to Archbishop's letter of Nov,7, 1946 ( repeated on Jan 13748)
Thie includes & copy of the direction regarding Seminaries and the
trenslation of this direction. There is en additional copy of
letter 334/48 sent March 20 when letter of January 13 arrived in Rome.

April 9th, Archbishpp wrote Father Eugene, mentioning the Congrega=
tion suggested smendmente.

May 10th, letter to Abbot lleier, enolosing & sopy of the Cardinal®s letter
and three coples of contract for the Abbott's signature. Attached im

en Euglish copy of Contract.

Mey 10th, wrote to Father Eugene regarding letter to Abbot Meler
English letbter and its translation to Cardinal Plzzardo, answering
his of February 16, No.3%448, enolosing copies of contracts,with
suggested changes, English and Latin copies attached. This wes
not sent.
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List of letters regarding the Junjor Seminary
Mey 22nd, Abbot Meier wrote to Archbishep stating independence

of New Wostminester Priory. Archbishop replied May 31.
July 17/48 Archbishop semh opntrects to Father Fugéne to be

signed and returned for forwarding to Holy See, with changes

made to sult new contract with Superior Father Eugeme. . This
was simply acknowledged by Fathsr Fugene. .

February 7, 1949. . FatherEugens wrote Archbishop enclosing the
proposed contract; answsred by Arohbishop February 19th, suggest-
ing contract be sent to Saored Congregation imediately. -
Contract "A" by Benediotine English and Latin. - Contraoct:"B"
prepared February 2lst by consultere, English and Latin.

February 25th, Archbishop to Oardinal Pizzardo in enswer to
334/48, including Latin ocopy of contrasts "A"and "BY, asking
advice and promising to see the Cardinal in Rome. -English
and Latin copy on this letter.

May 17, 1945, Letter from Cyrdinal Pizzardo given to the
Archbishop when he was in Rome, pointing out how the contract
with the Benedictine Fathers ought to be made, after which three
copies were to be sent to the Congregation of Seminaries.

September 12, 1949. Contracts duly signed resceived from the
Benedictine Fathers end immediately forwarded to Cardinel
Fizzardo, inoluding also & cheque for masses sent him to be
distributed to poor seminaries according %ec his wishes.

1



February 26th, 1961,

Rav, Fr. Boniface, 0.5.B.,
Seminary of Christ the Ring,
MISSION CITY, H.C.

Dear Fether Boniface,
I wes writing you sbout D“W whin
has been jenitor at tha Cathedrsl sinece last Se and lately
we notice his health does not seem to be very good unfl It snems to
be psrhaps a mental condition. )
I understood th=t he was £L I7¢ “@nlasrv as a Brothar

for s while and that he becsme sick thera and perhaps it might ba the
same condition. =

I wauld be grate
me about him because wa fear we
his forgetfulness and sbsentminddlrnss

L f’-‘
¥ith ikcind ,:r-mﬁm*e%ery blessing, [ remain,
"/"'—"'-_ .

'f‘;}f information you could zend
ave 'a}' ke g ohang;e on account of

P . \
ST “\Dsvotedly yours in Christ,
[ ( |
A )] Most Rev. V.ite Duke,
WiDskom : . Archbishop of Vancauver,
e e
Ve — .
(/ ‘
L))
1\\ &)
'.'-‘ h -
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Archdiorese of Hanconver B45 Birhards Ht.
Archbislsp’s Gffice Mancouver, B. @

July 22,1939,

Most Rev.Abbot Heier,O.S-B.
Mount Angels Oxé.

Dear Father Abbot;

1) I here commit to writing my invitation to you to make a
foundation in the Arohdiosese of Vancouver B,.C.,if possible wishin
the year as from September 11,1939,

2) Moreover,it is our intention to commit the direotion of our

Junior Seminary to your Community,in sccordance with the directions
laid down by the Congregation of Seminaries,one of which we have de-
oided upon.{a) for a period of Ten Years.

3) Since however,your monastery and building for the Seminary
will not be ready for this ooming year,we gladly accept four of your
Fathers as teschers,to direot and teamch at the present Junior Seminary
Ladner B.C.,providing their room and board and ealary at the rate of
$250.00 per ysar,per teaching-priest.

4) The other final directions of the contraot,ln accordance with
the directions of the Holy See,between the Archdiocess of Vangouver
and your Community,will be agreed upon when the Community moves into
gta own property.,and hawibeen submitted to and sanotiomed by the Holy

68

I remain,
Sincerely yours inm Christ,

LU .

W.M.DUKE D.D,
Archbidhop of Vanoouver B.C,



Feundc tion of priory and establishment of
ceminary in archdiccese of Vercouver,

T P e ——

Part A: Foundation of the monantery:

1) For he foundins of a "priorztue simplex”, be it either ¢ domus
_ form ta or non formata, no permission is re uired from the Holy See. The
writien permission of the local Ordinary is sifficient. 7The simple pricry
is wholly #nd entirely dependent upon the mcther abbey in Loth tem.orsl
and s diritusl matters.

The permission of the Loly See ig reyuired whern it 48 & yucstion
of erecting & prioratus sui jurie or an abbey.

2) For the establishment of a novitiute in & ein.le priory & =,.ecial
indiult must be obtained from the Holy See; this will not be diffiocult to
obtsin when suffici~-nt reascus are present, These conditions appesr t0
exist in the present ocase.

3) In securing land for the future mon.stery (ebbey), care should
be taken thut as-extensive & tract as possible be secured. Thers should
te 2 large garden and fields, so that o_portunity be sfforied the
institution to zrow.

I.. the present case the acreage provided apears to be
insu ficient snd =28 a res:1lt the cost of upkeep for the cormunity and
the sehcol ~ill be reised s#ince, due to the lack of ¢ larger furm,8lmost
ever thing must be purchased.

- -

Part B: Foundstion of the seminary.

In regerd to the foundetion of & seminsry one must distirguish
glexrly at the very out-et between the following:

1/ 1If the future seminary is excelusively the property of the founding
monastery and is used by the bishop only "propter occasionem
propitiam” es a substitute for hies own seminary, then in this ec:se
everything ée enfe uor the abbey. The bishop does nct concern
himself sbout the regimen of the institution; he sends his siudents
there in the same manner ss he would send thenm to o sewincry In some
o0lher diocese or  rovince. He simply informs the Holy See where and
how he hae urovided for the seminsry training of his gubjects.

2/ 1f the seminary or college is exclusively the propert; o the bishop,
then all the righte regariing i1t belons to him slso. The Fathers
(no metter what iheir apevific religion ms; Le) are sinmpl, hired
profesgore, who "quoad viism coummunem'" sre subject to thelr own
reiigious superiors, but se professors ure subject 1o the bishop;
the entire mun:~ement znd s iritual direction oi the semincry is
likewigs snswerzble to the bishogp.

3/ 1f the semipary is indeed 1he oroperty of the munastery, but is
nyy gontractus™ used by the bishop es his seminury, then a mutual
contrect muet be drawn up, in which the rights and duties on both
sides must be c¢?early defined.



pace two Foundotion of Jriory and seminary

Te scheme submiited, @.a. the proposed contruvet as sent to
tire ibbot Primate for confirmation,)) dces not satisfy the conditions for
which the wonsstery wust provide. %Hence TT ig necessary to draw up and
to corclude a new contract. The contrsct must be visioned ss bLelouging
to #3 me:tioned above.

The scheme already svbmitted is based on the fslse presumption
thzt the suminary is the ;roperty of the local Ordinary. This 1s as if 4t
belonge? to #2 mentioned a'ove. Hence the references to the manasement by
the loecal Ordinary, the nomination or change of professors, ete. Sueh &
gcreme ig usually followed by the Sulpician ¥athers, wherein the loecal
Ordinary is ownerof the pronerty and responsible for the urkesn. The
privilege given %o the Sulpiecians regerdins the hending in of accounts,
etec., does not apply in this case because the Benedictines, ss a cleriecsal
exenpt Order and as owners of the preperty,dc not come under the scheme
of par.#2 above at all,

¥e consider the case now in which the seminary is entirely the
property of the mother abbey z»md the religiocus community is a simple
priory d- pendent upon Mount Ai:gel, thet this priory hss & seminary, in
which at the same time the local Ordinary of Vancouver places his
gseminary. In thls given case the matter evolves itself =s fol1Iows:

&) The new foundation enjoys the same :rivileges as Mount isngel, upon
whioh 1t depends.

b} The familis monastica is quoad temporalis et spirituslia ocmpletely
denendent upon Mount Aneel,

) The seminary management &s regards temjporals is answeruble only to
the ahbey of Mount Angel. /

d) The contract should be atternpted for st least 20 years, because \
otherwise sufficient provigion is not made for the future of the

priory.

I Thether the local Qrdinary can send his seminarisns onlyto this o

|
Further, the following should be set forth clearly in the contrasct;
geminary owned by the priory; that is, he must send Them therec. l

|

IT "hat smount per student the local Ordinary must pay for (hese, \

Exact estimaetion of the ecomomic conditions must be made. The orice
reccumended of $250 appears to be certainly too low. According to 0
present ccnditions in the U.8. this cost is estimated at $350 and
hence in view of this a similar price woun’d seem o be necsssary.

A clause nsnould &llvrevision of srice due to gremt econumla change.
I1I "“hether the bishop, after the termination of the conirsail, can 0
argct his own seulnary elsewhere; and if so, with vhat recompense

or with what field of work being a’lowed then to the religious .

R0

communi ty .
IV ‘Yhether besides the locel Ordinary, the Ordinsries of octher S
dicceses can alsc send thelr semincrisns there. o, Z8a )

\
|

v Whether the mew school is e seminary only,of whether a college
also. It should be stated whether other students who do not wigh to
become pri~ste are to be accepted or not.

5



oage three Foundation of nriory end seminary

i 'R

V1 Thether it 1is & yuestion of a major or a minnzlseminary, or both,
either now or later, or Philoscphy now and Theolcgy later on.

If the case is such, folloving the scheme ss in par.3 shove,
namely, that the local Qrdinary .lsces his asminary in that of the
Berne dictine Fathers "vi contractus", there followvs:

1) ™Mat the local Ordinsry hss the right to avprove the ;lan cof
studies,

2) In the nominstion of the Rector and the 8, iritusl Director thers
is reserved to the local Ordinary the right of epproval.

3) This iz not the case in regard to the other professors in so far ag
it is not a guestion of a "uissio canonica docendi”.

- e

When & suitable contract has been w-de betwesn the locsal
Ordinary and the religious, the former cen thern iniorm the Holy Sse,
without laving the contrsct before it, and ask that he may place his
seminary in that ¢f the religious. He will inform the Huly See likewise
that the plan of studiss =zrd the sducation of the youth satisfy the
reguirsmente made by ecclesiastical law.

If the Hcly See shounld desire to see the contract, then this
cen alvays be sent there. In thile cuntract it is a question above all of
the oblivation which the diccese makes witih the Beredietine Priory in
regard to the seminary, It must be sueh that it guarantees the exlstfence
of the monastery for the future also in so far as the seminary enters into
that faetor. Hence & limit of at least 20 yeaurs shouléd lLe rovided, as
mentioned above; this is especislly so since the now deperndexdt priory is
to work towards independence, which 1{tself tekes & number of vears.

({( me monzgtie superiors, on their pert, have to gubmit the
euntoact, conteining the nececgary stipul: tions, so thst the Abbot
Primate can submit 1t to the Congreguticn of Religious se s main fesctor
in satisfying the conditions necessary for obraining u) tivstely thes
canonical ereotion.)))

It wowld be well to orovide in the cuntract also for the mutual
revision of seocnlary pointa prior to the terminetion of the oontract.

BolndilotodeBolobedebobo
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0T BETWEEN THE ARDHDIOCESE OF VANCOUVER, B.C. and

ABBEY OF 8T.BENEDICT'S ABBEY,MOUNT ANGEL,OREGON,U.S.A.

B

Whereas His Emcellenoy W.M.Duke,D.D.,Archbishop of Vancouver,
B.C. as party of the first part, hae invited the Rt.Rev.Abbot Thomas
Meier, 0.8.B.,Abbot Coadjutor of St.Benedict's Abbey.nount_Aggel.
Oregon, U.8.A., as party of the second part, to take oveg]%hé Jﬁnior
Seminary at Ladner, B.C. and to make a religious foundation, let the
-“following etipulations be agreed upon, to wit:-

I. That St.Benedict's Abbey,Mount Angel,Oregon,U.S.A. accepts
the management of the Junior Seminary at lLedner,B.(.,and begine it
in the month of September 1939,and continues it ﬂﬁ£il’such time as
the contract shall be effeotive.

2. For the ensulng year five membere of St.Benedict's Abbey
shall be sent to Ladner, B.C., to be freely choeen by the Abbot of
St.Benedlict's Abbey, who aleo appoints the Superior for a prospective
new religious foundation, and the Rector of the Seminary,the latter, :
however, ,having the approval of the local Ordinary of the Archdicoese,
as long as the Seminary is—not—fullyincorporzted—with-the prospect--
ive religious foundation.

3., The five Fathers,as teachers of the Junior Seminary at
ladner, B,C. shall be provided with room,board and sslary at the rate
of $250.00 per year and per teaching priest as long as the Benedictine
Fathers of St.Benedict's Abbey,Mount Angel,Oregon,shall not have e-
stablished a canonically erected religious house.As soon as the reli-
gioue foundation is canonically erected,no ealary($250.00 per priest)
shall be demanded; but the Archdiocese or student shall pay the Bene-
dictine Fathers for board and tultion required for each seminarian,
which amount shall be fixed according to the prevailing customs in

other seminaries.The financial part,then,alsc shall be entirely man-

D
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CONTRACT. ... s
aged by the Benedictine Fathers. J

4 . The preeegf commitment of the Junior Seminary at Ladner,B.C.
ehall last from September I939 to September IS4S,provided no more
sultable place for a religious foundation(?or a religlous foundatioQ)
be selected in the mean time.

5. But in any case,if one of the contracting partiee should deem
it necesgsary tc "terminate or change the contract",after the lapse of
time for which it was stipulated, the consent of the S.C. of Semina-
ries and Universities must be obtained beforshand, and the party be
given one yegr's, or at least six months' notice.

6. For the present time the five members sent to Ladner,B.C.
shall form & religious community,though not canonically erscted,with
the title of a "Dependent Priory", who as Regulars(can.4%8,n.5) shall
enjoy exemption ae per canon 6I5 compared with can.6I7, and shall live
according to the Rule of 8t.Benedict and the Comstitutione of the Swies-
American Congregation,as approved by the 8.C.of Religious,September Gth
I92k. But as long as it remains & "Dependent Priory",the members at
Ladner,B.C. retain their membership in the Community of St.Benedict'e
Abbey,Mount Angel,Oregon(Swiss-American Constitutions,n.7).

7. If the present temporary "Dependent Priory"should be changed
into a canocnically established religious house, a papal indult to that
effect must be obtained and the consent of the local Ordinary be given
in writing,ae per canon 497,#I.

8. The management of the Seminary must be oonducted according to
the rules laid down in writing and be approved by the local Ordinary.
These rules must be made known to all smployed in the work of the Be-
minary(cenon I357,# 3), and the statutes muet be observed in a truly
Christian spirit(canon I269,# I).

9. The Buperior and the 0fficials,the Confeseors and Spiritual
Director shall be appointed in asccordance with the Canon law(see



GONTRACT ..\ 3.
canons 5I4,875, I360,#I),which holds for the time until the Seminary
is entirely incorporated with the canonically estzblished house.

I0. The Reotor of the Seminary is obliged to report to the local
Ordinary, after each semester, concerning the ecclesiastical,litterary
and scientific education of the students(canon I357,#2). e

II, Whatever is given to the Seminary as such(intuitu eeminarii)
either by way of bequests or domations or other offeringse,belonge to
the Seminary. But whatever i1s given,or acquired by the monks as.such
(intuitu instituti religiosi),either by bequests or donations or
other offerings or by personal labor,belongs to the Benedictine Fathers,
who also administer the same(canone g@ﬁﬁﬂe; 630,#3).

I2. The Senminary is exempt from the parish organization,and the
Rector takes the place of the parish priest(canon I368).

I3. Whenever the Archdiocese of Vancouver,B,C. should need the
service of the Benedictine Fatherse at lLadner,B.0.,or of the new reli-
gious foundation,canonically established, the Fathere shall be willing
to comply with thie request, save alwaye the religious discipline as
per canon 608,#I.

I4, ke to the ascetic training of the students,the principles
of sound asceticism should be followed,and especially canon I367 be
put into effect.To which we only add a day of monthly recollection.

The Holy Mass ie that of the religiocus community.

I5. Concerning the scientific training,the Code of Canon law in-
eiste,firet and above all, on the religious insetruction,which should
be carefully given and adapted to the intellectual capacity and age of
the hearere.Then 1t emphazises the study of the Latin language and that
of the country,viz.fnglish.Ae to other branches,the Code saye that every
thing ehould be taught that is required by the intellectual standard

of the country in which the students expect to exercise the sacred
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ministry(canon I364).Particulars to be determined in the plan of
studies,

I6. Concerning sports and hygiene,the®Recommendations™of the

8.C.0of Seminaries and Universitiees of Jamuary 25,1928 are very per-
tinent.They state that a reasonable amount of recreation is indi-
spensable,epiritually and mentally,but that sports are a means,not
an end in themselves,and that the seminaries are not supposed to
turn out athletes. Personal cleanliness belonge to hygiene,and must
be fostered among the students,provided the necessary precautions
be taken(not published in A.A.S.,but printed in Can.law Digest,page
352 £.).

I7. 1f the Junior Seminary at Ladner,B,C.should, for weighty
reasons, be relinquished by the Benedictines of 8t.Benedict's Abbey,
Mount Angel,Oregon, the stipulation under n.5. muet be observed; but
the religious foundation shall not be affected by this eseverance,un-
less the Apostolic Bee ehall provide otherwise.

“Archbishop of vancouver 3.0,

Abbot co-adjutor of St. Jenmedict's Abbey
Mt. Angel



INSTRUMENTUM PACTI INITI INTER ARCHIDIOECESIN VANCUVERIENSEM, B.C .CANADA
ET
ABBATIAM S.BENEDICTI AFPUD MOUNT ANGEL, OREGON, U.3.4. \

Cum Excellmus D.D.W.M.Duke, Archipraesul Vancuveriensis, B.C. in
ditione Canadensl petierit & Emo. D. Thoma Meier, 0.35.B.,, Abbate Coadiu-
tore monasterii S. Benedleti apud Mount Angel, Oregon, in Statibus Foe-
deratis Americae Septemtrionalis, ut dicta Abbatia suscipiat regimen
Seminarii Minoris, nunc temporis existentis apud Iadner, B.C. et in-
gimal fundet domum religlosam in diota Archidiocecesi Vancuveriensi,
prasfata Abbatia csenset huic laudabili desiderioc esse accedendum sub
sequentibus conditionibus: '

I. Abbatia S. Benedietl apud Mount Angel, Oregon, U.S.A. paratam se
declarat ad suscipiendum regimen Seminarii Minoris apud Isdner, B.C.
menge Septembri 1939 idemgue prosegquendum usque ad tempus quo con-
tractus perdurat.

2. Pro anno mox 2doriendo scholestico gquinque Patres abbatiae 3.
Benedictl, libere selecti &b Abbate elusdem monasterii S. Benedioti,
mittentur ad ILedner, B.C., Idem Abbas designabit Superiorem domus re-
ligiogae 1n futurc erigendase, necnon et Rectorem, gul posterior tamen
indiget approbationem locl Ordineriil Archidioceceseos, gquousque Semi-
narium non est eanonice incorporatum novae fundationi religiosas.

3. Quingue sodales abbatiae S. Benedicti reciplent unusquisgue, qua
prasceptores Seminarii Minoris, habitationem et sustentationem congru-
am pro rats annua doll. $£50.00, donec domus religiosa canonice erecta
fuerit. ©Post hoc tempus contributio salarii ($250.00) cessabit et loco
elus sive Archidioecesis sive singull alumni solvent pro vietu et
tuitlone consuetum stipendium prout in usu est in seminariis aliis
hulus regionis. Pogt fundationem canonicam domus religlosae status
materialis Seminaril administrabitur a Patribus Benagictinis, quibus

9

commisgum fult regimen Seminarii,




IHSTRUMENTUM. . « « » 2

4. Regimen Seminarii assumptum a Patribug Benedletinls perdurabit
2 mense Septembri 1939 usque ad mensem Septembrem 1949 apud ILadner,
B.C., nisi interim locus aptior pro fuqdatione domus religilosee
fuerit selectus.

5. Ast semper id servetur, ut, si una pars contrahentium censuerit,
bona fide, contractum esse aut finiendum aut mutandum post lapsum
temprois contractl, consensus S.C. Seminariorum et Universltatum ob-
tineatur, et notitia huius mumtationis alteri parti infra anmum woum
aut salten infrs sex manses communicetur. .

6. Pro nano temporis guinque Patres missl ad ladner, B.C. congtitu-
ent sic dictum Prioratum Simplicem, quamvix nondum csnonice ersctum
et, gqua Regulares, gaudent exemptione concessa & lurs (canon 615 com-
paratum cwn can. 617), gui seguentur Regulam S.P. Bensdicti et Consti-
tutiones Helveto-Americanae prout approbates & S.C. Religlosorum die
9 Septembris 1924. Quamdiu tamen sodeles apud Iadner, B.C. constituunt
tantum "Prioratum Sinplicem," 1sti retinent ilura capitularia in pro-
prio monasterio {(Const.Helveto-Americanse,n.?).

7. Casu, quo iste "Prioratus Simplex™ convertitur in domum canonice
erectum, beneplacitum Apostolicum reguiritur et consensus loel Ordina-
rii in soriptis detus, sleut praescribit canon 497, #1.

8. Regendum est Seminarium iuxta regules geriptas approbates a loei
Ordinario, guas regulae Goceantur tum alunni quum omnes, gui in horum
institutionem operam suam impendunt (cauon 1357,#3), et servari debent
ab omnibusg alumnis Spiritu vere ecclesiastico (canon 1360,#2).

9. Superior religiosus neonon Officiales, Confessaril et Director
Spirituslis designantur ad normas se. canomum, guamdin Seminarium non

est incorporatum domui religiosae canonice erectas (ocan.bl4,875,1860 #1).

Jo



INSTRUMENTUM PACTI.... 3

10. Rector Seminarii Minoris tenetur referre, unoguogque semestri
lool Ordinario de institutione ecclesiastica, litteraris et scienti-
fiee alumnorum (eanon 1357,#2).

11. Quodcumgue tribuitur Seminario, qua tali (intuitu seminarii) per
modum sive legatorum sive donationum sive aliarum oblationum, id omne
pertinet ad Seminarium. At quodoumgue tribultur monachis vel ipsis
qua religiosis (intuitu religiosi instituti), per modum sive legatorum
sive donatlionum sive allarum oblationum sive industriae proprise, id
totum pertinet ad Patres Benedictinos, qui etiam administrant illud
(canones 580,#2; 630,#3).

12. Exemptum & ilurisdictione paroeciali Seminarium esto, et paro-
chi officium obeat Seminarii Rector elusve delegatus (canon 13268).

13. Quotiescumaque Ordinarius archidioeceseos Vanocuveriensis vel
parochi indiguerint ministerio monachorum sive apud Iadner, B.C. sive
in nova fundatione canonice erecta, monachi libenter praestabunt
illud, salva religiosa diseciplina, cenon 608,#l.

14. Quod attinet asceticam institutionem alumnorum, haec perfici-
enda eat iuxta sanas regulas asceticas, et imprimis observetur canon
1367, oul addenda est recollectio mensilis. Missa quotidiana erit
eadem ac communitatis religlosas.

15. In selentifica alumnorum institutione sequendus est, tamguam

norma generalls, canon 1364, gqul vindicat primem partem religlosae
ingtructioni, deinde linguae latinas ac patriae (sc.anglicae), et de-
mum ceteris disciplinis prout tradi solent in regione respectiva.
Quae particularia determinanda sunt in horarioc diei sive studiorum.

16. Quoad recreationemn et sanltariss rsgulas guaedam consilis,

notatu 4igna, facta sunt & S.C. Seminariorum et Universitatum, die
25 Jamuarii 1928 pro Statibus Foederatls date. Ibi dicitur propor-
ticnatam recreationem esse indlspensabllem tum pro spiritu cum mente,

at non esse putandam finem ipsum, sed medium ad finem. Propterea semi-

I



INSTRUMENTUM PAGTI..... 4

naris non esse instituta ad athletas producendos. Item munditiem
personse propriae esse necessariam at observandas eese regulas
modestiae. (Non invenitur in A.S.S., sed in Canon law Digest, pag.
352 Bq.)

17. Quodsi contigerit, ex gravl st iusta causa, ut Patres
Abbatiae 3. Benedileti apud Mount Angel, Oregon, censeant regimen
Seminarii Minoris apud Iadner, B.C. non esse qontinuendum, tunc
articulus sub n. b est omnino observandus; at ex ista disiunctione
Seminaril et domus religiosse forsitan lem canonice erectas, huie
posteriori nullum infertur praeludiocium, nisi ssous provideat

Sedes Apostolieca.

Archipraesul Vanouverlensis, B.C,

Abbae Co-ad jutor Abbatise 8. Benedietl
a.pud Mt. mgsl



INSTRUMENTUM PACTI INITI INTER ARCHIDIOECESIM VANCUVERIENSEN,B.Q.CANADA
ET
ARBATIAM 8.BENEDICTI APUD KOUNT ANGEL,OREGON, U.S.A.

Cuom Exosllmue D,D.W.M.Duke,Archipraesul Vancuveriensis, B.C. in
ditione Canadensi petierit a Fmo. D.Thoma Meler,0.8.B.,Abbate Ooadiu-
tore monastorii S,Bemedictl apud Mount Angel,Oregomn,in Statibus Foe-
deratis Amerioaze Septemtrionalis, ut dicta Abbatia susciplat regimen
Seminarii Minoris,nunc temporis existentis apud Ladner, B.0. et in-
aimnl fundot domur, religiosam in diota Archidicecesi Vanocuverienei,
prasfata Abbatia censet hulec laudabili desiderioc esne accedendum sub
sequentibue conditionibue:

I. Abbatia 8.Benedicti apud Mount Angel,Oregom, U.8.A. paratam se
declarat ad susoipiendum regimen Seminarii Ninoris apud ladner,B.C.
mense Saptembri 1939 idemque prosequendum usque ad tempus quo cOn~-
tractus perdurat.

2. Pro anno mox adoriende scholastico guingue Patres abbatiae 8.
Benadiocti,libore selecti ab Abbate sinedem monasterii B5.Benedicti,
mittentur ad Iadner, B.C. Iden Abbas designabit Buperiorem dosus re-
ligiosae in futuro erigendae,nconon et Reotorem,qul posterior t-men
indiget approbationem looi Ordinarii Archidicecesefog,quousque Semi~
narivm non est canonice imcorporatum novae fundutioni religlossa.

3. Quinqus sodales mbbatlas S.Benedictl recipient umisquisque,qus
pracceptores Seminariil Minoris,habitationen et sustentationem congru-
am pro rats annua doll,$250.00, domeg domus religioea ocanonice erecta
fuerit.Post hoo teupua comtridutio salarii(i250.00)cessabit et loae
eius aive Archidioecesie sive singulf alumnl solvent pro viectu et
tuitione consuetum stipendium prout in usu est in seminariis slile
huine regionis.Poet fundutionem oamomicac domus religlosae status
nmaterialis Seminarii administrablitur a Putribus Benedictinle,quibue

oommissum fuilt regimen Seminarii.

15



IRSTRUKENTUl e e e v s 2
k,.Roglren Seminarii sa-umptum & Paétribus Bensdiotinis perdurabit
e menee Septembri 1939 usque ad mensem Septenbrem 1949 apud ladner,
B.C.,nisl interim locue aptior pro fund.tiome donus religiosas
fusrit seleptus.

5. Aot semper id servetur,ut,si una pars oontrahéniium gensuorit,
bons fide, contraotum esse aut fimiondus aut mutandum post lapsum
tenporie contracti,concensus 8.C.B8eminariorum ¢t Universitutum ob-
tineatur,2t notitia hulus mutationis alteri parti infra annﬁm wnks
aut enlitem infra sex menses communiostur,

6. Pro nune temporis quingue Patres missi ad l.anez,B.C.constitu-
ent elo diotum Prioratum S8impligen,quamvis nondum canonice ersctum
st, qua nogularﬁs,gauuen& exenptione ooncessa a iurs{canon 615 gou~-
paratum cus oan.6I7),qui seguentur Regulom 8,.P.Benedioti et Conuti-
tutiones Helveto-Amerioanae prout approbatas a 8.C.Beligliosorum die
9.8eptenbrie I924,%uandiu tamen scdales ajud Ladner,B.C. cometituunt
tantum “Prioratum Simplicens®,isti retinent iura capitularia in prop-
prio monaeterio{Const.Helveto-Americanie,n.7 ).

7+ Casu,quo iste "Prioratus Simplex” convertitur in domunm canonice
ersotun,beneplacitum Apoetolicum requiritur et gonsensus lool Ordina-
rii in scriptis datus,siout prasscribit conon §97,41.

8. Regundun est Seminarium luzta regulas sariptae approbatas o loci
Ordinario,quse regulae dooenntur.tuu alumnl cuws omnes,qul in horum
inetitutionem operxan suun impendunt{canon 1357,§3),et servari debent
ab ounibus alwsnis Spiritu vere scclesiastioco{canom 1360,#2).

9. Buperior religiosues neonon Offioclales,Confessariil et Dirsctor
Spiritualie desi nantur ad normas se.canonun,suardiv SBeminarium non

eat lncorporatum domul religiosas ounomice srsctae{can.514,875,1360 $#1).

)1



INSTRUMENTUM PACTI.... 3.

10. Rector Beminarii ¥Minoris tenstur referre,unoguoque semestri
loci Ordimario de institutione escclesiastioca,litteraria et scienti-
fioa alumnorum {canon 1357,42).

I1. Quodoumgue tribuitur Seminario,qua tali{intultu eeminarii)per
modunm aive legatorum aive domationum sive aliarum oblationunm,id omne
pertinet ad Semimarium.At quodoumgue tribuitur monaghis vel ipais
qua religlosis(imtultu religiosi instituti),per modum sive legatorum
sive donationum sive aliarum oblationum eive induetriae proprise,id
totum pertinet ad Patres Benedioctinos,qul eti#m adainiatrant 1llud
(canones 580,§2; 630,#3).

I2. Exemptum a luriesdietione parceciali Benincrium esto,st parow
ghi officium obeat Sexzinarii Reotor eiusve delegatus{ocanocn 1368).

I3.Quotlisscunque Oxdinariue archidiceceséos Vancuverieneis vel
parogchi indiguerint ministeric monachorum sive apyd Ladner,B.C, sive

‘1u nova fundstiong camonice erscia,monachi libenter praestabunt
illud,salva religioss disciplina,canca 608,#1.

I4. Quud attinet ancetiocam institutionem alumnorum, haec parfioi-
ends eat iuxta sanase regulas asceticas,et imprimis observeiur canon
1367,0ul acdends est regollectic mensilis.Missa quotidiana erit
eaden ao communitatie religlosas.

I5. In scientifica alusnorum institutione aeguenuus est,taaguam
norma generalis,canon I36%,qui vindicat primam partem religiosae
inetructioni, deinde linguse latinae ac patriae{sc.anglicss),st de~
mnun ceteris disciplinis prout tradi solent in regione reapectiiva.
Quae partiocularia determinanda suat in horario diei sive studiorum,

16. Quoad recreationem et ganitariss regulas quaedam consilia,
notatu digna,facta sunt a B,.C.B8eminariorum et Universitatum,die
25%.Januarii I928 pro Statibus Foederatis data. Ibi diclitur propor-

tionatam recreationem esse indéspensablilem tum pro spiritu cum mante,

at non esse putandam finem ipsum,sed medium Ad finem.Propterea semi-

[5
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naris non esee instituta ad athleiss producendos. Ites munditicn
perscnac proprise gese necessariam st obasryandns cese regulas
modestice, (Non Snvenitur in A.8.8.,804 in Cimen Law Digeat,peg.
352 eq. ).

17. AQuodsif contigezit,ex gravi et lueta ocausa,ut Putres
Abbatlae ﬁ;senéulotl apud Mount 4ngo1,0regon,censeant regimen
Sominaril Minorie spud ladner, B.CG. non sase comntimieondum,tunc
articulus sub n,5 est omnimo observandus; st ex ista disiunotions
Sealnarii e% domus religiosae foreitan lam canonice ereotaa,huie
poaterinri'nulium infertur praciudieium,nisi scous provideat

Bedes Apostollice.

Archiprauosul Vanouvarienuis, B.Q.

Lbbas Co=nd juter Abbatise 8. Deneflisti
. apud ‘t. Anpel



QONVENTIO SCRIFTA inter / . %
ARCRIEPTSCOMD VANUUVERIERBEM et PRIJHEM GO VENTUALEE, 0.8.B.,
Prioretus Banetl Joseph de Wev Testainster,
hnic Gonmmitati Sesinarii Hajoris et Minopis reginen ooimitens.

In houors
SANCTISOIMAR BT INDIVIDUAR TRINITATIS
GULTELMIS WARGES DUEE, ARCHIEPISCOPUS VARCUVERIEWSIS eof
EUGEHIUB MEDVED, 0.8,8., FRIGR COUVENTUALIS WESTMONASTERIL
ds regimine Seninarii Majoris ¢t Winoris hisoe praésentibus scomveniunt;

A. geninaria majus o% mimus & Qhristo Rege Sssinsviz diceseasns
Archidicecensos Vancuverisnsis sunt.

B. Fundus ot eedes utriuxque sesxinarii & Pricpetam Weetmonesteril pertinems,
0. Temporis spatius quo conventio vigebit dusdeeim snnorum eris.

Ds Heutos pars sonventicndés resgindere wel immitare poterit, 4tlem expleto tamporis
spatio per quod spprobata est, nisi 3, Comgregationls de Jeminmsriis consendu prage
habito atgue alterz parte enng, vel saltom aex mensibus, ante prasmoniia,

E. Arehispizecope VTancuveriensi jus reservetur nominationem Rectoris ot Directoris
Epiritus necuon ob Hegistrorum uwtrinsque sesinarid approbandis Deputakorum vero
goatus ad norman gan, 1359 C.1.C. instituendi erant ab Archiepimcope Tenguveriensg,
ques inkar eligendus erit, sssentiente Priore, unus slta've Depuiatus ex Priocretu
8. Josaph de Few Westminster Ordinis Sancti Nenedieti} tertie, relationesn sd
singulorum suorwe alummorum in pletate dostrinague profestum quod attinet saitem
quotanpis Crdinayio adhibendsm recipiendi Arshiepissope Vencuverisnsi jus
ressTvatur,

F. Archiepiscopo Vencuverisnsi jus ressrvatur rationsy studiorum ubtriusque Saninarii
approbandi,

0. Lex seu Normse foxte seminarii regimen moderapdun est dilueide me consime
significari debenk. Normerum sxzcuplex, ab Arehispiscopo Vensuveriensi ot a
Priore isstaonasterii approdstunm, hule conventieni sdnexmm invenistur,

B. Qlousulee hajus sonvestiomls firmas meneant, non chstemBidus guibusquugue
privilegiis Oxdind Sanati Benedioti soncessis,

I, Sexinarion guosd Semporslia dspendet & mouesterie.

J. Ordinarius slumnos suos in hos serinsrium mittet salvis cesibws pevulisrdibus
in gunibus prudeanti su¢ judieio guenilibet slummum in aliuvd seminarium mittendo
Xeaglesias melius consuleret,

K. Ams slomnorun pensio arbitrie Archiepiscopi oY Prioris Comventumlis
relinguetur, juxta sonditiones vegonumions prasvalentes.

L. Oast guo Arebispiscopus Vanonverismsig, Sacrse Comgregaticanls de geminariis
conWensy prashabite, conventiesi lmie jerminum poruerit et Amminsris dicssessna
in propries suas mades transtulerit, monssterium scholas in postenus retinere
poterit in qus slusni religiosl ot ssseulures af saorum Presbyterstus studia pro-
gequd possing,

H. Y¥omen saninarii retinebiter, nempe: *Seminarius a Christs Reget.

%, senipazium vero nominis sensu erit in quo recipientur solwm:odo fuvenes
qui ad ssorum Preshyteratun studis prosequendi mentem habsat, Hos temporis
sozente seaipsyitm sdous philosophism gomplectitwr,

0, Archisplscopus fus suu: tmstur invisendi seminorius dicessssmun quotissguagqus
ol placuerii ftengue removendi ot enondandi quae jurts lege:n communen vel partidolsrs
e ot normas 2 8, Copgregaticne ds Semineriis eoastitutss ad sacrdram alumos witse
instituendos pletate, sclientis, diselpling minus acnferre videsntur,

Datum VANCUVERIARZ 248 235e.. mansis, 2995 | sune 1948

s GULIRLEDS MARGUS DUEE
T . ket VG Archiepisgopus Vanouveriem.

Po8tll secsacesrvessvsssvsassne

BOGENIUS MNEDVED; 0.8.3.
TOMLLB Levssnessenatncasnsnse Prier Oonventuslis ¥estmopasteril



CONVENTIO SCRIPTA inter
ARCETEPISCOFUM VANCUVERTENSEM et PRIOREM CONVENTUALRM, 0.8.B,,
Prioratus Sanctl Joseph de New Westminster,
huic Communitati Seminerii Majoris et Minoris regimen commitens.

SINGM\MEE amum L toxd
In honore

SANCTISSIMAE 3T INDIVIDUAE TRINTTATIS
GULTELMDS MARCUS DUEE, ARCEIEPISCOPUS VANCUVERIENSIS et
BUGENIUS MEDVED, O.5.Byy, FRIOR.CONVINTUALIS WESTMONASTERTI
de regimine Seminarii ris “st" i forls Uisce prassentibus conveniunt:

A. Seminerfd) 8k fus:. B EIMAIe ChFCHG RegdlBetinar{ E (IS SHana

Archidicscessos Vancuveriensis sunte _

n wm—

B. Fundus et aedes utriusque seminarii ad Prioratum Westmonasteril pertinent.

¢. Temporis spatimm guo conventio vigebit ducdepgim orum erit
8 fdBUatE . Cch .D eB¥imt *aluc—td‘usm-'&ﬁp .‘1.3.5:&._3:;9 2of otosd
D. Neutra pars conventionem rescinderse vel immtare poterit, etiem expleto temporis

medbabinparobuds approtatm apd poulbk oSy Sondt egetitand Sqde Searineritecpo@b@u prac=
habito atque altera parte anno, vel saltem sexr mensibus, ante praemonita,

=9EX 3.3 1 gt el 15248 22

2. O BT o335 WES R TR FUPLst- RIS 1Bl 8RS 5A0T TIOR8 0nis
Spiritus necnon et laglstrozun ubriugque seminaril aporobandi; Gatorum vero

2815 et A% ad  nrrdar” carS1850 €LEL, "Pneid tusnil® efith i??krﬁifiwgg& ifidfrerionsi,
quos inter eligeridus erit, adsentiemte Priore, unus alterve Deputatus ex Pricratu

Dosgp Fogephade Kow Westminster Ordinid Sameli: Bededietip terfis, telstimiessd
sisgulorur suorum alumnomm in pietate doctrinagus profestw: quod .attinet saltem

imbﬁim; ?ﬂiﬁﬁ%m#@&ﬂfﬁmﬁi&nﬁﬂ%ﬁafB%?ﬂﬁ'{'ﬁiﬁﬂéni%s

w2 b rkES aPradapd EAR ST N0 19 rRR& VR RbTHTer? $040Tun 380 L AR *oeht nar i
approbandi.

(2 Brer LAF; 30 Joring Juxta semtymripregimen modgrendum egy dilnoide @pjeomcimme
significeari dsbent. Normarum exempisr, asb Archiepiscopo Vencuveriensi et a

JJEotone estmIpank gy $RREObRRIy o MR, FAFERt i PN ART NI Gy 111

H. Clausulae hujus conventionia firmae maneant, non obstantibus quibusqumque
privilegiis Ordini Sencti Benedictl conceasis.

I, Seminarium quoad temporalia AEIEERLEN B HGnasterio.

e~ ‘\._’

J. Ordinarius slummos syus, t}n;glg,a?mﬁng‘ plttat salvis casibua peculiaribus
in quibus prudenti suo judic huehl’ibe alwnrom in aliud seminarium mittendo
Ecclezime melius consuleret,

K. Annue alwmorum pensio erbiirio Archispiscopi et Prioris Conventualis
relingiplfs, Taxts condfiicnes oceconamicas prasvalentes,

L. Gasu quo jrchiefpi'scéﬁs Jencuveriensis, Sacrae Congregationis de Seminariis
eongensu praschabito, conventioni huie terminum posuerit et Seminaria dicecesana
in proprias suas sedes transtulerit, monasterium scholam in posterum retinere
poterit in qua elusmmi religlosi st smecularss ad sacrum Presbyteratum studia pro-
sequi possint.

M. HNomen seminarii retinebitur, nempe: 'Seminarium & Christo Rege'.

N. Seminsrium vero nominis sensu erit in guo recipientur solummodo juvenes
gqui 8d sacrum Presbyteratum studia prosequendi mentem habent. Hoc temporis
momento semiparium minus philoscophism complectitur,

0. Archiepiacopus jus suum tuetur invisendl seminarium dicecesanum quotiesqumgue
ei plecuerit itemgue removéndi et emendendi quae juxta legem communem vel particular-
en et nomas & S, Copgregations de Seminariis coastitutas ad sacromum sliomos rite
instituendos pietate, scientia, diseiplina minus conferre videantur.

¥/ 3 ki
Datim VANCUVERTAE die &5 ... mensis.f-0f444t, . eono 1949

+ Budie g Marews Hudd
GULIETMUS MARCUS DUEE
Testis .bo mh"w o @’, Archiepiscopus Vancuverien.

f "Wz é E;aﬁéﬂ'

*ZDVED, 0.SeBs
Testis W%é‘f £M 7 - Frior Conventualis Westmonesterii
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Crive fot Ayga %0
CH‘R.IST_ 'T-H-E ka—
'GONVIRLO  BCRIPTA inter LEmivArY
ARCHIEPTSOOPU VARCUVERILNSEAM ot PRIOREM GO.VENTUALEM, Py
Prioratus Senotd Joseph de Now Wostminater, ==
huioc Communitati Seminarii Majoris et Minoris regimen comaitens.

In.honcre SiNoM LSS Jawn . Ford
SANCTISSIMAR ET INDIVIDUAE TRINITATIS
QULIELMUS HARCUS DUFE,. .anmxﬂmqoma "Q\ROWERIBRBIS et
BUQENIUS MEDOVED, O.S.Bu PRIOR CONVENTUALLS #ESTMONASTERIY
de regimine Seminariy Majoris et Minowis hisge prsescatibus conveniuat:

A Seminsrie majus et mimus @ Christo Bege Seminaria dicecesana
Archidicecoseqs Vancuveriensis suat,

1 Bs y Fundug, af wedps utriugque: 89ainariy, ad Prioratum Jestaonasterid ipertinent,
G o Teupoxts,_spatiun. quo gonyentio: vigehis ducdeels opnoxun. eFite it ¢ovl Lo

Bag fieutra pers, conventione reasinders vel ‘dnmitere: poterdt; etiem:-explotq teuporis
spatio per quud approbata est, niel 8, Congregationis de Seminariis consansu prae=
habito atquo. altm part;8an0, Vel salten: sox mpnalbusy entevprasacnitaucs ¢

hpmaplaeopc Yanouvexi Jug, reservatur; noninationcm gectoria ek mzeeﬁoril. >
x Spn"lt.us mnnn et Haglabx m utriusque sexinarii ap,;robnnu. Deputatom Yoro

quu- mtaz- e.ugen.dua eﬂt. ‘asaentiente ﬂrmrc. unus alt.a-vc chutatus ex SPrioratu
. 8. Jossph de New yestainsper Ordinlg Sanoti;Bensdiqtij.tertio; relationemied
singulorum suorum alumnorum in pietste doctrimague profectum quod attinet saltem
quotanais Ordineyid adhibendam recipiendi Archiepiseope Vencuveriensd rjusoz ;

reservotur, '

¥« Archiepiscopo Vancuveriensi Ju- reservatur rationem studiorum utriuegue Bnﬂ.mu

t —ro®PgRobendii . sib | dallisy pduosd zodioss X0 03ncH AUTsu %
3

G« Lex say I = 4:::#5; seainerii rogimen moderandun est:d4lucide ac conciaied 4

signifi debent. Normarum excmplar, ab Avchiepiscopo Vancuveriensi et a 2
Priore yeatmonaaterii approbatum, huis conveationi adnexum invendetur,.- il 4
3
A
1
i

He Olonsulae hujus ‘oonventionls firmae mmt‘ nca chatentibuo qulbulqmuo
© privilegiis Ordini Senctl Benedictileoncgssis,

1. Seuinarium quomd temporalia dependet a HODABLATAQ. - " i }
* ODJ.J.-.\I‘ o« el i

J, Ordinerius alumnos suocs in hoe seminarium mittat salvis casibus peculiaribus |
in .quibus prudenti suo judicio guemlibet alummum in eliud seminerium mittends |
Enalnine nelius consuleret. :
T R b PR L I FTH K
X. Annuas aluwmnorum pensio arbiirio Archiepimoopi et Frioris Conventualis 5
relinquetur, juxtd ‘cofiditiones cegonomicas praevalentes. i

L+ Casu quo Archispiscopus Voncuveriensis, Sacrae Congregaticnis de Semineriis

: consensu prashabito, coaventioni huile terminum posuerit st Seninarie dicecesana
in propries suas aedes transtulerit, monasterium scholam in postarum retiners
poterit 4n qua mlumni religiosi et saseculares ad sacrum Presbyteratum studis pro-
sequi posaint,.

K. Nomen seminerii retinebitur, nempe: 'Seminarium a Christo Rege's

W, Seainarium vero nominis sensu eriy in quo recipientur solumnmode Juveuse

Qui ed seorum Preshyteratum studia prosequendi mentem hnhone. Hoo temporis
nomento seninerium minus philosophism gomplectitur,

0. Archiepiscopus jus suum tuetur {nvisendi seminarium dicecesanun quotiesquagque
el placuerit itemque removendi ot amendandl quoe juxta legem communem vel particulare
* ea ob normas a S, Copgregations do Seminariis constitutas ad sacrorum slumnos rite °
instituendos pietate, scientia, disciplina minus gonferre videantur.

Datun VANCUVEREAE dis «&eee mensds /84X, anno 1949
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WRITIRY CONTRACT BETHEEN
The ARGHEISHOP OF VANCUUVER Al Lii CONTINTUAL SRIOR, 0,3,8,,
of gaint Joseph's Prioxy, Hew yestmineter, committing to tils co . mpity the sare
of tis Vajor and Junior Semiaary of Qorist the “ing,

IN BCHOUR OF THE MOST HOLY AND UNDIVIDED TRINITY
WILLIAM HARK LUKE, ARGHEBISHOP OF VANCUUVIR amd
FUOESE ADVED, 0.8.B., GUVINIUAL PRIOR OF W:STHISTER

A. The Usjor and Junier Seuninagyy of Christ tae ‘ing ave thé Dicessan Swminaries of
the Arehdiccesy of Veasouver,

B. The Land end buildings of both Seniosriss belong to westainster Priory.

C. The length of tiss during whish the conteast aball resaim in forse shall be
twalve years.

D. HNeither party shall be able to rescisd or cheace the sontrast, evan after the
spage of tizme for wuish 1% has been ajproved has expircd, unless the gonsent of the
Sagred Qoageegation of gainaries hes first besan oklained and the othey party
previensly sebiffed ajsar or ad least six nonths before,

E. To the Arshhishop of Vancouver is rescrved she right of approving the aemination
of the Restor snd the 3piritual Dirsctoar and also of the teachers of beth
Seninaries; the oom, of deputles however, 2ogordiog $o Canon 1388 of the JedeCu,
will be appointed by ths Archbishep of Vancouver, szong waom one or other
deputy, with the npirovel of the “rFioe, will be ehosen from the Priowy of St.
Joaaph, New hestainster, of the Order of 8t. Senedies; thirdly, the right i
roasrved %0 the Arcohbishop of Venasouvsr of resviviag the report to be usde at
lesst cnee a yeur to the Ordinery with regerd %o the progress in piety and lesrning
of his students,

¥. To the Arehbishop of Vencouver 1is reserved the riznt of approving the courss of
studies in both Qeminaries,

G. The Law oz Rules goveraning the sonduet of $he Jemimapy sust be clearly and com=
elsely stated. A eopy of the Rules, spproved by the Arehbishep of Venccuver
and by the Prier of Vestzminster, shall be found sttached %o this comtrass.

H. Lot the provisiom of this comtract reusin in fores, notwithotending eay privileges
grantsd to the Ordey of 3%, Banediet.

I. The fecinary as regaxd Sexporalitles depauds oa the avnassery.

J. Lot the Oxdinary send his students t0 this Souninery except for spesial ceses ian
whigh, sccowdinmg to his pyudent judgment, he would be sqting in %he better intaercets
of the ghureh by sendiog soxe studesnt to snother Sundparwy,

K. The annvel fees for students shall be left to the discreiion of ths Arehbishep
and of the gonventusl Prier, sooording to she rovailin: eooncamie conditions.

Le In the svent that tha Arshbishop of Vemecuvsr with the approval of the Saorsd
Qongragation of Seninariss should Serminate this gemrast ané transfsr the
Dicoesan Secineries into ists gwn bullding, $he monastery shell be able for the
future o retain the school in which roligious and secular stidente ean carry ous
their studies for the sacred priesthosd.

M. The name of the Sminery shall be retained, nesely; »genipery of ghrist theé Ting®,

¥. I% shall be & Swdoery in the true sensc of the neme, in which shall be adnmitted
cnly young man wio pave the inteaticn of carrylny out their studiss for the smored
prieathoof. A% the present wowont the Jwior Suninary ineludes piilosophy,

0. The Arehbishop retains the right of visiting the Diceessan geminsyy whenever ne
ploases end also of romoving and improviag whatever, aceording %o comnom o2
particalsr lew snd the regulasions drswn up by the Sscred Omgregstion of
Beoiparies, séwus not S0 be comdnsive %0 the proper training of studeats for
paered orders in plety, knowledge spd disediplins,

N
Vensouver, B.C. day .‘.'?.é.'. souih ‘.".‘ﬂ":‘f. year 1849

U Masik Ol

WILLIAM MARK CUNE

Uoi’hh,@wsgw ARQMBISHOP OF VANCOUVER

sitness

EJOLNE <EDVED,0,8.8,
#ituons CONVINIUAL PRIV OF WESTHISSTER




Gorvensio B (revisa)

CONVENTIO SCRIPTA inter
ARCHIEPTSCOPUM VANCUVERIENSEM et FRYGHRM CONVENTUALEM, O.8.B.,
Prioratus SBanati Joseph de New Westaimster,
huis Gosmusitati Ssminmarii Majoris ot Minoris regimen committens.

e I I

SANCTISSIMAE ET INDIVIDUAE TRINITATIS

GULIELNUS MARCUS DUKR, ARCHIEPISCOPUS VANCUVERIERSIS et
EDGENIUS MEDVED, 0.3.B., PRIOR CONVENTUALIS WESTMONASTERIT
de regimine geminarii Majoris et Minoris hisce prassemtibus cobveniunt:

A

¥,

I.
I

Le

Seminaria majus st minus a Ghristo Rege Semiparia dicecesana
Archidioscesens Vancuvariesamsis sunt,

Fundus ot aedes utriusque seminaril ad Prioretue Westmomasteril pertiaemt,
Temporis spatiua guo soaventio vigebit ducdecim amsorum erit,

Keutra pars conventiocmem rescimdere vsl immatara poterit, stism expleto temporis
spatio per quad approbate est, nisi 3. Oongregationis de Seminariis comsemsu prae=
hsbito atque altera parte sano, vel saltem sex mensibus, ante preemonita,

Arechiepisecpe Vaneuveriensi jus ressrvetnr acminatiomesm Reotoris et Direstoris
Spiritus necnon et Magistrorum utriusque ssaiparii approbamdi; Deputatorum vere
costus ad norman oam. 1339 ¢.J.0. instituendi erunt ab Archiepiscopo Vsneuverienai,

os inter sligendus erit ums alterve Deputatus ex Priorstu S, Joseph de Now
ﬁlﬂlﬁuﬁu Ordinis Sencti Benedioti; tertio, relsticmem aé singulorum suorum
almmorum in pietate dootrinagque profesctum quod sttinet saltem quotamnis Ordimarie
adbibepdem resipiendi Archispismeopo Vansuveriensi jus ressrvetur,

Archispigsepe Vamcuveriemsi jus reservatur rationsm studiorum utriusque Semfnarii
apprebandi.

Lex aen Normeae juxts seminarii regimen modersmdus est dilucide as coneimme
plgrificari debent. Nosmarum exemplar, ab Archispiscopo Veacuveriemsi st a
Friore westmonasteril approbatum, huie conventioni adwexum invemiestur.

Claseules hujus conveaticais firmas mmneant, ngn chstamtilus quibusqusque
privileglis Ordinil Semeti Pemedictl conocessis,

Seminurium quosd temporzlis dependst = momasterie.

ordinsriue alusmos sues in hoo seminerium mittat salvis casibus pesulisvibus
in gquibus prudenti sug judicio quemlibet alummum in aliud seminerius mittendo
Eesloesiae melius comnsulerst.

Asms aluvmnorum pemsio arbitrio Archiepiseopl et Prioris Qomventualis
relinguetur, juxta conditioner oecomomicas praevelentes.

Gafu quo Arebispiscopus Vamsuveriensis, Sacrae Gongregationis de Seminariis
eonsensu prashabite, convemtiomi hule terniaum posuerit et Seminaria dicegesana
in proprias suss esdes tramstulerit, moragterium scholam in posterum retimere
poterit in qua alumni religiosi et sasculares ad sacrum Presbyteratum studis pro-
sequi possint.

Nemon seminarii retinebitur, aempe: *Seminarium a christo Regef.

Semizarium vero acminis sensu erit im quo reeipientur solummode juvenes
qui ed sasrum Presbyteratum studia prosequendi memtem hebeat. Hoa temporis
nomenta seminarive mimus pbilesophiam eomplestitaur.

Archiepisecpus jus saum taetur invisendi seminarium dioesessmm guetiesgquuque

ei plasuerit itemgue removendi ¢t eusndandi quae jurta legem scmmumen vel particulares
¥t normas a §. Comgregatione de Seminariis esonstitutas ad ssoromm alummos rite
instituendos pistate, ssiemiia, disaipline minus conferre videsatur,

DATOM VANCUVERIAE 410 secvease BORALS secavssee OANO 1949

GUIIELUUS MARCUS LUKE
Arehiepiecopus- Tencuverisn.

To8tiD evscosvncnnnese

EUCENIUS MEDVED, 0.3.:Be

PO8E18 sevvensnanconne Prior Couventuslis Westmomasterii
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Rt. Rev. Monsignor Erneste Ruffini, ’
S8eoretary of the Sacred Congregatiom of ¥
Seminariss and Universities,
Palazzo delle Congragationi,

Plezza S. Calisto.

el

. e
Dear Monsignor Ruffini;

1 am writing you congerning the Junior Seminary of Christ
the Xing at Ladnar, B. C.

Spiritually and materially it has made satisfactory progress
sinece its foundation In a2} > Its firat class of students
advansced this yenr to the major seminary at Edmonton where its
members are held in high esteem for their Jjunior seminary training.

The intellesctusl progress at the seminary has not beem so sat-
isfactory, due to the difficulty of proouring anmd retaining suit-
able and oapakle professors for the classes. * At present we
have not professora among our own clergy. We are, howaver, pre-
paring the most capable of our present major seminarians for this
work apd in four years, with God's help, will-have the necessary
professors. oflee Mur Ntusdia Brn Wil e

In the meenwhile we need every available diocesan priest for
the parish work of the dicoese, which grows dally due to fthe
influx of settlers to this province of desirable climate and
opportunities.

The Benedictine Fathers of Mount Angel, :Oregom, o, wigsh to
make a foundation in the Archdlocese. ‘They desire above all to
found a mopastery and attaeh te it the junior seminary work to
whish they would confine their activities. They would not take
over our property, but they would acquire & suitable property
for their monastery closer to the city of Vancouver ani add to
it the neceasary buildings for the Junior seminary work.

They say they have many suitable and capable priests for
this important work, amd would bend sll their efforts to make it
an ideal Junior seminary according to the mind of the Chursh.

While we realize that this would help us at the moment when
we have no professors and need every avallable priest for psrish
work, we are unable to dealde ourselves whether or not this would
be a good thing for the Chureh.

The work of small gseminaries is not gpecifically the work of
the Benedictine Order. It would seem alsp that the jJjunior seminary
in the hends of the secular clergy and under the direct supervision
of the Ordinary would be more the mind of Holy Churech, and in the
long rur hetter for the dioeese in the work of secular vocations

o



2.

o
[

_and training yewth for the sublime voeation of Boly Prieathood.

o

It would help me very much to have tha advice of the Holy
Father and perhaps the direction of the Saocred Congregation, which
I will gladly follow as the expressioa of God's Holy Will in this
impertant decision.

> Phe preclious words ef our beloved Holy Father addressed to
the world on the guestionm of the day reach us through the press
and exercige a marvellous power in forming publie opinion for good o
in these svil times in which we live, We take this occasion of A€

offering Him the assurance of owr filial devotion ani f-im prayers 1“#“"“'
for all EHis needs.

Hecommending te your prayers at Holy Mass the work of Hely
Church in this Archdioesese, I beg to remain, with sentiments eof
profound respect

Devotedly yours in Christ,

W. M. DPuk a
Arehbighop of Vane uver.



Vancuverise, die 25 Novembris 1938.

111.m0 ac Revemo D.no Ernesto RUFPINI,

Saor. ::ngreg. de Seminariis et
Unlversitatibne Studiorum Sesretario

Palazzo delle Congregasioni, ’

Piazgza 3. Oalisto,

ROMAM.

Ill.me ac Rev.me Domine;

Hisce praesentibus de Semimario a
apud Ladner, B. C.,Tecum confero. SREERS. Chrlve en

Quod ad vitam spirituslem et rem familimrsm attinat,
profectum valde sufficientem inde ab erections mense Octobrl 1931 exhibuit.
Alommi qui $unc temporis annom secomdum studicrum superiorum in Semdnaric |
minore iniverunt, hoc ammo in Seminarinm mejus apnd ‘tdmontonm, Albertis,
ingressi sunt, ubi meximi meriti pro efformtione in Jeminario minore recap
Jjudicati sunt.

Profectus verc intellectuslis in Seminario minore
non adso satlafeclt ex diffionltate obtinendi et retinendi magistros idonsom |
ot capaces ad dlsciplinas tradendas. Hoo tempors nom habemms magistros inter
propriom Nostrum clerum. Sed quosdam ex slummis in Seminario msjore iugenic H v
presstantes ad hoo monns prasparamus et intra gquattuor ammes, Dec ad Juvante,
post recsptum &b els presbyteratus ordihem, magistros necessarios habebimms.

Interim opns eat Nobis guoque libere sacerdote ;
dipecesano ad ministerium parosciels diocecesls, quae in dies cresecit propter
adventum immigrantinm in hane provinciam miti hieme et bonz sps gaundentem. \

Patres ox ordine Sanctl Benedictl zpud Montem Angeli,
Oregen, fundatiomem in Archidicecesi facere volunt.

Monasterium erigere eigus dirsctionsm semimarii
minoris adjungers et ita labores definire summopers cupiunt.

¥undom Eostrum sibi essomere nolunt, sed fundum
monssterio aptum propina civitati Vancuverienal soguirerent ibiqus sedificla

seminario minorl necessaria adderent.
Dicunt se plures sacerdotes ildoneos et peritos ad

hoe summum officium habers seque omibus viribus adnimmros esse utb
geminerium minos ldeale juxte mentem Ecclesise efficisnt.

.oris Dum beme intelligimms hoc Nobis a.nxin:d:::e Il;z:mm
tempmwls qusndo nudlws babsmns maglstrun et guoque 1liberoc sape
ministerimm peroecisle Nobis opus est, num borum sit Zoolesias necne Judicare

L Opus seminmariorum Minorum non specifice ordini

@anoti Benmedictl pertinet. Seminarium minas sub directlions cleri dicecesanl

et sub influmam immediato Ordinarii megls Jjuxta mentem Sanastae naai::z:::
vidsretor st digecesi sventmalliter commodine in opsre fovendi voo
onem sublimem sacri presbyteratus

clerum dloscesannm easgue dirigendl in vooatl
digecssani.



rage 2.

Mihi valde adjutorio esset sl consilium
585.mi Patris et forsan plasitum Sacras Congregationis scirem, cni
atpote sanctae Del voluntati in hos judicio meximi momenti libenter
obtamperabo.

Monita pretioss & Heatissimo Patre dilectisaimo
totl orbl ds quasstionibus diurnis directa ad Noa per ephemsrides
pervenimmt et effectum mirabilem exercent in opiniome populari in bonmm
efformands hisce lamentabilibus tempowibus quibue volylmm. (=}

/BRe/pEdx#1pRs/ ¥ Banc occasionem
pancisolimny Ei obsequinm offerendl devotionis filialis et precum
incessabiliom cleri populique Nostri fidelis pro ommibus Ejus necessitatibng.

PAWL/ SR/ 1TE/ Tibi ple Ssorum litanti
profactum Sanctas Eeclsaise im hac Archidiocegesil dum commsndo

Com sensu obsequii sinceri me profiteor

In Christe addictissimum

(Gulielmnm Marecum D U K E,)
Archieplsoppun Vansuverisnsem.

Corrections; on page 1; nine linss from foot of page:
temporis guando nuliom
on page 2: eight linss from top:

temporibus quibus volvimar.

Instead of traumslating: ' Its first clasa of students ', 1 translated:
' The students who then started their second year of
High Sehool in the Junior Seminmary ' (otherwise
they wounld appear to have done the shorter coures)
If this longer form ie not desired, the semtence could be:
Alummi primes classis. .or alommi primi anni
hge anno in Seminarium me jus apud Bdmonton, Alberta,
ingressi suut



TRANSLATION OF LATIN LETTER.

SACRED CONGREGATION OF SEMINARIES
& OF UNIVERSITIES OF STUDIES.

Num. Prot. 2616/38
Rome, 29 May 1939
Your Exoellency:

In a letter dated 25 November 1938 you informed
this Sacred Congregation that the Monks of St. Benedlct were prepared
to build a Seminary in your Arehdiocese at their own expense and to
equip it with everything in accordance with the Sacred Canons.

On which matter, since there is already a Junior
Seminary in the Archdiowese of Vancouver, you asked this Sacred
Congregation whether, all things duly considered, 1t would be better
to accept the proposal of the Benedictines or to keep and complete
the Seminary of Christ the King.

This Sacred Congregation thinks thus: if there are
gufficlent priests in the Diocese, the Seminary is committed to the
seoular clergy more in accordance with canonical prescriptions, =ince
it 1s an Institution designed to teach and train secular priests: 'if,
however, sultable priests are wanting, thanks should be rendered to
God since a Religious Order is found which would take upon itself
such a grave duty.

It is indeed trus that the Monks of St. Benediot,
as you say, were not founded to direvct Seminaries, but it is a known
Taot that they direct not without fruit several Colleges and Seminaries both
in the Dominion of Canada, (v.g. St. Peter of Muenster) and in the
U{ited States of the N. American Republio:(e.g. Mt. iAngel Seminary) and
elsewhere.

With regard to those things, however, which concern
the subjeoction of the Seminary to the Ordinady, the length of time
granted and the conditions to be laid down, and othercthings, they
will be able to be guaranteed by a contract %o be drawn up between the
parties, for which reason you will find a copy of the rules for contracts
of this kind annexed to this letter.

If it is a question of a Full Seminery gnd it is
foreseen that the expenses of the Dioccese will be diminished, the
agreement seems to us to be advisable, all the more so because the
edifice of the Seminary of Christ the King as it now stands will be
able to be sub-let or, preferably, serve as a Summer residence for the
students of sacred sciences.

However, I commit the whole question to your great
prudence for judgpent and decision. ( OR THIS COULD READ: "However, I
leave the whole matter to be judged and decided by your great prudence')

With all due regard and respect,

Your Exdellemoy's devoted in Christ Jesus,

J. Card., Plzzardo

Eraest Ruffini, Seoret.



Et fﬂ‘ﬂtnoa-o.a-o
. Eminentiss Veztrse r versndissimes

Bn.mo =8 Heveme D. lme in Chriss addietiseimus,
Ds Jossphe Cardinali PIZZARDO,
Saerag Gaperszationis De Sam-r:lu Guiielmus Mareus DUEKE, '

N poarierum Universtitatibus Arohispiszsopus Vanguverien.
Praefestis,
ja Canssllazia-dpesterieay Conmgregasioni

”i! ste,
Archdinrese of Haucouver 545 Rishards St
@haurery Office Hancomuer, B. 0.

FIRST COFY OF LATIN LETTER.

Vaneunverias,
die 17 Augueti 1989

Em.mé® e Rev.me Domine:;

Quae de Seminaric minore a Christo Rege
lizterie die 29 mensiz maii 1939 sub. Num. protoe. 2616/38 datis
:;nevoio garipesit Eminentis Veatrs, mihi maximo gaudio profestunique

FIUAT.

Audito Gonsulterum dioesesanorum coetu,
omnibus mature perpensias, cum de fasto idonei sassrdotes sd hoe
opug implendum desiderentur, Honschos 3, Benedieti & Monte Angeli,
Oregeon, ad fundationem in diocesesl fasiendam invitavi sorumgue
guras opus Jeminarii minoris ad deecem annes sommiasi.

Gum monsgteriom eﬁ ﬁq um proprium
statim erigere negueant, eecs in 3 a Christo Rege
qued mune est ad anunm aehelnm 1939-1940, uti videbitur ax

11ttor1n adnexias Patri Abbati nissie, reaepi.

Ren femilisrem Seminarii exsistenmtis negue
dum proprium esedifisium eriganigaustodiemus od imtra annum
fore spero, ¢t guande inm movum %m:reui fuerint,
aonventionam inter Archidiosesaim Vancuveriensem ot eorom
Communitatem inibimoa, juxte normee & S. Sede statuiss pro

direstione Seminarii Religiosis viris esommittenda. Tine ssdifieium
qued nune est Seminarii mineris ad aliuvm fimem religiocmum

destinare peterimua,

Saeras Songregationi de Seminsriie eonvent-
~ionam finalem de gna asuprs ante subseripticnem ut ab sa approbat-
~icnem et i necesme zit someilium resipismus mitiemmas.

Nuper me cartiorem Patres Bemediatini
feserunt quingune optimos wviroz religiosos et moderatores aid epus
idonsos miemsum iri, inter quos Hev. Patzrem Engenium Medved, 0.3.B.,
anno superiors Seminseril apud Memtem Angeli reetorem, gui et Reator
novua Seminarii minoris & Chrizte Rege spud Ladner, B.C. erit.

Quod saserdotex diossesani nune epud Seminar
~inm detenti alifslabordsparcesiszlRsneseasaries in archidiossesai
libersluntur, immensase uiilitatl 5. Bealesiss et mnimabms erit.

@ua nactus cocmaionem iterum stque iterum
u‘t:lmatiunm exprimers gratiasque agere velim de gapienti E.V,
aongilie in litteris 29 matl 1939 eontento has de re at clere

o popuio AR eTET) fentine Vemirse Sasvum pie 1litenti
profeetum 8. Eceleniss in has Arshidiocescesil dum eommendo,
oksequentis animi mei sensum proferc, euneta leetizgimam eox cerds ominatus



Roms,April the 12th, 1946,

SACRA CONGREGAZIONE
Del Seminarl E Delle Universita Degli Studl
-l &
Num,di Protoc,.561/46

{(Nella risposta si reporti il numero)

Your Exocellsncy,

We have read and pondered the biennal report
which you have diligently sent to this Sacred Congregation,
We gladly congratulate you upon your care of having establi-
shed orderly and fortunately,with the generous help of the
Benedictine Fathers of your diocess,the Seminary of scilence
end the course of philosophy.

It appears from the clear agreement that the
Benedlctine Fathers are the owners of the Seminary and
have the administration thereof. And yei we have confidencs
you will endeavour,when conditions have changed and permit,
to erect,the sa-ocrifices might not be small,a dioccesan
-juniorate exelusively your own,although 1t could receive
students of other dlocesss.

We are truly very pleased.with the regular way
of 1ife in the Institute.We are very well aware that plety
is cultlivated very diligently,that the dewotion to the
Blessed Sacrament and to the Holy Virgin Mother 1s fostered,
and the love for the Supremes Pontiff and the Holy See is
inculcated,



However,it seems to be desirable with regard to
plety,that the Spiritusl Moderator "5, not svsRlosdsd wikh
more impobtant occupations,especially in school,because we
fear this charge might take aimy the so necessary confidence
to the Master of Piety on the part of the students or lessen
it,and thus prevent him to devots himself thoroughly to the
spiritual direction of the boysa.

Likewlse,1t seems not sufficient that young men,
especlally those dedicated to the study of philoaphy,are
making s retraet of thres days only; for such spiritual
exercises ars able to ﬁduco young men to a reflection
on life and to a progress in gocd in such a degree,that,
if their mind is enlightend by God in the truths of falth
axid their will strenghtened to embrace them,they have the |
power to impresa cognitions and resolutions upon the
heart,

We encourege you to foster that catholic action !
which the Supreme Ponti{fs have recommendsed with charming wlil
zeal as such that 1s especlally suitable for the welfars
of souls,

Moreover,it proves sufficilsntly the impobtance l
of the Institute i{ professors are graduastes; therefore [
we are very pledsed to learn that for the stpdy of philo-
sopbhy someone of the studants 1s being sent with three
othars to the Seminary at Ottawa. Nevertheless,that stu- |



deats of philosophy might be separated from those of
human sciences,we expect wlth great desire an enlsrge-
ment of the building which would permit to receive boys
also from other dioceses.

To guard the spititusl welfare of the students
and the gift of voecation,it seems to be very profitable .
to reduce the autummal holidays,or at least to interrupt
them for some tine,and to call back the students to the
Seminary and to cultivate and guard them assiduously,
even outside of the Seminary.

Although the number of the faithful in the
dfiocese ;s compared with the number of non-catholice, 1s
very small,and secular priésts are not very numerous and
many sconomic troublaes and a scarcity of soclesisstical woeat(an§
is percelvable,we nevertheless hope that by Godas grace
your labours could be erowned with holy and learned prlestsg
for your and all the falthful joy alwaeys and everywhers,

Mlnally 1t will bé?ﬁleasure for us,if by your
kindness you will write us again,

Wishing from the bottom of heart the blmssings
of God upon you,we express the sentiments of our devotion -

and send many salutations

Your Excellency's

very devoted in Ch.J.

:’;%L :::—.: { L £, ,«;f’,ﬁ
£
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Blestminster Priory

2700 GILPIN BT.
NEW WESTMINSTER, B.C.
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MEMBERS OF WESTMINSTER PRIORY § Order of St. Bensdict)
AND FROFESSORS OF THE JUNIOR SEMINARY OF OHRIST TEE KING

: Vary Beversnd Eugene Modved, 0.8.B. Prior
" RBaverand Joseph Bohimdler , 0.3.B,
~ * Reverend Leo Walsh, 0.8.B,
»" Reverend Andrew Keber, 0.8.B.
.\ Yory Beverend luks Eberle, O.8.3. Beator
< Revereni Basnsdiet Eeber, 0.8.B.
-+ *Reverend Timothy SBander, 0.8.B.
"Reverend @hrysostom Bross, O.8.B,
- Revereand Angustine Ealberer, 0.8.8,
“ Reverond Wilfrid Sowerbdy , 0.8.B8,
* Reverend Georgs Housk, O0.,8.B,
' Brother Densdiot Jonmes, Obl, 0.8.B.

Loigors Dtidhid i

oﬂtﬂhr 12. 19“ leﬁ m‘rﬂ, 0-3-3.
Prior
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MWestminster Priory
2700 GILPIN BT.
NEW WESTMINSTER, B.C.

June 5,1945

loat Reverend /iliam ii. Duke, D.D.
Arnhbishon of Vancouver

R4B Richarda Street

Janaouvar, British Columbia

Most Reverend and deur archbishop:
Following your kind suggestion
I am writing this letter proposing mtter for your sonsideration when
you gomposa your letter of recommendation which I will take with
me on my proposed trip to the south thle summer to colleat funds
for our pronossd new monastery, Junior and Major Seminary.

I would ba grateful to recelve
a latter from your Excellensy before the end of June stating that
¥y approve of our project, that the new buildings are nacessary
gnd ‘urgent to meet the demands of more priasts for our growing
parishes and the vast mieplonary territory of Westérn Canada.

You may state that I am Prlor of Vestminster Priory, of the Order

0of B%. Benediot, to whom you and the Cpher bishops of your province
have sommitted the training of future ocandidates for the priesthood,
in the insitution kenown as the Seminary of Christ the King and
established by your authority twelve years ago. The present growth of
the seminary has made our praesent temporary facilities inadeacuate.

You may state that I am fully
approved to represent comscientiously this worthy cause in behalf
of the Catholic Church of Vestern Canads. In spite of the fruatation
of the Clmurech in other parte of the world, the vast numbers of priests
who have been savagely murdered elsewhere, the growth of the Church
in the west and the dirs need of more prieats and missionaries will
gcommend itsslf to those who have been kmown t0 have singularly
loved the Church. The good caunge will also oommend itself to those
who look for great spiritusl favors and to those who realize their
reaponeibility to the Good God who has entrusted to them a greater share
in the use of the material goods of this world, ‘

You may also feel able to stats that
the other Bishops of the Province also approve of our plans. I am gure
you would not hesitate to speak for our late eand saintly Bishop Bunoz,
Oelfels, who has shown such & kind interest in the seminary, and who
would have sa#t me a letter had he been able, I have already received
a beautiful letter from Bishop Oody and 148 intend to write teo the
other Bighops of the Province.

Degr Archbishop, you know I will
be grateful for whatever oontainsd in the above matter you may be
able to say in our behalf,

Most respeatfully yours,

04D
Eb!!. Vﬁd " o.s L] BO
’ ior

[
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February l4th, 1948,

Rt. Rev., Thomas MCI'. 0-3.3..
Junier Ssmdnery of Christ the King,

Mount Angel,
St. Benediot P.0,, Oregon,

Dear Father Abbotti

It gives me pleagure %0 approve and reccamend thet the
New Westminster Friofy besome sa independent Priory. It is mow well
ostablished end its future, both financially emd spirituslly, seems well
geours,

I an coxfident thers will be found in this ares suffiocleat
vooations fexr the Benediotine Fathers and ia the future a great work to do
in their Junior Seminmary and im the proposed Crand Seminary apostolate, I
therefore aspprove of the New Westminster Pricyy re an indepeandent Priory,
both at its present site as well ms at ite proposed new site at Itnlon Civy
as soon as $hat can be arranged.

In view of the excelleant work done by the Benedictine
Yathers for cur youthfnl seminsrians et the Junier Semimary during the time
that they have been engaged ia the work and elso the comtimued good imfluence
the Fathers sxeroise in general in the Archdiogese, I am disposed to help
them ixn every wmy I oan in the development of their own Community samd iam the
work of semimariemns in the Archdicocese,

Wishing you dear Fasher Abbott and the Fathers all the
grages and blessimgs of thig Holy Sesson of Lent snd asking your prayers for
the work of Jod here at the Pacific Cvast, I reamain as ever

Frateraaslly yours in Chriast,

'I x. D u k ..
WD 1¥5 Arghbishop of Vanocouver,



PAX
The Bewsdiclinss of Wes{minsfer Priory

2700 GILPIN STREET
NEW WESTMINSTER, B.C,

May 18, 1948

Most Reverend Williem Mark Duke, D.D.
Arehbishop of Vanccouver

646 Richards Street

Vaneouver, B.C.

Dear Archbishop:

We received your letter informing
us that you had sent Abbot Thomas Meler the copies
of the new sontraet concerning the Seminary., If
you have not already heerd from Father Abbot, we
take this oppertunity to announce the fact that,
a2t noon today, Westminster Priory wes made'a
Conventual Priory sui iuris. I have been appointed
Conventual Prior.

|

The Monks who are remaining at
Westminster Priory will, we understand, trensfer
their vows of stability on June lst. As soon as
our chapter is canonically copnstituted we will take
up the matter of the econtreects as they were sent
to St, Benedict's Abbey.

Respectfully yours,

Eugel’}é/nledved * 105 B- T
Prior Conventualis



Sept. 29 1949

Very Rev, Fr. &lm’ OuStBs.
Prior

8t. Joaeph'a

2700 uilpin Stnu

New Westminater, B.C.

Very Rev, and Dear Father Fugenet

Please find enclosed, for
your filea s & copy of the Contract received from the Sacred
Congregation of Seminaries, approved, ratified and sealed,

It will be my conetant
prayer thet Ood will continue to bless with overy urace the
expansion of thls great work to which the Fathers have
genarously devoted their lives.

With every kind wish and
blessing the Community, I remailn,

Devotedly yours in Chriut,

W, M\Du k e
wd 30 Archbishop of Vancouver

Encl .2,



PAX
The Benadictines of Westiinsler Priory

2700 GILPIN SB8TREET
NEW WESTMINSTER,. B.C.

The Most Holy Rosary
Qet.7,1949

Mogt Reverend william Mark Duke,D.D.
Arshbishop of Vaucouver

646 Richards Street

Vancouver, B.C,

Dear Archbishop:

We received your letter with
our contract for the seminaries, ratified by
the Sacred Congregation of Seminaries and
therefore having the special blessing of the
Holy Father.

We would be glad if you would
meke & public statement regarding the contract
on some convenient occasion, In the meantime,
we do not plan to give it publiecity.

I can only say that I will do
my best to further the work of the seminary.
My entire community is Jjoined with me in this
resolve. We are encouraged to know that we
will always have the prayers of our Archbishop.

Regpectfully in Christ,
(/8 f?f"-"‘ o Al
Bugene Medved,O.5.B.

EM: Au



‘'he Beminary Problen ’ -0( 5

WE SROULD [IKE to make known to thope intsrested in the Dioccesan Ma jor
and Minor Seminary the crivical situatlon In whicn this ins:ituticn finds
itself at the preesent tims.. You know the Governmans's cificial cislm that
she 1s not hindering Catholica in theilr right %o conduct their own schools,
However, the many dlscrlminatory msasures cperative ageinst Cabholic
schools camnot be reconclled with such a cleisn. To take some examples,
children attending parochial public schools cannot receive the usual medi-
cal and dentael servigea provided by the Depavtment of Heanlth; thezas same
chlldren cannot obtain free text books and ares nou allowsd Tree Lranspor-
tation on school bussea. Finally, thsre ias = syszem of tarztlon in FTerce
in this orovince which reguires that taxes be pald on Cathelic school
bulldings as 1f they were business bulldings, and this in =cite of the
fact that these schools give complete primary znd secondary education and
are therefore conferring the same public bsnsTit as the siets achools.

''HE VANCOUVER CITY CHARTAR recognizes the injuatice of such taxation
and thus grants tax exemption toc "seminaries of learaing". B&ut outgide
the city limits the Munlelpal Act 48 operative. Thus 5t. Mazry's 3chool
iz exempt whlle St. Helen'a just beyond the ciiy limits 1n Eurnsby pays
taxes, ©Such a tax burden is particularly uszvy and its obvioue injustice
more keenly felt by the community during tne flnaucial siresza of opealng
a new school or of expanding into more adeguate guarters.. it 1s surely
& zurious situation when schools have to »ay tsxep whicen are destined in
zood part for educational purposas.

THE BENEDICTINE FATHERS, ss is well known, heve plans tc move the
Seminary to Mlsalon City, and we were preparsd to begin builliding last
spring but were orevented becauss ol the taxes we would have to pay. Aa
in Burnaby, so at Mission, we would hsve to pay a tex wrhlch is equivalent
ta approximately 337 of the asesezsment. If we were tc build a permanent
ingtitution worthy of our work and adeguatsz to cur needs, the annual tax
would exceed by several thousands of dollsrs the total lncome of our insti-
tution. #And therefore, until tha B.C.Municipal Act is 2merdad Lo grant
tax exemptlon to non-profit seminaries of learning, the sfforta of the
Benedictines to expand wlll be frustrated znd ths enrolmsnt limited. we
need not point out what a loss this curtallmwsnt of the szmimary would be
to the Church in British Columbiz. The seminary has recsived the highest
commendetion from our Archbishop and the Eishopzs of the province and has
been pralsed by the Hely Father. But ite growth ls impcssiile under the
present circumsatances when every imporvement we make becomes a 1lsbility
becauge of the correepending increszse in taxzilon.

IT 15 A GENERAL PRACTICE among governments to grant tax exsmption to
non-profit educational instituticns, encourazing thereby men and wowen
of all denominations to dedicate their lives to chariteble gnd educational
works with 1ittle or no cost Lo the govsrnamsat; and this the stats con-
aidsers good business both in the economic ard the wmeral 3exnse. Our lawe
do grant exemption to orvhanages, for examples, aad to tha bulldings and
schools of ggrlcultursl and horticultural scocietles; but they should do
the game for all non-noroflt educational institubtions. Tae B.C.Muniecipal
Act 1s admittedly backward ln many respects sndé needs & bthorough ravlaien.

IT IS MY OPINION that 1f the Hunicipal Act is deficisnt cn the present
point it 18 because there has nobt been sufiicient repreazntation by Catho-
1lice and other interested grouvs to show the meri: of suzh Tair legiala-
tlon. Further, I do not belleve ths Catholics cf Britileh Uoiumbla resallize
the serious Injury the Yhurch suffere beceussy of she fect thet the 'ssminary
cannot expand undar such rewvressive taxstlon.

EWsSN IN OUR oresent inadeguats quarters we pay nesrly l%0.00 a moath
in taxes for the orivilege of educating. If you oneidsr ihe fact that
we cherge only ¥350.00 a year or apiroiimaiely 35.00 & pon... to board,
room and sducate students for the prlesthocd, you can eazsiiy e2¢ woy we
cannot nay 2 tax of 344 on the asseseed value of large lastitutional
buildings and why it tekes the full-time unsalaried laber of some 20
.moniks to keep the seminary operating. ¥or sxpansion we lock to the kina
- bonefactiona of people who amprociaste our work. We cen aak for help to
put up our bulldings; but we are unyllling to face the prospect of heving
to rely upon charity to pay the taxes of cur instituticn once it 1s bullt.

Fathar Friloy sugenz,0 S5.B.
2700 Silpin Strest.

New ' E3tmingter, 2.8
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Pries i 1931-1938 reunion, 1949 ] : ;
LTO R:tsFrfr?aTn;-saI‘\j/\r;(::esiTJlgigg Carney, Fr. John Kilty, Fr. Nunzio Defoe, Msgr. Francis Chalonecr. l\é}:.gsr;kj:"z EE;%:} Fr. Gordon McKinnon,
Fr. Joseph Franks, Fr. V\'/ilfr.ed Sowerby, OSB, Fr. John Edward Brown, and Fr. Patrick O Sullivan Credit: y
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Source: Gresko, Jacqueline Traditions of Faith and Service, Archdiocese of Vancouver 1908-2008. P. 83
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WESTMINSTER ABBEY
MISSION CITY. B.C. .
CFFICE OF THE ABBOT . .

May 11, 1965

Most Reverend M. M, Johnson, D.D.
Archbishop of Vancouver

150 Robson St.

Vancouver 3, B.C.

Your Grace,

We are preparing the Seminary Prospectus for
reprinting (1965-67) and we would like to include Totok
the following changes regarding fees: o

Tuition in 8econdary S8chool ... $ 60.00 per semester é?a-ﬂhjﬂnv
Tuition in Arts and Theology ..$ 100,00 per semester /¢ P yee

Up to now we have not been charging tuition,
but with the present state of inflation and rising
costs our fees are no longer realistic.

We hope you will agree to have these fees
apply also to the students of the Archdiocese.

Keeping the referendum in our prayers, I remain

Yours sincerely in Christ,

- ———— d-.-l_.o@f

oo Eugene ledvtd, 0.8.B,

4 Abbot
EM:aE
% o r\'



The Sacred Congregation
of Seminaries and Universitises

Prot, N, 749/65/2
(Refsexr te this number
in Zeplying)

Your Excellency:

Rome
Juns 11, 1965

We wers pleased tp receive the guinqueanial report on
the conditien of your seminary whick ydu kiridly sent to us
through the nffices of His Excellency the Apéstolic Delegata.
We tekg pleasture in thanking Your Excellendy for thie.

In sczutinizing this report, =8 we

ust do, we did rnat

fail tp see the difficulties arsing cut of |the fact thei

the Seminary belongs toc the Benédictine Fa
right of ownesrship and edminigtration, Fo
Excellency haa informed ue--e.g.--the Depu
put their duties satisfactorily and as the
to the principles of Can. 1359 C.J.C.p --
conduct of the seminary depsnda--sc you he
apbot rather than on the Rector of the Semi
Aoligious da net lpok upon the seninary as
the Arthdiocese of Vancouver even theugh th
stated in the Contrsct of August 25tn, 194

In view of mll these circumstances,
confidentislly to indicsto to vy in a brath|

ers, whu hold the
instance Your

s cannat cerry
should aecording

8 life and
written--on the
sy} finally, the
he gseminary of

8 is clearly

, (letter A).

8 ask Your Grece
rly way what you

} 4
fesl should be done sbout thnasgiﬂﬁgtrgﬁignn aaminary.

Indead this Sacred Congx' tion is wost anxi
Excellency should bp able to exerciss compl
the life of this Pious Institute; therefo
kindly to indicate to thie Saczed 0ffica-wh
difficultiea, Bo tha+t, gided by your good cf
fingd a fitting solutien that will pressrve
rights af the local Ordinery.

While we await mn answer we ask God

pus that ¥ _ur

bte suthority over
re we would ask you
bt axe the major
punsel we can

nd safeguerd tha

o showaer all his

best pifts on you, and express to yoU our warmeet sentimenta,

Dévotedly Tours

it Jesue Christ,

Cardinal Pdz3axde

Ta His Excellancy,
the Mget Raverend Martin Michaél Jdohnson,
Archbishop of Vancouver

3%



Seminary o]r Chaist ths Kins

Mission City, B.C. Ttephone: Mre G 64
jor Seminary: B26-8975
Feb. 17, 1969 Minor Seminary: 8268715

Most Rev. Jemes F., Carmey, D.D.,
150 Robson St.
Vanocouver 3, B. C.

Your Grace,

Thank you for your letter of Feb. 13, and for the check for
tuition ef

will contact his father re his tultion and
I am sure you will be hearing from him,

I am inclosing the regular statement of accounts for the
second semester,

Sincerelv yours igy Chriet,, At

/4” /‘I’vr ‘ 4/’9&,/,’3
Fothes T/ Crryaostii osé 0.8,B. , nep

Rector, Minor Sazrﬁnary
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" Seminary of Chsist the King

Mission Cily, B.C.

Chancery Office
150 Rebson St.
Vancouver 3, B, C,

Telephone: Area Coda 604
Major Seminary: 826-8975
Minor Seminary; B26-8715

In account with

Seminary

of Christ the King

1968-69 Major Seminary
II Semester:
B &L

Tuition Tetals

$100,00 $100,00

' $875.00 $100,00 $375.00

$275,00 $100,00

§375.00
$850, 00

#Overcharged en B & L for lat.
semester:$100,00 each:
Archbishep's check of Feb. 13,
1969 for

Due to liajor Seminary:

1968~69 Minor Seminary
I1 Semester:
$275,00 $100.00 $375.00
Total due, Both Major and Miner Seminaries:

FOb- J:?’ .1969
e

Father J. Chrysostom Brost GSB

$850,00
$200,00
$375.00
$575,00 4575,00
$275.00 $276.00
$375,00
$850, 00



|.5%

MINUTES OF MEETING OF CONSULTORS, May 13, 1969.

ARCHBISHOP CARNEY called the Meeting to order at 10:70 a.m.
Present: Msgrs. Nichol, Carey, Clinton, Fathers O'Brien, J. Kilty, Defoe.

Minutes of previous meeting approved as read.

3) Seminary
Archbishop reported on prospects of students for the Archdiocese at the Seminary
of Christ the King next year. In the minor sem. only 2 of 5 will be back; in
the majors 3 of 7 now there wish to go elsewhere. The Archbishop requested two
consultors be named to accompany him to a forthcoming meeting with Fr. Abbot.
Moved by Fr. 0'Brien, seconded by Msgr. Nichol, that Fr. Kilty be named; moved
by Msgr. Nichol, seconded by Msgr. Clinton, that Fr. Defoe be named; both
motions carried.
Moved by Fr. 0'Brien, seconded by Msgr. Nichol, and carried, that the Archbishop
and the two consultors discuss with the Abbot and Benedictines "our future
policy for the Seminary".



Minutes (Continued} May 13

Meeting adjourned at 12:35 p.m.



MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF CONSULTORS

JUNE 2, 1969

PRESENT: ARCHBISHOP CARNEY IN THE CHAIR

FATHERS NICHOL, CAREY, CLINTON, BROWN, HANRAHAN,
TEAGUE, O'BRIEN, KILTY, ZSIGMOND, DEFOE



15. SEMINARY - FATHER KILTY DIRECTOR OF VOCATIONS REPORTED VISIT®
ATION WITH FATHER ABBOT'Y AND BENEDICTINES AND THEIR ATTITUDES
ON SEMINARY .

THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 1:30 P.M.



Seminary o{ C|1risjc the King

Mission Cify, B. C.
June 22, 1972

Moat Rev. Axrchblishop J, ¥, Carney D. D.
150 Robson 8%,
Vencouver 3, B, G.

Dear Excelleacy,

Now that the school term is finished, I want to send you a brief report on the
gemingrians from the Archdiocese,

Grade 11,

, from St. Bdmond's parish in N. Van: -was alcne in
his class, but he didn't asem to mind oo much and wants to come back. He
ia a good boy, with the prissthood as his definite goal, but he is not a hard
worker when it comes to schoolwork, His Grade-point average (GPA) is 3.3,
which is considergbly sbove avarage, but we believe he should bs capabla of
déing guite a bit better.

Grade 10:

, from Our Lady of :the Assumption, Port Coquitlem: -
would not give me a definite declslon as to coming back next year. His
GFA is 3,0, which is guite satisfactory for him. He is not a real bright
boy, but a very hard worker,

, from 8t. Francis de Sales parish in Burnaby: He alao would
not give a decision as to coming back next year. Hia GPA is 3,3 .

, from Holy Name parish in Vancouver: Ha is another one who
géid he 4id not want to decide a& yet whether he would come beck or not.
has mueh lasse ability than the others mentioned so far and less promiaze, His
" gmgls 1.6 for the year. He failed in Latin, and will have to repeat it
rade 91
from St. Patrick's in Vencouver: I does plan to coms back.
Fis grades are about average, with a GPA of 2,6.

, fram 8t, Augustine's parish: [l waots to return, although his
scholastic ability is quite limited. His GPA is 1.4, which is the lowest in
the geohool, He failed in Mathe and will have to teke a coarse =t Summer School,
We hope to se¢e an improvement next year, with a little more sge esnd meturity,

, from Our Lady of the Assumption, Port Coguitlam: Hé says he
does want to come back, We have great hopes in [l Ee scems more solid
now than he wes a year sgo., His GPA is 4.1, which is tied for the highest
in the school.

, from 8t, Stephen's in N, Van, : [l vants to come back
next year. He is a good boy and sincere, but with limited ebillity. His
GPA 1s satisfactory for him, 8i9 .



Page 2

Grads B:
B ron Blessed Sacrament parish in Vancouver: I do expect him
back, in spite of some hesitation in meking his decision., His =cholastic
ebility is limited with a GPA of 1.7 .

_ from St. Michael's parish in Burnaby. He says he will be
back. His ability is perhaps s little less than everage, with a GPA of 2.2 .

_, from St, Stephens parish in N, Van: I hes a feir abllity
with a GPA of 3,2 , He will probsebly return, although he 1s uncertain.

of St. Edmond's parish in N, Van, - is definite that he
will be back, He has good intentions and is sincere, iis 18 also one of the
best students we have, His GPA is 3,7,

_ from St. Joseph's parish in Powell River: B storied at
Christmas with us, His grades are good with a GFA of 3.5, He wants ‘o
return,

_, from Our Lady of Good Counsel parish in SBurrey: 1 expect
he will be back. He seems to have good intentions. His GPA is 3.2,
from St. Francis de Seles parish in Burnaby: He ie very

anxious to come back. He is good intentioned, but almost hyperactive, which
causes some problems. His GPA ia 2.2,

I am quite satisfied on the whole with the boys we had this year. I think a
fair percentage will be back, and most of them have a proper goal. Of those
from outside the Archdiocese, I expect five, at least, will be back--maybe more.,
Our hope is thet we get some good new omnses.

Sincorely '? P S e

I'ather J Chr om Brost
tector

iy

Copy to Father Kilty.
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June 27, 1972,

Rev. J. Chrysostom Brost,
Rector,

Seminary of Christ the King,
Mission City, B.C.

Dear Father Chrysostom:

Thank you for your report on our Seminarians.

It would seem that we won't know until September
how many will actually be returning, but there seems to be
some cautfous hope with regards to & few of them.

The priests enjoyed the Benedictine hospitality
durlng the Retreat, and I think 1t was a very beneficial
waek.

I' am enclesing a cheque to cover the amount of
tuition owing.

With every good wish, 1 remain,

Sincerely yours in our Lord,

Most Rev. James F, Carnay, D.D.
Archbishop of Vancouver.
JFC/mb



Seminary of Cln'is{ the King

Mission City, B.C.
June 23. 1972

Chencery 0ffice
Archdiocese of Vanocouver
150 Robaon St,
Vanocouver, B, C.

Dear Birs,

Here are the unpaid amccounts of the Seminarisns of the Archdiocese
at the end of the 1971-1972 school term.

$ 75.00
295.00
335,00
335,00
110,00

85,00
155,00
186,00
155, 00
335,00
335,00

2410.00

Refund from lst,

semester, |
account, which they

have aince paid;) 176,00
Total dus: $2234,00

Yours very truly;——
i P74 _fx W ;
{ i 3 '/ 7 e /
Ty ( el B quyz’ /
# John' Chrysgetom Lil%ng ZZ '
Rector

Copies to the Archbishop 4”;%%
and to Father Kilty ‘



MEMO Sept. 26/73 [ L/Y

Father Augustine came to see me about the Junior Seminary.

On many occasions throughout the years, particularly recently,
I have asked the Benedictines to indicate to us which students in the Seminary
are students for the Archdiocese of Vancouver.

The Benedictines have politely declined to do this, peinting out
that the students are too young to commit themselves.

While I agree to some extent with this, and I agree that a student
can change his opinion about wanting to be a priest or about his Diocesan affilia-
tion, nevertheless I think that we are being treated unfairly.

The students from Kamloops are openly considered students from the
Kamloops Diocese. Any student sent by Bishop Doyle 1is considered a student for
the Nelson Diocese. But the seminary will not take this stand with students from
Yancouver.

They do not want Vancouver to conduct its own recruitment program;
they want to conduct it. But when boys are recruited they don't want them to be
considered students "for" Vancouver but students "residing in" Vancouver. Father
Augustine pointed out that there was a student from the Franciscan Parish who
may want to be a Franciscan, a student from the Oblate Parish who may wish to be
an Oblate. I then told Father Augustine that we would conduct our own recruitment
program and send the students we selected. He cbjected to this and said the
seminary should have the right to conduct the program.

[ asked him why we should pay for any students if they weren't ours.
He said he felt we should pay for all the students because we took a collection
in all the parishes, whether the parish was an order parish or not.

He was ambiv@lent; on the one hand he implied that we should consider
all the studentswho "reside in" Vancouver to be Vancouver students. When I told him
that I would agree to this and that I would Tike to have them sent a simple appiica-
tion form he backtracked and pointed out that the students weren't able to decide.

He kept bringing in his view that we are bound to the seminary by a
contract,to illustrate that there will be a difference between the way our students
are treated and the way the Kamloops students are treated, I think it is doubtful
whether there is a contract or not, but I don't see what difference it makes and I
would be willing to abolish the contract. While the matter wasn't very important
it can contribute to i11 feeling. (

et
N _—
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Seminary o]r Chirist the King

Mission Cﬂy, B,

vav a2 February 16, 1974
The Most Reverend James F. Carney, D.D.
Archbishop of Vancouver
150 Robson St.
Vancouver 3, B.C.

Dear Archbishop Carney,

This is a mid-year report on the students from the Archdiocese of Vancouver
enrplled at the Seminary.

As you were not satisfied with the picture I was able to give you last Septem-
ber I have taken the oppeortunities that have come along to ask the local students
about their intentions as to whom they are studying for. I begean with the older
students and have got as far down as Grade 9. I have not yet asked the five lowest
ones on the list,who happen to be from parishes staffed by religious, but 1 hope
to do so eventually becamse 1 want to satisfy you in this matter.

Currently, there are 12 students from the archdiocese at the seminary. When
I sent the list to you in September e were 14 but (Our Lady
of Fatima, Grade 9) and “(White Rock, Grade ©) returned homeéjast
fall through homesickness. Of the 7 I have spoken to, 5 wish to study for the
archdiocese. Here is the list:

Arts II =~ for the archdiocese
Arts 1 - wishes to remain independent at
present
Grade 11 = for the archdiccese
Grade 10 = for the archdiocese
- for the archdioceae
- undecided; has an uncle a religiou
and thinks moetly that way
Grade 9 - for the archdiocese
Grade 8 -~ - for the archdiocese

I am enclosing the mid-year academic record and some personal re
five older students who wish to study for the archdiocese and also oan

. was entered as a student for the dioccese last summer when a
promise of financial aasistance was given to the parents. I1'll speak to him
personally sometime because the arrangements I made last summer were mostly with
hig parents and I don't think would have had puch of an ides what was meant
by studying for the diocess.

ere i enclosed a financial statement for _and
who are receiving financial help from the archdiocese.

I would appreciate the opportunity, at your earliest convenience to discuss this
report more fully with you and to look ahead to next year.

Yours sincerely_in Christ,
a" w&m—&.——-éf/&

cc: Rev. Peter Mallen Augustine Kalberer,dszB., Rector



CONFIDENTIAL

Seminary o][ CLrisi {Le King
Mission Cﬁy. B.C.
1973~-74 Mid-year Report on Seminarians Studying for the Archdiocese of Vancowver:

Arts I1. He has good character, better than average academic
ility, studies fairly bard, is helpful te others in a personal sort of way,
gets along quite well with others but is choosy about associates, would like to

get out of playing soccer as it is too rough, is generally on the soft side,
does well as M.C. in charge of the servers, is faithful to his period of medi-
tation which reguires him to rise shead of the bell. I look for him to become
more deeply supernatural, He seems fairly promieing.

y Grade 11. He looks promising, is very sensible, practical and dependable,
15 not too bright but is a well integrated character and realistic. He works hard
and gets on well with others.

_, Grade 10. He is an extrovert with a real flare for getting in
with guests, is learning to keep on top of his moods, is personally very neat but

needs to be kept after on his housework, seems to have a good religious and
supernatural attitude and may develop very well.

—1 Grade 10. A good boy but guite worldly in his attitude and interests.
had a good talk with his father yesterday when he came to pick|[Jll] ur for
this weekend, the monthly weekend at home. [ is doing some serious thinking.

trade 9. He is not bright but his main problem as far as his
report card goes is that attention and application. He ia just going through
the fastest period of adolescent growth. When he settles down we will be
able to judge whether he cam cope with priesthood studies at the high school level.
He has some very good qualities.

, Grade 8. He is a very bright boy. His class mates have given
him a rough time, resenting what they feel is showing off. He is adopted. It
is a good home; but I think the parents should contribute more thaa the $25
a month they are paying and I will work on that if M comes back next year.

Augustine Kalberer, 0.8.B., Rector
Feb. 16, 1974

oc: Rev, Peter Mallon



Seminur)r o{ (heist dhe King /L//d

Mission Ci{y, B.C

Feb. 28, 1975

Most Reverend James F. Carney, D.D.
Archbishop of Vancouver

150 Robson St.

Vancouver B.C. V6B 247

Dear Archbishop Carney,

Enclosed is a composite grade sheet of the First Semester
for all the high school and college students.

Generally, things are going quite well. We are already at thne
end of FPebruary and from here on it 1sn't long before the year is
over and all of cur emergies start tc converge on the following September.

I feel that this is a good time of the year for the Archbishop to
meke a vieit to the seminary and interview the students. At the feast
of Christ the King it is still early in the yesar (not to mention the
Grey Cup); but by now they have a more realistic view of seminary life
and they are also thinking seriously sbout next year. If, for instance,
you came for supper during a week day (but not Friday) you could inter=
view the boys individually after supper. By 9.30 or 10.00 o'clock you
could have seen them all and then either spend the night here or return
to the city. It would give you a chance to get acgquainted individually.

At this time I have no bill to send you but if there is still
something left to be paid in June I will mentiom it then.

_ continues to look promising. I haven't talked to him
yet seriously about next year., We are still stressing Latin a lot here

and we also expect them to tske a couple of years of Greek, but he really
has no talent for langusages.

impresges me fairly well.
feels he wants a change to another seminary and I don't ocbject. He has
had a few bouts of homesickness this year for the firstitime in his
five years here. His attitude has always been good but it remains to be
seen how deep his vocation is.

In Grade 11 _ is being paid for by Bishop Exuner
but the family moved from Kamloops to Surrey before Christmas. The
father has not been in the family for years and an annulment has just
been granted. is from Calgary. NG is irom
Burneby and is from Goquitlam. They are good boys but none
of them looks highly promising.

The others are still very young, but it would be good if you could
get to know them all. It would also be an encouragement to them.

With best wishes,
Yours sincerely in Christ,

Do, Aaagsis Tons L&
Auguetine Kalberer, 0.9.B." 3
Rector



MINUTES OF SENATE MEETING (26th August 1976, 10:30 a.m.)

The meeting in Board Boom of the Catholic Charities Building was called to
order by the Archbishop.

8 members present

Fathers: L, Sabatini, P. Mallon, W. Kilty, A, Verrall, A Sacchi, N, Defoe,
E. Brown, P. Kenny

Pastoral Institute

Fr. Sabatini informed us that he has asked Fr. Glendening to conduct a workshop
for the priests at Westminster Abbey on the Liturgy. The dates in mind are
8th = 1llth of November. Cost per priest, $45,00

Fr. Defoe agreed to be in charge and he would have the help of Frs. John
Tritschler, Stewart, and Browm,
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Archbisbop’s  Office

Archdinrese of Hamcomer
150 ROBEDN STREET
VANCOUVER 3, B.C.
V6B 2A7.

September 27, 1976.

Reverend and dear Father:

Enclosed you will find information about the coming "CLERGY PASTORAL
INSTITUTE” to be held at Westminster Abbey from Monday, November 8th to
Wednesday, November 10th.

1 think the information on the enclosed sheets is self-explanatory.
The program has been prepared by the Semate in discussions with Father
Glendinning. Even a casual reading of the topics will show that they
touch on matters of everyday interest and importance in pastoral life.

1 am confident that there will be a good attendance at the meeting.

My purpose in writing is to ask you to register as soon as possible so
that the 1ist of those who will be attending can be made available to

the committee and to Westminster Abbey.
With every good wish, I remain,

Sincerely yours in oyr Lord,

fernt

ames F. Carney, D.D.
of Vancouver.

JFC/mb
Encl. 3.

P.S. The registration fee for this Institute may be taken from parish funds.



DETAILS REGARDING REGISTRATION FOR THE
CLERGY PASTORAL INSTITUTE -- 1976.

PLACE: WESTMINSTER ABBEY, MISSION, B.C.

DATE: Evening of Nov. 8 - Evening of Nov. 10
PRDGRAM: See enclosed program details.
INVITATION:

TO ALL THE PRIESTS SERVING IN THE ARCHDIOCESE.

REGISTRATION LIMIT:

* The Institute is limited to the first 50 Reaistrants.
This will be determined by the post mark on the return envelope.

* The full registration fee is $60.00 and must be paid at the
time of reaistration (enclosed with the registration form)

* Make the cheque payable to the Chancery Office.
* Return the completed Registration Form and cheque to the

Chancery Office in the self-addressed envelope enclosed
before the Cut-Off date of Oct. 15th.

e i i D A et 4 e 0 A i e A . A 0 A i s e D U A A o i 0 D 0 s 5 A O W e

REGISTRATION FORM
PASTORAL INSTITUTE '76
"THE SACRAMENTS"
Return this Registration

Form te the Chancery in
the envelope provided.

NAME
ADDRESS
PHONE

N.B. FULL PAYMENT OF $60.00 must accompany this registration form before the
CUT-OFF DATE OF OCT. 15.




ARCHDIOCESE OF VANCOUVER -

1976

Westminster Abbey, Mission City, B.C.

—

CLERGY PASTORAL INSTITUTE

Monday, Nov. 8, 1976 to Wed., Nov. 10, 1976

SACRAMENT AND SACRAMENTS

Theological and Liturgical Considerations

Conferences
Workshops

TIME

7.00 a.m.
7.30
8.30
8.45

to
10.45

11.00

12.00 noon
1.30 p.m.
to
3.00
3.00
3.30
to
5.30
6.00 p.m.
7.30 p.m.
7.45
to
9.15
9..15

* dindicates talks to be given by Fr. Glendinning

5

|

* % %
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Monday, Nov. 8th.

7.00 p.m.
7.30 p.m.

Rev. Barry Glendinning
Diocese of London
Yisiting Professor
Newman Theol., Edmonton

Hospitality
Cold Buffet Supper

8.00 p.m.* Opening Talk

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 9th.

Rise

Breakfast

Morning Prayers
Sacraments of Initiation
Baptism

Confirmation

Celebration of the Eucharist
Archbishop: Homilist

Lunch
Workshops :
Baptism
Confirmation
Coffee Break

Theology and Liturgical
Celebration of Marriage

Supper

Evening Prayers

Werkshops: t-c:zraiic. 7.15
Marriage - preparation to
Marriage - enrichment 9.00

Social Hour 9.00

7.00 p.m.

* SACRAMENT - an overview

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 10th.

Rise

Breakfast

Morning Prayers

Anointing of the Sick
Pastoral Care of the Sick
Celebration of the Eucharist
Fr. Glendinning; Homilist
Lunch

Workshops :

Anointing

The Sick

Coffee Break

Reconciliation

Rite of Penance

Supper

Evening Prayers

Workshops :

Catechesis re. Penance including

1st Confession' & 1st Communion

Social Hour
Optional departure

Priests are free to leave Wednesday evening if need be for Remembrance Day services
or they may stay overnight and depart Thursday morning.



Minutes of the Senate of the Archbishep of Vancouver.
December 30th 1976,

These Prhesént.

Pr Blrch,

Fr Stewart, Opening Prayer.
Fr malloen, Reading by Fr Kenny.
Mgr Sacchi,

Pr Boland,

Fr Defoe.

Fr Cellins,

Fr Verrall,

Fr Kilty.

Fr Kenny.

Mgr Nichel,

Fr Sabatini,

Abgent,
Mgr Brown,
Minutes were read and adepted 1, Fr Verrall
2, Fr Kilty,
0ld Business.

Repert on the Pastorel Institute at Mission. Excellent
outstanding were the comments,

and
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| 52
Seminary of Christ the Kins

Mission Ciiy, B.C.
Januwary 15, 1977

To the Pastors of the Archdiocese of Vancouver

Dear Father,
COLLECTION FOR THE SEMINARY GYMNASIUM, Feb. 6, 14977

&

This appeal to the faithful of the Archdiocese is for funds to assist in
the construction of the gymnasium-auditorium at the Seminary of Christ the King.

So far $86,150.00 have been received for this purpose through 157 gifts
from friends and groups in British Columbia, Alberta and the United States.
Special mention should be made of the $10,000.00 contributed by the B. C. Knights
of Columbus and of another $10,000.00 received from the Vancouver Foundation,
as well as of the Vancouver and Richmond truckers who prepared the site by
hauling 2,000 yards of gravel {ill donated by the Municipality of Mission.

The labor has, for the mest part, been contributed by the fathers and
brothers of Westminster Abbey with occasional assistance from other volunteer
workers.

Funds are still needed for:

hardwood floor siding

plumbing wiring and lighting

heating stage and stage equipment
insulation interior and exterior finishing
seating

The gymnasium-auditorium was designed by Asbjorn Gathe, the architect
who also designed the other building. Per Christoffersen of Read Jones
Christoffersen was the structural engineer. Father Chrysostom, Father
Nicholas and Brother Stephen have been designated as the contractors and
Brother Stephen is foreman. Doyle Construction Co. has offered advice to the
contractors and supervised the erection of the arches that carry the roof.

Since 19379 the Benedictines are committed to the fostering of vocations
to the priesthood and religious life in B.C, The majority of the 50 geminarians
who enrolled this year are from the Archdiocese of Vancouver.

Special envelopes have been printed for the February 6th collection and
we will see that a supply reaches your parish at least by Sundey, January 23rd.
With this letter I am also including suggested announcements for the parish
bulletins of January 23rd and January 3Oth.

Please send the money directly to the Chancery where it will all be put
together in one fat cheque and sent to us.

We expect the gymnasium to be a real boost to the seminarians and we hope
that this opportunity to contribute to the work of training priests will
stimulate the laity's interest in fostering veocations; and may your own words
call forth the genercsity of the faithful and arouse a personal response in
those whom God is calling to the holy Priesthood.

Yours fraternally in Christ,

= % "ﬁ-‘l'; L o
Augustine Kalberer, 0.5.B.
Rector



TELEPHDONE 6803-D28)

Archhishop’'s  @ffice
Drchiiocese of Wnreontser

150 ROBSON STREET
VANCOUWVER, B.C., VEB 2A7

January 17, 1977.

Dear Fathers:

As you know the Benedictines are adding a gymnasium to the
buildings at Mission.

Recalling our own seminary years I think priests will agree that
a gymnasium is needed and will work for the good of the students both in
the matter of recreating and in the matter of providing another element
to the healthy environment that is required in a seminary.

While the gymnasium, of course, is owned by the Benedictine
Fathers I think it would be appropriate for the diocese to make a contri-
bution to the building program because of the fact that a number of stu-
dents from Vancouver are being educated there:. For this reason I have
authorized a collection to be taken up in all the parishes on February 6
and I would ask you to bring this to the attention of your people.

With every good wish, I remain,

‘Sincerely yours in our Lord,

g
LN ER o

Most Re™. Jawes F. Carney, D.D.
Archbishop Vancouver.

JFC/mb



SEMINARY OF CHRIST THE KING -

Mission, British Columbia wvav 4)2

November 12, 1977

Most Reverend James F. Carney, D.D.
Archbishop of Vancouver

150 Robson St.

Vancouver, B.C. VEB 247

Dear Archbishop Carney,

Enclosed is a list of this year's students and a Compo-
site Grade Sheet with the first term marks (orange column).
I have marked in red the students who live in the Archdiccese.

There is also enclosed & financial statement for the two
students needing help for the first semester:

($240) and I ( 550) .

We are looking forward to your being with us next Sunday
for the feast of Christ the King and the blessing of the
gymnasium. The Mass will be at the regular time (10.00 a.m.).

We are also having a Vocation Live~In on Christ the King
weekend so there should be a few more boys here to profit from
your encouraging words on the priesthood.

If Sunday should prove too full for you to meet the
students individuslly, I hope you will be able to give them
some time when you are here during the pastoral institute.

The lines have been painted on the gym floor and the
bagkets should be up by Sunday. Naturally the boys are
anxiously looking forward to using the gym.

Asking your prayers for the staff and students, I vemain,

Yours sincerely in Christ,

:J,,. 4«.4.,—«-4 51—--2_ » ELA4_

Augustiné Kalberer, 0.S.b.
Rector



November 16, 1977.

Rev. Fr. Augustine Kalberer, 0SB,
Seminary of Christ the King,
Mission, B.C.

Vey 442,

Dear Father Augustine:

Thank you for your letter of November
12th with first term marks for our students. I am

anclosing a cheque to cover.the statement you
sent. for I ¢ NSNS

1 look forward to seeing you on

Sunday.
With every good wish, I remain,
Sincerely yours in our Lord,
::gb‘?:;;:paﬂeﬁn:éesxﬁy » 0D
JFG/mb

Encl. 1.



Seminary of Clﬁris{ the King

Miusien Ci’cy, B. C

In account wilh the Archdiocese of Vancouver

ASSISTANCE FOR THE FIRST SEMBSTER:

cvesss 50.00

e

total § 220.00

Some help may have to be given later to _

O foegosBna_, 208

Augustine Kalberer, 0.5.B.
Rector

November 12, 1977

(’;f'rs?-?é»’ &
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HINUTES of the meeting of the Consultors held February 9, 1979
at 10:%0 a.n. in the Board Room of the Catholic Charities Building.

IN Tiik CHAIR: Archbishop Carney

PRESENT: Msgrses Wichol, Clinton, Teague, Stewart arnd Mallon.
Fonthers Campbell, O0'Bries and Defoe.
REGRETS: Msgr. Brown, Fathers Kilty and Zsigmend.



Page 2.

5. SEMINARY:

The Archbishop called on Bishop Sabatini to present a proposal for a

major seminary in the Archdiocese. The Bishop recmlled that we heve a good
number of major seminarians, 19 at present., They are all studying in

other places because we have no seminary here. We have or could have the
resource men here. The Abbey at Mission would be a good facility if ve
could get an egreement with the Benedictine Fathers so that the Archdiocese
would control the educational process and diseipline. An alternative to
this would be to get a house elsewhere. This would be less desirable.
Another possibility might be an arrangement with St. Mark's College. This
would also enrich the resources for training Religious and lay people.

Bishop Sabatini mentioned the existence of a gym and an available library
at the Abbey which would be useful resources. HNMsgr. Stewart questioned
the possibility of realizing sufficient physical separation from the
Monastic community to ensure against monastic influence or dowination of

the regimen of a major seninary located on Abbey premises. TPather Defoe
remarked that several years ago Father Abbot had indicated a willingness
to collaborate in some unspecified manner. HMsgr. Mallon opined that there
would be an openness on the part of the Benedictines.

MOVED; Fr. Defoe/SECONDED: Fr, Campbell that Bishop Sabutini'’s proposal

be explored more fully by overtiures to the Abboey.

The Archbishop asked Bishop Sabatini 1o approach the Benedictines.

The meeting adjourned with prayer.



MINUTES of the Meeting of the Consultors held in the Board Room of the
Catholie Charities Building on March 1, 1979, at 10:3%0 a.m.

Q IN THE CHAIR: Archbishop Carney

PRESENT : Bishop Sabatini, Msgrs. Nichol, Clinton, Teague, Stewart,
Mallon; Fathers Campbell, O'!Brien, Kilty, Defoe and Zsigmond.

IN ATTENDANCE: Rev. Denis Luterbach.

d) Seminary Proposal made by Bishop Sabatini: The Archbishop explained that,
with regard to this proposal, for the time being he thought he would let
Bishop Sabatini approach the Benedictines by speaking to Fr.Augustine. He
believes that.Bishop Sabatini should visit Mt. Angel and inspect it as a
model of what is proposed here.

wesf 2
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The meeting adjcurned with prayer.



Bishop Sabatini

The Berediztine Fathers were invited to open & foundation in the
archdiocese in 1332 but were unable to do so &t thet time,

Archbishop Duke opened a seminary at Ladner, but the shortage of
gualified teeching clergy mede it extremely difficult for him to
maintain a Taculty., In 1937 he invited the Benedictines to conduct
the seminary.

They asccepted, and arrived in 1939.

The final contract, signed in 194% is attached. On the advice of
the Holy Sees ths contrasct was to remsin in force for 12 years. Thers
is no documentary evidence in the archives that this time was ever
extended.

There was considexrsble dissstiefection with the training given
to the semimsrians in the 1960's, and Archbishop Ouke formed = Committee
comprised of Fathers J.W. Stewart, J. E. Kilty, and J. Hanrahan to
discuss the problems and try to remove the difficulties. This
materisl is available if you need it.

M



Chancery Office

Archbiorese of Peneonrver

150 ROBSON STREET
VANCOUVER, B.GC. VvéB 2A7 TELEPHONE 683-0281

October 29, 1979

Rt. Rev. Eugene Medved, 0.S5.B.
Westminster Abbey

Mission, B.C.

Vav 432

Dear PFather Abbot:

The Archbishop is in the process of updating and revising the
list of appointed ordinary and extraordinary confessors and chaplaincies
to Religious Communities. The ordinary is required to revise and con-
firm appointments of confessors periodically. It would seem that this
now has to be done for the Poor Clare Monastery at Mission.

It is our understanding that Fathers Augustine, Placidus and
Maurus, 0.S.B., are presently ordinary confessor, extraordinary con-
fessor and chaplain respectively to the Poor Clares.

If this understanding is correct would you kindly confirm it
by letter. If it is otherwise, I would be obliged if you would indicate
it in detail,

With best wishes and many thanks for your kind cooperation, I

SincerelZ}%Purs in Christ,
Yy /.

/- A

/A

Rﬁ:jgev. J. Stewart, P.H.,
Cﬁéncellor.

remain,

Js/vb



ARCHDIOCESE OF VANCOUVER
OFFICE OF RELIGIOUS EDUCATION

150 RODBDSON ETARRBET

VIIONY: 082-0281 VANCOUVER 8, B.C.

PRESENT:

ABSENT:

MINUTES OF THE VOCATION COMMITTEE OF THE ARCHDIOCESE OF VANCOUVER

The first meeting was held at 2:00 p.m,, Wednesday, January 30,1980
in the board room of 150 Robson,

Archbishop James Carney, Monsignor Peter Mallon, Sister Annette, M,C.R.,
Sister Jeanine, S.E.J., Sisater Anne S.C.1.C., Rev. James MacLeod,

Rev, Oliver Mohan, 0.M.I., Rev. Denis Luterbach, Rev. Ron Tompson,

Bro. Stan Dawsom, C.F.C., Mr., Dermot Murphy, representing the Serxa
Club,

Rev. Albert Corridin,

The meeting was opened with prayer by ‘Archbishop James Carney.
In his opening remarks the Archbishop emphasized;

= the importance of a '"no gimmic" technique for vocation
awareness,
- the necessity of prayer im discerning a vocation,

- of being open to God's call where he calls, rather
than being partial te whether or not God cells te Religiocus orders
or Diocesan priesthood.

- having & total dependance on God,

- emphasizing the Christian vocatioun as being for
everyone with special emphasis on Religious vocationms. '

- pur part to be channels of God's grace in order to
build up the body of Christ,

Father Macleod ocutlined in skeletal form ideas that could
be used for vocation awareness. TFather's plan was to have a week
of vocation awareness culminating with a special Mass at the
Cathedral on Vocation Sunday, April 27th, 1980.




Besides this putline, (presented to each person present)Father MacLeod
had books from various dioceses showing suggestions that could be adapted
and used in our dioccese. It is his wish that packets be made up to

help priests in the various parishes for suggestions re: Vocation
Awereness, and how to prepare for it.

The committee was then asked for auggestions and ideas
as to ways best suited to initiate vocation awareness, Discussion
then centered around ideas such as:

- slide presentations re: the Christian vocation,
= use of good audio-visuals in the Archdiocese re
the priesthood and updating these visuals,
- visiting the schools
emphasis on prayer for vocatious in schools
- priests visiting schools
need for a parish vocation committes
- make Christian community see necessity of prayer and
their responsibility to pray and foster vocationa.
- necessity of parish priest to do home visits especizlly
where there are vocation prospects - perhaps choose a half
a dozen families to visit during lent.
= plck out some of these "potentials" to work with him
= get up g vocation committee with young people and
yet have it guided by priests, Sisters, brothers and older people
- have Masses during the week - each day emphasizing
one of the Christian vocations; single, married, Sister, Brother, Priest.
- Sisters, priests, brothers to speak after homily at Mass-personal
- confront prospects with the question "Whet does God witness
want wme to do with my 1ife?"

After much discussion Father Macleod asked that each
member of the committee bring back ideas to implement in parishes.
The Sisters present were asked to bring back ideas from their communities
as well as ideas from the Sisters Council of the Archdiocese,

submitted by

i, Lot oewins SETE

Secretary :

*May I ask that ideas be written in order to facilitate
discusgion and that these ideas be passed into the Secretary after
the meeting,

Ut
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MINUTES of the Meeting of the Consultors held on
Wednesday, March 5, 1980 at 10:30 a.m, at 150
Robson Street, Vaocouver.

IN THE CHAIR: Archbishop Carney

PRESENT : Bishop Sabatini, Msgrs., Nichol, Clinton, Stewart, Mallon
and Brown; Fathers Campbell, J. Kilty, Defoe and Zsigmond,

REGRETS : Father 0'Brien

3. Seminary Propesal. The Archbishop reported that Bishop Sabatini had spoken
to Father Augustine, 0.8.B. asking consideration by the Benedictine Fathers
of the proposal to have the Benedictines staff the major seminary at Mission
under a rector to be appointed by the Bishops of the Province as an alternative
to a major seminary elsewhere in the Archdiocese staffed by other priests
available to the Bishops. Father Augustine responded that he would take
the proposal to Abbot Eugene and the Community. He has not since reported
back to Bishop Sabatini. Last December the Archbishop brought the matter
up with the Abbot who indicated that the Benedictines preferred to maintain
the seminary under their contrel.

R 5
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The meeting adjourmes—=d .



Minutes of the July 22, 1980 Meeting of the
ARCHDIOCESAN CONSULTORS.

Chairman: His Grace, Archbishop Carney

Present : Bishop Sabatini, Msgr. T.M. Nichol, Msgr. P. Mallon, Frs. 0'Brien,
J. Kilty, Zsigmond.

There being no further business the meeting was adjonrned at 1:00 p.m. on the
motion from Father Kilty.

v 1. Al

Most Rev. L. Sabatini, C.S.
Acting Secretary,.
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Minutes of the Meeting of the Consultors held
on Wednesday, July 7, 1982 at 10:30 a.m, -at
150 Robson Street, Vancouver.

IN THE CHAIR: Axchbishop Carney.

PRESENT : Bighep Sabatini, Msgrs. Stewarc, Clinton, Mallom, Brown;
Fathers Campbell, O'Brien, Kilty and Defoe,

11, Seminarv Proposal:

The Archbishop introduced a proposal made by Bishop Sabatini to establish
a theologate in the Archdiocese which would come under the contrel of the
Ordinary (copy attached). The Archbishop reported that the contract frem
1949 to 1961 between the Archdlocese and the Benedlctines had been viewed
by Archbishop Jochnson as expired, whereas the Benedictines claim it calls

' ||||/2




The Consultors' meeting of July 7, 2982 ,...eus0... Page 2.

IIT. 44, for a formal terminatlion, He said there is a feeling that the Archdieccese

( should have more control of the seminary than 1t has been able to secure,
especially for its theology studente, He recalled that in 1979 Bishop
Sabatini proposed that we try te get an agreement to have a diocesan priest
2s rector, as had been done at Mt. Angel, Oregon. He had subsequently
authorized Bighop Sabatinl to approach Father Augustine, 0.5.B,, the sub-
prior, with such a proposal. Bighop Sabatini reported thatthe proposal was
turned down, The Archbishop reported that the question of the seminary has
been much in his mind. Me observed that:

1) the Benedictine Seminary is only 40 miles away, The question is
agked, "Why do we not use it?"

2) a satisfactory theologate is needed,

i, The present access to St, Peter's, London, is limited and calls
for careful negotiations for admissions. It can't take our
philesophy students. They must go to the college at Waterloo in
order to be admitted to London for theology, The future of this
access is not assured since we do not enjoy priority of admission,

i1i, Other availahle major semlnarles are not satisfactory.

a) Edmonton: = some Bighops have reservatioms about it,

~ Bighop Exner, who had taught there, sent no students
there from Xamloops,

the students reportedly are dissatisfied,

b} Toromto!: - the students live in Scarboro and bus to Toronto
School of Theology, an ecumenical structure.

e) Ottawa: ~ it is reportedly teaching liberal theclogy,
d) Seattle: = dissatigfaction is reported with the present set-up,
[ .

o ——

The Archbishop recalled that as Auxiliary Bishop he had been commissioned to
look into the Mission seminary arrangement, He formed a2 committee to talk
with the Benedictines. As a prelude to these talks he had interviewed all
priest alumni who all said: "Don't send anyone there as long as the present
Abbot is there." /A e T RatherBill-MdeDona OMIiho~

-

Yy s
The Archbishop reported that in the‘dia{ogue with the Benedictines the
commlttee pressed for a statement on who had the final authority in the
seminary, The answer given was: 'the Abbor."

The Archbishop faulted the seminary at Mission because the rector does not
refer students originating in the Archdiocese to the Archblshop. He said:
"We do not have the necgssary control," Bishop Sabatini reported that he had
studied the provisions of the seminary contract between the Archdiocese and
the Benedictines and found that it glves the Archbishop the right to name
the rector and the spiritual directer and to approve the staff appointments,
the right to approve the ratio studicrum and the rule book and the right to
receive a report on each of hls students. It provides that upon termination
of the contract the Archdiocese can establish 1ts own seminary and it vindicates
the right of the Benedictines to conduct their own theological seminary for
religlous and archdiocesan students,

0101/3 d
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The Consultors’ meeting of July 7, 19B2.,cevvcenervss Page 13,

Bishop Sabatini suggested the possibility of taking advantage of St.
Mark's College charter and its affiliarion with U.B.C, as a way of
giving our ouwn theologate an academic standing. The Archbishop felt
that the proximity of St, Mark's College to the V.S,T. on U.B.C. Campus
might expose such a seminary to the unwelcome pressure of ecumenical
theologiecal influences,

Father Defoe said he did not favour the St. Mark's proposal and felt
there would be possibilities at Mission.

Msgr. Brown felt that & theologate should be close to the centre of the
Archdioccese,

The Archbishop proposed that the essential requirements of the Archdiocese
be listed, then the Consultors would meet to decide whether to try to
secure these requirements in a seminary contract with the Benedictines,
or,. alternatively, to plan a theclogate under the owmership and control

of the Archdiocese,

The Archhishop acknowledged the need to be assured of the practical
viability of the Archdiocese having its owm theologate.before making any
approach to the Benedictineg, He asked that Bishop Sabatinil prepare a
list of the salient elements in the contract with the Benedictines for
digtribution to the Consultors,

The meeting adjourned.
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(
MEMO TO: Archbishop Carney F,?v‘"“ o
FROM : Bishop Sabatini
DATE ¢ March 31, 1982
RE : Comments on Vancouver Seminary Program.

At the High School Level: Christ the King Seminary is available for those who

wigsh a residential school - affiliated or non-affiliated.
However, some form of "contact pregram" should be established among high school
students in the Catholic Schools or Parish groups with a priest asgigned to direct
the contact program,

At College Level: a) For those young men (age 28 or under) who have a desire to-

serve the Vancouver Archdiccese and have not had a college
education (BA or its equivalent), an arrangement should be worked out with Christ
the King Seminary for their College Training (details to follow). Upon completion
they would be admitted to the Theology Program (ses below),

b} Tor those young men who have already a college degree (BA or
its equivalent) but who have not had any scholastic philosophy,
related sciences, I would suggest one year in the Pre-theology Program at Mt. Angel
Seminary in Cregon (see attached brochure).

. ¢) For those over 28 years of age begimning College studies, the
Beda Collcge in Rome should be considered.

At Theology Level: Our own Theology house should be established in Vancouver with a
Resident Rector (Dean of Studies), Spiritual Director and sufficient
number of qualified resident and nen-resident staff,

College Level at Christ the King:

— Graduates of Christ the King High School Program who wish to continue studles for
priesthocd in Vancouver Archdiocese will be admitted to College Program at Christ
the King. (Some form of official affiliation will be required.)

- Those young men coming from other schools but wishing to study for Vancouver
Archdiocese will process thelr applications through person designated by the
Archbishop before forwarding it to Seminary Office of Admission.

~ PRelatiomship of Arehdiocese and Westminster Abbey.

~ The governance and &dministration of the High School Seminary is left entirely to
the Abbey.

~ Regarding the Liberal Arts College:

- Some form of Board consisting of Monks from thc Abbey and Priests of the Vancouver
Archdiocese should be established. This Board will meet a few times a year to
evaluate College policies and ensure close ties with the local Church.

- Applications for admission to the College for those men affiliated with the Archdiocese
of Vancouver shall be processed through designated Archdiocesan channels.

— The Office of Admissions of the College will include one or more priests of the
Archdiocese selected by the Archbishop.

~ A common living situation for Vancouver seminarians and those of other dicceses or
religious communities is acceptable.
110-!2 f,



Comments on Vancouver Seminary Program.,...... Page 2.

- At least one diocesan priest assigned by the Archbishop will serve on the
Faculty of the College (either in residence or off-campus) in the capacity
of spiritual director to the Vancouver seminarians (and others if acceptable).
He will also direct the field education program of Vancouver students.

- Before any Vancouver student is dismissed from the College, a dialogue will
be established with the Archbishop er his representative and an effective
board of review will be requested.

- Twvaluations of Vancouver students will be formally submitted to the Archbishop
each year indicating academic and formationmal progress of candidates.




MINUTES of the Meeting of the Consultors
held on September 21, 1982 at 10:30 a.m.
at 150 Robson Street, Vancouver, B.C.

d ok oB o % R % b ok S & ok b bk e bk e e R b A % Ak Kk kb e e X & A R
In the Chalr: Archbishop Carney

Present: Bishop Sabatini, Msgrs. Stewart, Clinton and Mallen,
Fathers 0'Brien and Campbell

ii) Archdiocese's Relationship to the Seminary at Mission

The Archbishop called on Bishop Sabatini to present a
list of the sallent factors in the Seminary contract
between the Archdiocese and the Benedictines. {copy
attached)

The Archbishop proposed the need to address the ques-
tions "What priorities do we want for the education

of our future priests?' and '"Can we get them at
Mission?'"" He indicated that the Consultors might con-
stitute an appropriate committee to study the matter
and formulate a proposal. Msgr. Mallon felt that such
a committee would benefit from the presence of some
younger priests whose seminary experience 1s more re-
cent and who are in closer touch with today's seminary
life.

Msgr. Clinton asked whether No. 5 in Bishop Sabatini's
list of salient factors had been obhserved by the Arch-
diocese and the Benedictines.

The Archbishop responded that there is a need to re-
search that question in our archives. He asked Bishop
Sabatini assisted by Msgr. Stewart to research the
acts of the Archdliocese and the Benedictines relative
to the seminaries, major and minor, not only during
the 1life of the 1949 contract but also during the term
of any other agreements which may have preceded it.

Father Campbell asked that the consultors be informed
of the existing agreements between Vancouver and other
seminaries such as St. Peter's, London, Ontario and
the Beda College, Rome. The Archbishop agreed to ask
Bishop Sabatini to prepare this information.






The meeting was adjourned.



Summary of Principal Points of Contract between Archbishop Duke and
the Benedictines of Westminster Abbey re: Christ the King Seminary.

: This contract committing the governance of the major and minor
seminary to the Benedictines was signed by Archbishop Duke and Eugene Medved-Prior
on August 25, 1949, witnessed by Msgr. Nichol for the Archdiocese and Father
Andrew Keber for the Monastery. This written agreement was subsequently approved
gn ghe fo]lewfng September 21 by Cardinal Pizzard® of the Sacred Congretation of
eminaries.

Some of the main points of the agreement are the following:

1) Both the major and minor seminaries of Christ the King are
seminaries of the Archdiocesof Vancouver.

2) The land and the buildings belong to the monastery,

3) This agreement is binding for a period of 12 years

4) Neither party can rescind or change agreement., even after expiration,

without consent of Sacred Congregation and at least 6 months' notice
to other party.

5) The Archbishop has right to name Rector and Spiritual Director and to
approve Teachers of both seminaries; the staff is to be established
by Archbishop who may select members from the monastery with the consent
of the Prior. Archbishop has right to receive a report at least
annually on each of his students.

6) The Archbishop has right to approve the "ratio studiorum" of both
: seminaries.
7) Archbishop and Prior approve seminary rule book.
8) Ordinary should send his students to Christ the King except in special
cases.
9) In the event that the Archdioces pulls out with consent of Sacred

Congregation and establishes its own seminary, Benedictines retain
right to have their own seminmary for religious and diocesan students
for priesthood.

10) Seminary will accept only students who have intention of studying for
priesthoed.
11) Archbishop has right to visit seminary any time he pleases and make

any changes he sees fit.



Minutes of the Meeting of the Consultors held at
15C Robson St., Vancouver on December 15, 1982
at 10:30 a.m.

IN TIE CHAIR: Archbishop Carney

PRESENT : Msgrs. Stewart, Clinton, Mallon and Brown and Fathers

did.

O'Brien, Defoc and Zsigmond.

Seminaries: a. The Archbishop referred to the ingquiry about agreenents
with St. Peter's Seminary, London and the Beda College in Rome, Ile said
the Archdiocese has no agreement with 8z. Peter's or the Beda. London
takes our students if it has room. Those waiting for admission are sent
to Resurrection College, Waterloo, Ont. There is no agreement with the
Beda but it taxes our students.

b. Msgr, Stewart reported on his research on the question of
the Acts of the Archdiocese and the Benedictines relative to the seminaries
durxing the life of the 1949 contract and the life of any earlier agreements.

He reported reviewing the available files Zrom 1930 to 1966 and found no
specific acts dealing with the Archbishop's appointment of the Seminary
Rector, Spiritual Director ox other Seminary staff. (see attached summary)

The Archbishop said Lhat the ideal for the Archdiccese would be to have our
own Seminary but that, failing that, Lhe nexL best Lhing would bhe to try
to implement the advantages for the Archdiocese in the preseant contract,

Megr. M asked whether the Sacrcd Congregatior for Seminaries could be
consulted about the kind of arrangemen® possible with the Benedictines,
using the Benedictine premises but having the Arxrchbishop appoint the rector,
etc.

MOVED by Msgr. Brown, SECONDED by Father Defoe that a committee be named

to pursue discussions with the Benedictines before approaching the S.C. for

wosria a J12
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Consullors' Meeting of December 15, 1982

Seminaries. MOTION CARRIED.

The meeting adjourned,

pPage 2.
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Outline of Material Relating to Seminary of
Christ the King - from Archdiocesan Archives &
(224 pages)

Eight folders of material:

Folder #5, 1948-1949;:

1. a) Letters between Archbishop Duke and §.C, Seminaries beginning
1946 re guestion of letting Benedictines continue to run the
junior seminary and with new buildings at Mission, and under-
take to found a "Major Diocesan Seminary®, as they have asked
consent to do,

b) Same subject moving toward contract with Benedictines at Mission
1248. Correspondence re negotiating xevisions in the proposed
contract with the Benedictines and acceptable to the Holy See.
Father Eugene made Conventual Prior - Father Thomas Meier no
longer competent to deal. Father Eugene calls on the Abbot
Primate to represent Benedictine interests.

1949 Benedictines accept contract, August,l1949,

Folder #6, 1952-1959:

Various correspondence re:

- affiliating 5.C.K. with U, of Montireal

= appointments to the Seminary Discipline Boaxd and Board of Administration

= numbers of students in the minor seminary (1959) Father Placidus to
Archbhishop Johnson

= gircular letter from S.C. Seminaries re ecclesiastical formation

-~ list of students reported by Father Wilfred, 0SB. to Archbishop Duke,

Folder #7, 1958-1966:

Correspondence by Father Roberxrts, Vocations Director with Axchbishop
Duke and various Diocesan and Benedictine Priests re vocation
promotion, vocatien camp, transfers of seminarians out eof 5.C.K.

Folder #8, 1962-1965:

Records and correspondence pertaining to committees established to
look into reported dissatisfaction with the Seminary at Mission.

Folder #1, 1930-1932:

_Early correspondence re establishment of Junior Seminary,

Folder #2, 1932-1940:

Correspondence between Archbishop Duke and the Benedictines at Mt.
Angel from earliest contact through full engagement at Deer Lake,
Burnaby.

Folder #3, 1939-1940:

Correspondence hetween Archbishop Duke and 2bbot Thomas Meier, 083 of
Mt, Angel about contract between Archdiogesce and Benedictines.

Folder #4, 1938-1940:

More correspondence about arrangements for Benedictines to staff the

Semipary.
[



Minutes of the Meeting of the Consultors held at
150 Robsorn Street, Vancouver, on January 11, 1983
at 10:30 a.m.

IN THE CHAIR: Archbishor Carney

PRESENT : Msgres. Stewart, Clinton, Malloen and Brxown, Fatherg J, Kilty
and A. Zsigmond

IN ATTENDANCE: Rev, A. Lcocu and Dr. Francis He

.
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iwv, gemlna; ¥
The Archbishop reported that no commitlee had yel been appointed to

pursue discussions with the Benedictines but that he hoped to appoinl
one soon,
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The meeting adjourned.
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DEDICATION

To the survivors of child abuse
who have risked publicly
disclosing their suffering;

You have provided a voice for all who lost their childhood inno-
cence to the tragedy of sexual abuse and have struggled to recover
sexual and emotional balance. We thank you because your heroic
action has been a prophetic catalyst for fundamental change in the
way we relate to those who are mistreated.

To the survivors of those institutions
where there was abuse and to the
families of all abuse victims:

We proclaim our solidarity with you as we seek to follow Christ,
the model of true compassion for all who are the victims of individ-
ual wrongs and alienating societal structures. We stand with all
those who promote the rights of children as full persons.
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| - FOREWORD

Members of the Ad Hoc Committee on Child Sexual Abuse have often been
asked to explain the task assigned to us by the Canadian Conference of Catholic
Bishops (CCCB). Generally, those asking were sympathetic to the difficulty of our
task. Some even described it as a “Mission Impossible”.

Others seemed to question the Church’s political and institutional willingness
to face the issue squarely, with all the challenges it presents, including a challenge
to the credibility of the Church itself. More cynical persons believed that our
Committee had been established simply to minimize the harm already done to the
Church through shocking revelations in the media.

We acknowledge that media headlines, incriminating priests or religious as the
actual or presumed perpetrators of sexual offenses against children, have been the
source of very real suffering. In our opinion, the Catholic Church in Canada has
lived through truly difficult times as we confronted the numerous accusations of
reprehensible conduct on the part of some of its ministers. In the eyes of a good
number of our fellow citizens, the Church has lost a great deal of credibility over
the past few years due to these scandals and the suspicion that there were attempts
to conceal these intolerable acts.

Yet, these disheartening facts did not weaken our determination to assume our
responsibilities and, with integrity, take up the task entrusted to us. We were asked
to propose ways and means to deal effectively with the results of the sexual scan-
dals that have affected our Church, and ways and means to prevent recurrences of
sexual abuse of children. Our Christian faith teaches us that hope and life can
arise out of pain and suffering. Saint Augustine was bold enough to say that even
sin itself might, retrospectively, become an unforeseen occasion of grace.

We are aware, however, that to have hope we must do more than just intensely
desire life. Our Church will not move “from death to life” in dealing with sexual
abuse without profound and radical change — change that reflects a genuine
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search for truth, dedication to a Church of service, community renewal, and
indestructible hope. This point is developed more fully in the sixth and seventh
parts of our report.

We believe that we have discerned a new spirit and an array of means that
point to a shining hope on the horizon and will ensure the triumph of life. These
convictions, rooted in our faith, encouraged us to title our report: FROM PAIN
TO HOPE.

The members of the CCCB Ad Hoc Committee on Child Sexual Abuse:

André Boyer
Rita Cadieux
Gerard Copeman
0 Roger Ebacher
0 Adam Exner
Nuala Patricia Kenny

00 James MacDonald

Notes:

1) Biographical notes on the members of the Committee can be found in Appendix 1.

2) Bernard Daly (former Assistant General Secretary of the CCCB) served as secretary of the
Ad Hoc Committee April 1990 — May 1991; Marcel Lefebvre, professional staff of the
CCCB, replaced him and edited this final report of the Committee.
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Il — ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

As members of the CCCB Ad Hoc Committee on Child Sexual Abuse, we sin-
cerely thank the leaders of the Canadian Conference of Catholic Bishops. They
entrusted to us a very sensitive task, and gave us their complete confidence. This
attitude of trust, openness and freedom of action has been evident throughout the
whole process of the Committee’s work.

We would not have been able to complete our task without the insightful and
professional assistance of the four persons who chaired the various work groups
studying key issues:

Rev. Francis MORRISEY, O.M.I.
chaired the group that revised the CCCB guidelines of 1987. Father
Morrisey, professor of canon law at Saint Paul University, Ottawa, is an
internationally known specialist frequently consulted on sensitive legal ques-
tions. In addition to chairing the first group, he was also a resource person
for the third group. [GROUP I]

Mr. Paul McAULIFFE
chaired the work group on guidelines and supplementary policies for the pas-
toral care of sexually abused children and their families. Mr. McAuliffe
works at the Catholic Children’s Aid Society in Scarborough, Ontario; he is
a member of the Ontario College of Professional Social Workers and super-
visor of sexual abuse treatment and family support programs. [GROUP 1]

Rev. Jacques GAGNE, O.M.1.
chaired the work group on guidelines and supplementary policies for the
long-term pastoral care and future of priest abusers. Father Gagné is a profes-
sor in pastoral counselling at Saint Paul University, Ottawa, and for ten
years, was the rector of the University Seminary. [GROUP 1]
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Dr. Jeannine GUINDON
chaired the work group on guidelines and policies for the selection and for-
mation of candidates to the priesthood and religious life. Ms. Guindon is a
professional psychotherapist and the founder of the Institut de Formation et
de Rééducation de Montréal, which is well known and respected through-
out the world. She was invited by Pope John Paul 1l to attend the 1990
Vatican synod on priestly formation as a lay auditor. [GROUP V]

We thank these four professionals for their tireless devotion to this important
cause. We hope they, in turn, will communicate our appreciation to all who col-
laborated with them. An alphabetical list of collaborators follows. The numbers in
parentheses indicate the work group in which each was involved.

AMESSE, Mr. Stephen (1), Senate research assistant, Ottawa;
AUBUT, Dr. Jocelyn (3), psychiatrist, Institut Pinel de Montréal;

BELLEAU, Ms. Charlene (2), sexual abuse research coordinator, Cariboo
Tribal Council, British Columbia;

BOYER, Mr. André (4), social worker; member, CCCB Ad Hoc Committee
on Child Sexual Abuse;

BRADFORD, Dr. John (3), physician, Royal Ottawa Hospital;

BROWN, Ms. Colette (2), specialist in work groups for treatment of sexual
abuse; member of the Catholic Children Aid’s Society, and executive
member of a sexual abuse treatment program attached to the Scarborough
agencies;

COUTURIER, Sister Marie-Paule (1), licentiate in canon law, former superior
general of her congregation; vice-chancellor, Diocese of Gaspé, Québec;

DOIRON, Rev. Michael, S.J. (1), superior of the Jesuit community in Ottawa;

DUNN, Mr. Brian (2), barrister and solicitor, board member of Catholic
Charities in Toronto;

EVANS, Ms. Marguerite (2), registered nurse, doctoral student,
theologian/ethicist;
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FORDE, Dr. Francis (1), psychologist, Ottawa; long-term experience in coun-
selling seminarians;

HEWITT, Mr. Adrian (3), lawyer, Ottawa;
KING, Mr. Jeffrey (1), lawyer, Ottawa;

LOFTUS, Rev. John, S.J. (3), therapist, director of the Southdown Centre,
Aurora, Ontario;

LUGO, Ms. Elizabeth (2), vice principal, De LaSalle High School; member,
Toronto Metropolitan Separate School Board;

MALONE, Mr. William (2), superintendent of education, Wellington County
Separate School Board, Ontario;

MANCINI, Rev. Anthony (4), coordinator of Ministry to Priests Program,
Archdiocese of Montreal, English sector;

McCANN, Mr. David (2), coordinator for St. Joseph’s (Alfred) and St. John’s
(Uxbridge) Victim Helpline, Ontario;

MCcDEVITT, Sister Mary, 1.H.M. (2), pastoral consultant for the Catholic
Children’s Aid Society of Metropolitan Toronto; former spiritual counsellor,
Southdown Centre, Aurora, Ontario;

McFARTHING, Dr. A.M. (3), physician, Sudbury, Ontario;

MIAN, Ms. Marcellina (2), paediatrician; director of the Suspected Child
Abuse and Neglect Program (SCAN), Hospital for Sick Children, Toronto;

O'HANLEY, Rev. Peter (1), priest actively involved in issues relating to sexual
abuse and pastoral care (Saint John, N.B.);

O'REILLY, Rev. Michael, O.M.I. (1), professor of canon law, Saint Paul
University, Ottawa; consultant to the Vatican Congregation for the
Institutes of Consecrated Life and Societies of Apostolic Life;

OUELLET, Rev. Marc, P.S.S. (4), rector, Major Seminary of Montreal,

PAGE, Rev. Roch (3), professor of canon law, Saint Paul University, Ottawa;
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PIGEON, Rev. Léo-Paul, O.M.1. (1), retired professor, Faculty of Education,
University of Ottawa;

PRENDERGAST, Rev. Terrence (4), S.J., professor, Regis College, St.
Michael’s University, Toronto;

ROBILLARD, Msgr Jean-Marc (4), director of formation for future priests,
Diocese of St. Hyacinthe, Quebec;

SCHRER, Dr. Gilles (3) psychiatrist, Institut Pinel de Montréal.

To all who volunteered many hours of their time to help us formulate the most
judicious recommendations possible, as well as to all who were consulted, we offer
our profound gratitude.

Their work will not have been in vain if it assists the Canadian bishops to
achieve their threefold objective:

— todeal effectively, justly and compassionately with cases of sexual abuse;

— to work towards eradicating the blight of sexual abuse within the ranks of
the clergy;

— to contribute to the eventual elimination of this plague in society as a whole
by educating and sensitizing the Catholic population.

Our solidarity with the Church must inspire us to move towards eliminating
the evil itself, rather than remaining silent, as sometimes was done in the past.

12
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111 - MANDATE OF THE COMMITTEE

The Ad Hoc Committee on child sexual abuse by priests or male religious was
created at the annual Plenary Meeting of the Canadian Conference of Catholic
Bishops, October 23-27, 1989. On that occasion, the bishops expressed deep con-
cern and sympathy for victims of sexual abuse committed by Church personnel.
Concerned also for Catholics in those dioceses where these abusive acts had
taken place, the bishops requested the Committee give priority to such issues as
the long-term prevention of sexual abuse, the care and support for victims and
their families, and the rehabilitation and future of offenders.

The Plenary Assembly of bishops gave the Permanent Council of the
Conference responsibility for determining the precise mandate of this Committee
and appointing its members. The Plenary Assembly also asked the Committee to
develop a series of guidelines to help the bishops respond appropriately to allega-
tions of sexual abuse by priests or religious in their dioceses.

The Permanent Council devoted much of its meeting of November 29-30,
1989, to this issue and appointed three bishops as members of the Ad Hoc
Committee: Most Reverend Roger EBACHER (chairperson); Most Reverend
Adam EXNER and Most Reverend James MacDONALD. The Council then del-
egated to the Conference’s Executive Committee responsibility for selecting the
four priest and lay members of the Committee according to certain criteria of rep-
resentation and competence. The Executive Committee was also responsible for
determining the precise mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee.

The members of the Permanent Council also provided some parameters for
the work of the Committee. The following is an excerpt from the minutes of the
Permanent Council meeting:

“The Committee’s task will be to elaborate additional policies to help individ-
ual dioceses to assist victims, their families and friends, as well as heal and rec-
oncile the parish and diocesan communities affected. It is not to conduct
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extensive new investigations. Additional policies/guidelines could be foreseen
in the following areas:

1) Completion/expansion of the 1987 suggested guidelines, in the light of
their use in dioceses, other recent experiences, etc.

2) Additional guidelines/policies for the extended pastoral care of victims and
their families.

3) Guidelines/policies for the extended pastoral care and future of priest
offenders.

4) Guidelines (models) for diocesan community self-awareness (“auto-critique™)
and prevention strategies and mechanisms, which foster and facilitate a
fuller human support system for all priests and indeed for all parishioners.

5) Guidelines for affirmative activities at the local level, to help Church
members join other people of good will to help break the cycle of sexual
abuse.”

At the second meeting of the Committee, we reviewed the terms of our man-
date and the way in which it was to be carried out. We decided to combine
points 4 and 5 into a single project. In addition, we identified “the selection and
training of candidates for the priesthood” as a specific question that needed to be
addressed. To carry out our task, we formed four work groups and asked a special
team of CCCB personnel to draft materials that could be used by local discussion
groups.
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I\ — HisTORY OF THE COMMITTEE

The CCCB Ad Hoc Committee on Child Sexual Abuse met twelve times over
two years (April, 1990 - April, 1992). In addition, each of the four work groups
and the special team responsible for drafting the group discussion material met at
least several times. In fact, one group alone held twelve meetings. This attests to
the importance of the project for those involved and the dedication with which
they carried out their work.

This capsule history of the Committee is divided into two main phases. In the
first year, we studied intensely the issue of sexual abuse. At the same time, we
responded to successive drafts of the discussion material prepared by the special
team. In the second year, we received the reports of each work group and incorpo-
rated their findings into drafts of the Committee’s final report. In addition, we
maintained regular contact with the bishops responsible for the Committee’s man-
date, keeping them informed of the results of our on-going research.

A. Phase |

At our second meeting, August 2, 1990, we studied the recently released
WINTER report. We noted the strong points of the report; its courageous tone;
its sweeping recommendations calling for a profound change in the life of the
Church; its reasoned recommendations; its emphasis on the process of healing;
its discussion of efforts required to reduce and hopefully eliminate sexual abuse;
and, despite the initial scandal, its mention of the long-term benefits and liber-
ating power of the truth. Clearly it would influence our own work.

We also discussed the importance of assessing factors that might have con-
tributed to the present situation, including the isolation of priests, abuse of
power, problems of ecclesiastical administration, dissociation of preaching from
real life, the formation of priests to meet their responsibilities, and spiritual and
moral leadership in the Church.
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In subsequent meetings, we reflected on whether the living conditions of some
priests might contribute to deviant behaviour, e.g.: isolation; overload of pastoral
work; an environment in which the concerns of laity are not easily heard; inade-
quate training or inadequate response to the training received; lack of true spiritual
integration, and inadequate training in terms of moral responsibility.

Without claiming these are necessarily the determining factors, we began to
explore preventive measures based on these preliminary reflections and on our
professional experience.

We also had very candid discussions on a variety of related issues:

= How, in the face of revelations of allegations of sexual abuse by priests or
religious, do we transcend discouragement and defeatism, and find the
courage to respond justly and compassionately?

= How, in a spirit of openness and truthfulness, can we restore the confidence
and credibility that the Church has unfortunately lost in the eyes of many
Canadians?

= Are there structural causes within the Church and within society which
explain the sudden rash of sexual abuse scandals? How can parishes repair
the pastoral damage caused by wrong behaviour on the part of pastors?

In the sixth part of this report most of these questions will be discussed, with
some specific recommendations.

Other problems were also raised during Committee meetings, which helped
define more precisely the directives for the four work groups. These problems
included, among others: the failure to fully implement the dynamic ecclesial
communion proposed by the Second Vatican Council; how abuse by a priest is
really a betrayal of a covenant; how diocesan practices could be revised in order
to eliminate any suspicion or appearance of a cover-up by the ecclesiastical
institution; ways of encouraging dioceses to examine how they respond to
crises, and how to assess medium- and long-term consequences of abuse.

Gradually, we laid the groundwork for the second phase of the Committee’s
work. At the same time, the various drafts of the discussion materials were
reviewed to ensure its orientation would be in accord with our findings.

16
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B. Phase Il

The second phase of the Committee’s work consisted mainly of meeting the
leaders of the four work groups to discuss the conclusions they had reached in
their respective areas of responsibility. The Committee then took the main
points of the four inquiries and consolidated them into the final report.

To assure the input from the work groups would not be lost, we formulated
recommendations based on their research and addressed these to a number of
persons or groups for implementation. The four work groups shed valuable light
on the issue of sexual abuse and certain ways of remedying it. The appendices
to this report give some indication of the painstaking work of the four groups.
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V — GLOSSARY

In order to understand better the formal recommendations of the report and the
texts included in the appendices, a glossary of frequently used terms may be help-
ful. Some expressions are described in simple terms. Others required a more strict
definition to correspond to legal situations.

ALLEGATION

A statement or accusation of sexual abuse that is yet to be proven. (See
Appendix 2: Diocesan Protocol).

CHILD

The legal definition of a child varies across Canada, according to federal,
provincial or territorial legislation. In this report, child refers to a person
who has not yet reached eighteen years of age. [Since the various applicable
canonical and civil statutes mention different ages (for instance 7, 14, 16,
18, 19, 21), attention should be given to the applicability of such laws in a
particular case.]

DIRECT VICTIM OF SEXUAL ABUSE AGAINST CHILDREN

The child who has been abused by an adult; or the adult survivor of child
abuse.

DuTY TO REPORT

Every province and territory has legislation that requires the reporting of
child sexual abuse or situations where the child is “in need of protection” or
where the “security or development of a child is in danger.” The report is
made to the local child protection agency or the police. While there are dif-
ferences among the statutes about what is included in the term “in need of
protection”, everyone has a duty to report sexual abuse.

18
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The applicable statutory reporting requirements should be consulted to verify one’s
obligations.

ECCLESIASTICAL AUTHORITY

Either the diocesan bishop or the major religious superior, or his/her autho-
rized representative.

EXTENDED PASTORAL CARE

The informed, understanding and healing support given by the Catholic com-
munity to the victims of sexual abuse and the offender, from the disclosure of
the abuse and for as long as it is required, possibly throughout a lifetime.

INDIRECT VICTIMS BY RELATIONSHIPS

The parents, foster parents, siblings, extended family and close friends of the
direct victim of sexual abuse.

LAY PASTORAL AGENT

A man or woman employed and remunerated by a parish or diocese for per-
forming a specific pastoral duty under the responsibility of that religious
authority (parish or diocese).

PREVENTION

“In the context of child sexual abuse, prevention means any measure aimed
at preventing the occurrence of sexual abuse, detecting its early signs, and
reducing its impact” (Government publication, Health and Welfare
Canada, Child Sexual Abuse: Guidelines for Community Workers, Ottawa,
Supply and Services Canada, 1989, p. 19).

RELIGIOUS

A member of a religious institute or of a society of apostolic life recognized
by the Catholic Church.

Note that when they are assigned to pastoral work that reaches out to people out-
side their particular religious order, religious priests are responsible to two sepa-
rate ecclesiastical authorities: the major superior of their order (depending on the
religious province to which they belong) and the bishop of the area in which they
perform their pastoral ministry.
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Religious brothers, on the other hand (i.e., those who have not been ordained
as priests), are responsible to their major religious superior (depending on the reli-
gious province to which they belong).

SECULAR

A structure or a system in society, as distinguished from Church structures or
systems which are referred to as “ecclesiastical” or “canonical”.

SECULAR COURTS

The term applies both to criminal and to civil courts.

SEXUAL ABUSE

“Contacts or interactions between a child and an adult when the child is
being used as an object of sexual gratification for the adult. A child is abused
whether or not this activity involves explicit force, whether or not it
involves genital or physical contact, whether or not it is initiated by the
child, and whether or not there is discernible harmful outcome” (WINTER
Report, Vol. Il, p. A-20).

TREATMENT

“Specific intervention(s) by a qualified professional or specialist based on a
statement of need and designed to limit, reduce or remedy individual
and/or family dysfunction.” Both the abuser and the victim could benefit
from treatment (Health and Welfare Canada, Child Sexual Abuse:
Guidelines for Community Workers, p. 21).

20
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V| — PERSPECTIVES ON THE MANDATE

The few pages summarizing the Committee’s mandate cannot possibly convey the
long path we have travelled in our two years of work. Nor can such an overview
adequately explain the convictions that inspired us or the goals we set for ourselves
when we accepted the task confided by the Canadian Conference of Catholic
Bishops. Yet all of this background is essential in order to understand the proper
context of the fifty recommendations presented in Part VII.

To aid readers, we have chosen, at this point in our report, to present the basic
perspectives and conclusions that emerged from our discussions of the five aspects
of our mandate as originally specified by the CCCB Permanent Council. We are
fully aware that, despite all the time spent on our task, this will not be the final
word on this difficult issue. One of our strongest and clearest convictions is that it
will require the concerted effort of many people to stem the tide of sexual abuse
against children.

A. Completion/Expansion of the 1987 Guidelines

As afirst part of our mandate, we were asked to complete and expand the 1987
guidelines prepared by the Canadian Conference of Catholic Bishops. We
noted, with satisfaction, that the bishops’ decision was taken shortly after major
government initiatives and preceded most professional corporate bodies in this
respect. Three years before, the voluminous BADGLEY Report had been pub-
lished. In August of 1987, the Minister of Health and Welfare named Rix
ROGERS as Special Adviser on Child Sexual Abuse. Rix ROGERS was given
the following mandate: “to prepare for the Minister a report on the long-range
direction of federal child sexual abuse initiatives, their implementation and co-
ordination” (Reaching for Solutions: Report of the Special Adviser to the
Minister of Health and Welfare on Child Sexual Abuse in Canada, 1990, p. 7 —
cited elsewhere as Rix ROGERS).

In 1987, the ecclesiastical authorities had reacted in a predictable and normal
manner, given the circumstances. In other words, they attempted to respond to
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the crisis resulting from the scandal brought about by disclosures of child sexual
abuse by priests or religious. Three years later, at the end of 1989, this led the
bishops to ask that the guidelines be expanded and completed.

To accomplish this task, we decided to conduct a survey in order to gauge
the actual impact of the 1987 guidelines. In summary, we found:

= many dioceses had discovered for the first time the implications of a
problem of which they had not been aware;

= some dioceses had drafted a protocol or action strategy on this issue;

< in at least one instance, a major pastoral region encompassing some
twenty dioceses had drafted a common protocol on the issue of child
sexual abuse;

= hishops had begun to call upon the services of professionals from a variety
of disciplines to help in this task.

Overall, the guidelines represented a promising first step, but could they pro-
vide long-term direction?

At that time, however, the public was not sufficiently conscious of an essen-
tial element in the problem of abuse. The ideal breeding ground for the devel-
opment and repetition of child sexual abuse is a general conspiracy of silence,
motivated by the fear of scandal and of major repercussions for the institutions
directly or indirectly concerned. A family is shaken by an incestuous relation-
ship between father and daughter coming to light; the good name of a profes-
sion is smeared by the publication of facts implicating some of its members in
reprehensible acts against children for whom they are responsible. The Church
finds itself in a position that contradicts its own message when a priest or reli-
gious is accused of child sexual abuse.

The spontaneous reaction of shamed self-defense must be avoided under the
circumstances, lest one risk becoming, consciously or not, party to further cases
of abuse. The fear of scandal often conditions our instinctive reactions of inad-
vertently protecting the perpetrators and a certain image of the Church or the
institution we represent, rather than the children, who are powerless to defend
themselves.

22
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Five years of numerous painful experiences, a great number of excellent pub-
lications on abuse, and the opportunities afforded by seminars and various
meetings have led many of our co-citizens to question their tendency to remain
silent on the matter of child sexual abuse. More and more individuals no longer
hesitate to break through the wall of silence surrounding instances of abuse,
even if this leaves the impression that the number of cases is increasing.
Disclosure brings these cases to light and helps to expose the conditions which
may have contributed to their occurrence. Rix ROGERS noted pertinently:
“Every public awareness and education effort related to child sexual abuse
prompts more disclosures, thereby generating an immediate need for more sup-
port services” (Rix ROGERS, p. 54).

This situation of more or less conscious denial of sexual abuse by priests or
religious allowed, in some cases at least, intolerable conditions to persist far too
long. The Winter Commission report makes this point quite clearly.

The first disclosures were inadequately dealt with by the Archdiocesan administra-

tion. This allowed the threat of sexual abuse to continue, though the poor handling

of the early accusations of abuse may be understandable in the context of the times,
when most people were not aware of the prevalence and dynamics of child sexual
abuse, or the damage that it causes. [The Report of the Archdiocesan Commission

of Enquiry into the Sexual Abuse of Children by Members of the Clergy, St.John’s,
1990, Vol |, p. 136.]

Ecclesiastical authorities may not have always been completely successful in
distinguishing between the individual and personal responsibility of a priest
abuser and the indirect responsibility borne by the Church. Consider the fol-
lowing analogy: well-meaning parents suddenly find themselves almost directly
involved in a judicial process because their son or daughter (who has reached
majority) is implicated in drug trafficking. We all know of cases where parents
blame themselves, intervene in a sometimes awkward manner, and tend to act
in ways that are undoubtedly inspired by their love as parents, but ill-advised
from the point of view of fostering a re-orientation of their now adult child. In
spite of their good will, these parents delay their child’s coming to terms with
the consequences of his or her acts.

Similarly, a clearer understanding of the individual and personal responsibility
of the priest-abuser as contrasted with the indirect responsibility of the institution
makes it possible now to develop a more adequate action plan. In our view, the
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1987 guidelines laid insufficient emphasis on the fact that normally the direct
and immediate responsibility for such actions rests with the abuser himself.

What is the situation today, five years later? On what grounds can we hope
that our recommendations fulfill what we were asked to do, namely to com-
plete and expand the work begun in 1987?

1. In contrast to what was done in 1987, we are not simply formulating guide-
lines to be communicated to the bishops alone to help them draft their own
plans. The final report of the Ad Hoc Committee will be available to any-
one interested in joining the fight against the current flood of child sexual
abuse cases, regardless of the identity of the abusers. The bishops will no
longer feel they are the only ones expected to take action.

2. Unlike the 1987 text, our recommendations are addressed to a much wider
audience, including those at the crossroads of the Canadian Church and of
Canadian society:

— Catholic men and women of Canada

— diocesan bishops

— those responsible for priestly formation

— those responsible for clergy

— the Canadian Conference of Catholic Bishops.

3. In addition, a number of our recommendations are specifically intended to
break through the wall of silence that has been and continues to be a key
factor in allowing abusers to persist for years in their intolerable behaviour
towards children. (In particular, see Recommendations #1, 2, 3, 9, 12, 32
and 38.)

4. Among other recommendations which go beyond what was dealt with in
the past, we underline the following:

= Recommendation # 6 asks that the bishop’s delegate receive special
training commensurate with his or her responsibilities.

= Recommendation # 8, as complemented by Appendix 2, suggests that a
“current basic protocol regarding situations of sexual abuse” be pre-
pared and updated; we think that this measure responds to one of the
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major problems encountered by those dioceses ill-prepared to react
appropriately to an unexpected situation.

= Recommendation # 11 proposes the formation of an advocacy committee
for the victims, as distinct from an advisory committee (see also
Recommendation # 7).

. There is no denying that the problem of abuse has increasingly become a
focus of concern over the past five years. The Rix ROGERS report and the
publications of the National Clearinghouse on Family Violence have done
much to heighten public awareness of this issue. The special adviser to
Canada’s Minister of National Health and Welfare alludes to this fact. “On
a more personal level, | am troubled that, despite thirty years of work in a
major child-serving organization, | was not more aware of child sexual abuse
as | entered the assignment two years ago [i.e., 1988]. How could it be that
such a serious problem has escaped my attention?” (Rix ROGERS, p. 12).
Thanks to media reports, as well as research and literature aimed at raising
awareness on the subject of sexual abuse, we are certain that our recommen-
dations will not go unheard.

. Lastly, in addition to the fifty recommendations we have formulated, we
have great hopes for the group discussion document recently published
under the title Breach of Trust/Breach of Faith. This gives Canadians a discus-
sion materials on the subject of sexual abuse, which should encourage dia-
logue on a topic that, not so long ago, was taboo.

Group discussion of this issue, however, must take into account what has
happened in Canadian society over the past thirty years. We have clearly wit-
nessed a dramatic and ugly upsurge in pornography. It will be difficult for a
civilization that indulges in depictions of violence, turns the female body into
an object, and trivializes sexuality, to rediscover the reasons for respecting the
privacy of children, including their sexual identity. Much remains to be done
to turn around the values of our civilization, given the many opposing social
and cultural hurdles which are buttressed by such powerful technical means
as videos. Our guidelines, as well as our educational venture, must be set
within a broader strategy that is not afraid to challenge certain contemporary
trends with Christ’s message of respect for each human person.
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B. Pastoral Care to Victims and Their Families

The type of pastoral care the Church should offer to children who are victims
of sexual abuse and to adults who were sexually abused in their childhood will
appear in the fourth preliminary observation. It is one of the basic principles
underlying our analysis: namely, “giving priority to the protection of children
and more vulnerable adults” (see Part VI, Recommendations: Preliminary
observations).

We believe that this touches on an essential part of the Church’s mission:
compassion for the victims of injustice. This is true especially when the injus-
tice is perpetrated by a member of the Church’s personnel. The direct and per-
sonal responsibility of the abuser for the deed should not prevent the ecclesias-
tical community from showing kindness and compassion to innocent victims.
Too often in the past, the uneasiness felt by Catholics in such circumstances
prevented them from responding adequately to victims. Consequently, the vic-
tims and their families once more felt rejected. The word “ revictimization” has
been used to denote this second ordeal.

Over the last two years, through our work groups, we have come to know the
feelings of anger, shame and violence expressed by victims of abuse. These feel-
ings ran particularly high against the administrative structures of the Church in
cases where the abuser was a member of the clergy or a male religious. Victims
denounced the system for its attitude, accusing it of being more interested in
limiting damage to the Church’s image than in dealing with the serious violence
that had been inflicted on the victims.

On occasion, the language directed against the ecclesiastical authorities was
quite strong, and some people felt that these authorities did no more than react
defensively to revelations of abuse. Beyond such language, however, an ardent
hope could also be perceived: a hope that the Church would eventually find
the courage and the will to reshape its attitudes and behaviour into a firm com-
mitment to undertake pastoral action primarily directed towards the needs of
the innocent victims of sexual abuse.

We are convinced that pastoral care for the victims of sexual abuse consists
above all in compassion, justice and healing of a grave injury inflicted upon those
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powerless to protect or defend themselves. Moreover, this pastoral concern is
rooted in one of the most important commandments Jesus gave to his disciples: to
care for the development of children in the candour, confidence, innocence and
sanctity of their youth (see Matthew 18:2-5; Matthew 19:14; Mark 9:36-37; Mark
10:13-15; Luke 9:48; Luke 18:16-17). This commandment reflects the central
message of the entire history of the Old Testament: the God of Abraham and of
his descendants resolutely took the side of the weaker against the stronger who
surrounded them, and came to the side of the poor against the powerful.

To be adequate, pastoral care for victims of abuse should have a twofold
focus. First, pastoral care must aim to heal the wound caused by the abuse the
child has suffered, employing great tact, discretion and understanding. The
wound inflicted by sexual abuse cuts much deeper than a physical wound, as
visible and as severely handicapping as such a wound might be. The wound
caused by abuse is invisible and often rendered almost inaccessible through an
unholy alliance whereby victims are convinced they must protect the abuser by
their silence. Wounds such as these damage children to the very core of their
being and their fundamental self-identity.

When the abuse is repeated over a long period of time or when the child is
particularly vulnerable, the consequences of a wound inflicted in childhood
may continue to trouble the person even into adulthood. The diocesan Church
should, if necessary, contribute to the cost of the sometimes prolonged therapy
required to heal the wound suffered by a child or by an adult when a child. The
Church should also ensure that the offender contribute to the payment of the
expenses incurred, even if only symbolically.

A second focus needed in pastoral care may be less evident at first glance. It
involves restoring the confidence lost in an institution which, through the mis-
deeds of one of its ministers, betrayed this confidence. Children should be able
to rely instinctively and implicitly on the good care of their parents. They come
to learn, through repeated testing on their part, that their mother and father are
always there, ready to meet their primary needs. As they pass from early child-
hood, the parents teach them that they can extend this act of implicit trust to
other special individuals and that the capacity to care about the welfare of chil-
dren can be found in other people, adults they meet on a regular basis, including
members of the extended family, daycare workers, teachers and priests.
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For children sexually abused by a priest or a religious, this entire system of
protection and confidence is destroyed. The children feel that the basis on
which they have built relationships with a small group of special people has
collapsed beneath them. The damage done extends well beyond a deep psycho-
logical wound; it causes radical soul-searching about the meaning of life and
the pertinence of all that has been taught about God and religion. This sort of
spiritual crisis goes so far as to render impossible, at least temporarily, the
capacity to forgive (see Appendix 8).

Therapy to heal this second wound is often long and difficult. Some have
argued that this second wound is akin to that produced when a natural father
abuses his own son or daughter. Confidence can never be restored simply
through words. A lasting change in behaviour and attitude is required. A new
type of relationship must be built between the child (or the adult still suffering
from the consequences of childhood abuse), and the representatives of the
Church which betrayed that confidence. The transformation needed for the
Church to gradually restore the confidence it has lost in the eyes of sexual abuse
victims will be discussed later. For the time being, let us say these transforma-
tions will involve a humble admission of the facts, the implementation of effec-
tive preventive measures, greater solidarity between priests and lay persons,
greater support on the part of teams of priests, and a commitment by ecclesiasti-
cal authorities to cooperate in addressing the wrong. This perspective is reflected
more precisely in a number of the recommendations found in Part VII.

The establishment of an advisory committee, either diocesan or interdioce-
san, “to whom [...] is referred any issue of sexual abuse or any allegation of sexu-
al abuse” (Recommendation # 7), is specifically intended to provide bishops
with a support team able to assist them in carrying out their obligations to vic-
tims. This multidisciplinary team should include at least several persons who
already have professional expertise in the area.

A committee for the victims (see Recommendation # 11) should also be
formed with the specific task of providing “individualized support” to each
minor who is the alleged victim of sexual abuse by a priest. The different tasks
assigned to this committee clearly indicate the attention which a pastoral
response must give to the particular consequences of acts of sexual abuse com-
mitted by priests or male religious.
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In the same spirit of concern for the victims and of real commitment to pre-
venting child sexual abuse, we recommend that the bishops “communicate to
priests and the religious personnel concerned the duly approved text of the
diocesan protocol” (Recommendation # 9). This protocol must explicitly note
each citizen’s obligation of reporting all cases of sexual misconduct, regardless of
the perpetrator. Respecting civil legislation on reporting is a key element in the
prevention of further abuse.

Concern for victims is also reflected in the receptiveness advocated in
Recommendation # 10: To “provide a sympathetic and attentive hearing with-
in the Church to each victim of sexual abuse committed by a priest or a reli-
gious.” This attitude will obviously need to be shown in concrete fashion by
responsible individuals and by mechanisms set up to respond to the varying
needs and situations.

In addition to this receptiveness, we suggest that the bishops “provide vic-
tims, after sentence has been pronounced against a priest for sexual abuse, the
services of qualified resource persons who can provide the pastoral support
wanted, counselling and, if necessary, therapy” (Recommendation # 12).

We believe these specific recommendations express the concern for justice
which the Church should show victims and survivors of sexual abuse commit-
ted by priests. These should be uppermost in our thinking and in our pastoral
practice.

Pastoral Care and Future of Priest Offenders

We were aware of the very difficult task which the third part of our mandate
entailed: How to deal within the Church with priests who had been found guilty
of sexually abusing children? Should there be any possibility of returning to active
ministry after a criminal sentence and a prison term? If so, under what conditions?

We chose to approach the problem of child sexual abuse by priests from
three specific angles: pastoral, legal and clinical. At the outset, we lamented the
lack of compiled scientific research specifically concerning the target group of
sexually deviant priests. As a result, little or no systematic data was found on
the following points:
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— the proportional representation of priests among all adult male abusers,

— the sexual orientation of priest abusers, the number of victims, patterns
of abuse,

— the incidence of drugs or alcohol,

— the possibilities of rehabilitation, and the long-term prospects.

Recommendation # 50 recognizes this shortcoming and invites the
Canadian Conference of Catholic Bishops to call for “immediate and continu-
ing research in the social sciences regarding the complex reality of human sexu-
ality (both homosexual and heterosexual orientations), the sexuality of celi-
bates, as well as the issues linked to the deviant expressions of sexuality”.

Some specialized studies do exist and offer valuable data backed up by limit-
ed but controlled experiments. Our recommendations are based on this clinical
experience.

Child sexual abuse by priests or male religious must certainly be seen within
the larger context of an entire society where people experience difficulty in
coming to live in harmony with their sexuality. The Church, however, must
not use this fact as a pretext for shirking its responsibility in this area or for
avoiding its duty to deal frankly and humbly with the problem of some of its
ministers being involved in such abuse. This presents a major challenge for the
Church to re-examine its traditional attitudes towards both sexuality and rela-
tionships of power. In addition, professional clinical experience involving
priests accused of sexual abuse reveals clear shortcomings in their formation in
how to relate interpersonally, control their sexual urges, integrate their person-
alities and live as celibates.

In dealing with the problem posed by the return of a priest to his pastoral
ministry after being convicted on charges of sexual abuse and incarcerated for a
more or less lengthy sentence, we had to confront very clear-cut and divergent
opinions. Some people refuse even to consider the possibility. Others insist
with equal vigour that human beings have immense potential for radical con-
version. With the assistance of experienced clinicians, we were able to formu-
late a recommendation which, in our view, avoids the exaggerations of a some-
what dogmatic position on the matter, and at the same time accounts for a
variety of experiences that have been thoroughly scrutinized by the experts.
Recommendation # 20 suggests that bishops:
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Decide, in consultation with the treatment centre, about the possible
return to active ministry of a priest who, having been convicted of child
sexual abuse, having served his sentence, or having received a suspended
sentence, asks to resume his ministry. Such a decision must give the protec-
tion of children first priority and, correspondingly, evaluate the potential
risk constituted by the priest’s eventual return to the ministry. Appendix 9
outlines the services available from treatment centres in such cases.

The bishop should neither promote re-entry of priests at all costs, nor refuse re-
entry of priests under any circumstances. The bishop or the religious superior
should make the decision in consultation with the treatment centre. The following
points should be kept in mind:

« acomplete and reliable diagnosis and prognosis has to be available;
« the priest would have to accept or at least recognize the problem exists;

« there would need to be adequate probation time between the period of incarcer-
ation and eventual acceptance of re-entry;

« the priest would have to agree to maintain a relatively low profile in the commu-
nity;

« an effective system of monitoring would have to be available;

¢ other mechanisms such as support groups and aftercare programs would need
to be available in the diocese which can and will provide continuing support and
guidance to the priest;

¢ an assurance that any ministerial assignment would avoid bringing the priest into
contact with potential victims (namely, individuals or groups with similar charac-
teristics to previous victims, or with persons who themselves had been previous
victims of sexual abuse);

« in each individual case, the relationship between the occurrence of the offence
and the existence of a personal crisis or risk factors would have to be assessed.
(It should be emphasized that not all sex offenders have the same motivations or
behaviour patterns.)

Prudential judgements are necessarily difficult, since risks can occur outside
the identifiable ministerial context.

We realize that our solution is neither as appealing nor as easy to apply as
the extreme positions for or against re-entry. However, we think that it has the
merit of being true to the problem in all its complexity, and accepts the arduous
moral discernment that must be applied to the questions of life.

Despite the extremely strong negative reactions aroused in the public
because of child sexual abuse by priests or male religious, one must strive to
maintain an attitude of charity towards those accused and even towards those
found guilty. Our legitimate desire to protect children to the utmost must not
lead us to be unjust towards the adults who inflicted such serious wrongs upon
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them nor to decide summarily that such individuals must bear the scarlet mark
of shame for the rest of their lives.

Before considering the return to ministry of a priest found guilty of sexually
abusing one or more children, a certain number of specific conditions must be
duly verified by an accredited professional therapeutic centre. Furthermore, a
request such as this can be accepted only when a number of other strict condi-
tions are met, as seen in the major recommendation just quoted.

This central recommendation regarding the future of delinquent priests is
complemented by a number of others. It is recommended that the accused
priest be placed on administrative leave with pay from the time there are
reasonable and probable grounds to believe an allegation of sexual abuse
until completion of the investigative or judicial process (see Recommenda-
tion # 41); and that during the period of incarceration, both those responsi-
ble for the diocese and fellow priests be asked to visit the priest periodically,
“offering him all the moral support needed, and never forgetting that he is
a fellow human being, a child of God in need of compassion”
(Recommendation # 42).

Furthermore, the possible re-entry itself is accompanied by a number of
important precautions: the enlightened opinion of the presbyterium (see
Recommendation # 21); the possibility of instituting a re-entry committee
(see Recommendation # 22); clear information given to the community in
which re-entry is to take place (see Recommendation # 43). We obviously dis-
approve of a practice which may have happened in the past, namely that a
priest who had committed child sexual abuse was accepted in another diocese
without any information about this being given to the bishop of the receiving
diocese and, a fortiori, to the receiving parish.

To conclude, we will mention two analogous but slightly different cases. It
may happen that a priest committed acts of child sexual abuse in the recent
or distant past but that the parents involved declined to initiate legal pro-
ceedings against him under criminal law. When informed of such a case, and
in the absence of a reporting obligation (because the young person concerned
is now over sixteen or eighteen, depending on the province or territory in
which he or she now resides), the bishop should conduct an ecclesiastical
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investigation, insist that the priest acknowledge the facts of the case, possibly
recommend treatment, and, if necessary, temporarily suspend him from his
pastoral duties.

Similar action may be necessary when a priest is acquitted in criminal court
as a result of insufficient evidence, but serious doubts remain about his moral
responsibility and about the likelihood and probable nature of the alleged acts.
Prudence and the obligation to protect potential victims should guide the bish-
op in making decisions concerning the future of such priests and the type of
ministry with which they might be entrusted. The points listed in
Recommendation # 20 could be used with the adaptations deemed necessary.

On the basis of the cases known to us, we believe that actual instances of re-
entry will, in all likelihood, be infrequent. Nonetheless, the attitude and basic
message of Jesus challenges us. He came that we may have life and have it in
abundance (see John 10:10), and he said he did not wish death for sinners, but
rather their conversion: “I did not come to call the virtuous, but sinners”
(Matthew 9:13).

Selection and Formation of Candidates to the Priesthood

At our second meeting on August 2, 1990, we decided to combine the fourth
and fifth aspects of the original mandate assigned to us and to add a new issue:
the selection and training of candidates to the priesthood. We decided to form
a fourth working group to study this issue, in order to benefit from the expertise
of specialists in this area. [The fifth aspect, on long-term prevention and com-
munity involvement, originally numbers four and five of our mandate, is dis-
cussed in Section E.]

Why did we decide to create a work group specifically for a question which
was not explicit within our mandate? In our view, the imperative nature of
early prevention of sexual abuse by priests or religious has to be embedded in
the very process of selecting and forming candidates for the priesthood. From
the earliest moment in formation, attention must be paid to the strengths and
weaknesses of the candidates, and taken into consideration in an individualized
program based on an integral human formation process, as described in
Appendix 5.
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The formation of candidates to the priesthood in the Catholic Church is a
long and complex process which includes various dimensions: theological,
spiritual, communal and pastoral formation within a framework which usually
requires three or four years of study and one or two years of pastoral experi-
ence. We could not possibly review the specific content of all that is treated in
the biblical, theological and pastoral formation of future priests. Instead, we
focused specifically on the personal capacity of the candidate to integrate his
knowledge and abilities, and on ways of enhancing the capacity a person has
for actual personal conversion, as opposed to his potential for merely accumu-
lating knowledge. The potential for profound integration must be already pre-
sent even before the candidate comes to the seminary. The implications of
this are seen in Recommendation # 24 which suggests that those responsible
for priestly formation:

Advocate, in the groups which journey with priesthood candidates in order to
discern their vocation, that the candidates be accompanied by a spiritual
guide who can also serve as mentor (for example, an adviser who is a wise
and experienced counsellor, and whose life work is proven and inspiring).

This accompaniment, even for a candidate journeying outside such a group, helps
the candidate to come to know Jesus Christ better and develop a significant rela-
tionship with him. In the case of an aspiring candidate who has recently under-
gone a conversion experience, discernment of his vocation over several year is
advised.

Admission criteria should also be based on the personal strengths of the
individual and on the integration of his life experience in terms of transforming
his own self rather than in terms of acquiring new knowledge. The last sen-
tence of Recommendation # 25 clarifies this point: “Special attention will be
paid to the harmony or disharmony which exists between the candidate’s
chronological age and his life-style.”

We do not wish to suggest that the formation of future priests has until now
been inadequate. Nonetheless, we think that improvements are possible and
desirable, and, with the assistance of the specialists we consulted, we suggest a
number of main objectives for an integral human formation of future priests:

= “Implement a selection process for candidates which focuses more on
the candidate’s personal fundamental strengths, rather than on factors
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of vulnerability, without however disregarding the latter”
(Recommendation # 26).

= “Personalize” the whole process of the candidate’s formation, paying
special attention to each candidate’s personal strengths, history, age,
the progress of his achievements, and his development towards matu-
rity” (Recommendation # 27).

= “Pay particular attention to the candidate’s progress in the following
areas: his assumption of commitments and becoming truly responsible
for his own personal development; concern for others; his life-style
and the attainment of a certain financial independence; the adequate
satisfaction of his basic needs and the presence of a healthy balance in
life; his emotional stability” (Recommendation # 28).

= “Examine with the candidate his own insight into himself, and identi-
fy the strengths and weaknesses of his key life experiences”
(Recommendation # 29).

These four emphases are different avenues leading to the integral human for-
mation described in Recommendation # 30 and Appendix 5. They set a goal as
well as a strategy, without, however, implying that we think we have discovered
new or infallible means of formation. Some bishops and directors of seminaries
may have experimented successfully with slightly different means of reaching
the same objective of autonomy, integration, increasing maturity, acceptance of
responsibility, and personal insight into oneself. Some would rather in this type
of educational process bring together small groups of candidates belonging on
the same level. The goal remains the same: a genuine sense of responsibility in
the young man undergoing training, that is, fostering his ability to look for the
good of others and not for his own immediate gratification (involving children
or adolescents).

The reason for insisting on personal integration is that, in our view, the
sexual abuse of a child by a priest, especially if repeated on one or more
victims, is possible only in the individual who undergoes dissociation and
whose existence is compartmentalized among pastoral duties, theoretical
knowledge, and behaviour. Insight into oneself, true maturity, and a deep spiri-
tual life grounded on the person of Christ do not co-exist with the kind of per-
sonality-splitting typical of the actions of a priest who abuses children sexually.
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Even though we do not intend to enter into the many means that could be used
to improve priestly formation, we wish at this point to include two recommenda-
tions related to this topic. First, there is a need for the best possible consultation
between the various resource persons who assume specific responsibilities in the for-
mation of candidates, and we underscore the need of involving women in the
process of formation (see Recommendation # 31). Secondly, the explicit mention
of a factor which, up to now, may have been omitted from the various topics of the
curriculum: We ask seminaries to “foresee, within the formation process of semi-
narians, the presentation of up-to-date statistics on the present-day phenomenon
of family violence; noting especially the frequency of child sexual abuse, and paying
special attention to child sexual abuse by priests (i.e., its incidence, the psychologi-
cal profile of offenders, the factors of risk, pastoral care of victims, etc.)”
(Recommendation # 32).

At this point, we wish to turn to recommendations pertaining to the life of
priests already engaged in ministry. Even though these extend beyond the for-
mation stage of candidates for the priesthood, they relate directly to the same
concern of preventing cases of abuse. Our first concern was for priests in their
early years of ministry, according to Recommendation # 34: to “appoint, in con-
sultation with the diocesan bishop, an experienced priest to be available to
newly ordained priests who can act as a mentor for them, to assist them in the
transition from the seminary life to the many forms of pastoral experience in the
local Church community.” In addition, provisions have been made for sustain-
ing the spiritual direction of newly ordained priests (see Recommendation # 35)
and setting personal and ministerial goals at the time of their first assignments
(see Recommendation # 36).

A second aspect of prevention concerns priests after the first years of their
apostolic work. This requires making provision for the periodic up-dating and
the life-long on-going formation of the clergy (see Recommendations # 37
and 38) and individual support to priests experiencing a major personal or
pastoral crisis (see Recommendation # 39). In preparing these recommenda-
tions, we strove to go beyond wishful thinking and commendable, but often
fruitless, resolutions. We want to be quite specific about the preventive
action we advocate.
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E. Church Joint Affirmative Activities against Sexual Abuse

Consolidating aspects 4 and 5 of the original mandate produced a broad
objective, encompassing both an educational strategy and the special dynam-
ics of ecclesial community life. The Permanent Council had described the
latter aspect of the mandate as follows: “to suggest guidelines/policies for
diocesan self-awareness (“auto-critique™) and prevention strategies and mech-
anisms which foster and facilitate a fuller human support system for all priests
and indeed for all parishioners” (For Your Information, #1423 [05.12.89]).
Although it might not be immediately evident, the internal dynamics of
ecclesial communities can be very relevant to cases of child sexual abuse by
priests or religious.

As the supporting statements contained in the Winter Commission report
indicate, we are becoming increasingly aware that the sexual abuse of a child by
an adult represents, if not physical violence, at the least the assertion of power
by an adult over a child to make him or her the adult’s “object” or “possession”.
This is clear in cases where a father sexually abuses his own son or daughter,
and it is also true when the abuser is a summer-camp counsellor, a teacher, a
guardian or a parish priest. Parental authority or delegated parental authority is
perverted into a relationship of power and domination rather than an expres-
sion of service and availability.

The members of the Winter Commission saw the same link between a
model of Church life and the imposition of this style on relations between its
ministers and members of the People of God. In their words, “the relationship
that was established between offender and victim involved an abuse of power
and betrayal of trust in which the victim was unable to give informed consent
for participating in the sexual acts” (WINTER Report, Vol. I, p. 30).

Relatively recently in our history, Catholic priests in Canada could, on
account of their ministry and their status as priests, exercise considerable
authority over the day-to-day lives of their communities. This excessive power,
unchecked by any kind of social control, placed certain individuals beyond the
reach of legitimate questioning and made it possible to prevent detection. The
fact that priests were placed on a pedestal was actually a kind of trap. This con-
tributed to their becoming more and more isolated from the people they served
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and not developing healthy relationships built on simple friendship — some-
thing essential to a balanced humanity.

We agreed that important changes have taken place in the Catholic
Church over the past thirty years. The Second Vatican Council, in the
Dogmatic Constitution on the Church, emphasized that the two complemen-
tary dimensions of communion and the institutional hierarchy were both nec-
essary for an adequate understanding of the mystery of the Church. Numerous
conciliar texts have emphasized the fact that, according to Jesus’ own teach-
ings, the authority granted to officials at various levels of the hierarchy of the
Church must be lived as a form of service, not power:

“You know that among the pagans the rulers lord it over them, and their
great men make their authority felt. This is not to happen among you. No,
anyone who wants to be great among you must be your servant, and anyone
who wants to be first among you must be your slave, just as the Son of Man
came not to be served but to serve, and to give his life as a ransom for many
(Matthew?0: 25-28).

We are aware that steps have been taken in all corners of the country to
develop a more communal Church, and to ensure that the authority of hierar-
chical officials is understood and exercised as a form of service rather than
power. The wording of Recommendation # 46 acknowledges the changes and
transformations that have occurred.

We believe, however, that much remains to be done before our Christian
communities begin to resemble what Jesus envisioned for them. We feel that
this conversion, besides corresponding to a desire clearly expressed by Jesus,
will have a positive impact on many aspects of life in the Church. We believe
in particular that an attitude of humility and service will make parochial and
diocesan communities more unified, more responsive, more able to deal with
the crises that assail them, and more concerned with building a dynamic model
of parochial life that can become a valuable source of support for the priests
serving that community (see Recommendation # 5).

We dealt with the question of an educational strategy for the prevention of
sexual abuse by creating a special team to prepare and pilot a collection of dis-
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cussion materials for the general public. It can be used as a tool for raising
awareness and promoting education on all aspects of child sexual abuse.

The special team completed its assigned task in March, 1992, with the pub-
lication of discussion materials in English and French on sexual abuse. This
publication contains additional documentation on the most recent information
on the issue, as well as material for discussion groups, and recommends a series
of five meetings on the following themes: Sexual Abuse of Children in our
Church; the Dynamics of Child Sexual Abuse; Factors in Society and Church
That May Contribute to Child Sexual Abuse; Personal and Community
Responsibility in Child Sexual Abuse; and Preventing Child Sexual Abuse.
The booklet is available from the Publications Service of the CCCB, under the
title Breach of Trust/Breach of Faith: Child Sexual Abuse in the Church and
Society: Material for Discussion Groups. (The French title is: Comme une brisure
... Les agressions sexuelles contre les enfants dans I’Eglise et dans la société.)

We believe the publication and wide distribution of these discussion
materials has engaged our Church in a movement of hope, and there has
been positive response to the booklet. In trying to shatter the conspiracy of
silence that was a major factor in the repeated incidence of abuse in the
past, we call upon all Catholics to make a commitment to react vigourously
against all forms of sexual abuse, including that perpetrated by ministers of
the Church.

We feel that the most appropriate way for the Church to address the
wrongs committed by some of its ministers against children is to cooperate
closely with the child sexual abuse programs already begun by Health and
Welfare Canada: “That the federal and provincial/territorial governments
continue to support community-based primary prevention, public aware-
ness programs so that all sectors of society are encouraged to participate in
the prevention of child sexual abuse” (Rix ROGERS Report,
Recommendation # 17).
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SUMMARY: WHERE DOES THE CHURCH STAND?

At the beginning of the sixth part of our report, we expressed the firm conviction
that the concerted effort of many people will be needed to stem the tide of sexual
abuse against children. To conclude this section, let us state where the Catholic
Church should stand in the context of this plan for action.

= On the side of openness and truth

We would like to see our Church guided by a spirit of openness and truth
when responding to allegations of child sexual abuse by a priest or a reli-
gious. We want our Church to cooperate fully with child-protection agen-
cies and the judiciary, not claiming preferential treatment for one of its min-
isters when suspected or formally accused in such cases.

< On the side of extensive cooperation by Catholics

In our minds, our Church would be socially irresponsible if it participated in
the fight against child sexual abuse only when one of its ministers is impli-
cated. We know that such cases represent only a small proportion of the
total number of cases in our country.

We would like to see our Church, inspired equally by belief in the
cause itself and by a sense of responsibility, actively encourage all
Catholics to co-operate fully with Health and Welfare Canada in its
efforts to curb family violence and, in particular, child sexual abuse. Our
Church should call its members to unite with those who condemn such
forms of aggression.

< On the side of transforming persons and institutions

We would like to see our Church face, with clarity and courage, the deci-
sions that must be taken in light of the failure that child abuse represents for
society and the Church itself. Indeed, it is simply intolerable that a society
should degenerate to the extent of closing its eyes to the injustices which are
destroying the foundations on which children build their identity.

These decisions will call for change in the attitudes of those who are
wholeheartedly to defend children and other vulnerable people in society.
They also call for change in institutions themselves, both those in civil
society and those within the Church.

40 VI — PERSPECTIVES ON THE MANDATE



Child sexual abuse flourishes in a society that is based on competition
and power and which is undermined by sexual exploitation and violence
against women. Contemporary society has shown itself quick to reject tradi-
tional values, to be unable to offer new ones, and to be unfair to women and
children. The challenge to transform society becomes enormous when we
begin to realize the terrible social cost when child abuse is tolerated.

Another contributing factor to child sexual abuse is a Church that too
readily shelters its ministers from having to account for their conduct; that is
often tempted to settle moral problems behind a veil of secrecy which only
encourages their growth; that has not yet fully developed a process of inter-
nal reform in which the values of familial communion would predominate.
Challenges for personal conversion and institutional change are far from
lacking. We would like to see our Church take firm steps which would leave
no doubt as to its genuine desire to eradicate the phenomenon of child
sexual abuse.

Such is our understanding of the findings which flow from our mandate.
We will let our readers study the recommendations we have made and
decide for themselves whether or not we have been true to it.
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VIl — RECOMMENDATIONS

Preliminary observations

1

2)

3)

Most of the following recommendations concern the sexual abuse of children
by priests. Those for whom these recommendations are intended will easily

make the adaptations needed for cases that have some similarities but remain
different — for example, sexual abuse by deacons or male religious; abuse com-
mitted by lay personnel of the Catholic Church; or the sexual abuse of adults.

The recommendations made to Church authorities call for the maximum
reconciliation of the following three principles:

— justice towards all who are implicated
— diligence
— respect for civil authorities and their proper jurisdiction in these matters.

The following recommendations try to reconcile two attitudes essential for an
adequate Church response: compassion and responsibility.

Compassion towards the victims of abuse will be demonstrated by show-
ing that the Church does care and will do everything possible to respond to
the situation. The same compassion should also affect the response of the
Church to those who are accused. The Church must manifest the compas-
sion of Christ.

Responsibility calls for getting to the truth of a difficult situation, while
firmly maintaining the principle that a person is innocent until proven
guilty. It also calls for a search for appropriate remedies, various forms of
response and, eventually, reconciliation through the actions of an authorized
representative of the Church.

Both compassion and responsibility are facets of the Church’s love. How
the Church responds will be a determining factor in eliciting positive cooper-
ation on the part of all those involved in this painful situation.
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4)

5)

A certain number of guiding principles underlie the recommendations we are
making and indicate the spirit in which we have laboured. These guiding
principles include:

giving priority to the protection of children and vulnerable adults;

taking allegations of sexual misconduct seriously, independently of esteem
for and the reputation of the accused;

presuming an accused person’s innocence until proven otherwise;

This presumption of innocence should not, however, disregard a healthy need for
prudence. Necessary measures must be taken in order to avoid all risk of future
abuse.

respecting both the civil and canonical legislation which is applicable in
these cases, while avoiding any undue interference;

respecting the rights of all persons implicated in allegations of sexual mis-
conduct and in the proceedings following an allegation;

carefully avoiding any word or gesture that risks dissuading someone from
carrying out his or her duty of reporting a case of child sexual abuse.

Despite the technical, clinical or juridical character of many of the recom-
mendations made in this report, those to whom these are addressed are
invited to implement them thoughtfully and humanely. To do otherwise
would risk injustice.
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Recommendations to the Catholics of Canada
We recommend that our Catholic brothers and sisters of Canada:

. Move beyond the fear and shame they experience when confronted with
cases of child sexual abuse perpetrated by adults (even when these are priests
or religious whom they esteem and admire), and so become free to search out
the truth about this socially tragic issue. By so doing, Catholics will be able to
break silence and become actively involved in addressing and eradicating this
social affliction of which we are becoming more and more aware.
We suggest that Catholics who have become aware about questions concerning
the prevention of sexual abuse take the initiative in promoting a frank dialogue
within the Christian community.
. Become involved, in a spirit of generosity, determination and hope, in the
whole process of healing the sometimes serious and long-lasting after-
effects that mark those who have been victims of child sexual abuse, and
those near to them who are also often profoundly affected.
Such involvement is rooted in a strong trust in divine grace. It will demand that
many people acquire new skills and abilities.
. Support those who, with great difficulty, struggle to allow a painful truth to
be heard, despite the conspiracy of silence which develops so readily as a way
of self-protection against the fear of scandal.

The Committee suggests that Catholics take advantage of the mechanisms put in
place by the institutional Church for responding fairly and openly to all instances of
child sexual abuse alleged to have been committed by priests or religious. The
Committee also invites Catholics not to trivialize or minimize the seriousness of
child sexual abuse by priests or religious.

. Become informed about the requirements of provincial and territorial
reporting laws on child sexual abuse (see Recommendation # 6 and

Appendix 2), and become involved in information, education and prevention
programs on child sexual abuse.

. Support, sustain and encourage in their mission and daily lives the thou-
sands of Canadian priests who, living their ministerial vocation in dignity
and honesty, are unjustly smeared by the misconduct of a small minority of
their colleagues.

Finding the adequate means by which Catholic individuals and communities can
actualize this recommendation is closely linked with the need for new models of
parish community life, as we have suggested in Part 6. There is need for consider-
able creativity in this regard.
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B. Recommendations to the Canadian Catholic Bishops
We recommend that the Catholic Bishops of Canada:

6. Appoint in their respective dioceses a priest, hereinafter called the bishop’s
delegate, for issues regarding sexual abuse or allegations of misconduct or sex-
ual abuse (c. 1717- § 1). Any allegation of sexual abuse by a priest should be
referred to this delegate (or to the deputy delegate), whether such allegations
are doubtful or appear to be founded on fact. [Here and in the remainder of
the text, “c.” refers to the number of an article or “canon” in the Code of
Canon Law.]

A bishop’s deputy delegate should also be appointed at the same time as
the delegate, who would have the same duties and functions as the bishop’s
delegate, in the latter’s absence or incapacity.

The bishop’s delegate and the deputy delegate should participate in a special
training session before taking on the delicate responsibilities entrusted to them.
Social workers and specialists in police investigation should be involved in their
training.

It is recommended that the delegate or the deputy delegate not be the judicial
vicar of the diocese; if a process of canonical adjudication is later initiated, the
person who carried out the preliminary inquiry cannot act as judge in the judicial
process (c. 1717 - § 3).

The delegate should be empowered and directed by the bishop to act immedi-
ately (i.e., within twenty-four hours or as soon thereafter as possible), with a view
to determining in a discreet and pastoral manner whether there are reasonable
and probable grounds to believe there was child sexual abuse by a priest. If such
is the case, the delegate must ensure that any applicable child protection laws for
reporting are complied with immediately (see Appendix 2: Diocesan Protocol). The
priest under inquiry should be placed on administrative leave with pay, according
to Recommendation # 41.

7. Establish, in their respective dioceses (or group of dioceses), an Advisory
Committee of at least five persons to whom, under the authority of the
bishop’s delegate, is referred any issue of sexual abuse or any allegation of
sexual abuse.

The membership of the Advisory Committee, without being too large, should be as
diversified as possible; in addition to the delegate (as chairperson) and the deputy
delegate, it should include a canonist (who must not be the judicial vicar), a civil
lawyer, a professional person experienced in the treatment of those who have suf-
fered sexual abuse, or a professional specialized in the treatment of persons who
suffer from sexual integration disorders. The Advisory Committee’s members
should include men and women, parents, and professionals or others with experi-
ence well suited to deal with emotionally charged issues.
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8.

10.

11.

Experience shows that rather than increase the size of the Advisory
Committee, it is preferable for it to invite specialists as required (for example, in
criminal law, education or communications).

Mandate the Advisory Committee to prepare and maintain a current basic
protocol regarding situations of sexual abuse; after being prepared and up-
dated, the protocol should of course be approved by the diocesan bishop in

order to be implemented.

Integral to this protocol should be a decision-making process which is prompt,
reasonable and fair to all those involved. The protocol should also ensure that
appropriate action is taken when facts are established or suspicions are linked
to circumstantial evidence, according to the civil and ecclesiastical laws
involved. [Appendix 2 lists elements necessary to prepare an adequate dioce-
san protocol].

There are those who favour a common protocol for a civil province; others
maintain that because of regional differences it is better to choose from a variety of
protocols. In any case, dioceses can inform one another of their experiences in
this regard.

. Communicate to priests and the religious personnel concerned the duly

approved text of the diocesan protocol.

Priests and religious personnel thus become aware of both their responsibility
to oppose any possible instance of child sexual abuse and also their obligation
to report every allegation of sexual misconduct (even if the alleged abuser is a
colleague).

Provide a sympathetic and attentive hearing within the Church to each
victim of sexual abuse committed by a priest or a religious.

Victims often need to express their sufferings and conflicting feelings. Sometimes
it is better that the victims have the opportunity of addressing someone chosen
from the staff of the Church, since they had been betrayed by one of its ministers.

Form a Committee for the Victims, distinct from the Advisory Committee
(see Recommendation # 7) but of an equally multidisciplinary composition,
which will provide individualized support to each minor who is the alleged

victim of sexual abuse by a priest until the competent civil authorities have

concluded whether the allegations are valid. This support does not imply, at
this stage, any admission regarding the guilt of the accused.

This support will include, if necessary, arrangements for treatment and coun-
selling, as well as any other form of assistance considered necessary by the victim
or his/her representative and judged pertinent. Such support must not however
entail meetings with the child, unless proper authorization is obtained from police
or judicial authorities, in order to avoid unwarranted interference.
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12.

13.

14,

Provide victims, after sentence has been pronounced against a priest for
sexual abuse, the services of qualified resource persons who can provide
the pastoral support wanted, counselling and, if necessary, therapy. The dio-
cese of course may refer to existing outside facilities.

It is the Committee for the Victims (see Recommendation # 11) that is involved in
this process.

Designate, if this has not already been done, one competent person who
will be responsible for dealing with the media and who will answer all
questions concerning sexual abuse or allegations of abuse in the diocese;
this person should not be the bishop’s delegate (see Recommendation # 6).

Designating one mandated spokesperson allows for better mutual under-
standing and collaboration with the media, and helps avoid a variety of state-
ments which could give the impression of divergent or contradictory declara-
tions (see Appendix 7).

There will be openness and trust in relations with the media when based on the
following principles:

— Acknowledging the right of the public to know what information of general
nature is available;

— Protecting the right of the accused to a fair trial;

— Safeguarding the right of the victims to maximum privacy;

— Safeguarding the right of the state to initiate legal proceedings.

The spokesperson should especially be diligent in providing information to the
parish community whose priest is under suspicion.

Decide, when there are allegations of child sexual abuse by a priest, on the
advisability and timing for introducing a preliminary canonical inquiry.
Canonical proceedings should not be pursued at the same time as the secu-
lar proceedings (criminal and civil). The decision should be made by the
bishop and his judicial vicar in consultation with the bishop’s delegate (see
Recommendation # 6).

The precise canonical details about the canonical preliminary inquiry are found
in Appendix 3 of the present document. Information on both the administrative
procedure and the canonical trial is found in Appendix 4. As a point of fact, few
dioceses conduct a canonical penal process in such cases.

For the sake of clarity, in this report we group everything together that con-
cerns the preliminary canonical investigation (Appendix 3) and the adminis-
trative proceedings and the canonical penal process (Appendix 4), in case
they might be lost in the series of different recommendations addressed to the
bishops.
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15.

16.

17.

Ensure, whether or not additional canonical procedures are undertaken, that
the canonical norms are carefully observed by the diocesan authorities.

Because religious authorities are subject to ecclesiastical legislation, they there-
fore must be able to document their defence if charges are brought against
instances within the jurisdiction of the Holy See.

The juridical formulations used in the foregoing should not be construed as
neglecting the fact that the bishop (or the religious superior) is the primary pastoral
care-giver for the accused at a very difficult moment in life. This pastoral care
should be characterized by understanding of, and respect for, the person accused
and by a non-judgemental attitude.

Provide, to the extent possible, depending on prevailing laws, the maximum
confidentiality for all written documents related to allegations of sexual abuse
by a priest. The documents should be recorded as having been prepared for
the benefit and assistance of the diocesan counsel.

This rule of confidentiality should also be applied, as much as possible and with
due respect for the existing canonical or civil laws and regulations, for the benefit
of the victims and their parents.

Legal experts might remark on the many precautions taken in the wording of
this recommendation: “to the extent possible”, “depending on prevailing laws”, “the
maximum confidentiality”; “as much as possible and with due respect for the exist-
ing canonical or civil laws and regulations”. The authors of this recommendation
are very aware of the difficulties concerning privileged confidentiality: each case is
special (the reader is referred to Appendix 6).

Identify, in each diocese, experts from many disciplines involved in the
serious study of issues connected with sexual abuse, in order to approach
the whole problem from a multidisciplinary perspective (in its legal, psycho-
logical, sociological, spiritual, moral and pedagogical dimensions). This will
make it easier to propose a form of therapy which takes into account the var-
ied aspects of this complex problem.

There is one pre-requisite before a priest implicated in child sexual abuse can begin
specialized treatment: he must have begun to re-examine his own emotional, spiri-
tual and sexual life. He should be capable of recognizing that this admission of his
own limitations and failings is a sine qua non, and that it is vital for him to cooper-
ate with competent people in the field of psychiatry, counselling and spirituality who
are ready to help him. It is of paramount importance that he seek to overcome
denial and resistance to truth if he wishes to be as free as completely possible for
the rest of his life.

It would be useful to consult a recent document from the Family Violence
Prevention Division (Health and Welfare Canada), which has been produced by the
Canadian Child Welfare Association (CCWA): National Inventory of Treatment
Programs for Child Sexual Abuse Offenders (April, 1989), 125 pages.
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18.

19.

20.

For the therapy required for priests implicated in child sexual abuse, the spe-
cialists can help locate an appropriate clinic, that is, with personnel specifically
trained in the treatment of sexual abuse; having access to a variety of up-to-date
tools for diagnosis; and offering different forms of treatment adapted to specific
individual needs. The contract between the diocese and the clinic should specify
that professional information acquired during the course of treatment can be
shared with the diocesan authorities.

For the therapy required by victims and their families, see Recommendations
11 and 12.

Verify with insurance companies the particular clauses of a contract required
so that the diocese can fulfil its obligations in regards to maximum pastoral
support to all persons concerned, as well as appropriate services for coun-
selling and therapy.

In the same context, the diocese or religious institute could establish a contin-
gency fund, where applicable, in view of covering legal, medical and psychothera-
peutic expenses. These contingent measures should consider taking into account
possible revelations of cases dating back several decades.

The priest who has been convicted should be asked to contribute as much as
possible, even if it be only in a symbolic way, towards paying the expenses
incurred because of his conduct.

Manifest particular pastoral care for the sufferings of the parish community
when one of its priests is accused or convicted of child sexual abuse; and
encourage the parish congregation to participate in the recovery process by
offering assistance and understanding to those affected.

Among those affected by the accusation or sentencing of a priest for child sexual
abuse, we must not forget his brother priests, whether in the same parish or
neighbouring parishes. They feel through association the negative impressions cir-
culating on the priestly ministry.

Decide, in consultation with the treatment centre, about the possible return
to active ministry of a priest who, having been convicted of child sexual
abuse and having served his sentence or having received a suspended sen-
tence, asks to resume his ministry. Such a decision must give the protection of
children first priority and, correspondingly, evaluate the potential risk consti-
tuted by the priest’s eventual return to the ministry. Appendix 9 outlines the
services available from treatment centres in such cases.

The bishop should neither promote re-entry of priests at all costs, nor refuse re-
entry of priests under any circumstances. The bishop or the religious superior
should make the decision in consultation with the treatment centre. The following
points should be kept in mind:
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« acomplete and reliable diagnosis and prognosis has to be available;
« the priest would have to accept or at least recognize the problem exists;

« there would need to be adequate probation time between the period of incar-
ceration and eventual acceptance for re-entry;

« the priest would have to agree to maintain a relatively low profile in the
community;

« an effective system of monitoring has to be available;

« other mechanisms such as support groups and after-care programs need to be
available in the diocese which can and will provide continuing support and
guidance to the priest;

¢ an assurance that any ministerial assignment would avoid bringing the priest
into contact with potential victims (e.g., individuals or groups with
characteristics similar to the previous victims, or persons who had previously
been victims of sexual abuse);

* in each individual case, the relationship between the occurrence of the offence
and the existence of a personal crisis or risk factors would have to be
assessed. (It should be emphasized that not all sex offenders have the same
motivations or behaviour patterns.)

Prudential judgements are necessarily difficult, since risks can occur outside
the identifiable ministerial context.

21. Obtain the informed opinion of the diocesan presbyterium about reinte-
grating a priest into the ministry after his period of incarceration, and give this
advice full consideration.

The ways for consulting the diocesan presbyterium will be set by each diocese. In
most cases, the dioceses will establish representative groups, that is, the mem-
bers of the Priests’ Council, of a special committee (see Recommendation # 22),
or of the advisory committee to the clergy office, etc.

22. Institute in each diocese, if required, a re-entry committee to assist the
bishop in his decisions regarding reintegration. Members of this committee
should be recruited from among those who already know the facts, and from
people in neighbouring parishes or the actual parish where the priest would be
accepted for reintegration into pastoral ministry. This committee would be
under the responsibility of the bishop’s delegate or the priest responsible for
diocesan clergy, who should evaluate all the factors discussed in
Recommendation # 20, and meet with the priest who is seeking to return to
active ministry.

The personal intervention of the diocesan bishop is recommended in such circum-
stances. The priest who would be reintegrated should be prepared to meet with
the members of the parish council or with a group of parishioners to ask for their
support, understanding and prayer.
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23. Offer to priests who have completed a prison sentence for of child sexual
abuse, and who cannot meet all the established conditions for re-entry into
pastoral ministry, one of the following options:

= to remain as priests under a formal prohibition of exercising any pastoral
ministry whatsoever; in this situation, they should be independently capa-
ble of earning their living for their own sake and for the good of the
Church;

= to retire, if they have reached the age to do so and if they are financially
able to provide for their own needs;

= to ask for their laicization voluntarily;

= to accept canonical penal proceedings which could result in their being
removed from the clerical state.
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C.

24,

Recommendations to Those Responsible for Priestly Formation

Preliminary note

Those responsible for priestly formation receive a mandate from the diocesan
bishop to prepare the future priests of a particular diocese. These persons co-
operate at different levels (for example, archdiocesan, interdiocesan, civil
province or larger pastoral region) in order to develop common policies which
then are submitted for the approval of the bishops concerned. However, it is
the diocesan bishop who commits to those responsible the specific task of
forming his priests.

Those responsible for priestly formation will readily recognize in this report
the main emphases of a particular movement in psycho-education. This
movement has inspired the whole dynamic behind a formation plan we con-
sider especially appropriate to the contemporary world and Church. Even
though we believe this movement has already proven itself in many formation
and therapeutic settings in Canada, we do not claim that it represents the
only valid approach. We invite those responsible for priestly formation to
make the necessary adjustments in order to achieve, perhaps through different
means, the same basic objectives as envisaged by this particular movement.

The following recommendations do not pretend to be a replacement or
substitute for a complete program for the formation of future priests in its full
philosophical, theological and spiritual dimensions. Nor are these recommen-
dations intended to replace the orientation document approved by the Holy
See in 1980 to which we will subsequently return. Their purpose is rather to
indicate some of the conditions needed for the psycho-affective development
of the candidate to the priesthood in order to foster the interiorization of his
vocation, the strengthening of his commitment, and the integration of his
vocation as a priest and his pastoral work.

We recommend that those responsible for priestly formation:

Advocate, in the groups which journey with priesthood candidates in order to
discern their vocation, that the candidates be accompanied by a spiritual
guide who can also serve as mentor (for example, an adviser who is a wise
and experienced counsellor, and whose life work is proven and inspiring).
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25.

26.

27.

28.

This accompaniment, even for candidates journeying without such groups, helps
the candidate to come to know Jesus Christ better and develop a significant rela-
tionship with him. In the case of an aspiring candidate who has recently under-
gone a conversion experience, vocation discernment over several years is
advised.

Propose and enforce criteria for a candidate’s admission to the priesthood
based on his personal fundamental strengths, as these relate to the stages of
the candidate’s human growth. Special attention should be paid to the har-
mony or disharmony which exists between the candidate’s chronological age
and his life-style.

A candidate who applies to a formation centre in his twenties is still attempting to
integrate Gospel values into his decision making. A candidate in his thirties has
already met the earlier challenges of his professional life and his community com-
mitments. He must become more autonomous in his choices and deepen his
sense of pastoral commitment. Lastly, a candidate in his forties has already
arrived at mid-life and should be capable of renouncing external expectations,
accepting solitude as part of a more intense interior life, and understanding that
celibacy has a spiritual significance and also provides greater availability in terms
of priestly ministry.

Implement a selection process for candidates which focuses more on the
candidate’s personal fundamental strengths, rather than on factors of vulnera-
bility, without however disregarding the latter. In the same spirit, it is recom-
mended that there be an initial meeting with the candidate and those respon-
sible for his formation even before there is psychological testing.

Most bishops ask that those responsible for formation be assisted in the formation
process by experts on the team of an accredited centre, so as to obtain a detailed
assessment of each candidate. The results of the psychological tests, recorded in
a report given to the candidate and, with his permission, forwarded to the rector of
the seminary, are an important and indispensable part of his admission file.

“Personalize” the whole process of the candidate’s formation, paying special
attention to each candidate’s personal strengths, history, age, the progress of
his achievements, and his development towards maturity.

The objective is life as a priest, with achievements to be realized and challenges
taken on during the course of the journey (see Appendix 5).

Pay particular attention to the candidate’s progress in the following areas:
his assumption of commitments; his becoming truly responsible for his own
personal development; concern for others; his life-style and the attainment of
a certain financial independence; the adequate satisfaction of his basic needs
and the presence of a healthy balance in life; his emotional stability.
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It would be helpful to refer to a document prepared through a joint effort of repre-
sentatives from seven English-language seminaries in Canada and members of
the CCCB Secretariat. Its final version was approved September 28, 1978, by all
the bishops of the English-speaking sector of the CCCB. The document was
submitted by the Conference to the Congregation for Catholic Education as a
revision of the 1971 “ratio fundamentalis” for English Canada and later pub-
lished under the title, The Program of Priestly formation, Ottawa, CCCB,
1981, 35 pages.

Those responsible for priestly formation should also be attentive to the follow-
ing factors: the candidate’s functional or dysfunctional relationship with the mem-
bers of his family, particularly with the authority figures (father and mother); his
emotional development in relationships with women and men; as well as the
special case of an only child, etc. This is intended to help the candidate acquire
the self-knowledge necessary for progressing in his interpersonal and community
life.

It would be advantageous for those involved in the formation process to know
the seminarian’s family background in order to better understand the origins of
certain dysfunctional relationships between a candidate and his family. This
would help a candidate overcome specific obstacles to his personal growth (for
example, an alcoholic parent, a difficult relationship with a brother or sister, a
parent’s over-authoritarian attitude, the trauma of abuse at an early age).

29. Examine with the candidate his own insight into himself, and identify the
strengths and weaknesses of his key life experiences.

A human formation counsellor, as distinct from the spiritual director, should be
appointed who will guide each candidate in his integral human formation. Some
seminaries prefer a formation process involving small groups of seminarians, but
with the same objective of the candidates obtaining better insight into them-
selves. This group work could, as needed, be complemented with an individual-
ized approach.

The human formation counsellor, with special training in the basic principles
of human development, should be clearly and unambiguously concerned with
the external (observable) behaviour of the candidate, which includes the mani-
festations of his psychosexual identity. This form of accompaniment should help
the candidate acquire and develop a greater self-awareness and to take a more
conscious possession of his integrated self. He will be required to do this
throughout his life in order to live his commitment to celibacy. This personal
accompaniment should be recognized, by common agreement, as being in the
external forum, thus leaving the human formation counsellor free to participate in
the evaluation of the candidate and of his call to the diaconate and priesthood.

Human formation counsellors should be chosen from among men and
women who are well established in their faith and convinced of the essential
reality of the ministry of priests, and should have the necessary training to do
this important task. It would be hoped that those involved in such formation
would be able to acquire, and integrate into their own respective areas of
responsibility, a vision of integral human formation and of the role of the human
formation counsellor.
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30. Advocate the formation of priesthood candidates within the context of
integral human development. This implies in particular;

= aclear view of the theological identity of the priest, and a global (holis-
tic) view of the human person which integrates all the dimensions of
human identity;

= the practice of supervised reflection on their human experiences, so that
candidates might have a deeper understanding of themselves and the
capacity to make choices that are clear, free and consistent with their
vocation;

= the development of altruistic and impartial relationships with others, in a
spirit of collaboration with lay people (men and especially women).

For a fuller explanation of what integral human development involves,
see Appendix 5.

The concept of integral human development must be understood as a process in
which the seminarian can gradually grow in human maturity, in an atmosphere
of trust and accountability, with the help and accompaniment of the human for-
mation counsellor (or a formation group),as well as with the collaboration of
other resource persons, in particular the spiritual director. Growth in maturity
reveals itself through increased self-awareness and the deliberate integration of
the various facets of personal identity. It is linked to the age of the candidate, his
background and his understanding of life, as well as to the quality of his relation-
ships with others. Such growth is realized through a process of self-revelation of
the seminarian’s life experience (with particular attention to his accomplish-
ments). Its objective is to actualize the candidate’s strengths, from the approach
and perspective of human growth and development.

31. Foster agreement and collaboration among the various resource people
who have special responsibilities in the formation of candidates (including
the academic, spiritual, human, pastoral, artistic, missionary, and community
dimensions).

It is important to emphasize how necessary it is that women be among those who
collaborate in the formation of candidates for the priesthood. The involvement of
women is considered essential at all stages and in every aspect of the formation
(including teaching, counselling and pastoral work).

Moreover, it will be noted that the collaboration recommended goes beyond a
team of “directors” or those responsible. Collaboration should result in an experi-
ence of community life in which there is a true life sharing among all the members
of the community, both those responsible for giving the formation and the candi-
dates, in an atmosphere of confidence and clarity about the goals and criteria of
the formation process.
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32. Foresee, within the formation process of seminarians, the presentation of up-
to-date statistics on the present-day phenomenon of family violence; noting
especially the frequency of child sexual abuse, and paying special attention to
child sexual abuse by priests (i.e., its incidence, the psychological profile of
offenders, the risk factors, pastoral care of victims, etc.).

Such a formation program should reflect clearly and unequivocally the position of
the Church in this regard:

a)

b)
c)

d)

Child sexual abuse has been committed by priests in the past and could
happen again in the future;

Child sexual abuse is tolerated neither by the Church nor by society;

In the course of their ministry, priests can become aware of situations of child
sexual abuse and should know how to respond properly in such circum-
stances. In particular, they should know the requirements of provincial legis-
lation for reporting (see Recommendation # 8 and Appendix 2).

In times of personal crisis, certain priests may feel overwhelmed by the urge
to act out their sexual fantasies. Church authorities must be able to listen to
their problems before abuse actually occurs, and provide a pastoral and
clinical response. Once a sexual offence has been committed against a
minor, the canonical and secular laws must be allowed to follow their course
without hindrance, since the life of a child could be seriously affected (see
Appendix 6, which compares the concurring requirements of confidentiality
and reporting).

33. Ensure that those responsible for the formation of seminarians provide the
diocesan bishop and/or the clergy office with a profile of each deacon to be
ordained priest, which would be helpful in determining what first assignments
are appropriate for the priest.

This profile should be prepared in an open manner and in collaboration with the
different resource people on the formation team and with the candidate himself. It
would show the candidate’s various accomplishments with respect to the aims and
objectives of the formation process. In some dioceses, the profile is prepared in
progressive and gradual stages and given to the bishop at the time of ordination.
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34.

35.

36.

37.

Recommendations to Those Responsible for
Priests in a Diocese

Preliminary Note

The carrying out of the recommendations concerning the life and ministry of
priests ultimately comes under the diocesan bishop. However, at least in dio-
ceses with several hundred priests, the bishop will usually entrust the immedi-
ate and direct pastoral responsibility to the Clergy Office (responsible for both
religious and diocesan priests).

We recommend that those responsible for priests:

Appoint, in consultation with the diocesan bishop, an experienced priest to
be available to newly ordained priests as their mentor, and to assist them in
the transition from seminary life to the many forms of pastoral experience in
the local Church community.

This priest could be the pastor with whom the newly ordained is called to serve or,
preferably, a priest in a neighbouring parish.

Put in place, when opportune, a plan of action (including time for meeting,
resource persons, etc.) for sustaining the spiritual direction which the
newly ordained priests began during the years in seminary.

This form of support is crucial to maintaining and furthering a sustained life of daily
prayer, the development of which can be observed. The new priest obviously
remains responsible for his own spiritual growth.

Invite newly ordained priests to set personal and ministerial goals for the
period of their initial assignments; these goals should be reviewed periodically,
especially when the priest takes on new pastoral assignments.

Attention should be paid in these evaluations to the various facets of a priest’s
personal identity: the use of his physical energies, productiveness in his work,
awareness of his responsibilities and talents, his psychosexual integration,
receptiveness to others, the meaning he gives to his life, etc.

Prepare policies regarding the need for periodic up-dating, renewal and spe-
cialized training. This will foster a life-long, on-going formation of all the
priests of the diocese.

This implies that the means and resources which the priest can call on to enhance
his personal and professional development be well publicized.
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38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

Provide priests with regular opportunities for up-dating their pastoral
knowledge through seminars. These seminars should periodically address
the issue of child sexual abuse, from three angles:

— new scientific knowledge;
— Church policy as well as civil and criminal laws;

— issues concerning moral theology, professional ethics, and the theology of
sexuality.

Pay particular attention to priests who are experiencing a major personal or
pastoral crisis, offering them counselling, if requested or judged necessary. In
such circumstances, immediate consideration must be given to evaluating
whether it is preferable to allow the priest to continue his ministry or to invite
him to take on another type of work which would be more suited to this tem-
porary situation.

Make sure that an accused priest is informed about the availability and
possibility of supportive treatment or counselling during the judicial
process, and is encouraged, according to the advice of his counsellor, to use
these services (see Recommendation # 17).

Place a priest accused of child sexual abuse on administrative leave with
pay, from the time there are reasonable and probable grounds to believe that
child sexual abuse occurred until completion of the investigative or judicial
process. This leave does not imply either the guilt or the innocence of the per-
son under investigation.

When a priest has been financially assisted by his diocese in order to choose and
retain legal counsel, it is suggested that suitable arrangements be made, when
possible, for the priest to reimburse the diocese for its financial outlay, should he
be found guilty.

Ensure that the bishop’s delegate, the diocesan vicar general or the bishop
himself (or the religious superior, if such is the case) continue caring for the
incarcerated priest, visiting him periodically, offering him the moral support
needed, and never forgetting that he is a fellow human being and a child of
God in need of compassion.

The incarcerated priest should be treated as a priest with his rights as long as he
has not been canonically removed from the clerical state. Fellow priests and lay
persons should also be encouraged to visit him in prison.
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43. Clearly inform the parish council or representative parishioners, in an open
and responsible manner, before appointing a priest who has been reintegrated
into the pastoral ministry, and ensure that the receiving parish community

will support the initiative of this appointment.

This sharing of information is not without problems, given the additional pressure it
puts on the candidate for re-entry. Nonetheless, experience tends to indicate that
those few who are involved in the situation will be fully supportive.
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E. Recommendations to the Canadian Conference
of Catholic Bishops

We recommend that the Canadian Conference of Catholic Bishops:

44. Prepare and implement a code of professional ethics for clergy and pastoral
agents.

45. Continue to co-operate with the Canadian Religious Conference, according
to the situation as it evolves, in working towards healing as initiated with
the Native peoples following revelations concerning the former Indian resi-
dential schools (this is in reference to the meeting in Saskatoon, March,
1991).

46. Support and foster the present involvement of the diocesan Churches of
Canada in their efforts to emphasize baptismal priesthood and promote an
ecclesial communion in which the ministerial priesthood serves the priest-
hood of all the faithful.

Throughout the country we see a progressive transformation in the way certain
diocesan structures function, e.g.: greater accent on the partnership of women and
men; clearer expressions of the ministries of priests and pastoral agents; diocesan
synods, etc.

We recognize that there is a direct connection between a certain model of
Church life and the deviations we deplore in the behaviour of some of the Church’s
ministers. We do not claim this relationship is one of cause and effect but suggest,
based on certain studies, particularly the Winter Commission, that a model of
Church life in which priests live their ministry as if it were an undebatable power,
provides a more favourable environment for committing and continuing acts of
child sexual abuse (see Winter Commission, Vol. |, pp. 137-138). However, rather
than belatedly putting hypothetical blame on outdated social structures that still
exist, we ask the CCCB to support and promote all that is being done to implement
the true spirit of the Second Vatican Council. Indeed, it is through fidelity to their
own vocation of renewal and conversion that our diocesan churches will indirectly
become less vulnerable to possible deviations by some of their ministers.

47. Explore ways of participating in a telephone service designed to provide
assistance to troubled youth. Dioceses or groups of dioceses could consider a
similar project at the local or regional level.

48. Collect suggestions and recommendations submitted by local groups
throughout Canada, using the discussion materials prepared by our Ad Hoc
Committee, and provide the best follow-up possible.
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49. Have the competent authorities undertake an up-dated outline of the
“ratio fundamentalis” for the formation of future priests (see
Recommendation # 28).

This updating could take advantage of three recent studies: the Synod document
on this subject, the evaluations from the apostolic visitations of the Canadian
seminaries, and findings of the work group that was commissioned by the Ad Hoc
Committee.

50. Call for immediate and continuing research in the social sciences regarding
the complex reality of human sexuality (both heterosexual and homosexual
orientations), the sexuality of celibates, and the issues linked to the deviant
expression of sexuality.

According to some researchers, it is urgent to establish a scientific basis on which
clear guidelines can be made for the treatment of sexually dysfunctional priests.
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CONCLUSION

The two years of study we undertook, in response to the request of the Canadian
Conference of Catholic Bishops, have taught us a great deal about the insidious charac-
ter of sexual abuse. Within the limits of our studies, our discussions and the reports of
our work groups, we have been able to come to a better understanding of the extent of
the devastation caused by this abuse.

The devastation touches the whole community to one degree or another: the fami-
lies and friends of the victims; those in their immediate community (school, neighbour-
hood, parish, scout troop, sport’s club, activities centre, etc.); and the groups linked to
the abusers (teaching staff, medical institutions, clergy, psychologists and psychiatrists,
therapists, etc.). In varying degrees, these persons or agencies were obliged to live in an
atmosphere of mistrust, suspicion, insidious accusations and at times contempt.

But abuse also causes profound damage. We became aware of the traumas that still
resound within adults who lived through repeated abusive experiences in the past. Many
or most have had to go through a long process before being able to recover, as adults,
some belief in their own personal worth. Groups and institutions felt stigmatized when it
was revealed that some of their members had been implicated in incidents or allegations
of abuse. Our Church, people and clergy, has been deeply affected by the devastation.
These profound effects on others, as well as on the actual victims, illustrate how the
consequences of evil are transmitted and how difficult it is to control their damaging
spread, even when the abusers are not numerous.

Rather than let ourselves be discouraged by these devastating effects, we chose to rely
upon another kind of infectiousness. Goodness is also able to spread among people! We
remembered the words and actions of Jesus and how some were scandalized by the con-
tacts he maintained with publicans and sinners. This reminded us that the effects of the
Good News can also be contagious.

We began our work firmly rooted in the hope that life and resurrection will triumph
over the seeds of death, provided we remain true to the message of the one who told us
he is the Resurrection and the Life, and who showed us the paths that lead to him:
truth, humility, conversion and forgiveness.
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The path of truth becomes immediately evident. All our considerations convinced
us that child sexual abuse occurs and will continue in a climate of deception, hypocrisy
and lies. This is why our suggestions and recommendations are clearly oriented towards
the search for truth: The truthfulness of statements made to the media. Personal truth-
fulness and honesty in the preparation of candidates for the priesthood. Insistence on
the truth throughout the therapy of the abusers. Truthfulness with those few parishes
asked to accept a priest who is being reintegrated into the ministry.

The path of humility is no less important. Even if only a tiny fraction of Canada’s
11,000 priests in active ministry have been implicated in cases of abuse, the Church
must humbly admit that some of its ministers are in flagrant contradiction to the mes-
sage they have been commissioned to preach. In this spirit of humility, we suggest that
more energy be put into correcting wrongs, than into safeguarding appearances; into
humble care of the wounded, than into attempts to justify; into effective forms of educa-
tion and careful research into ways of improving services for children, the poor and the
most vulnerable in our society.

The path of conversion is also most necessary. Priest abusers are not numerous, but
they are a painful indication that something is lacking within the Church. It is in this
spirit that we have drafted a number of recommendations calling for: particular atten-
tion to all the measures of prevention possible in the formation of future priests; multi-
ple ways to assure better pastoral and spiritual care for newly ordained priests; new insis-
tence on communities and forms of fraternal support; and the progressive transfor-
mation of how our parish communities and their pastors live the insights of the Second
Vatican Council.

Forgiveness is certainly not the easiest path the Lord has indicated to us. In cases of
sexual abuse it can, at times, become confused with other paths erroneously called “the
road to pardon”. We must never forget, for example, that sacramental forgiveness can be
used as a kind of security or a form of “cheap grace”, to use Dietrich Bonhoeffer's expres-
sion. Nor should we demand premature forgiveness on the part of victims, particularly as
a means of more or less silencing the demands of justice or concealing an unhealed
wound. In this report we have tried to indicate what truly leads to forgiveness and how
to avoid becoming side-tracked.

Knowing well that we have not said the final word in response to these difficult ques-
tions, with humility we ask our readers: “Are we right in believing that we, as Church,
can pass from pain to hope?”
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APPENDIX 1

BIOGRAPHICAL NOTES ON THE COMMITTEE MEMBERS

ANDRE BOYER

Born in Montreal; married and father of two children. Member of the Quebec
Professional Social Workers Corporation, Canadian Social Workers Association
and Quebec Professional Chartered Administrators. University education in social
services (Sherbrooke University, Quebec), followed by further training in adminis-
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delinquency field, then working with families with socio-economic difficulties and,
for the last 20 years, in the scholastic field.

Employed by Social Services of Metropolitan Montreal Centre, he holds the
title of Division Head, School Social Services, for the three French school boards
of the City of Laval. He is also commissioner for the Commission de la protection
des droits de la jeunesse du gouvernement du Québec. He is personally involved in
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social work (University of Montreal); further graduate studies at McGill
University and Case Western University, Cleveland, Ohio. Professional experi-
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programs; works with minority and disadvantaged groups; federal public service
(Department of Citizenship and Immigration, Secretary of State, Canadian
Broadcasting Corporation, and Canadian Human Rights Commission). Para-pro-
fessional activities: General Assembly of the United Nations (1969), UN
Commission on the Status of Women (1973-76), UN Sub-Commission on the
Prevention of Discrimination and the Protection of Minorities (1984-87).
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GERARD COPEMAN

Born in Quebec City; priest of the Diocese of Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario. Served as
secretary and master of ceremonies to the bishop; parish assistant and pastor of sev-
eral parishes; diocesan director of the Cursillo movement; director of the Diocesan
Office of Social Justice; chair of the Priestly Renewal Committee (1981 - 1986);
chair of the Diocesan Personnel Committee (1986 - 1992); member of the National
Council and English Education Committee of the Canadian Catholic Organization
for Development and Peace (1982 - 1987); diocesan consultor (1989 - 1994).
Studies in social justice at St. Michael’s College, Toronto. Elected vice-president of
the National Federation of Councils of Priests (English Sector) (1986 - 1990);
elected president of the same federation 1991 - ....); member of National PLURA
(1984 - 1987); member of Ontario PLURA (1984-1993).

00 ROGER EBACHER

Born in Amos, Quebec, from a family of 15 children. Archbishop of Gatineau-
Hull since 1990. Licentiate in theology (University of Ottawa); doctorate in phi-
losophy (Institut catholique de Paris). Diverse pastoral ministry: college professor
in Amos; diocesan director of pastoral ministry; pastor; episcopal vicar; vicar-gen-
eral of the diocese of Amos; Bishop of Baie-Comeau (1979-1988); and Bishop of
Gatineau-Hull (1988 - ....). Responsibilities in the Canadian Conference of
Catholic Bishops: member of the Liturgy Commission and of the sub-committee
on liturgical broadcasting; member of the Permanent Council. Involvement in the
Assembly of Quebec Bishops: member of the Committee on the Laity and the
Family.

0 ADAM EXNER, O.M.I.

Born at Killaly, Saskatchewan; family of eight children. Archbishop of VVancouver
since 1991, after having been successively Bishop of Kamloops, B.C., and
Archbishop of Winnipeg, Manitoba. Licentiate in philosophy (Gregorian
University, Rome); licentiate in theology (Gregorian University, Rome); doctor-
ate in theology (University of Ottawa). Pastoral ministry: professor of moral theol-
ogy at St. Charles Scholasticate, Battleford, Saskatchewan; rector of the
Scholasticate; professor of moral theology at Newman Theological College,
Edmonton, Alberta. Positions held in Canadian Conference of Catholic Bishops:
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member of Pastoral Team and of the Permanent Council; member of the Theology
Commission and of the Commission for Christian Education (English Sector).

NUALA PATRICIA KENNY, M.D. FRCP (C)

Born in New York, USA; member of the Sisters of Charity of Halifax. Fellow in
Paediatrics of the Royal College of Physicians and Surgeons of Canada (1975);
and certified by the American Board of Paediatrics. Present responsibility: profes-
sor and head of the Department of Paediatrics at Dalhousie University; Faculty of
Medicine and chief of paediatrics at the Izaak Walton Killam Hospital for
Children in Halifax. Member of many professional and scientific organizations,
notably the Royal College of Physicians and Surgeons of Canada, Canadian
Medical Association, Canadian Paediatric Society, Assembly of Canadian
Paediatric Department Heads and National Council for Bioethics in Human
Research. Dr. Kenny also served as a member on the Commission of Enquiry into
Sexual Abuse by Clergy in the Archdiocese of St. John’s, Newfoundland (Winter
Commission). She lectures extensively in paediatrics, health organization and
bioethical topics.

0 JAMES MacDONALD, C.S.C.

Born in Whycocomagh, Nova Scotia, one of nine children. After joining the
Congregation of Holy Cross, he studied at St. Joseph’s University, New Brunswick;
Holy Cross Novitiate, North Darthmouth, Massachusetts; University of Notre
Dame, Indiana, and Holy Cross Seminary, Ste. Genevieve, Quebec. He was
ordained in 1953. As a Holy Cross Father his ministry included: director of voca-
tions; provincial steward: provincial director of personnel; vice-provincial steward,
provincial director of personnel; vice-provincial; membership on the Holy Cross
mission band; superior of Holy Cross houses of formation; parish priest and dean of
the Waterloo Deanery (Diocese of Hamilton, Ontario). In 1978, he was appointed
Auxiliary Bishop of Hamilton; in 1982, Bishop of Charlottetown, Prince Edward
Island, and, in 1991, Archbishop of St. John’s, Newfoundland. As a member of the
CCCB he has served on several national commissions, the Permanent Council
and the Executive Committee.
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APPENDIX 2

DIOCESAN PROTOCOL

The eighth recommendation of the report invites each diocesan bishop to “mandate
the Advisory Committee to prepare and maintain a current basic protocol regard-
ing situations of sexual abuse; after being prepared and updated, the protocol must
of course be authorized by the diocesan bishop in order to be implemented.”

Why prepare a diocesan protocol?

Basically, because a number of parties must act on the same case, their respective
responsibilities differ, the order of their intervention must not be haphazard,
children must receive maximum protection, different jurisdictions deal with the
same problem, and children must be spared as much as possible the trauma of
having to testify repeatedly concerning an event which caused them great distress.

In fact, where there is an allegation of child sexual abuse against a priest, the fol-
lowing parties are liable to intervene at one time or another: the direct or indirect
witness or witnesses of the facts which led to suspicion; a representative of the
Church establishment (i.e., the bishop’s delegate); someone acting in the name of
the government child protection agency; someone entrusted with the police inquiry;
the child’s parents; the child; the respective lawyers; social workers; therapists; a
judge; witnesses from the school environment; representatives of the media; etc.

Furthermore, the respective responsibilities of all the parties liable to intervene
are quite specific: pursuant to provincial legislation, there is the duty to report
child sexual abuse to the local child protection agency or the police; the bishop’s
delegate cannot take the place of the police or judiciary authorities to conduct an
investigation, which would, in effect, contravene most provincial or territorial
laws; the person acting on behalf of the government child protection agency must
receive the report and determine whether the abused child’s safety or development
are at risk; the police force must investigate and, depending on the outcome,
recommend for or against bringing the case before a criminal court; the local
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Crown Attorney must weigh the evidence and decide whether indictment is war-
ranted. The responsibilities of other parties are also quite specific.

On the other hand, the actual sequence of these interventions must never be
left to chance or improvisation because the very requirements of both the investi-
gation and the logical ordering of its various stages serve a purpose no one should
think of trivializing. The children’s higher interest, that is, their maximum protec-
tion, requires the efficient joint effort of all parties involved.

Finally, preparing a diocesan protocol serves a secondary purpose of no little
importance: sending out a clear message to the effect that any form of child sexual
abuse by adults is unacceptable in any society, a fortiori when perpetrated by men
whose priesthood or religious calling is dedicated to protecting the weak.

What is a joint-intervention protocol?

It is a document in which are set out, to the greatest possible extent, the times and
specific objectives of the intervention of the various parties involved in reacting to
a given event. In the case at hand, the event is the following: an allegation of sex-
ual abuse by a priest or religious against one or more children. Diocesan authorities
must prepare a document in which are established the chronology of necessary
actions, the names of those responsible for each intervention, and the interaction
between Church and state interventions with respect to the same event, namely
the allegation that A sexually abused child Y.

The joint-intervention protocol differs from diocesan policies on sexual abuse.
Whereas the latter could and should extend to the whole area of prevention and
therapeutic support for victims and their parents, the former is more akin to a tra-
ditional “customary” or crisis-response tool prepared for use in unforeseen circum-
stances where efficient joint action is needed which is respectful of the various lev-
els of jurisdiction, geared to the protection of the child, etc. This type of document
is, in some respects, analogous to the contingency plans developed by public pro-
tection agencies which deal with potential emergencies or catastrophes (PCB fires,
toxic material spillages, hospital fires, major gas leaks).

How to prepare a diocesan protocol?

Two complementary avenues are available for the preparation of a diocesan proto-
col on allegations of sexual abuse by a priest or religious against one or more chil-
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dren: on the one hand, experience and, on the other, a rationalization based on
the consideration of all pertinent parameters.

Experience is the first avenue. It can be the direct experience of a diocese
with similar cases or the experience of another diocese with a similar situation. It
can also be the experience that other authorities have formalized in a protocol
created outside the Church. The following is a good example: Child Abuse
Protocol: An Investigative Procedure to Coordinate Response in the Regional
Municipality of Ottawa-Carleton (September, 1990). This agreement was pre-
pared by a liaison sub-committee of the Police and the Children’s Aid Society of
the region, after a broadly based consultation undertaken by committee members
with their respective organizations, in addition to consultation with the Crown
Attorney’s office, Probation Services, the Ministry of Community and Social
Services, and the Community Advisory Committee on Child Abuse. [Le docu-
ment comporte une version francaise intégrale sous le titre: Protocole concernant
les enfants maltraités. ]

We may also refer to the following document: Inter-Ministry Child Abuse
Handbook: An Integral Approach to Child Abuse and Neglect, Victoria, B.C.,
Ministry of Social Services and Housing, 1988, 125 pages. The latter involves the
collaboration of five departments: Attorney General, Education, Health, Social
Services and Housing, and Solicitor General.

The second avenue — which is a complement to the first — is the consideration
of all pertinent parameters:

A. Lawyers should have in-depth knowledge of the various Criminal Code provi-
sions pertaining to child sexual abuse;

B. Lawyers should be acquainted with the current provincial legislation pertain-
ing to the duty to report child sexual abuse. The following list of the relevant
statutes for 1990 is provided for convenience only. It is assumed that the
applicable legislation will be consulted by lawyers at the local level.

= Newfoundland: Child Welfare Act, section 49: 1, 2, 3;

= Prince Edward Island: Family and Child Services Act, section 14: 1, 2, 3, 4,
and 5;

= Nova Scotia: Children’s Services Act, section 77: 1, 2, 4; section 82;
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= New Brunswick: Family Services Act, section 30: 1, 2, 3,4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10;

= Quebec: Loi de la protection de la jeunesse, sections 39, 43, 134;

= Ontario: Child and Family Services Act, 1984, section 68, 1-8; section
81,1,

= Manitoba: Child and Family Services Act, section 18, 1-6;

= Saskatchewan: Child and Family Service Act, sections 12, 1-4;

= Alberta: Child Welfare Act, section 3, 1-6;

= British Columbia; Family and Child Services Act, section 7, 1-4;

= Yukon: Children’s Act, section 117, 1-3;

= Northwest Territories: Child Welfare Ordinance, section 30.1, 1-6; section
35, 1.

C. Canonists should have in-depth knowledge of the pertinent Church legisla-
tion (see, in particular, Appendices 3 and 4);

D. Diocesan authorities should have in-depth knowledge of contemporary com-
munications requirements (see, in particular, Appendix 7).

Why not propose a standard protocol?

Some Committee members and bishops were hoping that our report would pro-
pose a standard protocol for adoption in all Canadian dioceses. In spite of the
obvious appeal of such a suggestion, there were a number of reasons against imple-
menting it. First, the various provincial laws on reporting, despite their basic simi-
larity, show differences which must be respected. Moreover, the coordination of
interventions between the child protection agencies and the office of the local
Provincial Crown Attorney can vary from province to province. Finally, the basic
diocesan organizational structure is not identical in all dioceses.

Nonetheless, we earnestly stress the importance of interdiocesan consultation
within a pastoral district or a province. In fact, we already did this in the explana-
tory notes following Recommendation # 7 and have mentioned the value of the
expertise other dioceses can provide in this respect.
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APPENDIX 3

THE CANONICAL PRELIMINARY INQUIRY *

1. It should be remembered that, both in the secular courts and in the canonical
penal system, a person is presumed innocent until proven otherwise.
Therefore, care should be taken to ensure that this principle is always
observed, even when encouraging a thorough yet sensitive inquiry.

2. It should also be noted in a canonical inquiry that the accused person is not
bound to admit to an offence, nor may an oath be administered to the accused
(canon 1728, § 2) who should be informed of this provision before being ques-
tioned, even in a preliminary inquiry.

3. At no time after an allegation has been made should the diocesan bishop or
any of the priests involved in the process hear the sacramental confession of
the accused. The seal of confession is, of course, inviolable (see canon 983,

§1).

4. The delegate shall be empowered at any time to carry out his or her responsi-
bility personally, or to appoint any number of persons, “examiners”, who may
or may not be members of the committee, to assist in conducting a prelimi-
nary inquiry into an allegation (see Recommendation # 7). The purpose of
such an inquiry is to obtain information determining whether or not there are
reasonable or probable grounds to believe that there has been a situation of
sexual misconduct.

If the case is one that would be the object of reporting laws, the delegate shall
make the necessary contact with the secular authorities.

5. In the case of a minor, a person selected for this purpose by the delegate
would, if possible, and according to the instructions of the delegate, meet with

* Excerpt from the Work Group | report. This report was submitted on
November 15, 1991.
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the parents on behalf of the diocese to offer pastoral support and show care
and concern for those involved.

If such support is not desired, at least advice should be available to them as to
where to obtain appropriate professional counselling for themselves and the
minor.

If there are reasonable grounds to believe that abuse might have taken place,
and if the parents accept, professional help should be offered immediately if it
is available in the area. If it is not available, the parents and minor child could
be referred elsewhere.

It would be important to explain to the parents that the matter has to go
through legal processes, and that no judgement can be made before such
processes have taken place and the matter resolved.

In all matters relating to this phase of the inquiry, professional secrecy is to be
observed.

. If the delegate determines the allegation to be frivolous or unsubstantiated,

the inquiry will be terminated and the diocesan bishop and the accused priest
will be so informed. If the priest in question is a religious, the competent
superior shall also be informed.

If, however, in the meantime, the allegation has become public, appropriate
steps must be taken to repair damage done to the priest’s reputation.

7. An accused priest is encouraged to engage the services of a lawyer who shall

not be the diocesan lawyer. Suitable arrangements would have to be made
regarding the covering of legal expenses, taking into account the financial
situation of the diocese.

Furthermore, considering the seriousness of these cases, if the accused is called
for questioning at this stage of the preliminary canonical process, or if the case
is to be treated administratively, it seems only just that he also have the aid of
a canonical advocate. However, he should be informed that anything he says
might be used against him in a secular criminal proceeding or in a civil lawsuit.
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8.

10.

11.

12.

13.

If the delegate has reason to believe that there may be an allegation against a
priest who does not hold an appointment from the diocesan bishop (e.g., cer-
tain religious, visiting priests), the delegate shall immediately communicate
with and advise the ecclesiastical superior of the priest regarding the possible
allegation.

In the case where the accused priest holding an appointment in the diocese is
a religious, the competent superior shall notify the diocesan authorities if the
superior consents to the application of the diocesan procedures. The delegate
conducting the inquiry shall report the outcome to the superior, and shall
answer such legitimate inquiries about the progress of the matter that the
superior may make.

If, on the other hand, the institute’s own procedures for dealing with such
matters have been invoked, a report of the outcome shall be made to the
diocesan bishop’s delegate, and the superior shall from time to time answer
any legitimate inquiries that the delegate may make.

Upon completion of this phase of the preliminary inquiry, a meeting could
then be held with the appropriate civil counsel present; it would comprise the
diocesan bishop or his representative, the diocesan lawyer, the accused priest
and counsel for the accused. At this time, having heard the delegate, the
diocesan bishop could make an interim disposition that would be made in
respect of the priest’s functions in the diocese (see below, No. 14).

If secular proceedings are taking place, it might be preferable to delay any
further canonical inquiry until the matter has been resolved before the secular
courts.

If, on the other hand, there are no secular proceedings, and if the accused
admits that the allegations are true, the delegate shall immediately present a
report on the investigation to the diocesan bishop.

If, however, the priest denies the allegations which have at least the semblance
of truth, then the preliminary canonical inquiry prescribed by canon 1717
could proceed to a second phase, ensuring that the rights to due process are
fully respected.
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14. If the priest admits the allegations, or if the delegate finds that indeed there is
matter for further action, the priest is to be given an administrative leave
within twenty-four hours or as soon thereafter as possible, and an appropriate
place chosen for him to reside pending the outcome of the inquiry. At no
time, though, should he return to the parish or to the pastoral work where he
is assigned (if such is the case) or approach the persons involved. If appropri-
ate, a penal precept (cf. c. 1319) could even be issued to this effect.

Furthermore, the priest’s faculties to preach (c. 764) and to hear confessions
(c. 974, § 1) should be removed. He would also be asked not to celebrate
Mass publicly. While such measures could be painful, they are necessary to
protect the good of the community.

76

APPENDIX 3



APPENDIX 4

THE ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES AND
THE CANONICAL CRIMINAL TRIAL (cc. 1717 - 1731) *

1.

If the ecclesiastical authorities concerned decide to proceed to the second
phase of the preliminary canonical inquiry, the matter is taken up again by
the delegate (see Recommendation # 5) who will conduct it. The lawyers
designated above (# 7 of Appendix 3) or members of the committee (see
Recommendation # 6) may be invited to participate. Great discretion is
required in this phase of the inquiry, since care is to be taken that it does
not call into question anyone’s reputation (cc. 1717, § 2; 220).

. If the delegate, after hearing those who are bringing the complaint, is of the

opinion that there is indeed reason to proceed further, the accused is to be
given the right to be heard (right of defence, c. 1720, 1°).

. If there is reason to proceed further, the priest, with his consent, is then

referred to the selected treatment centre for appropriate assessment, if this
has not already been done.

. If the priest could be considered to be responsible for his actions (cf. c.

1321), the committee (see Recommendation # 7) should meet to decide
whether it is appropriate to recommend that the matter be referred to the
diocesan bishop.

. If the diocesan bishop or the competent religious superior decides to proceed

in an administrative manner, then he may impose the appropriate penalties
according to the norm of law. It should be noted, however, that a priest
cannot be deprived of the clerical state by an administrative process at the
diocesan level or by the religious superior (cc. 1342, §2; 1425, § 1, 2°).

* Excerpt from the Work Group | report. This report was submitted on

November 15, 1991.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

In those instances where the diocesan bishop determines that the case is to
be judged by a canonical penal process, he passes on the evidence to the
promoter of justice in order to begin a canonical penal trial.

. If the promoter of justice considers it opportune to begin a canonical trial, the

provisions of canon 1722 can then be applied: the accused can be prohibited
from the exercise of sacred ministry or of an ecclesiastical office and position;
or, residence in a certain place or territory can be imposed or forbidden, and

so forth.

The judge would then summon the accused and the evidence is presented.
The accused must have a canonical advocate, appointed freely by himself; if,
however, he does not designate someone to represent him, then the judge is
to appoint such an advocate (c. 1481, § 2). The accused or the procurator-
advocate has the right to present his defence and, in fact, has the right to
make written submissions or speak last (c. 1725).

. The procedures prescribed by canonical legislation would be applied through-

out this process.

If the priest is found guilty at the conclusion of the trial, then the appropriate
canonical penalties are to be applied (not excluding possibly depriving him
of the clerical state).

In imposing penalties on a priest, except in the case of dismissal from the
clerical state, care must always be taken that he does not lack what is neces-
sary for his worthy support (c. 281).

If a person is truly in need because he has been dismissed from the clerical
state, the diocesan bishop or the proper Ordinary is to provide in the best way
possible (c. 1350).

During these processes and throughout any follow-up period, the priest, in
addition to financial support, should be given appropriate personal support.

Likewise, pastoral assistance should be continued in various ways for those
directly involved and for their families, until such time as there is an agree-
ment or evidence that this is no longer necessary or appropriate.
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APPENDIX 5

THE FORMATION OF CANDIDATES FOR THE PRIESTHOOD *
= WHAT is Integral Human Formation?

Integral human formation is a process whereby an individual seminarian, with
the guidance and accompaniment of a human formation counsellor — as well as
the contribution of the other formative resources — can strive for, attain, and
grow in personal human maturity by an increased self-awareness and the delib-
erate integration of the various facets of his identity, that takes into considera-
tion the candidate’s age, his context, the meaning of his life, as well as his rela-
tionship with others.

e WHY Integral Human Formation?

There is a need to take up this area of a seminarian’s formation in a systematic,
organized, and skilled manner, so that it can be inserted into the overall for-
mative process of the candidate for priesthood, insuring that his spiritual,
academic, and pastoral training will include development and growth in
human maturity.

= HOW does Integral Human Formation take place?

Integral human formation is a process of personal accompaniment involving
the human formation counsellor and the candidate within a community of for-
mation.

Integral human formation focuses on the candidate’s differentiated self-identities
(his body-self — productive-self — individual self — psychosexual-self — psychoso-
cial-self) and aims at the integration of all the facets into his one self-identity:

* Excerpt from the Work Group IV report. This report was submitted to the
CCCB Ad hoc Committee on Child Sexual Abuse in January, 1992.
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in regular meetings with the human formation counsellor, for the duration
of the entire formation period;

by a series of questions and dialogue intended to shed light on the candi-
date’s behaviour, decisions, choices, and day-to-day experiences;

on a journey of discovery, self-evaluation and accountability for achieve-
ments and challenges needing to be met prior to ordination.

= WHO is the HUMAN FORMATION COUNSELLOR?

The human formation counsellor, who must be a member of the formation
team, may be male or female, and should possess a knowledge of the constitu-
tive elements of human development, the process of self-representation, and
basic counselling skills. He or she must be a person of faith, open to the mind of
the Church and the needs of the people of God and be committed to the essen-
tial ministry of the ordained priest.

e WHAT are the Human Formation Counsellor’'s RESPONSIBILITIES?

The human formation counsellor’s responsibilities include the following:

establishing a relationship of mutuality and an atmosphere of trust;

leading a candidate in a process of self-representation, in order to facilitate
awareness and growth, by actualizing his personal vital strengths;

aiming at establishing the candidate in self-confidence and self-esteem as
necessary qualities for a free and autonomous response in following Jesus
Christ through the priestly ministry;

helping the seminarian become more aware of his psycho-sexual identity by
addressing the subject of sexuality in a clear and unambiguous way;

helping the candidate see himself as part of the formation community by
drawing attention to how the seminarian interacts with his peers, as well as
the other formation resource personnel.
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APPENDIX 6

PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY *

1.

Privilege and confidentiality in the context of this discussion relate to the
privilege or confidentiality that attaches to communications, whether they be
oral or written.

Confidential statements are not necessarily privileged. Some confidential
statements may be privileged.

Whether a communication is confidential is dependent upon the circum-
stances under which it is made and arises out of the relationship between the
parties to the communication. Unless a communication is made in circum-
stances which give rise to the confidential nature of it, it cannot be subse-
quently clothed with confidentiality.

A privileged communication is one in respect of which a court would not
require any party to the communication to reveal the communication in a
judicial proceeding.

A privileged communication is a confidential communication which is specif-

ically recognized by a statutory enactment or meets four criteria established by
the common law.

The test as to whether or not a communication may be privileged as a matter
of common law is as follows:

1) the communication must originate in a confidence that it will not be dis-
closed;

2) this element of confidentiality must be essential to the full and satisfactory
maintenance of the relation between the parties;

* Excerpt from the Work Group 111 report to the CCCB Ad hoc Committee

on Sexual Abuse, submitted in January, 1992.
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10.

11

12.

3) the relation must be one which, in the opinion of the community, ought
to be sedulously fostered; and

4) the injury that would inure to the relation by the disclosure of the commu-
nications must be greater than the benefit thereby gained for the correct
disposal of the litigation.

. A confidential communication which would qualify under the four criteria set

out above may be abrogated by statutory enactment.

. In the context of the specific considerations of this working group, child pro-

tection legislation is of paramount importance.

. This paper will deal only with child protection legislation in effect in Ontario.

Where applicable in other provinces in Canada, reference should be had to
the law of those provinces. It is likely that most jurisdictions have comparable
child protection legislation in place.

“Child” is defined under the Child and Family Services Act of Ontario to be a
person under 18 years of age. The provisions of that Act, however, in respect
of all obligations to report abuse of a child, relate to children under the age of
16 years. The age of majority is generally 18 years of age and over in most
jurisdictions but provisions in the Criminal code and provincial legislation
relating to child protection vary, depending upon the particular application of
the legislation. For purposes of this discussion, the terms “child” or “minor”
relates to any person under the age of 18 years but in specific instances the
applicable legislation should be consulted.

In Ontario, for example, under the Child and Family Services Act, a person
who performs professional or official duties in respect of a child and who in
the course of his or her professional duties has reasonable grounds to suspect
that a child is or may be suffering or may have suffered abuse, is required forth-
with to report this suspicion and the information on which it is based to a
children’s aid society having jurisdiction. This requirement is mandatory even
where the information reported is confidential or privileged.

Persons who perform professional or official duties with respect to a child
include physician, nurse, dentist, pharmacist, psychologist, school teacher,
school principal, social worker, family counsellor, priest, rabbi, clergyman, day
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

nursery personnel, youth and recreational worker, peace officer, coroner,
solicitor, and a service provider or an employee of a service provider.

A privileged communication between a solicitor and client is specifically
excepted but it should be noted that if the solicitor is performing a profes-
sional or official duty with respect to a child, then the communication is not
privileged.

A privilege in respect of communication between a priest and penitent does
not exist in many jurisdictions including Ontario, but has been given statutory
effect in Quebec and Newfoundland and in all 50 states of the United States.
In the many common law jurisdictions including Ontario which have not
enacted a statutory privilege, the courts may nevertheless not require the dis-
closure of a communication between a priest and penitent but this is deter-
mined on a case by case basis.

A priest should be aware that if he makes any admission to his superior, his
peers or any health care professional, such admission is probably not privi-
leged. Even though the communication is made in confidence, it may be one
which must be reported to a children’s aid society or other designated author-
ity or law enforcement agency, and the person to whom the communication
is made may be compellable to testify as to the content of the communica-
tion. It is also important that the person receiving the communication be
aware of these obligations to report what may appear to be a confidential
communication.

A communication which is otherwise privileged may lose the protection of
that privilege if it is disclosed to a third person who does not fall within the
cloak of confidence. In other words, if the confidentiality of an otherwise
privileged communication is breached, it cannot be reinstated.

There are two situations in respect of which a confidential communication
must be disclosed:

a) where the confidential communication is one required to be disclosed
under child protection legislation, and

b) where a party to the confidential communication which is not otherwise
privileged is required to testify in a judicial proceeding.
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18.

19.

20.

21.

With these two exceptions, disclosure of a confidential communication
cannot be enforced even though not privileged.

Of the four criteria or tests outlined above, the most difficult in application
is the fourth, which requires the weighing of the injury to the relationship
against the benefit to be gained for the correct disposal of the litigation.
This ultimately is a policy consideration and the law in this area continues
to develop. Any extension of the privilege is dependent on convincing the
tribunal that the public interest would benefit from a non-disclosure of par-
ticular communications.

Should a witness refuse to testify about a confidential communication which
has been held not to be privileged, the court may not excuse the witness
from answering but has a discretion in respect of the penalty to be imposed
for refusing to reveal the confidential communication.

Every individual has a privilege against self-incrimination. This is not a privi-
lege which attaches to a communication but is the right to remain silent in
the face of accusations and a right not to be forced to testify against oneself
in judicial proceedings. Although the privilege is absolute, it should be noted
that in some circumstances an adverse inference may be drawn from silence
in the face of accusation.

If a communication is received in circumstances from which it is clear that
the communication is made in confidence, then those who receive the confi-
dential communication are obliged to maintain confidentiality and may
incur liability for improper disclosure.
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APPENDIX [

MEDIA RELATIONS *

1. The guidelines for media relations need not be any more complex than these:
— protect the right of the accused to a fair trial,
— protect the ability of the state to proceed to trial;
— give the media as much general information as possible;
— be available;
— tell the truth.

2. In communicating with the media, the focus should not be seen as primarily
limiting the liability of the Church. Nothing must be said about the particu-
lars of the incident or those affected — because in so doing, it may infringe
either or both upon the right of the accused to a fair trial on the one hand; or
the ability of the state to proceed with prosecution, undefeated by the simple
defence that the right to a fair trial has been compromised by comments made
public before the trial. The press knows this prohibition exists, and accepts its
valid application — but it must not be used as a device to avoid any communi-
cation at all.

3. Interested media should be made to feel welcome. Interviews should be
granted readily, or may even be suggested before the media makes the
approach. Indeed, relations with the press should ordinarily be established
before a crisis occurs. This permits reporters to know and trust the Church’s
communicators when crises do occur.

4. What the media do not know or understand, cannot be accurately reported
with clarity or without some distortion. Briefing or “background” papers

* Excerpt from the Work Group Il report. This report was submitted to the
CCCB Ad hoc Committee on Sexual Abuse in January, 1992.
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should be written centrally and provided to the press at all levels to ensure
deeper understanding of the issues. Such papers should be concise, written in
plain language, and explanatory. They should explain in simple terms the
most complex issues: the nature of celibacy, the roles assigned to hierarchical
levels in the structure of the Church, the nature and application of Canon
Law, and so forth. These materials and a plan for their distribution should be
prepared at the appropriate time.

. The spokesperson for the Church, not only when dealing with the media,

should tell the truth. There is nothing wrong with admitting that the
Church is in shock. There is nothing wrong with admitting that we cannot,
at a particular moment, see the answers. There is nothing wrong with admit-
ting that the Church authorities and the People of God are troubled, con-
cerned, and devoting themselves to discovery and prayer in a difficult situa-
tion. While these have been posed as “negatives”, such admissions are, in
fact, validations to all concerned. They are reassuring because they are open
and truthful. The spokesperson should feel comfortable speaking from the
heart. The Church will be far better regarded if it admits that it does not have
all the answers, rather than appear to be concealing answers and forcing
reporters to play hide-and-seek. Devious and evasive responses are destructive
to the relationship between the Church and the media. They indicate lack of
confidence in the Church’s ability to confront problems as well as immaturity
in the spokesperson.

. Media communications must be placed in an appropriate modern context.

They represent an important integral part of the Church’s outreach to the
People of God and society as a whole, and should be approached in this
context.
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APPENDIX 8

CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE BY A PRIEST OR RELIGIOUS
Spiritual and religious issues *

Victims of sexual violence experience crises in their spirituality and conflicts in
religious values. Victims struggle to integrate their beliefs and values with the
losses imposed by sexual assault. They may challenge the values practiced and
held by their religion, and they may question the existence of God. Victims may
also express anger and distrust toward the clergyperson who is trying to help them.

Spiritual crises are compounded by experiencing rejection or judgmental
responses from clergy or church. These victims become further alienated from
their religious community or sink deeper into despair and shame. Clergy must
listen nonjudgmentally and openly to the content and feelings expressed by vic-
tims. By allowing the victim to evaluate and struggle with spiritual and religious
issues, clergy can play an important role in the victim’s process toward resolution
and healing. Spiritual hope, guidance, and support, offered in a nonintrusive
manner, create a nurturing climate for the victim to move from spiritual crisis to
spiritual growth.

It is difficult for victims to resolve the contradiction of being a good person, of
“following all the rules,” with the experience of having a most degrading violation
of their spiritual and physical being perpetrated against them. It simply does not
mesh with the religious values they have learned, implicitly or explicitly: “If you
are good, good things will happen to you,” or “if bad things happen to you, you
must be a bad person.” Some victims thus conclude that they must have done

* Chris Servaty, “Support Counseling with Victims of Sexual Assault”, Sexual
Assault and Abuse: A Handbook for Clergy and Religious Professionals, edited by Mary
Pellauer et al, Harper & Row, © 1987, pp. 137-138. Given as an Appendix in the
Work Group Il Report.
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something wrong or that they really are inherently bad or sinful in God’s eyes.
Whatever the clergy counselor’s perspective on original sin, such theological
positions need to be disentangled from the specific facts about sexual assault.
These victims need patient guidance and consistent feedback that they are not to
blame and that they did nothing to deserve the sexual assault. They also need
continual validation that they are truly good people.

Another spiritual area that causes great confusion for victims is whether they
really ought to “forgive and forget”. This is not a realistic nor healthy practice for
victims, particularly in the first three stages of recovery. They can find inner peace
by clearly placing responsibility onto the perpetrator, a process that allows integra-
tion to occur and is actually a “letting go” process for the victim. The “forgive and
forget” practice too often becomes a form of minimization and denial and does not
serve to heal the internal wounds of the victim. Healthy anger, focused on the
perpetrator, acts as an energizing and healing force for the victim. The victim
always has the right to deny forgiveness to the offender.

A third area of spiritual crisis involves loss of hope. Victims are naturally very
sensitive to, and consequently may feel overwhelmed by, the violence in their
lives and in the world around them. This reinforces their feelings of insecurity and
powerlessness. They may temporarily lose their coping skills for maintaining a
spiritual balance and perspective. If this balance is not regained, the victim may
become immobilized with depression and despair. Clergy can play a powerful role
in instilling hope by reminding the victim of what is of value in that person’s life,
of what control the victim does have to make choices, and of those who care
about the victim, including the clergyperson. When victims question whether
they will ever feel hopeful again, encourage them to accept this struggle as part of
the grieving process and assure them that they will indeed heal spiritually.
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APPENDIX 9

SERVICES IN SEXUAL BEHAVIOURS CLINICS *

The functions of the clinic at this level are to:

@

(b)

©

Assess the extent of the sexual problem (e.g., paedophilia), precipitating
factors, and associated problems (e.g., alcoholism, sexual dysfunction, etc.);

Provide opinion as to treatability, treatment objectives and modalities
(e.g., length and cost of treatment);

Evaluate the priest’s capacity to acknowledge his sexual problems. This
opinion should be formulated pragmatically to help avoid the many inter-
pretations assigned to the word “acknowledge”. The following examples
can illustrate the possible evolution of acknowledgement:

() A priest says he is a victim of false accusations or has no memory of
the events;

(ii) A priest says he had contacts with the victim, but they were not of a
sexual nature;

(i) A priest says he had sexual contacts with the victim, but the victim
solicited these, or was consenting, and there was “no harm done”;

(iv) A priest says he had sexual contacts with the victim and there have
been consequences for the victim. He feels these contacts happened
because of factors which were not, and still are not, under his control;

(v) A priest recognizes that he is having problems in sexual or non-sexual
areas of his life, or both. He recognizes the factors associated with the
development of his problems, and the situations in which he is at risk.
He wants to change and recognizes he needs help.

* Excerpt from the Work Group I11 report. This report was submitted to the
CCCB Ad Hoc Committee on Sexual Abuse in January, 1992.
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IMMACULATE CONCEPTION PARISH
8842 - 119th Sireet, Delta, B.C.
V4C 6M4

Telephone: 591-2271

Sept. 12, 1994

Most Rev. Adam Exner, O.M.l.
Archbishop of Vancouver

150 Robson Street

Vancouver, B.C.

Your Grace,

On the recommendation of my parish pastoral council, our parish would like
to help contribute to the work of vocations by paying the total wage of the
seminarian who will be working in the parish for the coming year. We consider it
an honour and a privilege to have a seminarian working in the parish and hope
that it will be an encouragement for vocations in the parish.

| have enclosed a cheque for $1000, the amount that has been sent to us
for July and August to be retumed to the Vocation Fund and will ask Fr. Galvon to

cancel the future cheques.
Yours in Christ,

Fr. D. Luterbach,
Pastor
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Archeliocese of Vancouver
ARCHBISHOP'S OFFICE

September 14, 1994

Rev. Dennis Luterbach, Pastor
Immaculate Conception Parish
8842 - 119th Street

Delta, BC

V4C 6M4

Dear Father Luterbach:

Thank you for your letter of September 12, 1994.
I am most grateful to you and to your parish for your
kindness in covering the wages of the seminarian working
in your parish this year.

Your generosity and thoughtfulness in contributing
in this way to the work of vocations in the Archdiocese of
Vancouver are very much appreciated. I ask God to reward
you and your parishioners and to bless Immaculate Concep-
tion Parish with vocations to the priesthood and to the
religious life.

Thanking you again, and with personal best regards
and the assurance of my prayers, I remain,

Yours sincerely in Christ,

__:t‘,-d- ’(22-—.—---‘___.“-___ --Hv'—-;h:-g_)

Most Reverend Adam Exner, OMI
Archbishop of Vancouver

AE/mlm

1560 Rl Strest, Vaoe onven, Birishe ¢ olimbian, Canacda A biv 2A 2
Facsimile: (604 683-i288  Telephone: (00 6830281



