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called for the'bishop™March 10. Tiook the call. ‘He

When JH was stationed at :Paﬁsﬁ’hcﬁ:eﬁieﬁded the

Steak and Ale Restaurant,and purchased liquor  him said-that TH “got
him drunk.” He took him home with him to atd ' _, where JH was assigned

« atthe'time. 1 Teportsithathe was:in and g but claimed that JH raped
him. Specifically.JH attempted-oral'i him. - was revulsed, left

the rectory the next day, and would haveno He reiterated this-revulsion

affected during the resentment and anger not only against |
JH, but against the wethad other complaints. 1told him that we had “f"{f
not, although it JH n-gay? ibars, and that we had warned him to stop
because of He ifwe objectifheran a pohcc check on JH. 1told him
a and: socxal security numiber forhim. He asked if we
" would run an to sg€ if there were other victims. 1 said no, -although we-would be
if there were other victims in order to offer them counseling.

;10t have time to go to counseling. :He had done that, and it was no help.
to'know i w we wonid pay for the’back. counseling. I agreed and-said send me the bills,
I told'him that 1 did not think that would'help him. 1 would prefcr to see‘him-obtain

end he mentioned speaking to attorneys who are connected with'his business,:
He-was ambivalent, but he mentioned 2 settlemerit. I responded that the
we would offer'would“be:to pay *his:back counseling bills.

As he left I promised to ask the bishop if he knew of other complaints against:TH, and to call him
if he did know of any. ‘He-asked for my card which I .gave him.
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whom they adopted. :He was picked il;p at age 18 or 19 fori

he. . f

bgg_dn?havjng. children. The next
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‘800 West Loop “820 South
‘Fort Worth, Texas 76108 .
Attn: Joseph'P. Delaney, Bishop

Dear Bishop Delaney,

. In your Diocese regarding : represented to-be Father .James Bernard |
Hanlon, whowas . . that ™ 1 has spoken at’length with Father .© "
Robert Wilson -and a¢1th ‘this incident and :has, -in fact, already

& which he had incurred in an attempt to alleviate the
itreparabily damaged his'life as'a result of the dncident.

me that Hanioxﬁ was r-xot: only his and his pz{rcnts family priest but

had so with . andhisfamily for several ‘years prior 1o the ‘incident that he
‘was regarded very
fy=#tending most, -if mot all of hisj » Includingr—= out of

family. This relationship was extremely close and trustuy, anuan-nght of the
involved in such a paternal priestly-spiritual son relationship, the effect of the
than merely a simple trauma.

_ has informed me thatafier{__  i__ | o : * while still
o BT -+ -Father:Hanlon took him:to.dinfer, served him one
to three alcoholic drinks wherein, +believes, 'some sort of sedative or other:drug was placed

in his drink, likely when he went to the bathroom, causing him to pass-out. It‘has not been
remembered how he left the restaurant. but the next thing that he tecalls is coming to at the
Rectory of the ™~ ‘ ‘Church with his pants removed and Father Hanlon standing
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~Catholic Diocese of Fort Worth
¥ " BishopJoseph'P.Delaney
" Auvegust 29,1997 © L

'was! _
in the hospital'but.could never tell his father what ‘left theCatnonc
Church and the trauma of this, :on top of his He ‘also coniinues to seek

i psychiatric: care, of 'which you are -a father with a Jack of
“ communication and ‘the ‘additional t as.a father figure has’
been permanently damaging to soul to that; 'had to see his
why he leftthe church.
also ‘been troubled church. When* finally explained to his
mother, she has of ,.and is extremely upset with the situation,
as you can imagine been damaged, but hopefully will be restored in

the Lord in the

in thaf he had been seen in night clubs frequented by the homosexual
locations in:Dallas and Fort 'Worth which were known to-be frequented
by homosexua  Add , Father Wilson admitted Father Hanlon'had-been diagnosed with
from which he would evenmally die. Father Wilson informed
having AIDS, had continued celebrating Mass up until:approximately
‘before his-deathin 1990.

only this one incident with Father Hanlon regarding =  is significant to your

, but so 1is the theological implication: of :a;priest in mortal sin celebrating Mass, serving

tst under the belief by the laity that transubstantiation ‘has ‘in fact eccurred when,

ically, this would appear to be impossible. -Additionally, with:the church allowing a-priest

with the AIDS virusto serve Communion after drinking ‘from the:cup and:touching-each/individual
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Catholic Diocese of Fort Worth
Bxshopjeseph"P “'*De] ey,
August29, 1997 ©

compensation in an attempt by the Churchin ',
-$how:the desire. 1o make‘him whole. We fesl

incident
::of ‘his ;

demand

tter. & feezlc pubh"lty in this
10 proceed it a.quiet Tesplution
of how: yo" v':sh o procecd

Sincerely

| PER .COWRT ORDER - DOCUMENT NOT TO BE DISCLOSED TO ANYONE NOT IDENT

it:of 1t
ass and
Father
AIDS and
from Father

Hanlon’s hemosexuality how couid
5 Christ, to-the detriment and ‘
were affected :by Father. :

RS G

y we feel that \.has been severely

by allowing Father Hanlon to continue
‘homesexuality -and, accordmgly, make

an-the sum-of’ $75O 000.:0 ” “for /a full and

matter would do néither himself nor you
of this matter is not made within thirty
50 that the: ‘healing ‘process might begin.:
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~andto"the attention'of Bishop Joseph'P. Delanej. Bishop

several
»and T attempted

to show;pastora] concem:for his hurt and the explained-that if

Father James Hanlon were still living I would called for by the sexnal
appointment of a
iesgf'to investigate the cornplaint, )
and to report to Bishop Delaney who would " action. Since Father Hanlon
died 17,1990 that n:no way-did:I deny-the incident
-our i -
o 1D,
. amount of counseling name and phone number of
' - arespected” sver, i stated that he could gd to-any
ther,ap'istrofhis the therapist to send me the bills. At the
March 12 at, I gave him Father Hanlon’s full name and social
security He  that to run a-criminal background check on Father Hanion.
He also cerved ofher complaints against Father Hanlon. Irepliediinithe
' check with Bishop Delaney. I did do so subsequentiy, and Bishop
Delaney " not received any ©other complaints agamst Father Hanlon.

told you {ﬁat thc:cﬁurch was aware that Father Hanlon was
atmy March 12 meeting with . that Father Hanlon was reported
havn

ag been seen'inagay bar, and that he was reprimanded and told to avoid:causing scandal.
%nl&%%yh date. The report was made in 1988. That was the first we knew of such activity.

states that I told that Father Hanlon had been diagnosed with ATDS

1984 or 1985. 1 did not make that statement. 'What I did say was that I knew that Father

was HIV positive, but 1 did not give a date because I was:not sure-of the detajls. I first
learned that’he was'HIV positive from Bishop Délaney. 1 have since spoken with Bishop
Delaney who'told me that he first learned that Father Hanlon was HIV positive when he visited
him in the hospital in May, 1989. By this.time Father Hanlon was no longer serving in a parish.
No diocesan official was aware of his health status before that date. He never served as a parish
priest after it was learned that he was HIV positive.
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In your'letter you say that the theological implication-ofa
would be that the laity would be misled, believing
when, theologically, this would appear immpossible. T do notknow 1

mass while:invmortal:sin, but the theological ‘Inthe late
fourth century Donatus was:the bishop of -sinful priests,
indeed even penitent priests who returned to were not part of the
true church. The great St. Avgustine was bi of at time. ‘He was
instrumental in having the ' L ini arranging a conference of
Donatists and Catholics in Carthage in 411 the ing:of the return of the
Donatists:to the church. Since the theologian has.denied:that a

VT SITTR | e -
hie
‘was In mortal sin or not, the confected by him is not in question.

As ] stated above s emotional injury at the

hands of Father he said at face value. That is still my position, and
my prayeri hpa‘m" that he seeks. Powever, after Teceiving your
letter, I anlon’s assignments as a priest. Tn your letter you state that
the traurfatic i took place in December of 1982 or January of 1983 in the rectory of - )

because Father Hanlon would have to have been a-guest in that
months. ‘He was assignedito 'St. Michael’s Parish in Bedford from
17, 1983, at which time he was transferred to Holy Family Parish in

1s stated not to deny that the incident occurred, but to clarify the statements
letter. I continue in my concern that *be ableto find the'healing he
Jeaving the wounds of this sad:incident behind. In each of our several conversations I
him to seek counseling for that purpese, stating that the church would bear the bills. ‘He
to-allow third-party billing. Although that was my preferenceI.agreed to
pay for:previous counseling received by ! ¢if he would send me receipts. He sent me
copies of bills from .a " asychiatrist. I sent him a diocesan check
for $5,855.00 dated May 28, 1997. He called and-pointed out that it was $30 short. He also
requested a note clarifying what I meant by:my handwritten statement on the check, “Payment in

Full - psychiatric counseling before above date.” T sent him a diocesan check for $30 on June 11,

e
B
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ing in‘order to:achieve thehealing thatboth he and T wanted
him thereinibursement'because he preferred to nse that than allowing
the dioceseto make;third:party payments-o atherapist. ‘this péint that when
the $5885 has been depleted for current the diccese‘will pay any therapist
sof i i ¥ : ¢hoosing forias many-wisits as ry and helpful fora
.‘,;lpedod ofione year. I would like to recetve at that time. The diocese
-will then agree to continue payment forthe fora of time if both
right to

make the'.']}ayments

% CET

Valnt

Ul Ui

It is my sincere hope, as of the diocese, that will avail

thimself-of our offer-in he:seeks. Irejoice with him in his‘good fortune

lately, for he has hasa umly and a good job. I pray that this - traumatic -

memory will be into so that he may continue to live the full and

meaningful Tifegfiat he $ now found. ‘Either Bishop Delaney or1 would be happy
twith Bim. s T L

Rev. Robert W. Wilson .
Chanceéllor, Moderator of the Curia

\
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Fort Worth, Texas 76108-2911

i am in feccip‘t of your respéxis_é -and am puzzied as to
your reference'to.an.offer which dees not
the incident with Father Hanlon.
DOCUMEN LPROD
matter might be settled letter did not address this mattcr so 1 presume
that you desire to - which will probably lead to quite abita | '
publicity, in my opini ‘will be sought if litigation becomes
necessary.
Sincerely,
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Your August 29, , and your September 17, 1997

administrator -of - ‘Church in the United

such, provides liability ities, including ‘the Catholic Diocese
-of Fort Worth.

The Diocese of 8 pastoral'outreach to. ' 1" . sby.paying
counseling’ future counséling, without regard o the factual and
lega! validity, of may have against the Diocese. "'We, on the other hand,
‘examine clos€h the legalunderpinnings-of any claim made against-the Diocese.
e F’ W B - : .

out in his September 9. 1997 letter to you. the alleged date of this
December 82 - Jamuary 83, does not correspond to the «dates Father Hanlon was
Family Parish. Additionally, it is my understanding ‘that the Texas
the Civil Practice and Remedies Code in 1995 by adding ‘Section 16.0045,
a five year statte of limitations for personal injury arising from sexual assault
sexual -assault. :

%Efﬁe current fime, :based‘ori:‘what appears to be an insurmountable problem with the statute
-of limitations, ‘Catholic Mutual chooses not to make an offer in settlement-of © - .
claim. However, rather than foreclose completely the possibility of settlement, T would be
most interested in your theory of the viability of - claim in light of CPRC
'§16.0045, and invite you to share your theery of the case with me. 1 will be happy to review
your submission and reconsider our position on settlement at that time.

1.0-04-04 Orderx
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“The reason for the call was that
.. ‘Hanlon, and accnsed him of sexually

social security number and

- Jrexplained to Karen that o1*
‘havetocall: . o I
calling
have had no lle

& .died of AIDS. ‘His:reason from calling;

if she knew Father James
also alleged that Father Hanlon |

dng records he found

 v'and am dealing withiit. Otherwise, I'would
mo further information. Aswe left it, she is

and am dealing with it. I.also told Karen that we
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be followed before
033 S.W.2d 1 (known
Supreme Court held
undiscoverable
aliegediy abu

In this case,

prong,

some cxamples

& gainst Diocese

memory cases. InS V. v. RV,
ick Vesecky), the Texas
to apply, a plaintiff’s claim must be inherently
ly, 1 must note that the older a:person is when
t0 Droveithat ¢he claim ic iharenfly umdiscoverabie.
a _ . -— ) ‘The second
, i1s even'harder-to fulfill. The Court, in'R.V. v. SV, gaveus .
‘that would -suffice to objectively verify a repressed
abuse: “a confession by the abuser, ...; a criminal conviction,
or written statements-of the abuser-such as diaries or letters;

-of the jperson abused showing contemporaneous physical injury resulting from

or recordings of the abuse; an objective eyewitness’s account; and the

1s not present in:this case.

Father Jim Miller as you requested. 'While he verified that ‘had

his:Catholic'faith, he stated that that is ot an-uncommon phenomenon, -and he

-certainly could not relatethatito any sexual abuse that

" 1nay-have experienced.

Additionally, the Court, in Robinson v. Weaver, 550 S.W.2d 18, indicated that expert
testimony -would not alone provide the objective verification of a claim necessary to invoke the
discovery rule. The Court, in R.V. v.'S V., affirmed that position with regard to expert
psychiatric testimony, at least in the absence of other evidence. 1 do not-believe your client
will be able 10 prevail past a motion-for summary judgement.

10-0 4-04 order
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'statute «of
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a-complete release with a
from you soon.

«Claims and:
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Against

Dear
Thank you for your letter of call of ‘last week.
1

it amended CPRC §16. Supreme Court has laid down strict rules to,
‘be followed before repressed memory cases. In SV, v, RV, -
933 S.W.2d1 e T ’ ‘

Supreme Court for yvery“rule 10 apply, a plaintiff’s claim must:be inherently
undiscoverable b, Initially, 1imust note that the older 2 person is when
allegediy ist0 prove that the claim is inherently undiscoverable.

in this

‘prong, objective

some

Father Jim Miller as ;you.;re_que.stcd. While he verified that ~ had

d his+Catholic ;fa‘iih, ‘he stated that that is not an uncommon phenomenon, and he

could not relate that to any sexnal dbuse that .

*Additionally, the Court, in RDlzms_(mL\lQa_m 550.8.W.2d 18,

Aestimony would not alone provide the objective verification of a

may have experienced.
indicated that expert
claim necessary to invoke the

:discovery rule. The-Court, in R,V v, 8.V, affirmed that position with regard to expert
psychiatric testimony, at least in the absence.of other evidence. I do not believe your client

will be able 10 prevail past.a motion for summary judgement.
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ware of
-only non-economic
statute.of

I[f your client is w11hngto acccpt the stm
confidentiality clause, please let

DG MENT IS

or a complete release with a

Richard A. Novak

iClaims
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Worth. I "hévé_ :s'pbke'n_, length regarding why he never pursued this claim’

over the vears and he. 48 "=~* through counsehng.m _ becaus'e of -
- Band, not once during the counseling sessions
was anything but,‘.appr.oximat:,ly one (1) vear ago, the memory of
the inci the incident itc me approximately three:(3) or four &y
‘We have been talking about this matter for ‘many, many

son can tall vian . SpOkC Wlﬂ'lhll’n severa] umcs 111 o
e gomg . i K

in my interviewing of - more things have come out of which
including an incident with Father Hanlon at. B

I Father Hanlon visited him, assisted him to

held his penis in order to assist iy in-urinating. He then meticulously wiped

in-a fondling manner, which now believes was higtily inappropriate, ‘and

- amm ‘was in a cast and ‘he ‘was very groggy -from

from anesthesia and told me that the recall .of this incident .came about when he read

in The Dallas Morning News about a Reverend Robert Helley who'had been 2 :priest

who abused ‘teenage:boys in the hospital. The article was on August 31; 1997, in case you were
unaware of the article.

- ‘has also told me that'he does not remember Zlea\}ing the -
Fort Worth with Father Hanlon, but simply awakened in the rectory with Father Haplon
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ot LY

at the .time.

the statute of limitations

I understand your voae L

cy“1n datcis_‘_;rwhcn‘_::z . believes the

, incident ‘oceupred_and. the facefd & angp/hd ovbeenyitingferied jet do he g
(O ¥ Howbitr dather Han$ dwas sationedlin= b dioimd fafidh St bictel
™ “Cathofic Chutrch in the Bedffth.- Fnlace o which was approximately fifteen (15) miles.from

. the :

ant e Teels thiat, «due to his.passing out from the “mickey™in his
hmv uﬁ;m to ‘the Holy ‘Family Rectory because of its closer

L yet-clgar, but ..is 2 very large man.and Father Hanlon ‘was
fairly slight in “Wyas ablle to get him''manipulated after ‘his passing ‘out is anyone’s
guess. Thedagt tha was, . >
o ___ im from the assault being .carried forward 1mto ‘Something worse than -oral’
sex, infi.\iﬁiq%casé%g;nught have ‘become HIV due :io Father Hanlon’s-condition.:
N Wilson did not address the situation faced by the Church ina priest

[positive situation which could bear upon the ‘health -of all of the

. drink, Father Hanlen 1
locale. Of coursethis 1
'blf!l’l'ld{: Jow

the  alice after the priest himself drank ffom same? Does this Tot-concemn ithe Church?

‘Iam :;avdd:éss‘ing thiis because in the event. of Iitigation, these mattersﬁwil'i'*r‘xe‘cessarily come
forth and could cause much more damage to the Church than is currently necessary.

In response to your other questions, was born on and graduated
in the - . .from _+ Schoo} in "
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Against Diocese of

satisfaction and final settlement
are authorized ito negotiate this

and resolution of this matter.

Al
{Claims and
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ill be
He read to me from'the:second Star T Renteria. He'was o
especially concerned abouit the ) fiveyears ago-about an abuse
that happened years before, with the priest years. He was convinced that

the reference was to-him. T

One of the causes
father,"because
who has been!
Aftc;

Hek

you, and he may not.
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Fr. James Harnlon

A call: came into *the Catholic: Centcr 1oday from' E
"said he was calling anonymously dbout an incident whi
;place tyears ago Fr Hanlon who was notrh Y mg

got very frlendly W1th J .H. went to .h]S o

"trom St.'Michael’s-days. J
Fnn’[cftade hlm, weven loaned him hi
Prom Jim had him out to eat,. g.w@g _a'lc‘;ohoLand thento |
J.H.’s “house” where they: com@ il __ jpassed
out. woke up after a couple ssed and lymg m

immediately, ev him to lie on the bed w1th
didn’t know what 7 H. had done
_ bat that time He never told his
d has wife.
"W«1th
when he Teported this incident to the
out.of work and broke. He got a certain sum
g bills, some for counseling and promised
and with his lawyer, a good friend, that’he would not
of this to anyone. He also got a promise of another
future counseling which he hasn’t got. . doeesn’t think
P ing can help He has ..thoughts of suicide,
’ wouldn’t -do it'because ofhis  ief'God doesn’t want that, nor
When his parents wondered why he wouldn’t talk to J.H., who
called numerous times the next day, he said “Shut up; he’s gay.”
Thev didn’t ask anvthing more about his avoiding J.H. 10-04-04 Order

‘was an | - by trade; now he’s out of work and 0258
worried about that—He also told his parents that ] H. was a fae ggot.
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articled was
pwas still
ading to me from
1t as all :about him

case someone sexual abuse by J.H., and

perhaps-even he:could get from J.H.
.ended e was proud of the good priests

totalk more coheremly afier 30

with him if he wanted .and to get him some help
with his He'had also 'beeng )
any of that, only to talk, tell of his feehngs
of the problems which he blamed partially on J.H., although

itted he was, . before 1.H.”s sexual abuse of him.
family. s5-mother, 1s about . - :and
sald. Thereis a- 3 who

che lives at

This might be mother. ]I don’t know where lives. He
has been “out of the Catholic:Church” since he got out of high
school. He still thinks highly of the Catholic Church as bemg the

Church founded'by Jesus Christ. 10-04-04 Order
0259
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-1re James Hanlon

,a
“of Father James ‘Harilon- (deceased) He had also"spoken to
JAS’s memo-of conversation]. Lo
+is Gbsessing ‘over the abuse fht ‘took place# _é
B He adr;nﬁ:o aVer bad:se and is-speaking

of lettmg hlmsclf dxe

&

The icmiscthat rome v |

on that moment
'his addictions, except possibly a residential
:discuss'this with him further. ‘
family having rejected him because he married *

when our ‘insurance company ‘settled with him 5

y being better off if he were dead. Iassume that he was under the
during our talk.

with RWW.& JAS afterwards and we decided that when 1 tdlk with him -on

y B said he would call . me] that I would offer him whatever counseling he will

specifically try to-get him o talk to just ‘toget him open to

ing. We also .agreed that we would fund‘his residential treatment, provided ‘the

fatility is properly accredited. We agreed that the confidentiality agreement, since it was

with 'the insurance :company ‘lawyers, is ‘outside our comipetence 1o :change, but that 1

could :assure him that he may talk to or any qualified counselor about the
1ssues.
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T theistdkang daily, it wou]d 'be fair'to state that at 4 pm he was
drugthe has ‘been takm i

i facility.
local treatment facilities. (1
and who he had:talked to in

h1rn wthamw

centers can from a variety of drugs. He would not

suggest.he is focused more on a “comfortable”

. -""’h:oughout our: conversatmn, the: exm'essed
to address what'he calls his “issues” in treatmenit.

#than

prescribing-drug(s), and‘he does not acknowledge his abuse of
In order for individuals to benefit from treatment, they must admit

their part'in their addiction and expressa w1111ngness to cooperaie w:th

profess:onals who can guide their- Tecovery.
o 7 tatements suggest he is trying to-dictate histreatment. Even:though he
told me e s having difficulty.obtaining drugs-and his'family is on'the verge of
financial ruin, he isnot willing to seek immediate treatment. He will only go to
tredtment-on  and at 2 facility ofhis:choosing, -even-when-there
are excellent .programs available locally. He expressed nofinterest in AA or NA
‘involvement, nor has he tried these resources in the past.

* He is in denial regarding the seriousness of his alcohol use. This contradicts
statements made in previous conversations with his attorney and diocesan staff
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‘support

made regarding
of “long-dlstance
further.

Judith K. Locke, MA,
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