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BACi(GROUND. . 
11 is alleged bY~r\ that over a 6 years period from·19&9te 1995 Catholic Prie~t Father 

J~me.s Patrick FLB'rCHijR s~8l1y abllsed liim; These assaults were alleged to have OCCtiTredin & 

about tlie Maitland DioCese when the victim was aged 12 to 18 yean;, FolJowin& the offences the 

. victim led a very turbulent &. volatile life marked by Clrcessive drinking of alcohol, . (ailedrellitioliships 

&. Sllicide attempts. 1n 2000 he first began to disc!oscaspects of his abllse to membQrs of bilifamify, 

.. which culminated in his r.epolling the matter \0 Police in mid. 2002. . 

COMMENT. . .' . ' 
On Sunday the 2i>d of June 2002 A H spoke to a (amily:fricnd (Crown Bllrrisler with the 

NewcaStle DPP Wayne CREASY) to cominenceBGtion regarding this abuse. That rughthe watched 

a '60 Mil\lIte.~' programme on Archbishop George PELL. &. child ab\lse'wiil!in the Cafhdlic Church' 

in Australin. He became distraught &. telephoned his (alher, ; B:r.. I &. mother f,:::J 
(Who werc~ separated) disclosing to them that he had endureCl similar abuse to that 

depicted on the programrne:He then made an abosive telephone call to Father FWTtH£!R at the 

Branx\on Presbytery. 

ThefolJ6win& day (3"1unc 2002)1 was contacted by Wayne CREASY ~ho. requcsted I illvestigate 

A:\-\ Is malier. At\ attended my office on Tuesday the. 4111 of June 2002 to officially 

commencc the police investigation. At the time . A\-\ briefJyo)ltlined his 'aUegation to myself &. it 

was recorded on COPS clitry No. E 14348559 &. 8 Case created .being C 16128387. 

6"'0 IIdvised me the following weck that she had been Contacted by Bishop MAI.9NE 

on the evening ofWedncsday the 5110 of June 2002. In that call he advised her lhlit'be had spokcnto 

~ &. as a result aJlproached Father FLETCHER. In his conversation with Father 

FLEfcHER he disclosed the police investigation &. the name of the complainant. . PiJ' 
thon goes on to say in her statement, ' , 

'The call ended & ) was still stunned. 1 WdS very angry with B:t. for having-told the Bishop what 

was happening. I don't know his reasous for doing this bUll don't believe it was mRlicious, I was 

angrier with Bishop MALONE for ha"ing g()nc near Father FLETCHER &. alerLing him to what was 

going on. He had nei legitimate reason to tell Father FLETCHER, 1 didn't accept he jus.! approached 

Father Jim as pastoral support, Father Jim didn't know about the allegations at that time, so J didn't 

believe ~e needed any support. T feel thilt this was the guise to tell Father FLETCHER. & the three 

other pnesLs what was gOlDS on." 

! spoke to mem!>ers of t ~\-\ 's family the following week & learned of lhe13ishop' s comBCI 

with Father FI.F.TCHER. As a consequence I contacted the Bishop by phone & 8 meeting was 

organi7.ed in the Maitland-Newcastie Pioccsc Office a! 1 1.30all1 on thursday the 20,h of June 2002. I 

IIUen~ed lhat meeting wilh Detective Sepior Constable Ann JOY & met with Bishop MALONE & 

the VIcar General, James SUANJ)ERS. (A sliltement of my conversations is attached hereto.) 
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In summary 1 expressed my disappointme,!, in ~avins~at bc«:n conlacted by the ~bu~ch pr!or .t.o 

Father FLHTCHER being approacl\cd. Tbjsaction senously IIl1pacfed on the pattcc Investigation & 

denied invcstiSlltors a number of options in ~elati~n toF~ther FLrrrC~R I ~Iso stronslyrequested 

that Fatber FLETCHER be removed from hiS pansh dulles & contact With children until 

investigations were conchidcd .. Despite this requllSt I learned thot. Faiher FLETCHER renlained in his 

pOsition until just prior to hisan'cst this year. . 

Mr Jolm DA VERON of the Catholic Church Abuse Uilit contacted my~clr in Early Sept~lTlbcr 2002. 

a later discovered this coli was probably in response to him having been con18cted by ~S 

. <.lays earlier.) r.I~ inquirc:d as 19 the pr~~rC$sof.the in~cStig8tion & w~ priefly d!$(iussed . 

l;ath~t FLETCHER remal~liig I~hls pa$t?ral.l)?sltto~ & ~IS conhnued contaet W1~bcathohc schollls 

& children. I rclftyed my diSCUSSIon on thIS subJcct Wllh Bishop MALONE&: again conveyed my 

profeSsional opinion thal helihouldbe removed until the invesiigationwac CQmpletc.fIIlr PA VERON 

appean;d 10. be sympathetic to lhls proposal & lold me be Would discuss the maller with Bjs!l0p 

MALONE. J did nnt mlike.anydirect retard oflhat conversation. . ' 

A\\ undertooke)(tcnsivc counseling prior to commencing his srU}emenl inNo.vember 

2002. About the 26th .0fFebruary ;tOOJ,just priOrto the compll;tion of: At\ ... statement John 

DAVERON again contacted me to inquirea.~ to the progress Gfthejnvestigation. I advisedJrim tbat 

J /lxpected thi: matter 10 be concluded witljin two tothrecm,onths It tliat charges woqld probably be 

preferred ·IIBain,sl Fathcr FLETCI JEl.t, Lillle more was discussed at that time. 0 

A furtber sinlilar call .tookplacc between Mt DA ~ON& nlyscif ontbe 17di of March 2003. l ' 

indicated that the case could be complefed within six weeks. On this date J also cOlitacte'd the . 

Ombudsman's Omce after beingadvlsed by. &I.. .that ·he believed tben~ was an obligation 

by the church to report the maHer to thaI office & he believed they had. failed to do so. J understand 

thaI Mr PA VERON has since. retired fi'orrihis employment with the churclL 

1 was advised the following week by both the: Oillbudsman's Office & Mr Michael McDONALD of 

the Catholic Church EmploymPllt Relations Unit that Father FLETCHER hadbecn 'stoQd down' 

. fro~ his position in the parish utilil tire investigation was resolved, 1 remained in contact With Mr 

McDONALD over followiQS weeks. On the lO~1 of April 1 told Mr McDONALD Ihat the interview 

of Father FLETCHER would probably occur v.1thin the ne"! two weeks. On the 7'" of May J again 

spoke 10 Mr McDONALD & requested he personally ~proach Father FLETCHER. to organise for 

his attendance 8t the Maitland Police Station on the 14 of May 2003. He later-confirmed to myself 

that this .had been done & FathcrFLETCHER would 'be attending at 9.00a01 With a sCllicitoT Eric 

CRANEY. Olllhe 13di ofMny 2003 Mr McDONAT.D again contacted myself &in'quired ifFarher 

lim SAUNVER's would be permitted to attend asasllpport person for Father ~LETCHER. This 

was agreed 10 & those persons all attended at the arranged time & place. 

On the 14th of May 2003 Father lames FLETCHER was charged with a total or8 ollbnces ofsexuul 

assault followinS a 2hr 4Sininute ERJSP interview. A transc~jpt of this interview has not been 

received but will be forwarded in due course. Father FLETCHER denied aU allegations. He further 

stated that he firslb~me aware of ~ Police Investigation iii June after peing iold qfihls by Bishop 

MALONE. He also mdicated that BIshop MALONE had ·also been the person to inrol'm him oftlle 

identity of the person lIlaking the allegatiOn. . 

In the week following the charging of Father FLETCHER statements were taken fronl five. members 

of the Catholic Church. Both J)etective BROWN & myselfwereJeft with a very strong impression 

that there had been collusion between these persons & although each' could assert they 'cooperated 

with police' little beyond this was volunteered. . 

Purf! No·2 
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I $poke to Father Robef;l SSARL~ bv phone Oil the )(,lhofMay Z003. } discu~scd briefly with hinran 

incid~t some, years ~80 when A H had yelled abureat hiin outside the )IIelsonBay 

presbytery. He clHlllllenicd to me; "He s~med to bc angry wilh·the world that Dight & in lightaf 

, what ha~now comeau! that may be understanilable." At the time he, was sympathelic & Se~med 

more than haPPJ to speak to invesLisators & assist. When interviewed by Detective BROWN -on 

Monday the 19 of May 2003 be backed away from his former statements recalhng only thaI : Al--I I 

had made comments of, "Nobody loves me.M This resulted in him threatening to call the police & 

telephoning : f%J..'s father e:r: . this mighlbe considered extreme for adrunlc,cn young 

man yclling thllt he was unlOVed. , , . . 
, 'j 

On Tuesday the 17dl of May 2003 Iobtain~d state!llents from Falhers HARRIGAN & BURSTON. 

Bothstatements'were remarlcable for their poor rcepllectioDorimponant conversations & eyents 

surroundiJ\gFa~ler i'l.ETCJ'[BR in the weeks fol1owjrtg the 2"" of June 200!!. The'litOe con~<ersati(ln 

thaI was eVCntually recorded -was anything but free 1\0WiJlI1. Father HAR'RIGAN T~Ued telephoning 

the Vicar General (FlItber SANDERS) soon after A. \-\ ~sabusive call., (Stated 'but 

declined to plaecin s.tatement 'possibly the Monday afternoon or Tuesday morning~) 

J:athcrStJANDERS in hi$ statenlcnl rcmenlbers the,phone call rrom Father HARRIGAN but was 

again unable to recall the exact conversation ,other than being told (he originelcall Was abu-sive & 

alleged F<lther 1·1..ETCHER. was a child mole..~er. Despite'being the second ,highesHanking pffiCial in 

the diowse & worliing closely with the Bishcop he was unsLire ifhc convcyed tbisimporlant,l 

inl'onnation lIqout Fathcr FLETC1-fER's,call to Bishop MA~ONE. This dW not aller even. aiher 

' Bishop MALONE informed him of: 63: 's eonller$alion cOllceming,.Fl.F.TClJF.R. 

Bishop MALONE slat~ that at no time does he recall Father SAUNDERS or any otjler person 

telling him ofF?lhetHARRJGAl:l's phon~ call (regardinpFLETCUER's:abusive ~all). l~ view of 

B~ s conversal1on Wllh the BIshop on the.3' of June 2002 thIS seems IOcredlble to say 

IheJeasl. 

Since that time I hsve been advised from two sources that the victim's narne has become public 

knowledge in the regional catholic community. These persons have expressed' concern for the victim 

liS they feellhat faclionsloyaJ to Father FLETCHER wi1Iattempt to slur the name of the victim & 

his family. II has not been suggested that the church is perpetuating this but nevenheless it ,may, h'a;'c 

long-Ierm conseq\lcnce~. · '. 

tjr:: has contacted myself & asked if Father BURSTQN had 'melitiulJIld to myself ft 

conversation had between them shortly. after the Sth of June 2002 in which BURSTON told him that 

Father Fl.IHCHERJ:tad denied the allegation of abusing AM More impOl"lantly I;ather . . 

BURSTON lold him that Father FLETCHER had dr.nied tbat. ' AH had ever stayed at the Bran)l;lon 

Presbytery (Allegation of the lasl assault)... BI told hinl thai was a lie as he hnd pcrsonally 

driven f\'t\ 10 the PreSbytery Ihat night & spoke to Father FLETCHER himself. He had returned 

the folloWing morning & took ' At\ home. FathcrB.URTON allegedly recalled Father FLETCHER 

having mentioned somelhing Bl>out this sonic time ago & agreed with eI 
Father BURSTON made no mention ofthi~ to myselfin his st.atement, ho.".,evcr fiather FLETCH.llR 

readily recalll:d in his ,interview with myself that I\-H did stay al the Presbytery. In view of this it ' 

would appear that Father FLETCHER thought about the mailer & changed his mind or was possibly ' 

told by BURSTON that . .B'3: could substantiate his son's asserijon, 1 am 10 obtain II 

furll!er statement from ; B1"' ne)(t week & will again speak to Father BURSTON regarding 

Ihls Issue. -
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Ina recent discussion wi!h Bishop MALONE I • e:, l:- . ~as told, 'T~~ n~at~rhas togo to t~e 

DPP yct.& they may decide not to proceed WIth this case. "This may have Jusll1een an -under.slandlOg I 

o.f.processes ,but ~ I wasGO\1Cern~ that ~ere may.have been a hid(\~n l!uggestiOn in this. \, 

commtmt Jbave sinccspok~ to Ji1!ian KELTON of the Ncwcastle 'DPP & she has ~n made aware · 

'of the Ombvruman's-intercsf in this matter. 

Investigators were also collcerned regarding the comments & aclions of 8 police prosecutor Daniel / 

MAllER when FathcrFLHTCHRR appeared at the Maitland Court on !he 14th arMs), 2003. These -

issues wero relayed to the Lower Hunler Crime Manager who has indieated he will be taki ng 

manaseri~1 ~ction; • . . 

Many ofthe issues raised may not be within the investigation ambit of the Ombudsman'S Office but 

~~T~orwmpl.~~L 

PeterRFo ' 
Detootis.ealii 
L(>wcr _ unter 
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