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Pope Francis authorises removal of Bishops negligent on sexual abuse
Francis gives Vatican authority to initiate removal of bishops negligent on sexual abuse

https://www.ncronline.org/news/accountability/francis-gives-vatican-authority-initiate-removal-bishops-negligent-sexual-abuse
By Joshua J. McElwee, Rome, June 4, 2016

Pope Francis has signed a new universal law for the global Catholic Church specifying that a bishop's negligence in response to clergy sexual abuse can lead to his removal from office. The law also empowers several Vatican dicasteries to investigate such bishops and initiate processes of removal, subject to final papal approval.

The move, made by the pontiff in a formal document known as a motu proprio on Saturday, appears to represent a significant moment in the worldwide church's decades-long clergy sexual abuse crisis.

In case after case in the past, the Vatican and church officials would dig in to protect bishops even when there was substantial documented evidence of negligence on their behalf. Now, the pope has formally mandated that the church's offices in Rome must prosecute bishops who fail in protecting children.

"Canon law already foresees the possibility of removal from the ecclesial office 'for grave causes,'" Francis states in a short preamble to the new law, given the Italian name Come una madre amorevole ("Like a loving mother.")

"With the following letter I intend to specify that among those 'grave causes' is included negligence of bishops in the exercise of their office, particularly relative to cases of sexual abuse against minors and vulnerable adults," he continues.

Marie Collins, a member of Francis' Pontifical Commission for the Protection of Minors and an abuse survivor, told NCR she welcomes the new procedures and "hope they will succeed in bringing the accountability survivors have waited for so long."

"The most important aspect of any new procedure is its implementation and that is what we must wait to see," she said.

Boston Cardinal Sean O'Malley, the head of the commission, called the motu proprio "clearly an important and positive step forward."

"We are grateful that our Holy Father has received the recommendations from our Commission members and that they have contributed to this new and significant initiative," he said.

The new measure, comprising five short articles, allows "the competent congregation of the Roman Curia" to begin investigations of local bishops, eparchs, or heads of religious communities when the congregation suspects a leader's negligence has caused "physical, moral, spiritual or patrimonial" harm.

"The diocesan bishop or the eparch or whoever has the responsibility for a particular church, even if temporarily ... can be legitimately removed from his position if he has by negligence, placed or omitted acts caused serious harm to others, whether their physical persons or the community as a whole," states the first article.

"The diocesan bishop or eparch can be removed only if he has objectively been lacking in a very grave manner the diligence that is required of his pastoral office," it continues, specifying: "In the case of abuse against minors or vulnerable adults it is sufficient that the lacking of diligence be grave."

The law obliges the Vatican to notify the local bishop or leader of the investigation and to give him the possibility to produce relevant documents or testimony.

"To the bishop will be given the possibility to defend himself, according to the methods foreseen by the law," it states. "All the steps of the inquiry will be communicated to him and he will always be given the possibility of meeting the superiors of the congregation."

The law states that "if it becomes necessary to remove the bishop" the congregation involved in the matter can either proceed "to give, in the shortest time possible, the decree or removal" or "to exhort the bishop fraternally to present his resignation within 15 days."

"If the bishop does give his response in that time, the congregation can release the decree of removal," it states.

All decisions by Vatican congregations, the law states, "must be subjected to the specific approval of the Roman Pontiff." The pope, it continues, will be assisted in making his decision "by a special association of legal experts of the designated need."
The new law appears to modify a suggestion Francis was given last year by the Pontifical Commission for the Protection of Minors to create a new tribunal at the Vatican to judge bishops who respond inappropriately to sexual abuse claims.

Where a new tribunal would have likely required much time and effort to create, the law deputizes current Vatican offices to undertake that work.

The U.S.-based Survivors Network of those Abused by Priests said in a statement they were "highly skeptical" of the pope's new law. "A 'process' isn’t needed," said the group. "Discipline is what’s needed. A 'process' doesn’t protect kids. Action protects kids. A 'process' is helpful only if it’s used often enough to deter wrongdoing. We doubt this one will be."

Jesuit Fr. Federico Lombardi, the Vatican's chief spokesman, said in a note Saturday that four Vatican congregations would be charged with investigating prelates: for Bishops, for the Evangelization of Peoples, for the Oriental Churches, and for Institutes of Consecrated Life and Societies of Apostolic Life.

The Vatican's chief doctrinal office, the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, will not be involved with the new law "because it is not a matter of crimes of abuse but of negligence of office," Lombardi said.

The spokesman also said that the "special association" that is to assist the pope in deciding on these matters will be a new group of advisers and "you can foresee that this association will be composed of cardinals and bishops."

The new law is to take effect Sept. 5.
12 of 371 readers’ comments 
1. This has more holes in it than a cabbage strainer. Actions will speak stronger than words. 
Just a few of my very quick reactions at first glance of the report.

"A bishop's negligence .....CAN lead to his removal from office" - note "can" not "will".

"Several Vatican dicasteries" are empowered to investigate. Sounds good but who has the casting vote as to whether it will be put forward for pontifical consideration. Why not "one Tribunal" as recommended by the Commission on Abuse. A small group would standardise the procedures; the many dicasteries will dilute and weaken the potential possibilities.

"Canon Law already foresees the possibility of removal" ... "for GRAVE causes".
Why was it never considered a "GRAVE cause" up to now? Was it defined as being excluded? Yet bishops involved in same-sex (and opposite-sex) relationships with (consenting) adults were removed overnight, because IT was considered a "GRAVE cause".

"Now the church's office in Rome must prosecute (guilty) bishops." 
They should be handed over to civil authorities in their own jurisdiction to deal with.

What is a "competent congregation of the Roman Curia"? Their track record to date shows them to be grossly incompetent; concealing and their primary objective was to protect the institution and the abuser. The victim was discouraged and alienated.

What about those bishops identified by international Judicial Reviews; Commissions; and civil court reports, who have already been identified as negligent, causing "physical; moral; spiritual or patrimonial" harm?
In other words ACCOUNTABILITY for past negligence, over previous decades?

The new law comes into effect the 5th of September 2016. Is it retrospective or only relates to new situations listed from the 5th Sept.

I'm afraid my reaction is much like the S.N.A.P. statement of being "highly skeptical". Actions will speak louder than words. I just wonder how many bishops will be even be considered, over the next twelve months. Time will tell.

2. Why would the pope and bishops want to "get it"? That would mean that they would have to have a conscience about protecting their clergy predators and re-victimizing the victims. The pope and bishops seem to have deadened their consciences, in my view, since they show little if any shame, and act as if the suicides of victims around the world and the soul-murder of others are of no consequence. The whole situation is appalling to me. It is hard to get one's head around this deliberate lack of care by so-called men of God, who continue to say what we hope to hear from them, and then they do what they want. Where is their integrity? Maybe that is too much to ask of them, since they are a closed system of elite princes and allowed to be above the law. I do not see that they want change and they are not being forced to change by anyone other than by the brave victim/survivors, who have been uncovering some of the dark side of the papacy for over 25 years.
3. I believe that the core of the problem may be that loyalty to the pope is more important than loyalty to Jesus. Instead of the popes trusting in the words of Jesus that the truth will set us free, and instead of trusting that the Holy Spirit will help us in facing the truth for the greater glory of God, the popes have used human means of protecting the institution by secrecy and LIES. The bishops have been put in a difficult position by the popes and by the policies in the Vatican of secrecy and denial of the truth. Ending the “Pontifical Secret” and opening all files on clergy sexual abuse to the police, will force the pope and bishops to trust in the power of the Holy Spirit to protect the church, instead of depending on themselves alone, in my view.
4. I think they get it, they just don't like where 'getting it' leads. Making bishops accountable to the flock has implications for the whole ecclesial house of cards. I'm quite sure there was all kinds of Vatican opposition to the idea of a sexual abuse tribunal. What Francis just gave us is much ado about nothing. The boys will still be accountable to the boys and we all know how well that has worked with regards to clerical sexual abuse. The boys protect the boys.

5. It may help to know that the four dicasteries (congregations) having jurisdiction over bishops exists because each of the four handle different types of infractions. The Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith (CDF), for instance handles errors in doctrine and theology among bishops: but St. John Paul II added the responsibility for Church investigation and disposition of sexually abusing clerics to the CDF under then Cardinal Ratzinger (who did little with it). The Congregation for Bishops handles other aspects of prelate errors, and so on. I personally do not think that what exists is the best, most efficient, and most effective way of having bishops be held accountable, but the good news is that +Francis is adding some much needed specificity about sex abuse matters to the rules governing those four curial offices. SNAP is always "skeptical" about anything the Church does in being accountable, but that is what their role needs to be, however extreme it happens to get at times, as the external pressure has shown itself to be the major motivation for any bit of the sexual abuse crisis to be revealed and dealt with. I welcome this move by the pope as one more step in prevention. Too bad it wasn't there 25 years ago.

6. This is actually very good that someone can now be fired for not doing his job.
7. True. Canon Law still requires bishops to maintain the Pontifical Secret and so not report clerical CSA to civil authorities in jurisdictions which do not have mandatory reporting laws. It is not clear at all from McElwee's article that these Canonical provisions have been excised from Church Law.
I suspect that what the Vatican is doing is strengthening the legislation which requires bishops to scrupulously observe all aspects of Canon Law as it applies to internal ecclesiastical processes and civil compliance where demanded.
I doubt if the really troublesome Canons covering the Pontifical Secrecy in clerical CSA will ever be struck out of Church Law. 
If there is genuine zeal for God's House, the Pope and his Commission would be following the paper trail back to Benedict XVI/Ratzinger and put him on trial for his appalling treatment of the Irish Bishops and the way he went about preserving Canon Law provisions on the Pontifical Secret thus covering his own papal backside and that of the six popes before him.
The bishops, as you say, were only doing what they were instructed to do under Canon Law. The supreme legislator is the Pope.

8. Re: the "Pontifical Secret," I continue to hope and pray that Pope Francis, on the advice of the commission for protection of minors, will strike that rule from the Church. It is a self-serving evil, a leftover from the days of kingdom (not God's Kingdom) treachery and espionage between popes and emperors and kings when some secrecy was needed for survival, but had then morphed into enabling sexually abusing priests and offending and/or collaborating bishops. It is a stain on the Church before Christ our Lord, and has no place in the Church if it is serious in stopping the abuse of our vulnerable members. This must not stand, and the laity along with Christ-centered clerics and religious should raise their voices and clamor for the secret's removal.

9. Looks like Bishops policing their fellow Bishops. Based on the history of Bishops here in the States, I'd guess that there's a 0% chance of one Bishop bringing an action against a fellow Bishop. I don't see this bring helpful to the Church. But it does sound nice. So there's that.
10. The papacy has had these powers all along, and declined to use them because bishops consider themselves "privileged characters," immune from discipline and judgment, especially from people who are not bishops! The episcopal mindset will not change, and that's what needs to!

11. Nothing will happen. This is a PR move. Years from now people will be asking why no bishop has been disciplined and the papal lie machine will be cranking out a steady flow of "explanations".

12. We have a problem here that runs in a circle feeding upon itself. The men who make the rules — bishops and cardinal bishops — construe themselves to be "Princes of the Church" who are at best subject to a jury of their peers, so to speak, assuming it ever gets even that far. Once obtained, the coveted 'red hat' almost guarantees immunity from accountability. Of course the princely peers are loathe to hold one of their princely cohorts to account because there are too many skeletons laying around in other prelate closets too... in some cases the jury pool itself would be tainted with predation enablers.

There actually has been investigative journalism tracking the extensive web of obfuscation and enabling running across multiple states... even directly amongst the bishops themselves. It is disturbing to read and see the evidence.

So far it seems that RC prelates believe they must hang together to avoid hanging separately. Of course, the journalists who researched and documented all of this are blown off by most of the hierarchy as "enemies of the Church". 
Bottom line: It is highly unlikely that any pew dwellers will be officially investigating or determining the fate of any bishop.

Pope scraps tribunal for bishops who covered up for pedophile priests
http://globalnews.ca/news/2741946/pope-scraps-tribunal-for-bishops-who-covered-up-for-pedophile-priests/ 

By Nicole Winfield, Vatican City, June 4, 2016

Pope Francis on Saturday scrapped his proposed tribunal to prosecute bishops who covered up for pedophile priests after it ran into opposition and instead clarified legal procedures to remove them if the Vatican finds they were negligent.

The new procedures sought to answer long-standing demands by survivors of abuse that the Vatican hold bishops accountable for botching abuse cases. Victims have long accused bishops of covering up for pedophiles, moving rapists from parish to parish rather than reporting them to police — and suffering no consequences.

But the new law was immediately criticized by survivors of abuse as essentially window dressing since there were already ways to investigate and dismiss bishops for wrongdoing — they were just rarely used against bishops who failed to protect their flocks from pedophiles.

Analysts suggested the new law was much ado about very little. 
“There is nothing breaking here: The congregations could already do that,” said Kurt Martens, professor of canon law at The Catholic University of America. He said what is significant about the new law is that it makes no mention of the original proposal for the tribunal, which would have treated negligence as a crime and prosecuted it as such.

“Does that mean the tribunal isn’t going to come because there was too much opposition?” he asked.

The main U.S. victims’ group, SNAP, said it was “extraordinarily skeptical” that the new procedures would amount to any wave of dismissals since popes have always had the power to oust bishops but haven’t wielded it.

“A ‘process’ is helpful only if it’s used often enough to deter wrongdoing. We doubt this one will be,” SNAP’s David Clohessy said.

In the law, Francis acknowledged that the church’s canonical code already allowed for a bishop to be removed for “grave reasons.” But he said he wanted to precisely state that negligence in handling abuse cases counted as one of those reasons.

Bishops “must undertake a particular diligence in protecting those who are the weakest among their flock,” Francis wrote in the law, called a motu proprio.

The statute essentially does away with a proposal approved by Francis last year to establish an accountability tribunal inside the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith to hear negligence cases. Francis’ sex abuse advisory board had recommended that the Congregation prosecute negligent bishops because it already oversees actual sex abuse cases against clergy.

But that proposal posed a host of legal and bureaucratic issues and ran into opposition from bishops and the Vatican bureaucracy. In the end, Francis backed off and instead essentially reminded the four Vatican offices that already handle bishop issues that they were also responsible for investigating and punishing negligence cases involving abuse.

Marie Collins, an abuse survivor who is a member of Francis’ abuse advisory board, said while it was “depressing” that the tribunal proposal had stalled for a year, the new procedures emphasizing negligence show that bishop accountability “has not been allowed to disappear into the sand.”

“As a survivor, I am hoping the congregations involved will implement these new procedures as speedily as possible, as the success or failure of any initiative can only be judged on visible results,” she said in an email to The Associated Press.

In the law, Francis said a bishop can be removed if his actions or omissions cause “grave harm” — physical, moral, spiritual or financial — to individuals or communities. The bishop himself doesn’t need to be morally guilty. It’s enough if he is purely lacking in the diligence required of his office.

The procedures call for the Vatican to start an investigation when “serious evidence” is provided that a bishop was negligent. The bishop can defend himself. At the end of the investigation, the Vatican can prepare a decree removing the bishop or ask him to resign.

Any decision to remove the bishop must first be approved by the pope, who will be advised by legal experts, the law says.

Even before the new procedures were announced, two U.S. bishops who bungled abuse cases resigned on their own: Bishop Robert Finn in Kansas City-St. Joseph, Missouri, and Archbishop John Nienstedt in St. Paul and Minneapolis.

'Like a loving mother': Negligence and abuse in the Catholic clergy
http://www.catholic.org/news/hf/faith/story.php?id=69272 

(CNA/EWTN News) Catholic Online (www.catholic.org), Vatican City, June 5, 2016

On Saturday, Pope Francis issued an edict on the protection of minors and vulnerable adults, in which he said that negligence on the part of a bishop can constitute removal from office.
Entitled "Like a loving mother," the edict -- officially called a motu proprio - contributes to existing norms in place with regard to abuse cases. It particularly pertains to bishops, eparchs, or religious superiors who are deemed guilty of negligence in such cases.
In a statement, Holy See press office director, Fr. Federico Lombardi, drew attention to two points in the motu proprio. The first is that a bishop can be guilty of lacking in diligence even in the absence of "grave moral culpability on his part."

The second point is, in cases pertaining to the abuse of minors and vulnerable adults, "it is sufficient for the lack of diligence be grave" for a bishop to be removed from office. In other cases, a "very grave" lack of diligence is necessary for a bishop's removal.
Canon law already makes provisions for the removal of bishops "for grave reasons," as is noted in the motu proprio.

The document states that diocesan bishops and eparchs, whether permanent or temporary, can be subject to removal on account of negligence -- either through "committed or omitted acts" -- if such failure resulted in "physical, moral, spiritual, or patrimonial" harm to an individual or a community as a whole.
Investigations into the conduct of bishops will be carried out by four "competent Congregations," Fr. Lombardi's statement reads.

Fr. Lombardi said the congregations charged with investigations are: the Congregation for Bishops, the Congregation for The Evangelisation of Peoples, the Congregation for Oriental Churches, and the Congregation for Institutes of Consecrated Life and Societies of Apostolic Life.

If, after investigations, this team of congregations determine it is necessary to remove the bishop, they will decide whether to remove him immediately, or give him fifteen days to resign. If the bishop does not resign in the allotted period, the congregations can decree his removal from office.
The decision made by the congregation must be submitted for approval by the Pope, "who will be assisted by a special college of lawyers, duly assigned."

The Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith will not be involved in these cases because they pertain to negligence, not abuse, Fr. Lombardi said in the statement.

"Like a loving mother," Pope Francis writes, in reference to the title of the motu proprio, "the Church loves all her children, but cares for and protects the smallest and most defenseless with a very particular affection: it is a task which Christ himself entrusted to the entire Christian community as a whole."

For this reason, the Pope writes, the Church pays "vigilant attention to the protection of children and vulnerable adults."
While it is the responsibility of the entire Church to protect minors and vulnerable adults, bishops, eparchs, and those with responsibilities in a particular Church, must be extra diligent, Francis writes.
"With the present letter, I intend to clarify that, among the said 'grave reasons,' is included negligence of bishops in exercising their office, in particular as regards cases of sexual abuse committed against minors and vulnerable adults, envisaged by the [motu proprio] Sacramentorum Sanctitatis Tutela, promulgated by St. John Paul II, and amended by my beloved predecessor, Benedict XVI.

Episcopal accountability and the motu proprio
https://www.ncronline.org/blogs/distinctly-catholic/episcopal-accountability-and-motu-proprio
By Michael Sean Winters, June 6, 2016

The Vatican took an enormously large step towards completing the Catholic Church's assault on the scourge of sexual abuse by clergy on Saturday when Pope Francis issued his motu proprio entitled "Come una madre amorevole" or, in English, "Like a loving mother." My colleague Joshua McElwee was yet again first with the story and you can find his report here.
The document helps confront the last, critical piece of the puzzle in any effective strategy to confront the scourge of clergy sex abuse: episcopal accountability. Until bishops know that they will be held accountable for their actions and, perhaps more importantly, for their inaction, all the other architecture for protecting children was sitting on a shaky foundation. You can train ministers who work with children. You can adopt norms like those in the Dallas Charter that established zero tolerance for priests and deacons who abuse a child sexually. You can require lay review boards and have diocesan audits. But, unless the bishops who oversee all this know that they are accountable for enforcing the norms and the culture of zero tolerance, it is easy to see how there can be backsliding.

In far too many depositions pertaining to conduct after, repeat, after, the Dallas Charter on Child Protection was adopted in 2002, we see bishops and other diocesan officials thinking that they can handle Fr. X or that they can get Fr. Y to amend his ways. No, no, no. This is too close to the kind of thinking that got us into the scandal in the first place: That also had a heavy dose of thinking a cover up would somehow serve the church, to say nothing of the careers of the bishops and clergy doing the covering up. But, the idea that we can ignore the rules that are in place to handle something on our own, on an issue like this, has proven to be the opening wedge for a regime of laxity and, consequently, the endangerment of children.
In the end, protecting children requires not only a change in laws, or training, or procedures. It requires a change in culture. And the culture of the Catholic Church is shaped enormously by the bishops who lead it. How many new bishops have been consecrated, who were not in the room in Dallas and did not experience the anguish? There is only one living cardinal, Cardinal Roger Mahony, who was on the fateful telephone call with Cardinal Bernard Law, when Law said he would stay and fight if the other U.S, cardinals would support him, and he was met with absolute silence. It is only when new bishops and new cardinals understand the gravity of the issue for their own careers that the culture will really change. Seeing "Spotlight" is not enough.
There has been some confusion in the Vatican about whose job it is to police the compliance of the bishops with their own norms for protecting children. This confusion mirrors that in the 1990s, when it was not clear which dicastery had jurisdiction in child sex abuse cases. This earlier confusion was resolved by giving the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith jurisdiction in clergy sex abuse cases. But, the CDF had no jurisdiction to discipline bishops who were not abusers themselves but who tolerated abuse. The new motu proprio vests jurisdiction in these cases with the congregations responsible for naming bishops and confirming heads of religious orders in the first place: The Congregation for Bishops, the Congregation for the Propagation of the Faith, the Congregation for Eastern Churches, and the Congregation for Religious will now be tasked with investigating charges of neglect regarding the protection of children by those who will be most familiar with these men.
There are those who suggest that nothing much has changed. "There is nothing breaking here," Kurt Martens, a canon law professor at the Catholic University of America, told the Associated Press. "The congregations could already do that [investigate and recommend removal of bishops]." Martens led an effort at last year's Canon Law Society meeting to pass a resolution opposing Pope Francis' efforts to streamline the annulment process. Lucky for Mr. Martens that the church is not like baseball or he would have two strikes already!
Similarly, the survivors' organization, SNAP, regrettably, sounded a note of skepticism too. We must always stipulate: Someone who has been sexually abused has the right to be angry for the rest of their lives, but an advocacy group must also ask if scorning all good faith efforts at reform really does anything to prevent future incidences of sex abuse. The organization said it did not want "a process" but "action" to which the obvious rejoinder is that an action without a process, in a matter as grave as this, would be capricious at best, and a source of further injustice at worst. Should bishops be removed because SNAP issues a press release? Are there other sorts of criminality that we treat in such a cavalier manner?
Another concern I have heard this weekend is about personnel, namely that the foxes are still tending the foxes. While always relevant, this is also always unavoidable. Congress sets up its own ethics committee. An editorial board must enforce its own standards of veracity and balance. Many times a powerbroker or even a mere bureaucrat can frustrate an important, even vital, policy initiative. Too often, even the well-intentioned over-think an issue, considering all manner of hypotheticals, forgetting the sage advice to let the difficulties argue for themselves. Change is often prevented and new avenues unexplored in any organization unless there is leadership. The motu proprio makes it clear Pope Francis intends to provide such leadership.
To those who think nothing has changed, I would invoke an historical metaphor. In 1789, the Constitution of the United States was adopted. In 1803, the U.S. Supreme Court issued its ruling in Marbury v. Madison, establishing for all time the principle of judicial review. Nothing in the pertinent sections of the Constitution had changed in those intervening years. The "law" had not "changed." But, what had previously been uncertain -- who had the final say in what was and was not constitutional -- was now explicit, and the subsequent legal and political culture changed enormously, and that change is with us still. If you read the text of the Constitution, it is obvious that the judiciary is the weakest of the three branches. Tell that to Al Gore.
In the case of this motu proprio, reading the text makes it abundantly clear that the Holy Father intends the four dicasteries to take their job seriously. "The document does communicate a sense of urgency and clarity that was not there before. If the dicasteries were hesitant or confused about their role, they no longer have that excuse," Cardinal Sean O'Malley told NCR in an email Sunday. "And because it has to do with accountability, all the eyes of the world will be upon them. I am sure that we will be making recommendations for greater procedural clarity but the Holy Fathers intent could not be any more clear: Bishops must be held responsible for their actions or inaction." Indeed, the whole tenor of the text is one of urgency and seriousness.
There are things that remain to be spelled out, for example, who initiates a charge? Other things are very clear: The legal hurdle for removing a bishop is lower if the charge is negligence regarding child protection than it is for all other forms of negligence. The role and scope of the "College of jurists" the motu proprio establishes will clearly be influential, advising the pope on specific cases and consisting of senior prelates, but it is unclear if they can initiate a case or merely advise on a case started by others. I would expect that this "College of jurists" will itself serve as a prod to any dicastery that drags its feet.
A word about Cardinal Sean O'Malley, without whom none of this would be happening. The rap on the cardinal is that he does not throw his weight around, and that is true. He is not the kind of cardinal who looks at a given situation and feels the need to place his own resolution upon it, and there are plenty of curial officials who wake up every morning thinking the world is their oyster, there to be remade as they wish. But, Cardinal O'Malley's success in getting the glacial processes of the Vatican to respond relatively quickly to the clergy sex abuse issue is, I would argue, precisely a result of his utter lack of guile. No one likes to break up the club and he is doing so. Had some cardinal whose wiliness and capacity for intrigue was well known been leading the charge for these changes, he could have been blocked in part by other cardinals charging him with trying to manipulate the system for his own ends, usually to increase his own power. No one would think this of Cardinal Sean. Just so, he has been able to achieve what no one else has previously been able to achieve: real reform. By way of contrast, Cardinal George Pell is still fighting rearguard actions on the Vatican's finances. Cardinal O'Malley is making real progress on fighting clergy sex abuse and I think that progress is directly tied to his own personal qualities as a leader: His effectiveness is rooted in the fact that "effectiveness" is not his first, or even third, yardstick for measuring success. Quod cumque dixerit facite is his episcopal motto and his yardstick, and it shows.
Rome was not built in a day and it will not be changed in a day. Everyone, even a bishop, deserves a system that affords justice. I do not share the usual liberal concern for transparency in such matters because the prospect of false accusations is too great, and a reputation once besmirched, especially on an issue as cringe-worthy as sexually abusing a child, will never be restored. A future pope could surely backslide on these initiatives of Pope Francis. That is why we need to change the culture. This motu proprio helps achieve that. It should be applauded not denigrated.  
Msgr. Kenneth Lasch Commenting on Pope Francis' Apostolic Letter, "Like a Loving Mother"
https://www.prlog.org/12582801-msgr-kenneth-lasch-commenting-on-pope-francis-apostolic-letter-like-loving-mother.html 

By Michael Sean Winters, Morristown NJ, August 27, 2016

On June 4, 2016, Pope Francis promulgated a new law applicable to the entire church.  Issued as a motu proprio (of one's own initiative), the letter is entitled "Come una madre amorevole" in Italian and translated "Like a loving mother."  It specifies that the love and care of the smallest and most vulnerable in the Christian community is the responsibility of the community as a whole but particularly pastors, bishops, and eparchs who, under Canon Law, can be removed from office "for grave causes" which include negligence in performance of their duties, especially in dealing with the "sexual abuse of minors and vulnerable adults."
Boston Cardinal Sean O'Malley who heads the Pontifical Commission for the Protection of Minors states that this is "Clearly an important and positive step forward."
Marie Collins, abuse survivor and member of the Pontifical Commission, states "The most important aspect of any new procedure is its implementation and that is what we must wait to see."
SNAP (Survivors Network of those Abused by Priests):   "…highly skeptical…a process is helpful only if it's used often enough to deter wrongdoing.  We doubt this one will be."

Msgr. Kenneth Lasch has been a leading advocate for survivors of abuse for more than three decades. He is retired from St. Joseph's Parish in Mendham, NJ, where at least two dozen boys were sexually abused by a former pastor. When a few young men came forward to report the crime, Msgr. Lasch immediately offered the victims compassion and consolation, and led their efforts not only to heal but pursue justice from the Diocese of Paterson and other entities.
Will New Papal Instruction on Clerical Sex Abuse Target Danneels, Barros?
https://onepeterfive.com/will-new-papal-instruction-clerical-sex-abuse-target-danneels-barros/
By Steve Skojec, June 4, 2016

Vatican Radio reports on the issuance of a new motu proprio letter from Pope Francis that aims to deal with episcopal enablers of clerical sex abuse:

In a new Apostolic Letter, issued motu proprio, Pope Francis has established new norms providing for the removal of Bishops (or those equivalent to them in Canon Law) from their offices in cases where they have “through negligence, committed or omitted acts that have caused grave harm to others, either with regard to physical persons, or with regard to the community itself.”
The Apostolic Letter “Come una madre amorevole” (As a Loving Mother) also clarifies that, with regard “to abuse of minors or vulnerable adults, it is sufficient that the lack of diligence be grave.”

In a note explaining the new procedures, the Director of the Holy See Press Office, Father Federico Lombardi, SJ, said, “The Apostolic Letter insists on the importance of vigilant care for the protection of minors and vulnerable adults, calling for a ‘particular diligence.” Therefore, he continued, “it clarifies that negligence regarding cases of sexual abuse committed against children or vulnerable adults are among the ‘grave causes’ that justify removal from ecclesiastical Offices, even of Bishops.”

We already know that Francis is keen to discipline orthodox bishops implicated in such malfeasance, as was the case with Bishop Finn of Kansas City-St. Joseph, whose case we covered here, here, and here. But what about Francis’ personal friends? The ones who, like Cardinal Godfried Danneels of Belgium — who was caught on tape attempting to silence a victim of clerical sex abuse — helped to get Francis elected? As I shared with our readers last year:

On April 8, 2010, the newly retired Cardinal Danneels received some visitors at his home. They were the relatives of the Bishop of Bruges, Roger Vangheluwe, Danneels’ close friend. At this meeting, the nephew of Vangheluwe described a long and sordid 13 year molestation by his uncle, the Bishop of Bruges. Cardinal Danneels advised the nephew not to go public with the sexual abuse. During the meeting, Danneels advised the young man not to “make a lot of noise” about the abuse he endured from his uncle bishop because Vangheluwe was scheduled to retire in a year anyway. “It would be better that you wait,” advised Danneels, while also urging the young man to forgive his uncle.
“The conversation was tape recorded by the nephew and subsequently released to the press. Cardinal Danneels, the former head of Belgium’s Roman Catholic Church for 3 decades, could be heard on tape urging this sexual abuse victim to stay quiet and not disclose the abuse until after the bishop who repeatedly molested him over a span of 13 years could retire. After the release of the recording, Danneels did not dispute the authenticity of the conversation. A media firestorm was unleashed in Belgium, a country still reeling over institutional cover ups of child sex abuse.

Or what of Bishop Barros, who raised eyebrows in the pope’s own anti-abuse commission and whose appointment as Bishop of Osorno in Chile was met with passionate protests? What of Francis’ scornful response to these concerns?

“The Osorno community is suffering because it’s dumb,” Pope Francis told a group of tourists on St. Peter’s Square in Vatican City, because it “has let its head be filled with what politicians say, judging a bishop without any proof.”
“Don’t be led by the nose by the leftists who orchestrated all of this,” the pope said.

The video, filmed by an Argentine tourist in May, was obtained by a Chilean television station and broadcast Friday, quickly instilling doubts here about the pope’s commitment to protecting victims of sexual abuse.

[…]
Hundreds of demonstrators interrupted Bishop Barros’s installation ceremony in March, blocking his passage and shouting, “Barros, get out of the city!” The protests have not stopped since, but this time the anger has turned to the pope.

“The pope’s comments aggravated our discontent,” said Juan Carlos Claret, a spokesman for Osorno’s Lay Organization, which has been holding protests and candlelight vigils against Bishop Barros for months.

“It is the Church of Osorno that is demonstrating; we are not taking orders from political parties,” Mr. Claret said. “We are now seeing the real face of Pope Francis, and we demand an explanation.”

Some people I respect — individuals with reasonably solid theological training — say that the new changes actually represent an improvement, a clarification where there was previously ambiguity. And of course, actual cases of episcopal cover-up of such crimes demand to be addressed without equivocation.
There is currently no English text of the motu proprio, but sources in Rome tell me that it is primarily directed at ordinaries currently serving in episcopal sees. This seems strange when “retired” Cardinals like Law and Danneels are still out there, consequence free. Barros is a new bishop, and thus, should be among the first to earn the scrutiny of this new document, but if Francis really means business on this issue, Danneels can’t go unaffected.

The simple fact is this: if friends of the pope are off limits, the new procedures are all but worthless. And to be frank, we don’t need another weapon, however appealing it may be on the surface, that will ultimately be used only against bishops who allow Catholic Tradition to flourish in their dioceses, oppose the obvious interpretations of Amoris Laetitia, or in some other way “make trouble” for the current program of the Holy See.

Of 37 readers’ comments almost all of which are highly critical of Pope Francis:
1. More Papal waffle. They won't touch Danneels or Barros or any other in-house supporter, but use this motu proprio to wield a stick against Traditional Bishops whenever they can. Pope Emeritus Benedict laid down certain guidelines which were never enforced. It was all too little & too late and this initiative of PF is also.
2. Exactly! This was my very first thought as I read this. Another tool to reign in Traditional Bishops.
3. The short answer (to the Q in the title) is no way. It's just another excuse to accuse a faithful bishop and take him out. I wonder how long it will be before Cardinal Burke and Bishop Schneider are accused.

Pope Francis continues showing disdain for victims who were sexually violated by clergy. His history in Argentina is horrible, refusing to meet with victims and his efforts to protect proven pedophile cleric Fr. Grassi were repulsive. 
He has shown his true colors when caught by a tourists video calling concerned Catholics stupid and leftists because they spoke up about Barros witnessing and protecting a serial abuser.
4. Francis let a dangerous pedophile Wesolowski wander around Rome while under bogus house arrest. Wesolowski also downloaded scores of child porn while awaiting the ridiculous Vatican trial. I have lost all hope in Francis after he complimented US bishops for their response to the sexual abuse crisis. He is another say one thing but do another church leader. He promises transparency but then lies in response to the UN report on child sexual abuse. He stated that he has no control or responsibility for any priest, bishop or Catholic employee outside of Vatican City.

How very sad! These deceitful antics continue to cause more pain for victims.
5. It is nearly inconceivable that Francis would waste a single calorie in action not designed to destroy the Church. Sure, this works for show to msm. But it will be wielded against the faithful and those few Bishops with loyalty to Christ. Any other ultimate purpose would shock.
6. Personally, I feel this document is just a cover to accuse good and faithful bishops of wrongdoing and get them out of the way. Judging by the broad definitions put in place in the document, this seems to be the case. We will know for sure once we get an accurate translation, though.
Vatican maze: Retracing the path of abuse accountability proposals
http://www.catholicnews.com/services/englishnews/2017/vatican-maze-retracing-the-path-of-abuse-accountability-proposals.cfm
By Carol Glatz, Vatican City, March 16, 2017
Recent exchanges in the media between the head of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith and a former member of a papal advisory commission have highlighted a lack of clarity and transparency when it comes to finding better ways to make bishops and religious superiors more accountable for how they handle allegations of sexual abuse.
The first muddying of the waters occurred in early June 2015 when a Vatican press office briefing and bulletin announced, "The Holy Father approved proposals and authorized that sufficient resources" be provided for a new "judicial section" in the doctrinal congregation in order for the congregation "to judge bishops with regard to crimes of abuse of office."

While officials told reporters that the Council of Cardinals and Pope Francis approved the proposal presented by Cardinal Sean P. O'Malley of Boston, head of the Pontifical Commission for the Protection of Minors, it was not a "papal fiat," but rather just a green light for the offices involved to flesh out what procedures could uphold greater accountability, a source familiar with the situation told Catholic News Service.

However, at the time of the announcement, the media and commission members, according to Marie Collins -- the newly resigned commission member -- were led to believe it was "a done deal" that just awaited implementation. Further proof that the recommendations never carried any legislative weight is that they were never published in "Acta Apostolicae Sedis," the Vatican's official bulletin of record.
But even though the announcement was made to the public, Collins said, and media around the world reported it as having been authorized, no one stepped forward to officially clarify or correct the record that the pope's "approval" was just enthusiastic encouragement. "No one came out to say, 'No, no, it's only just a project or something that will be discussed" further, she said March 15 by phone from Ireland.

Collins told CNS that she and other commission members were told four months after the Vatican announcement that the tribunal proposal "was not happening. There was absolutely no explanation" other than that the doctrinal congregation was not going to implement it.

So when Cardinal Gerhard Muller, congregation prefect, told the Italian newspaper "Corriere della Sera" March 5 that the proposal for a new judicial section in the doctrinal office had never been a mandate, but only "a plan," he was correct. But that kind of clarity is only emerging officially now, nearly two years later, after Collins quit the commission and very publicly criticized "resistance" to the commission's recommendations.

The commission's proposal for the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith to try bishops for abuse of office was unnecessary, Cardinal Mueller said in the interview, because "the tools and juridical means" and authority for keeping bishops accountable were already in place.

However, if that really had been the case, Collins told CNS, there should have been a lot more bishops being held accountable for mishandling abuse allegations over the years. "Obviously, more was needed," she said.

In fact, while all the laws on accountability are in theory already there, the problem had been a lack of a well-developed and clear process for dealing with the reporting and judging of such claims, a canon law expert told CNS.

An indication the pope and others agreed the status quo was not enough was the pope's issuance in June 2016 of the motu proprio, "Like a Loving Mother."

"It shows that the pope wasn't giving up on accountability," she said, and that he didn't agree that further measures were not needed.

Abuse of office always has been a crime as defined in canon 1389, and canon law always has allowed removal from office "for grave reasons." The motu proprio connected those two dots, underlining that negligence in exercising one's office, particularly in cases of the sexual abuse of minors, was among the "grave reasons" that could lead to removal.

The motu proprio emphasizes that not just diocesan bishops or eparchs, but also major superiors of religious institutes could be legitimately removed if their actions or failure to act resulted in grave harm to others. It specified that when it came to negligence regarding sex abuse, a "lack of diligence" was enough to make the case "grave" and open to sanctions.

The papal instruction, however, addresses accountability without involving the doctrinal office -- unless the pope deems it necessary on a case-by-case basis.

It upholds, but fleshes out, the current practice of sending cases to the particular congregation that has jurisdiction over the accused: the congregations for Bishops, Eastern Churches, the Evangelization of Peoples or Institutes of Consecrated Life and Societies of Apostolic Life.

It continues with the practice of dealing with the crime of negligence as an administrative process. It only becomes a judicial process that goes to trial if the case is not clear-cut or if the accused contests the accusation. At that point, the pope is at liberty to assign the trial to any tribunal, not just the Vatican's doctrinal office, but also to an ad hoc tribunal if he so chooses and gives it the necessary jurisdiction, the canonical expert told CNS.

One of the reasons why the commission insisted on having one clearly defined tribunal be charged with accusations was to rectify a potential conflict of interest in the current system where the Congregation of Bishops is charged with overseeing the investigation and suggested sanction of a brother bishop, Collins said.

"You don't put the same people in charge of administering the sanctions; they're judging their own. That in normal society is not accepted as a good idea. That would be my objection," she said.

Also, she said, the huge publicity the proposed tribunal received actually led to people sending in cases, "but it wasn't there and nobody said it's not here."

She said even though she had no authority at the time as a commission member to come out with an official statement, she began to tell people -- survivors and media -- about a year ago that the tribunal "was not happening" because "I did not believe anything like that should be kept secret."

However, she said, "It didn't cause much of a kerfuffle at the time. Maybe people didn't believe me."

Holding church leaders accountable with a tribunal and with transparently administered and publicly stated sanctions had been a major priority for Collins, and the tribunal being scrapped was just one of many reasons she quit as an adviser.

"If there are no sanctions, (all the policies and guidelines on child protection) are not worth the paper they are written on. You have to make people accountable." 
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