
date 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
xx 
xx 

Dear Fr. Buck 

Attached please find a decree that I have issued today. As you will note, the decree forbids you 
from " ... frequenting, visiting or inhabitin Illinois, or any 
other location 

I want to draw your attention to two points. The first one is that the effect of this decree is 
temporary; it applies only until the canonical processes have been completed. The second one is 
that I am doing this in part for your own protection, as I mention explicitly in paragraph 11. 

I am sorry to have to do this. However, having consulted with all those involved in this 
situation, I feel that this is now necessary. 

A copy of this decree is also being sent to your Attorney and to your Canonical Advocate. 

Please know that you are in my prayers during these difficult days. 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

Francis Cardinal George omi 
Archbishop of Chicago 

CC: Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi 
Rev. James Kaczorowski 
Rev. Kenneth Kaucheck 
Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Mr. John O'Malley 
Mr. Patrick G. Reardon 
Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic 
Mr. James Serritella 
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Rev. Daniel Buck 
xx 
xx 

Dear Fr. Buck 

Attached please find a decree that I have issued today. As you will note, the decree forbids you 
from using the house at -which is owned jointly by you and several other priests of 
the Archdiocese. 

There are two points that I wish to draw to your attention. The first one is that this applies only 
until all the canonical processes have been completed. The second one is that I am doing this in 
part for your own protection, as I mention explicitly in paragraph 11. 

I am sorry to have to do this. However, having consulted with all those involved in this 
situation, I feel that this is now necessary. 

A copy of this decree is also being sent to your Attorney and to your Canonical Advocate. 

Please know that you are in my prayers during these difficult days. 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 
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The ·Individual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal· of promoting the safety of minors. 
Additionally, the ISP protects the integrity of the Church and serves as a safeguard for individual priest 
or deacon. As iong as the cleric is a client of the Qffice of Professional Responsibility, he will be subject 
to appropriate' protocols, restrictions and monitoring under the authority of the Vicar for Priests and 

. ·supervised by the Professional Responsibility Administrator (PRA). The agreement of a priest or .deacon 
. to abide by the!)e protocols is not understood to prove the. truth of ~my allegation and is not intended to be 
an admission of guilt for any delict or crime, whether in Canon Law, or State and Federal Law. This 
agreement rep~esents the cooperation of the cleric with his bishop as he exercises his pastoral office (e.g., 
Canons 369 and 392). 

This ISP· for "£ev. -jy~( fQVIUf?- . is as follows (PRA to initial all that apply): 
·. 

1. • The client is restricted from being alone with a minor or minors, that is anyone under the age of . 
18, without the presence of another responsible adult. · 

A\, , . 

2 .. 

'3. 

4. /'/i.... ... :{Ihe "Clergy Da.ily Log" to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the mcinit.or. The 
· \.leg·'is a tool th.at is used for the protection of minors, the cleric, the monitor and the Archdiocese. 

Although it identifies time periods, it is intended to provide a general record of the day rather than , 
. a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-site activity, please include your destination and the 
general purpose of the visit or activity. For example, it is enough to indicate that you did personal 
shopping at a given Shopping Center rather than the details of each individual store. However, if 
·your self-description is challenged or a complaint is lodged with the Archdiocese, some 

. . dO£l!_mentation and verification may be necessary to sufficiently address the situation . 

. 5: (§Rbide by the assi1JI1II1ent ofresidence t~ (' UdWIA) 9y 1 fu{rl '&f!Lt!J- How;;:; 
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6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

.<\ 

(vJ }Must complete and submit the "TravelNacation Agreement'', and obtain concurrence with 
H1.t}/Agreement, prior to a scheduled departure. In the event of a prolonged stay in a particular 
location, the Archdiocese is required to notify the Ordinary of that place of your presence there. 

u.JJA Attendance at a recommended support group 
(please indicate specific support group). Recommended frequency of __ times per week/month 
(please circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy 
Daily Log" forms. · 

No inappropriate use of computers, software, Internet capabilities, communications tools or video 
technology. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees apply as they do to all Archdiocesan 
personnel. ht. f}.s-v1u{i- c:A./U.ZS ·;,'VOf- th•\.J' //'\. tlt (.{} VV/ V:}'(A.A-c>v 

No ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other Sacrament or 
Sacramental without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests. FY. !e-AVlDli· f.~pv..cs.c;;,~~c;(' 
/S,<;.{\/V<;;. I l 1QVJ[..c>V'jr1<; lN I ~Ml\11<:.. ·- hti(~~ c;_49olibt/\ 1-o v:p ( ·iew - Gd. l1VtA Ce.) 

Refrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a 
priest/deacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the 
'clerical shirt'). 

On-site visits by the PRA and the VP annually to include a meeting with the cleric. 

This Individual Specific Protocol is to be reviewed annually with PRA, VP, and the cleric. Also, there 
can be additional, written notations tailored to the needs of a specific situation which are signed .by all 
parties and appended to this document. Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve 
consultation with the cleric, his monitor, the PRA, and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PRA, or the 
VP can initiate the discussion for change or alteration, or request that this Individual Specific Protocol be 
reviewed by the Professional Responsibility Review Board. At the discretion of any of the parties, the 
legal and/or canonical counsel of the cleric may be involved in the discussions. 

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all of these individual specific Protocols. 

Signature of PRA: ___________________ Date: _________ _ 

Signature of VP: ____________________ Date: _________ _ 

Additional, written notations appended to this document? yes D no D 
(Revised l/XII/04) 
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The Individual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal of promoting the safety of minors. 
Additionally, the ISP protects the integrity of the Church and serves as a safeguard for individual priest 
or deacon. As long as the cleric is a client of the Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review, he 
will be subject to appropriate protocols, restrictions and monitoring under the authority of the Vicar for 
Priests and supervised by the Director of the Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review 
(Director). The agreement of a priest or deacon to ·abide by these protocols is not understood to prove the 
truth of any allegation and is not intended.to be an admission· of guilt for any delict or crime, whether in 
Canon Law, or State and Federal Law. This agreement represents the cooperation of the cleric with his 
bishop as he exercises his pastoral office (e.g., Canons 369 and 392). 

This ISP for Rev. Daniel Buck is as follows (Director to initial all that apply): 

. 1. ·. The client is restricted from being alone ~th a minor or minors, that is anyone under the age· of 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

18, without the presence of another responsible adult. 

. I 

The "Clergy Daily Log" to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the on-site 
ervisor. The log is a tool that is use~ for the protection of minors, the cleric, the on-site 

supervisor and the Archdiocese. Although it identifies time periods, it is intended to provide a 
general record of the day rather than a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-site activity, 
please include your destination and the general purpose of the visit or activity. For example, it is 
enough to indicate that you did personal shopping at a given Shopping Center rather than the 
details of each individual store. However, if your self-description is challenged or a complaint is 
lodged with the Archdiocese, some documentation and verification may be necessary to 

.)\\iently address the situation. ~ · 

( (9 Abide by the assignment of residence to Cardinal Stritch Retre~t House, Mundelein, IL. 
I 
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6. t.:5\_ _ust complete and submit the "Travel/Vacation Agreement," and obtain concurrence with 
~~eement, prior to a scheduled departure. In the event of a prolonged stay in a particular 
location, the Archdiocese is required to notify the Ordinary of that place of your presence there. 

7. ~ Attendance at a recommended su~port group 
(please indicate specific support group). Recommended frequency of __ times per week/month 
(please circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy 
Daily Log" forms. 

8. No inappropriate use of computers, software, Internet capabilities, communications tools or video 
technology. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago_ and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees apply as they do to all Archdiocesan 
personnel. 

9. No ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other Sacrament or 
Sacramental without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests. 

10. Refrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a 
priest/deacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the 
'clerical shirt'). 

11. On-si.te visits by the Director and the VP annually to inelude a meeting with the cleric. 

This Individual Specific Protocol is to be reviewed annually with the Director, VP, and the cleric. Also, 
there can be additional, written notations tailored to the needs of a specific situation which are signed by 
all parties and appended to this document. Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve 
consultation with the cleric, his on-site supervisor, the Director, and the VP. The cleric, his on-site 
supervisor, the Director, or the VP can initiate the discussion for change or alteration, or request that this 
Individual Specific Protocol be reviewed by the independent Review Board. At the discretion of any of 
the parties, the legal and/or canonical counsel of the cleric may be involved in the discussions. 

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all of these individual specific Protocols. 

Signature of Director: _____________ Date: ________ _ 

Signature of VP: Date: 
--------------~ ----------

Additional, written notations appended to this document? yes D no D 
(Revised 4/5/07) 
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The Individual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal of protecting minors. Additionally, 
the TSP protects the integrity of the Church and serves as a safeguard for individual priest or deacon. As 
long as the cleric is a client of the Office of Professional Responsibility, he will be subject to appropriate 
protocols, restrictions and monitoring under the authority of the Vicar for Priests and supervised by the 
Professional Responsibility Administrator (PRA); please refer to protocol number 15. The agreement of 
a priest or deacon to abide by these protocols is not understood to prove the truth of any allegation and is 
not intended to be an admission of guilt for any delict or crime, whether in Canon Law, or State and 
Federal Law. This agreement represents the cooperation of the cleric with his bishop as he exercises his 
pastoral office (e.g., Canons 369 and 392). 

This ISP for b/JV\IVKA 'J}v\ot& is as follows (PRA to initial all that apply): 

I. 0\ Restricted from being alone with minors (anyone under the age of 18) without the presence 
~other responsible adult. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

{VJ } he "Clergy Daily Log" to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the monitor. The 
~s a tool that is used for the protection of minors, the priest/deacon, the monitor and the 
Archdiocese. Although it lists all time periods, it is intended to provide an accurate record of the 
day rather than a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-campus activity, please include the 
place, the general purpose of the visit/trip/activity (e.g. Spiritual Direction, therapy), and the 
telephone number only if it is a private residence. (For example, it is enough to indicate that you 
did personal shopping rather than the name, location and telephone number of each individual 
store.) If your self-description is challenged, some documentation/verification may be requested. 

~Abide by the assignment of residence to &vf(M.1via/.. ~wl ~ 
t7 R}y ~- {trnA~~ 
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6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

No inappropriate use of comp~ters, so~ware, Internet capabilities, communications tools or 
o technology. The standards articulated m the Policies and Procedures of the ArchdiQcese qf 

Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees will apply. 

;'(]Must complete and submit the "TravelNacation Agreement", and obtain concurrence with 
~greement, prior to a scheduled departure. 

Attendance at a recommended support group (please 
ate specific support group). Recommended frequency of __ times per week/month (please 

circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy Daily Log" 
forms. 

9 No ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other 
S~ent or Sacramental without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests. 

~~efrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a 
pnest/deacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the 
'clerical shirt'). 

9- The right of defense must not involve the public !if e of the Church. 

~On-site visits by PRA annually to include meeting with PRA and the cleric. 

E On-site visits by Vicar for Priests (VP) annually to include a meeting with VP and the cleric. 

~This ISP is to be reviewed annually with PRA, VP, and the cleric. 

Because the private celebration of the Eucharist is possible, during the course of each week one of 
the Masses celebrated is to be for the intention of the priests of the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve consultation with the cleric, his monitor, 
the PRA, and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PRA, or the VP can initiate the discussion for 
change or alteration, and at the discretion of any of the parties, his legal and/or canonical counsel 
may be involved. 

l have reviewed, understand, and agree to ail of these individual specific Protocols. 

Signature of VP: ____________________ Date: ----------
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The Individual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal of protecting minors and the 
integrity of the Church. Additionally, the ISP serves as a safeguard for the individual priest/deacon with 
regard to the possibility of subsequent allegations. As long as the cleric is a client of the Office of 
Professional Responsibility, he will be subject to appropriate protocols, restrictions and monitoring under 
the authority of the Vicar for Priests and supervised by the Professional Responsibility Administrator 
(PRA); please refer to protocol number 15 

This ISP for D<21M 1d P · ~C.\L is as follows (PRA to initial all that apply): 

1. ~estricted from being alone with minors (anyone under the age of 18) without the presence 
of another responsible adult. 

2. 

3 

4. 

5. 

7I'he "Clergy Daily Log" to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the monitor. The 
is a tool that is used for the protection of minors, the priest/deacon, the monitor and the 

Archdiocese. Although it lists all time periods, it is to intended to provide an accurate record of 
the day rather than a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-campus activity, please include 
the place, the general purpose of the visit/trip/activity (e.g. Spiritual Direction, therapy), and the 
telephone number only if it is a private residence. (For example, it is enough to indicate that you 
did personal shopping rather than the name, location and telephone number of each individual 
store.) If your self-description is challenged, some documentation/verification may be requested. 
T~nitor will return the log forms at the end of each ~onth to P~~ . 

~bide by the restriction of residence to VNfdJ.Mcv( Sh'1f-ul, J?.eh.eAJ ftu1-1sc 
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6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

{')J _ o inappropriate use of computers,. software, Internet capabilities, communications tools or 
~ogy. The standards articulated m the Polzczes and Procedures of the Archdiocese oj 
Ch· o and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees will apply. 

ust complete and submit the "TravelNacation Agreement" to PRA prior to a scheduled 
re. 

~ Attendance at a recommended support group (please 
indicate specific support group). Recommended frequency of __ times per week/month (please 
circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy Daily Log" 
fo 

o ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other 
. ent or Sacramental without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests. 

a efrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a 
~eacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the 
'clerical shirt'). 

The right of defense must not involve the public life of the Church. 

On-site visits by PRA annually to include meeting with PRA and the cleric. 

On-site visits by Vicar for Priests (VP) annually to include a meeting with VP and the cleric. 

his ISP is to be reviewed annually with PRA, VP, and the cleric. 

Because the private celebration of the Eucharist is possible, during the course of each week one of 
the Masses celebrated is to be for the intention of the priests of the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve consultation with the cleric, his monitor, 
the PR.A, and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PR.A, or the VP can initiate the discussion for 
change or alteration, and at the discretion of any of the parties, his legal and/or canonical counsel 
may be involved. 

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all of these individual specific Protocols. 

A copy of this Protocol will be kept on file in the Office of Professional Responsibility and on file in the Office of the 
Vicar for Priests. 
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· .Office for ~Jlild. Abuse. Investjgati()n(and Review . . • ~· .. "·<·! :,· ,., '0' AA~'<"··,/• ".f¥;,::~<o,•" • ~·. ,, 

·· · 737~~~J\1ichigan,Ave~,. S.liiffa90Q ·" · · 
· · .·:~hicago~ ill~oi(606fl;····~ ·,_ · 

(312) 751-SiOS:, " . 
'. .: •• • r 

<,',A> .,., . 

· INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PRQl:.OCOLS : 
Fot 

Rev. Da:~iel Buck. 
·.'...,.;,, 

,. '·, > 

The Individual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal of promoting the safety of minors. 
Additionally, the ISP protects the integrity of the Church and serves as a safeguard for individual priest 
or deacon. As long as the cleric is a client of the Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review, he 
will be subject to appropriate protocols, restrictions and monitoring under the authority of the Vicar for 
Priests and supervised by the Director of the Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review 
(Director). The agreement of a priest or deacon to abide by these protocols is not understood to prove the 
truth of any allegation and is not intended to be an admission of guilt for any delict or crime, whether in 
Canon Law, or State and Federal Law. This agreement represents the cooperation of the cleric with his 
bishop as he exercises his pastoral office (e.g., Canons 369 and 392). 

This ISP for Rev. Daniel Buck is as follows (Director to initial all that apply): 

1. The client is restricted from being alone with a minor or minors, that is anyone under the age of 
18, without the presence of another responsible adult. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

The "Clergy Daily Log" to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the on-site 
ervisor. The log is a tool that is used for the protection of minors, the cleric, the on-site 

supervisor and the Archdiocese. Although it identifies time periods, it is intended to provide a 
general record of the day rather than a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-site activity, 
please include your destination and the general purpose of the visit or activity. For example, it is 
enough to indicate that you did personal shopping at a given Shopping Center rather than the 
details of each individual store. However, if your self-description is challenged or a complaint is 
lodged with the Archdiocese, some documentation and verification may be necessary to 

.J\\iently address the situation. 

(~Abide by the assignment ofresidence to Cardinal Stritch Retreat House, Mundelein. IL. 
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6. {.j)_ ·ust complete and submit the "TravelNacation Agreement," and obtain concurrence with 
~;eement, prior to a scheduled departure. In the event of a prolonged stay in a particular 
location, the Archdiocese is required to notify the Ordinary of that place of your presence there. 

7. NJli Attendance at a recommended support group 
(please indicate specific support group). Recommended frequency of __ times per week/month 
(please circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy 
Daily Log" forms. 

8. No inappropriate use of computers, software, Internet capabilities, communications tools or video 
technology. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees apply as they do to all Archdiocesan 
personnel. 

9. No ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other Sacrament or 
Sacramental without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests. 

10. Refrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a 
priest/deacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the 
'clerical shirt'). 

11. On-site visits by the Director and the VP annually to include a meeting with the cleric. 

This Individual Specific Protocol is to be reviewed annually with the Director, VP, and the cleric. Also, 
there can be additional, written notations tailored to the needs of a specific situation which are signed by 
all parties and appended to this document. Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve 
consultation with the cleric, his on-site supervisor, the Director, and the VP. The cleric, his on-site 
supervisor, the Director, or the VP can initiate the discussion for change or alteration, or request that this 
Individual Specific Protocol be reviewed by the independent Review Board. At the discretion of any of 
the parties, the legal and/or canonical counsel of the cleric may be involved in the discussions. 

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all of these individual specific Protocols. 

Signed: __________________ Date: _________ _ 

Printed Name: ___________________________ _ 

Signature of Director: Date: 
------------~ ----------

Signature of VP: _______________ Date: _________ _ 

Additional, written notations appended to this document? yes D no D 
(Revised 4/5/07) 
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CLERGY DAILY LOG 
The Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review, pursuant to Article § 1104.4.3, is responsible to "monitor 
programs for treatment, rehabilitation or supervision of clerics ... " 
The Individual Specific Protocol for: 

(Cleric Name) 

requires that you keep a "log" of your daily activities. The "log" is completed daily and submitted to the Director at 
the end of each week for review. Include the place, the purpose of visit/trip/activity (i.e. Spiritual Direction, 
therapy), and the telephone number if it is appropriate. Please remember that this tool is intended to provide an 
accurate record of the day rather than a detailed clock. 

TIME PLACE TELEPHONE PURPOSE 
(If appropriate) 

7:00 - 8:00 A.M. 

8:00-9:00 

9:00- 10:00 

10:00 - 11 :00 

11:00-12:00 

12:00 - l :00 P.M. 

1:00-2:00 

2:00-3:00 

3:00 -4:00 

4:00-5:00 

5:00-6:00 

6:00-7:00 

7:00-8:00 

8:00-9:00 

9:00-10:00 

10:00 - 11 :00 

11 :00 - 7:00 A.M. 

Client Signature: Date: 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

On-Site Supervisor Signature: Date: 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Date Received: 

Revised 4/5/07 Director Signature: 
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TRA VELN ACATION NOTIFICATION 
NOTJE: This form must be submitted to Director of the Office for Child Abuse 

Investigations and Review three weeks prior to planned departure 
In event of an emergency need, contact Director or Vicar for Priests to discuss travel 

_______ [name of traveling cleric] has informed this office that he will be 

traveling to--------------- [destination address and contact 

phone number] from _______ [departure date] through _______ _ 

[return date]. The traveling cleric will be chaperoned by-----------

[name of chaperone]. The Director may contact the chaperone at the following phone 
number 

prior to departure ______ . The identified chaperone has accepted the 

responsibility of verifying the location and activities of the traveling cleric during the 

aforementioned time frame, as well as assuring that the traveling cleric will be spending 

the identified overnights in the same residence as him/her. 

1. Contacts with minors by the traveling cleric must be in the presence of the identified 

chaperone. Inappropriate situations and locations incompatible with a priestly 

lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. The identified chaperone may be asked to attest to the activities and whereabouts of 

traveling cleric over the aforementioned time period of travel. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to the traveling cleric's residence has been 

scheduled for _______ [aforementioned return date]. However, due to 

weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be changed. In the 

event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be substantially changed, 

please contact the Director at [312] 751-5205. 

Cleric Signature: _________ _ Date: 

Director Signature: Date: ______ _ 

A copy of this document will be provided to the cleric. The original will be placed in the cleric's file 
in the Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review and a copy will be placed in the cleric's file 
in the Vicar for Priests' Office. Revised 2/12/07 
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Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite1910 

Chicago, IL 60611 
(312) 751-5205 . . 

INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOLS 
For 

Rev. Daniel Buck 

The lndividual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal of promoting the safety of minors. 
Additionally, the ISP protects the integrity of the Church and serves as a safeguard for individual priest 
or deacon. As long as the cleric is a client of the Office of Professional Responsibility, he will be subject 
to appropriate protocols, restrictions and monitoring under the autho1ity of the Vicar for Priests and 
supervised by the Professional Responsibility Administrator (PRA). The agreement of a priest or deacon 
to abide by these protocols is not understood to prove the truth of any allegation and is not intended to be 
an admission of guilt for any delict or crime, whether in Canon Law, or State and Federal Law. This 
agreement represents the cooperation of the cleric with his bishop as he exercises his pastoral office (e.g., 
Canons 369 and 392). 

This JSP for V2e/\J. j~i'vv'\/l{rL r:>i11/( ;k is as follows (PRA to initial all that apply): 

1. The client is restricted from being alone with a minor or minors, that is anyone under the age of 
18, wip10ut the presence of another responsible adult. 

2. 

3. 

4. 1(~iThe "Clergy Daily Log" to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the monitor. The 
\:log is a tool that is used for the protection of minors, the cleric, the monitor and the Archdiocese. 

Although it identifies time periods, it is intended to provide a general record of the day rather than 
a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-site activity, please include your destination and the 
general purpose of the visit or activity. For example, it is enough to indicate that you did personal 
shopping at a given Shopping Center rather than the details of each individual store. However, if 
your self-description is challenged or a complaint is lodged with the Archdiocese, some 
doc~1mentation and verification may be necessary to sufficiently address the situation . 

5. 

. ) 

'./'. '' !~bide by the assignment of residence to (~1(;1dAiV l:u( SrV1 fu('\ V~fv/A;/ Htrl/(\C. \-_-
'--.. ... ,,..' 
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6. 

7. 

8. 

101-_),)Must complete and submit the "Trave!Nacation Agreement'', and obtain concurrence with 
\he--Agreement, prior to a scheduled departure. In the event of a prolonged stay in a particular 
location, the Archdiocese is required to notify the Ordinary of that place of your presence there. 

i. 
~~ Attendance at a recommended support group 
(please indicate specific support group). Recommended frequency of __ times per week/month 
(please circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy 
Daily Log" fonns. 

No inappropriate use of computers, software, Internet capabilities, communications tools or video 
technology. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees apply as they do to all Archdiocesan 
personnel. Fv. 0fV\t . .{i.- eCU/("' i/tOI {it·i...; V\ .:A (A/ Vv"t 1·• c,l lcv 

9. 

10. 

No ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other Sacrament or 
Sacramental without the prior, written pem1ission of the Vicar for Priests. _ Fr. f?rvti"Al <:'~f"lf.('<:=,.'~'?,;-( 
1-;.·~-\;l-1'sl1:('VU--<-:rv1,~ v\J/1./,'1.1/1(, ~ l'\{ii<.~ c.;::r;:io!L-t~Vl /1; VP ( i2<1v C;(i fnVi:tl.<') 

Refrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a 

IL 

priest/deacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the 
'clerical shirt'). 

On-site visits by the PRA and the VP annually to include a meeting with the cleric. 

This Individual Specific Protocol is to be reviewed annually with PRA, VP, and the cleric. Also, there 
can be additional, written notations tailored to the needs of a specific situation which are signed by all 
parties and appended to this document. Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve 
consultation with the cleric, his monitor, the PRA, and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PRA, or the 
VP can initiate the discussion for change or alteration, or request that this Individual Specific Protocol be 
reviewed by the Professional Responsibility Review Board. At the discretion of any of the parties, the 
legal and/or canonical counsel of the cleric may be involved in the discussions. 

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all of these individual specific Protocols. 

Signature of PRA: ___________________ Date: _________ _ 

Signature of VP: ____________________ Date: _________ _ 

Additional, written notations appended to this document? yes D no D 
(Revised l/Xll/04) 
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TRA VELN ACA TION NOTIFICATION 
NOTE: This form must be submitted to PRA three weeks prior to planned departure 

In event of an emergency need, contact PRA or Vicar for Priests to discuss travel 

________ [name of cleric] has informed this office that he will be traveling to 

[destination address and contact phone number] ---------------

____________ from _______ [departure date] 

through ________ [ return date]. __________ [name of cleric] 

will be chaperoned by __________ [name of chaperone]. PRA may contact 

the chaperone at the following phone number prior to departure ------- The 

identified chaperone has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and 

activities of _________ [name of cleric) during the aforementioned time 

frame. 

1. Contacts with minors by _________ [name of cleric] must be in the 

presence of the identified chaperone. Inappropriate situations and locations 

incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. The identified chaperone may be asked to attest to the activities and whereabouts of 

_________ [cleric name] over the aforementioned time period of travel. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to _______ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for [aforementioned return date]. -------

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

Cleric Signature: Date: _________ _ 

PRA Signature: Date: ----------

· A copy of this document will be provided to the cleric. The original will he placed in the cleric's file 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a copy will be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office. 

Revised 3/28/06 
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CLERGY DAILY LOG 
The Office of Professional Responsibility, pursuant to Article § J J 04.4 .3, is responsible to "monitor programs for 
treatment, rehabilitation or supervision of clerics ... " 
The Individual Specific Protocol for: 

(Cleric Name) 

requires that you keep a "log" of your daily act1v1t1es. The "log" is completed daily and submitted to the 
Administrator at the end of each week for review. Include the place, the purpose of visit/trip/activity (i.e. Spiritual 
Direction, therapy), and the telephone number if it is appropriate. Please remember that this tool is intended to 
provide an accurate record of the day rather than a detailed clock. 

TIME PLACE TELEPHONE PURPOSE 
(If appropriate) 

7:00 - 8:00 A.M. 

8:00- 9:00 

9:00- 10:00 

I 0:00 - I J :00 

11:00- 12:00 

12:00 - I :00 P.M. 

I :00 - 2:00 

2:00 - 3:00 

3:00- 4:00 

4:00-5:00 

5:00 - 6:00 

6:00 - 7:00 

7:00- 8:00 

8:00 - 9:00 

9:00 - 10:00 

I 0:00 - I 1:00 

11 :00 - 7:00 A.M. 

Client Signature: Date: 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Monitor Signature: Date: 

Date Received: 

Revised 3/21 /06 Administrative Signature: 
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COPY 

The Individual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal of protecting minors and the 
integrity of the Church. Additionally, the ISP serves as a safeguard for the individual priest/deacon with 
regard to the possibility of subsequent allegations. As long as the cleric is a client of the Office of 
Professional Responsibility, he will be subject to appropriate protocols, restrictions and monitoring under 
the authority of the Vicar for Priests and supervised by the Professional Responsibility Administrator 
(PRA); please refer to protocol number 15. 

This ISP for bG/I/\ !d P -&vl.C.\L is as follows (PRA to initial all that apply): 

1. -0:estricted from being alone with minors (anyone under the age of 18) without the presence 
of another res onsible adult. · 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

~;The "Clergy Daily Log" to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the monitor. The 
log is a tool that is used for the protection of minors, the priest/deacon, the monitor and the 
Archdiocese. Although it lists all time periods, it is to intended to provide an accurate record of 
the day rather than a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-campus activity, please include 
the place, the general purpose of the visit/trip/activity (e.g. Spiritual Direction, therapy), and the 
telephone number only if it is a private residence. (For example, it is enough to indicate that you 
did personal shopping rather than the name, location and telephone number of each individual 
store.) If your self-description is challenged, some documentation/verification may be requested. 
1/-~nitor will return the log forms at the end of each month to PRA. 

~bide by the restriction of residence to C&w d.AM.ttl ~h' \+-or/) 12.dxet'Li ftirvrsc 
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6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10 

11. 

12 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16 

f:J'J _ o inappropriate use of computers,_ software, Internet capabilities, communications tools or 
~ogy. The standards articulated m the Polzcres and Procedures of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees wiII apply. 

7)\ rust complete and submit the "Travel/Vacation Agreement" to PRA prior to a scheduled 
~~e. 
~ Attendance at a recommended support group (please 
indicate specific support group). Recommended frequency of __ times per week/month (please 
circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy Daily Log" 

~
r.~ 

~J o ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other 
__rament or Sacramental without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests. 

ofr. efrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a 
~eacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the 
'clerical shirt'). 

[!)_The right of defense must not involve the public life of the Church. 

~On-site visits by PRA annually to include meeting with PRA and the cleric 

~n-site visits by Vicar for Priests (VP) annually to include a meeting with VP and the cleric. 

his ISP is to be reviewed annually with PRA, VP, and the cleric. 

Because the private celebration of the Eucharist is possible, during the course of each week one of 
the Masses eel ebrated is to be for the intention of the priests of the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve consultation with the cleric, his monitor, 
the P~ and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PRA, or the VP can initiate the discussion for 
change or alteration, and at the discretion of any of the parties, his legal and/or canonical counsel 
may be involved. 

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all of these individual specific Protocols. 

Signature of PRA: ------------------- Date:----------

Signature of VP: ____________________ Date:----------

A copy of this Protocol will be kept on ltle in the Office of Professional Responsibility and on file in the Office of the 
Vicar for P1;ests. 
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CLERGY DAILY LOG 
The Office of Professional Responsibility, pursuant to Article §1104.4.3, is responsible to 
treatment, rehabilitation or supervision of clerics ... " 
The Individual Specific Protocol for: Daniel P. Buck 

~~~~~~~~~...,-,,,~.,........,--:---,~~~~~~~~~~~~-

(Cleric Name) 

requires that you keep a "log" of your daily activities. The "log" is completed daily and submitted to the 
Administrator at the end of each month for review. lnclude the place, the purpose of visit/trip/activity (i.e. Spiritual 
Direction, therapy), and the telephone number if it is appropriate. Please remember that this tool is intended to 
provide m1 accurate record of the day rather than a detailed clock. 

lME T __ PLACE TELEPHONE PURPOSE 
(If appropriate) 

7 :00 - 8:00 A.M. 

8:00 - 9:00 

9:00 - 10:00 

I 0:00 - 11:00 

1100 - 12:00 

12 00 - I :00 P.M. 

JOO - 2:00 

2 00 - 3:00 

3:00 - 4 00 

4:00 - 5:00 

5:00 - 6:00 

6:00 - 7:00 

7:00 - 8:00 

8:00 - 9:00 

9:00 - 10:00 

10:00 - 11:00 

11 00 - 7:00 A.M. 

Client Signature: Date: 

Monitor Signature: Date: 

Date Received: 

Rev. 7 /l 5/03 Administrative Signature 

AOC 008522 



TRA VELN A CATION NOTIFICATION co v 
-------- [name of cleric] has informed this office that he will be traveling to 

-------------- [destination address and contact phone number] from 

_______ [departure date] through _______ [ return date]. 

---------- [name of cleric] will be monitored by 

---------- (name of travel monitor]. __________ [name of 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

--------- [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

[see attached correspondence] 

1. Contacts with minors by ________ [name of cleric] must be in the 

presence of _________ [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the --------

activities and whereabouts of ________ [cleric name] over 

--------- [aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to _______ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for [aforementioned return date]. -------

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

Cleric Signature: Date: 

PRA Signature: Date: 

A copy of this document will be provided to the cleric. The original will be placed in the cle1ic's file 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a copy will be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office. 
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Rev. Mark Canavan 
Saint Emily Parish 
101 North Horner Lane 
Mt. Prospect, IL 60056 

Dear Mark, 

Thank you for your letter of support for your good friend Dan Buck. 
Having read your letter, I know that the situation with Fr. Buck has greatly upset 
you. However, please trust me when I tell you that I restricted Dan only because 
I deemed it absolutely necessary. My restriction of him is temporary. When all 
the canonical action is completed, the force of my decree ends. 

As always, Mark, be assured of my prayers and support for all our brother 
priests, as well as all those affected by sexual abuse with minors. 

Fraternally yours in Christ 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
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Archdiocese of Chicago Priest Vitae Card 

Daniel Peter Buck Som: ••••Ordained: 05/1211971 Died~ ElhnicilJ" 

Assignment Position Begin Date End Date 

St. Luke Parish (River Forest) Associate Pastor 06/14/1971 06/11/1976 

Our Lady of Grace Parish (Ridgeway Ave.) Associate Pastor 06/11/1976 01/30/1979 

St. Wenceslaus Parish (Monticello Ave.) Associate Pastor 01'/30/1979 06/11 /1979 

St. Francis Borgia Parish (Addison St.) Associate Pastor 06/11/1979 08/30/1984 

St. Ttiomas of Villanova Parish (Palatine) Associate Pastor 08/30/1984 06/13/1989 

St. Pius X Parish (Stickney) Associate Pastor 06/13/1989 12115/1995 

St. Priscilla Parish (Addison St.) Associate Pastor 07/01/1995 12/15/1995 

St. Frances of Rome Parish (Cicero) Associate Pastor 12/15/1995 07/01/2001 

St. Frances of Rome Parish (Cicero) Administrator 06/13/1999 01/01 /2001 

St. Mary Parish (Buffalo Grove) Associate Pastor 07/01/2001 06/26/2002 

Extraordinary 
Appointments: 

No Im age 
Att ached 
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ASSOCIATE IN CHANGE PROCESS 

PHASE 1: 

Daniel Buck '71 
NAME OF ASSOCIATE /ORD DATE 

St. Frances of Rome Parish 
PRESENT PARISH 
1428 S 59th Court 
Cicero IL 60804 
ADDRESS 

PHONE NUMBER 

PHASE2: 

ASSOCIATE LETTER RECEIVED: 
PASTOR LETTER RECEIVED: 

PHASE 2: 

CONTACT PERSON 

THEIR PHONE NUMBER 

IV C 56 
VICARIATE DEANERY AGE 

James Beath 
PASTOR 

12/15/95 
Date Assigned 

EXTENSIONS 

GRANTED: ___ _ 

REFUSED:-----
DATE DELETED FROM A/C LIST __ _ 

SABBATICALS 

SABBATICAL DATES: _________ _ 
DATE DELETED FROM A/C LIST __ _ 

NOTATIONS: 

November 15, 2000 
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GUIDELINES FOR PAROCHIAL ADMINISTRATORS 

The general law of the Church imposes the same obligations and grants the same rights as a 
Pastor to the Administrator, unless restricted by the Diocesan Bishop. These guidelines are to be 
considered such qualifications. 

1) The parish should be run in accord with the established pattern, whenever possible, and in 
consultation with the parish council. 

2) There should be no major changes or innovations. 

3) Non-budgeted or non-contracted expenditures over $2,500 should be made only m 
consultation with the Vicar or Dean. 

4) Major decisions (such as hiring or firing employees, finalizing budgets, setting tuition rates, 
etc.) should be postponed if at all possible. If they cannot, they should be handled through 
the normal shared decision-making process of the parish and keeping with the general· 
philosophy of the parish. It may be well to consult with the Vicar or Dean about these 
matters as they develop. 

5) As the end of the period of administration draws near, the administrator should prepare a 
summary report of decisions, activities, expenditures, etc. for the newly appointed pastor. 

6) An administrator is paid the salary of a pastor. Currently that is $100.00 per month more 
than an associate pastor. 

7) If a retired priest is appointed administrator of a parish, his pension benefits remain 
unchanged and, in addition, he is entitled to receive from the parish a full pastor's 
compensation, with the appropriate seniority increment corresponding to the number of 
years of priestly service since ordination; however, the seniority increment shall not accrue 
beyond the age of seventy. 

Your willingness to accept this office is deeply appreciated. These guidelines are not meant 
to be an added burden of your generosity, but to assist you during this interim and to be of help to 
the returning pastor. 
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V D PRIEST AGE PARISH PHONE APPT.DATE NOT. 
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January 6, 1995 
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NO MATCH YET: 5 

Daniel Buck St. Tarcissus 
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REV. DANIEL P. BUCK 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

POST OFFICE BOX 1979 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690 

Office of the Archbishop 

Reverend Daniel P. Buck 
4506 North Ashland Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60640 

Dear Father Buck: 

June 4, 1971 

It gives me great pleasure to appoint you as 
Vicarius Cooperator to the Reverend John J. Fahey, Pastor of 
St. Luke Parish, 528 Lathrop Avenue, River Forest, Ill1nois, 
and in accordance with Canon 476,3, to grant you the necessary 
faculties for the faithful discharge of that duty. 

This appointment is effective June 14, 1971, 
but I would ask you to make arrangements with the Pastor about 
the exact date when you will assume your new duties. 

Wishing you every blessing and priestly success 
in this pastoral assignment, I am, dear Father Buck, 

Very truly yours in Christ, 

Archbishop of Oilcago 

Vice Chancellor 

cc: Rev. John J. Fahey 

AOC 008536 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

POST OHICE BOX 1979 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690 

Office of the Chancellor 
312/787-2315 

May 26, 1976 

® 
Reverend Daniel P. Buck 
St. Luke Rectory 
528 Lathrop Avenue 
River Forest, Illinois 60305 

Dear Father Buck: 

In accordance with Canon 476, and following the recom
mendation of. the Diocesan Clergy Personnel Board, His Eminence, 
John Cardinal Cody, is pleased to appoint you as Associate Pastor to the 
Reverend Stanley J. Rokicinski, Pastor, Our Lady of Grace Parish, 
Chicago. · 

This appointment is effective June 10, 1976, but I would 
ask you to make arrangements with the Pastor about the exact date when 
you will assume your new duties. 

Wishing you every blessing and priestly success in your 
new pastoral assignment, I am, 

cc: 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

Rev. Msgr. Richard A. Rosemeyer 
Vicar General and Chancellor 

Very Rev. John J. Fahey, Pastor, St. Luke Parish, River Forest 
Rev. Stanley J. Rokicinski, Pastor, Our Lady of Grace Parish, Chicago 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

POST OFFICE BOX 1979 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690 

Office of the Chancellor 

Reverend Daniel P. Buck 
Our Lady of Grace Rectory 
2455 N. Hamlin 
Chicago, Illinois 60647 

Dear Father Buck: 

January 30, 1979 

In accordance with Canon 476, and following the recommenda
tion of the Diocesan Clergy Personnel Board, His Eminence, John Cardinal 
Cody, is pleased to appoint you temporarily as Associate Pastor to tbe 
Reverend Edmund J. Siedlecki, Pastor, St. Wenceslaus Parish, Chicago. 

This appointment will be effective February 8, 1979, but I 
would ask you to make arrangements with Father Siedlecki about the exact 
date when you will assume your new duties. 

Wishing you every blessing and priestly success in your new 
pastoral assignment, I am, dear Father Buck, 

RAR:JRK/ ag 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

Rev. Msgr. Richard A. Rosemeyer 
Vicar General and Chancellor 

cc: Very Rev. Edward F. Pajak, Urban Vicar, Vicariate VI 
Rev. Edmund J. Siedlecki, Pastor, St. Wenceslaus Parish, Chicago 
Rev. Stanley J. Rokicinski, Pastor, Our Lady of Grace Parish, Chicago 
Diocesan Clergy Personnel Board 

7Angie Punzi -- NOT FOR PUBLICATION; for NOTICES; Priest's Personal File 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Of/ice of the Vicar General 

H.everend Daniel P. Buck 
St. Wenceslaus Rectory 
3·100 N. Monticello 
Chicago, Illinois 60618 

Dear Father Buck: 

POST OFFICE BOX 1979 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690 

May 23, 1979 

In accordance with Canon 476, and following the recom
mendation of the Diocesan Clergy Personnel Board, His Eminence, 
John Cardinal Cody, is pleased to appoint you as Associate Pastor to the 
Reverend Robert S. Brodfueher, Pastor, St. Francis Borgia Parish, 
Chicago. 

This appointment is effective June 11, 1979, but I would 
ask you to make arrangements with the Pastor about the exact date when 
you will assume your new duties. 

Wishing you every blessing and priestly success in your 
new pastoral assignment, I am, 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

Rev. Msgr. Richard A. Rosemeyer 
Vicar General and Chancellor 

cc: Rev. Robert S. Brodfueher, Pastor, St. Francis Borgia Parish, Chgo. 
Rev. Edmund J. Siedlecki, Pastor, St. Wenceslaus Parish, Chicago. 
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ATTACHMENT 7 
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SAINT SEBASTIAN PARISH 

3021 NORTH DAYTON STREET 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60657- 5195 

525-0170 
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Telephones: 
625-1118 - 19 

~. 1~rancin ~orgia Ql~urc~ 
8033 West Addison Street 

Chicago, Illinois 60634 

The Diocesan Clergy Personnel Board 
of the Archdiocese of Chicago 

Hillside and Harrison Avenues 
Hillside, Illinois 60162 

Dear Fathers: 

August 2, 1984 

I am writing to you to request a transfer out of my 
present assignment to St. Francis Borgia ~arish. While it is 
true that not quite ei~ht months ago I requested and received 
an extension of my assignment, changing circumstances have 
forced me to reconsider my decision. I have been in contact 
with Fr. Tom Ventura over this matter, and he has been most 
supportive in helping me plan a smooth transition. 

As in the past, one of my continuing concerns is the care 
of my elderly parents who live on the north side of the city, in 
Lourdes parish. I feel it important that any new assignment be 
within reasonable traveling distance of them. 

I realize that this is hardly the best time for a transfer, 
and my options are necessarily more limited than they would have 
been in June. As you are aware,J was forced into an off-season 
transfer back in 1979. At that time, I took a tempoiary assignment 
at St. Wenceslaus until the June assignment process was completed. 
I would be willing to follow the same course again if necessa7y, 
although this would be less than ideal. 

I appreciate anything you can do to expedite this matter. 
Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
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Telephones: 
625-1118- 19 

~. J~rancis Thlorgia Ql~urc~ 
8033 West Addison Street 

Chicago, Illinois 60634 

August 3, 1984 

Archdioeesan Personnel 
Hillside, Illinois 

Dear Father Gubbins: 

This is to confirm our telephone conversation on August 3, 1984. 

We are in support of Fathers Ventura, Jakul:oWski and Buck's 
decision to transfer Father Buck to another parish. 

We also wish to emphasize the need our parish has of a 
full-time associate replacenent. 

Wishing you the help of the Spirit in your deliberations. 

Sincerely, /. ... ) n:t· - . ·''..-·f:'I, J- .y f;;'A ~u/· . .,., ~ -111-:. 

Robert s. Brcrlfue er, Pastor · 
St. Francis Borgia 
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August 23, 1984 

MEMO TO: CARDINAL BERNARDIN 

FROM: FATHER ROACHE 

RE: FATHER DAN BUCK 

On an "emergency request" from Larry McBrady, I authorized the 
transfer of Dan Buck (Class of '71) from St~ Francis Borgia to 
St.Thomas Villanova. The recommendation was made with the 
unanimous approval of the Personnel Board, concurring with 
Torn Ventura. They all agreed the move should take place as soon 
as possible. Both Pastors had been consulted on the change. 
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Priest's File: BuCK, Daniel P. 

; 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

POST OFFICE BOX 1979 · 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690 

Office of the Archbishop 

® 

Oea.r Fa.ther Buck: 

It 9:lviam me qr~at pleasure to cappoint you ae A~sociate 
Pa.gtor to the .Raver~.ni! Walter .m. Uuppenbauen .. , Panter of Saint 
Tbom3s of V.illnnovt:1 pari.ah, Palat.in~, Illinois. '!'his 
appoint~nt is made f.ollowin9' the recommendation of the Clergy 
Personnel ao~rd. 

This m.ppolntment ia f".tfJ!eetiva imm.adiataly, but. ! would 
.ask you to make ~rrar.c;eret·mt.s 'ilith t.he Past.or about th~ exact 
date yQu will nasume your new dutie.a. 

JH: thi.n time r would lik~ to thank you for th.e qooo 
work you hawl <lone at. Saint. Francis Sorgi.a parish.. Your 
pd.estly ~ini:Jtry thl;'ilrE! has bmm productiv~ of much good a.nd 
also, r Am oure, de~ply appr$cint~d by th~ ~ople. 

Know t.lv.1.t as you. begin your rie:w .!tasi~u1m~nt you hav~ :>ly 
Rupport. and prayers. I in turn ask ~f:>r your pray€rs1 1!:\ncl 
Ruppert in the wm:k that ! e.ro doing. 

R&var~nd D~niel P. auck 
Saint Francis Bo~gia Church 
8033 West Addison 
Chica~o, !llinoie 60634 

:Prat~:rnally ycur!%, 

cc: Reverend W&l t@r r;. Huppc.nbamn: 
Rovere.nd '.Rob~rt s .. '.Brodfuehrer 
Cl~rgy Personnel Board 
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Priest's File: BUCK, Daniel P. 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
~ , -. ~ . . ' 

POST on1cE a9x 1979 

CHJCAqO, 11,LINOJS 60690 

Office of the A~chbishop August 30, 1984 

® 
Dear Father Huppenbauer: 

It is my pleasure to inform you that I have assi9ned 
the Reverend Daniel P. Buck as Associate Pastor at Saint 
Thomas of Villanova parish. This appointm.en~ was made in 
oonsnltation with the Clergy Pe~sonnel Board • 

. I CGmntend him to you and tha people of Sa.int Th()US of 
Villanova parish. It is my hope and prayer that in workin9 
together the Gospel °t'fill be proclaitaed not. only through your 
words and actions, but al~o through your example of fraternal 
concern for one another. 

With cordial beat wishes, I remain 

Fraternally yours, 

Archbishop of Chicago 

Reverend Walter B. Huppenbauer 
Saint: Thomae o.f Villanova Church 
1139 East Anderson Drive 
Palatine, Illinois 60067 

cc: Reverend Daniel P. Buck 
Clergy Personnel Board 

AOC 008554 



/o - ~I' -T~ 

f~~~ 
~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ .k_ ~ /-!~ 
: ~~~~~~rvd~ 
! ~ 3 di 3 ,{,~?4-· 
-t-~1 ~ ~kc._ 

@µ~ 
I~· 31 

(~ 
- ,l.u_ ~ ~ ~ ~i.uL,. ~· 
- l'u-1 ~ ~ ~a. I~~,(~ 
~a. µuu,_ ,_., (UJ ~ 4i._;Z. ~I 

~( ~' ~l~-~tl-~ 
~) 

-~~/7~ ~ ~I 
~~/1.·1r ~~ ~ 

u fk. ~· /,(e Wk ~ 

~flt~. lk~~/~,,.... 

/kd-~!lu~ '--'-~~~~ 
~- (.k ~ ~ /J ;,.,,-,() tf..' Jr.'~':) 

-/tie.WU~~~~~ 
~~~~ tvlu--~. 

~~h~A~i~~JkA. 

-~'7~/o ~ £e&, h /}fl_ ~If; 
~ Wia / /M yrma' 
~. {/1-t4~ ~/., 

AOC 008555 



- ~ 'I i'L. 6 ~' ""'~. ~ ~ ~ u;. /4.t ~ 
~~ 

- Cf~~ //L<._fi-~11 7k-~17k~ 
~ ~ Mt-,/ ~ ;'V. ,, 

1, 

l. 
i 

AOC 008556 



:1 ii I ,i ii 'I ii l1 ~ l ,j ;) 

ll :1 ~ r ,/ ll 'I '1 i l j II ' I p 

I l ii !I 11 

. ii ! l ! I l j I I i 

A
O

C
 008557 



Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a letter, written by the mother of Victim IK and given to Fr. Ted 
Jakubowski, enclosing another letter which the mother of Victim IK wrote to Fr. Daniel Buck on 
December 19, 1984, demanding that Fr. Buck have no further contact with Victim IK under 
threat of legal action. The two letters were given to Fr. Tom Ventura, Vicar for Priests of the 
Archdiocese of Chicago, by Fr. Jakubowski on December 22, 1984. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

POST OFFICE BOX 1979 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690 

Office of the Archbishop 

June 5, 1989 

Dear Father Buck: 

In· light of the recommendation of the Diocesan Priests' Personnel 
Board, I hereby appoint you as Associate Pastor to the Reverend Thomas 
Conley, Pastor of Saint Pius X Parish, Stickney. This appointment is 
effective June 13, 1989. ?fb\b 

Please speak with the pas tor regarding the necessary arrangements 
and also consult with him to formulate a letter of agreement and job 
description in accord with the Senate guidelines regarding personnel. A 
copy of this agreement and job description should be sent to the Priests' 
Personnel Board by June 30, 1989. 

During these past few weeks, you most likely have received many 
comments from the parishioners regarding the important contribution you 
have made to the parish. I am confident, too, of their appreciation and 
gratefulness for your presence and efforts. Know of my own gratitude as 
well for all you have done at the parish. 

As you begin this next assignment you have my prayers. May you 
receive a warm welcome at your new parish. May your care, comfort and 
concern invite the people to live the Gospel more fully and be brought 
closer to the Lord. 

With cordial good wishes, I remain· 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

%.A.11 ~.~ 
~::J:~shop of Chicago ~~ 

Ecclesiastical Notary 

-J_'1J0 
Reverend Daniel P. Buck .~\(\) 
Saint Thomas of Villanova Parish~~ 
1152 E. Anderson Drive 
Palatine, Illinois · 60667 

cc: Reverend Walter E. Huppenbauer 
Reverend Thomas P. Conley 
Diocesan Priests' Personnel Board 
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SAINT PIUS X CHURCH 
4314 SOUTH OAK PARK A VENUE 
STICKNEY, ILLINOIS 60402-4497 

(708) 484-7951 

LETTER OF AGREEMENT 

With an awareness of a call to Mission and in a spirit of 

respect for persons and mutual accountability, this agreement is 

between Rev. Thomas P. Conley, Pastor of St. Pius X Parish and Rev. , 

Daniel P. Buck, who agrees to accept this position of Associate Pastor 

of St. Pius X Parish for the period of 5 years beginning June, 1989 

and ending, June,1994. 

Both Pastor and Associate Pastor agree to fulfill their 

responsibilities as described in the attached Job Description and 

recognize their accountability ~o the Pastor/Administrator of St. Pius 

X Parish and the Archbishop of Chicago. 

Rev. Daniel P. Buck is entitled to the salary and benefits 

of an Associate Pastor as outlined by the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

Signature of Associate Pastor 

Date 

Signature of Pastor . 
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SAINT PIUS X CHURCH 
4314 SOUTH OAK PARK A VENUE 
STICKNEY, ILLINOIS 60402-4497 

(708) 484-7951 

JOB DESCRIPTION - ASSOCIATE PASTOR 

St. Pius X Parish - Stickney, Illinois 

The Associate Pastor will share equal responsibility with the 

Pastor in areas of sacramental ministry. These include: Masses on 

weekends and weekdays, the sacrament of reconciliation, funerals, 

weddings, ministry to the sick and dying, baptisms, and such other 

sacramental ministries as may be mutually agreed upon. 

The Associate Pastor will act as moderator, rectory liason 

and resource person to all programs of liturgical ministry including: 

liturgy board (in· planning stage), seasonal planning cormnmittee, art 

and environment committee, lectors, altar servers, auxiliary ministers 

of the Eucharist, ushers, and other ministries as appropriate. 

The Associate Pastor will be a resource person to the many 

educational programs of the parish, including the grade school, 

religious education (C.C.D.), adult education, Bible study, and the 

R.C.I.A. program. 

The Associate Pastor will be an active participant in parish 

staff activitites, as well as programs at the cluster, vicariate, and 

diocesan levels. 

The Associate Pastor will continue his 25 year association 

with the Niles Concert Choir, but not to the detriment of essential 

parish activities. 

The Associate Pastor's day off will remain on Tuesday, with 

provision for occasional overnights. Other time off and vacation days 

will be determined by mutual agreement. 

This job description is subject to amendment, addition and 

subtraction by mutual negotiation. 

Rev. Daniel P. Buck 

Associate Pastor 

l2: ~'-'I ;Cff {.('1..fkP'1'' ·- I , 7 , 

Date 

Rev. Thomas P. Conley 

Pastor 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/21/1992 

Page 274 

F. 

G. First Readings: 

1. st. John Bosco: 
MJI'ION: 6-1-2 To 

Reduced to Five 

Daniel Buck 1 - - - - 3 - - - 4 

Reduced to 'Ihree 

D. Buck 

2. 

3. 

Page 10 of 13 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/20/1992 

D. Preliminary Considerations: 

E. 

F. 

Daniel Buck I 71 

4 4 - 5 5 4 5 
3534452 
5 - 4 2 3 3 4 
- 1 5 1 1 2 3 
- 3 - 3 2 1 -
-2-----

Dan COUghlin will be in contact with 
his interest in this parish. 

Page 7 of 10 

Page 319 

27 (3) 
26 (2) 
21 (1) 
13 (1) 

9 
2 

regarding 
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V Age Associate 

Extension Request List 

Parish A P #yrs 

AOC 008565 



Extension Reauest List 

V Age Associate Parish A P #yrs 

IV 49 Daniel Buck '71 St. Pius )(/Stickney Yes Yes 5 

NAMES ADDED BY REQUEST 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/17/1993 

Page 1008 
7) 

8) Daniel Buck '71 : 
MOTION: 7 - O - O That Dan be extended as Associate Pastor 

of St. Pius of Stickney for one year. 
9) 

10) 

11) 

12) 

13) 

14) 

15) 

16) 

17) 

18) 

7 
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PRIESTS STILL IN THE ASSOCIJl .. TE CHANGE - NO'!' INCLUDING SABY~TICAL RETURNEES 

V D PRIEST AGE PARISH PHONE APPT. DATE 

December 15, 1994 

AOC 008568 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/30/1994 

J. Associate Change Process: 

1. Priests in the Associate Change 

Daniel Buck '71 St. Pius X/Stickney 06/13/89-1 

4 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/30/1994 

.,- Page 140 

IV/9 

Daniel Buck '71 St. Pius X/Stickney 06/13/89-1 

2. 

8 
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PRIESTS' PLACEMENT BOARD: ASSCX::IATE PASTOR RESUME - 1995 (duplicated as received) 

NAME: ~----Da---n_i_e_l~P_._B_u_c_k~----~----------ORDINATION DATE: 1971 

PRESENT ASSIGNMENT St. Pius X ________ ...;.._ ____________________________ ~ 

ADDRESS 4314 s. Oak Park Avenue, Stickney 60402 PHONE 484-7951 tfl:, VJ:~-
PAST ASSIGNMENTS St. Luke, River Forest FROO 1971 TO 1976 < tl· , B ~·----~-~--jJJ, 

Our Ladl of Grace, Chica~o 1976 TO 1979 tt. ;lf,,""V!-'\.._.., 
St. Wenceslaus, Chica90 1979 TO 1979 

St. Francis Bor9ia, Chica90 1979 TO 1984 '~/d..1/fo--
St. Thomas of Villanova, Palatine 1984 TO 1989 

1. Describe the kind of parish involvement in which you could best use your abilities. 

I think of myself as a general practitioner. I consider the weekend liturgies, the only 
contact we have with the majority of parishioners, to merit a great deal of effort and 
preparation. I would find it difficult to work in a parish that did not take seriously 
its conunitment to good liturgy. For example, I feel that high quality participatory 
music and communion under both species at all weekend Masses are a necessity. I enjoy 
involvement in the parish school. I appreciate well-planned, productive organization 
meetings. I find hospital work to be draining and depressing, and weddings are a cross 
to be born as part of the job. 

2. List any special education or involvements you vish to use as an associate. 

Through workshops and reading, I have kept myself up-to-date and well-informed on 
matters of liturgy. I have spent many years in involvement with liturgy committee~ and 
programs. I have contributed my expertise to projects of church renovation in my last 
three assignments. Music is also an important part of my life. I have been part of the 
Niles Concert Choir since its beginning in 1963, and intend to continue to develop my 
skills under Fr. Rudcki 's direction (rehearsals on Thursday evenings, September to 
April). In Mundelein, River Forest, and Stickney I have served as a firefighter and/or 
a fire service chaplain. Should the opportunity present itself, I would hope to 
continue to use my training in this important work. 

3. List your hopes and/or expectations as an associate in your next assignment. 

I look forward to working with a staff which functions as a team, dedicated to good 
communication and mutual support. I think regular staff meetings are essential. I am 
eager to share my talents and my resources in an atmosphere in which they are 
appreciated, and I expect my opinions to be respected. I don't mind hard work and long 
hours as long as they are equitably distributed. (I have no plans in the foreseeable 
future to apply for a pastorate.) 

4. Describe the kind of rectory living in which you feel comfortable. 

Rectory living is awkward at best, since a rectory is more a place of business than a 
home. I look for a rectory staff that is friendly, flexible, and possessed of a good 
sense of humor. I need my privacy, but I want other staff members to feel welcome in my 
room, as I hope to be welcome in theirs. I need my time off for recharging my 
batteries, particularly my day off (which is of necessity Tuesday, since it involves 
three other guys and a house). I especially enjoy periodic overnights. In my spare 
time, I am what is known as a rail buff, a pastime which is a great escape for me. I 
have been a working member of the Illinois Railway Museum, Union, Illinois, for over 
twenty-five years. I look forward to occasional Saturdays of hard manual work at the 
museum, or train operations during the summer months. 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 00/00/1995 

f 
1995 VICARIATE/ALPHA ORDER ·ASSOCIATE CHANGE 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 00/00/1995 

4 
( ' ' LIST OF PARISHES 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/06/1995 

1. 

2. Priests in the Associate Change 

IV/9 

4 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/06/1995 

H. #h 

1. 

? Gllaflge Process: ? £ 

2. Priests in the Associate Change 

Daniel Buck '71 St. Pius X/Stickney 

8 

Associate 

Page 151 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/13/1995 

Daniel Buck '71 St. Pius X/Stickney 

4 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/13/1995 

H. 

I. Associate Change Process: 
1. Priests in the Associate Change 

7 
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PtilESTS IN TllE ASSOCIATE CHANGE - 1995 

v D PRIEST AGE PARISH PHONE APPT. DATE N< 

January 26, 1 Y')5 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/02/1995 

Page 184 

C. New direction for Associate Change Process: (C thru E) 

1. The Board reviewed the list of Associates names. 

Daniel Buck '71 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/02/1995 

2. 
Page 185 

The Board established contacts for each of the 27 individuals 

Daniel Buck '71 DC 

3. 

* 

* 

* 
* 

3 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/10/1995 

I. Associate Change Process: 

2. Associate List w/Board Contacts 

Daniel Buck '71 DC 

r 3 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/10/1995 

2. Associate List w/Board Contacts 

7 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/17/1995 

D. 

E. 

F. Associate Change Process 

1. Associate List 

Daniel Buck '71 DC 

2. 

2 

AOC 008584 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/17/1995 

. .-. E . 

F. Associate Change Process 

1. Associate List 

Daniel Buck '71 DC 

2. 

5 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/24/1995 

E. 

F. 

G. Associate Change Process 

1. List of Associates in the Change 

Daniel Buck '71 DC 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/24/1995 

,,,,,,,.. Page 227 

G. Associate Change Process 

1 . List of Associates in the Change 

Daniel Buck '71 DC 

7 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/10/1995 

I. Associate Change Process 

J. 

K. 

1. 

2. 

3. Associate List: [29) 

3 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/10/1995 

3.Associate List: [30] 
Page 242 

Daniel Buck '71 DC 

4. 

J. 

K. 

11 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/24/1995 

G. 

H. Associate Change Process 

1. 

2. Associate List: [30] 

Daniel Buck '71 DC 

:,,,... 

3 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/24/1995 

Page 253 

G. 

H. Associate Change Process 

1. Associate List: [28] 

8 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/07/1995 

Page 263 

G. 

H. 

I. Associate Change Process: 

1. 

2. 
,,... 

3. Daniel Buck '71: Dan Coughlin will follow up. There is no match 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

5 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/21/1995 

E. 

F. 

G. Associate Change Process (Tentative appointments) 

1. 

2. 

3. Daniel Buck '71 DC 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/21/1995 

F. 

G. Associate Change Process {Tentative appointments) 

1 . 

2. 

3. Daniel Buck '71: Dan interviewed with John Cunningham '56 at St. 
Priscilla and it looks as though it may be a good match. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

5 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/28/1995 

G. 

H. Associate Change Process • Final Recommendations: 

l. 

2. 

3. Daniel Buck '71: Dan interviewed with John Cunningham '56 at St. Priscilla 
and it looks as though it may be a good match. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/28/1995 

Page 282 

1. 

2. 

3. Daniel Buck '71: 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

MOTION: 8-0-0 That Rev. Daniel Buck '71 be appointed as 
Associate Pastor at St. Priscilla upon receipt of 
letters. 

5 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/12/1995 

E. 

F. 

G. 

H. Associate Change Process 

1. Appointments: 

a. 
b. 
c. Daniel Buck '71 - St. Priscilla upon receipt of letters. 8-0-0 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 
j. 
k. 
]. 

m. 
n. 
0. 

p. 
q. 
r. 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/12/1995 

H. Associate Change Process 
Page 294 

1. Appointments: 

2. 

7 
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'i.'"1: 

Office of the Archbishop 

ARCHDIOCE,SE~OF CHICAGO 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

May 18, 1995 

"' 
Dear Father Buck: 

In light of the recommendation I have received from the 
Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, I hereby appoint you Associate Pastor 
to the Reverend John Cunningham, Pastor of Saint Priscilla Parish, 
Chicago. This appointment is effective July 1, 1995. 

Please discuss the necessary arrangements with the pastor. You 
are asked to send your mutual agreement to the Priests' Placement Board 
by August 1, 1995. 

Dan, thank you for all your efforts at Saint Pius X Parish. I 
am deeply grateful for the ministry you offered to the faith community 
through your years of service at the parish. 

Be assured of my continued prayers, support and encouragement 
for you at this time of transition. 

With cordial good wishes, I remain 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

IJ.a. vLd. ~' ~ ~.fl'. 
;{~;t, C,vi.-t'. fb~ · 
v Arch,ishop of Chicago 

Ecclesiastical Notary 

Reverend Daniel P. Buck 
Saint Pius X Parish 
4314 S. Oak Park Avenue 
Stickney, Illinois · 60402 

cc: Reverend John J. Cunningham 
Reverend Thomas E. Unz ~ 

Diocesan Priests' Placement Board~ 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

Memo to File 
From: Rev. Patrick 
Date: 5/23/95 
Re: Rev. Daniel 

I spoke to Fr. 
about Dan Buck. 
1984 difficulties a 
just arrived in the 

O'Malley 

Buck 

, pastor of st. Francis Borgia, today 
told me that he first heard about Buck's 

couple of weeks ago from Fr. who had 
parish when Buck was leaving back in 1984. 

But just recently members of the - family came forward to 
1111. This was the family of the young girl named in the 1984 
situation. Actually the woman who came forward isllllllllllllll 

The girl involved is now married 
not far from st. Francis Borgia. 
very upset because she had heard about Dan Buck going to St. 
Priscilla's, which is the home parish for that whole family and 
the next door neighbor of St. Francis. The family still 
lives in St. Francis and is involved in the parish but are very 
quiet people. This lady who came forward is a woman who, since 
1111 arrived in the parish, has been very active and very helpful. 

\ 

She admitted to that she and her family did not go to 
church for about five years because they felt that the Buck 
situation was mishandled by the Archdiocese back in 1984. 

Presently the whole family is very angry, according to 
He has asked them not to say or do anything until he follows up 
with this. 

1111111 mentioned that he had been told that, when the young girl 
got married several years ago, she had invited Buck to the 
wedding and he was present. This also set the family off. 
Apparently it is not so much the immediate parents of the girl 
who are upset as much as other members of the family, 

The family is thinking of talking to people in St. Priscilla's 
and going to Fr. Cunningham to talk to him about this incident. 
Eventually Fr. Cunningham is going to have to know about this but 
we need to talk to Fr. Buck first. 
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I outlined to Fr. what our process was: Dan Coughlin and 
I would speak to Dan Buck as soon as possible. If he is willing 
to withdraw his name from St. Priscilla's, then we can move on 
rather quietly. I would get back to and tell him this and 
he can inform the family. 

If Buck does want to pursue the appointment at St. Priscilla's, 
then we may have to talk to Cunningham to weight the problems and 
perhaps take other measures. 

Fr. Boland of the Placement Board said that Buck's appointment 
will not appear in the New World. Buck and Fr. Cunningham, 
pastor of St. Priscillas, have however received a letter 
officially appointing him to the parish. Something would have to 
be done about that. 

I put a call in to Buck, hoping to get him here on Wednesday 
morning. He was not in and I asked him to call me either later 
this afternoon or tonight. 

AOC 008601 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/26/1995 

Meeting: 
Date: 
Place: 

AGENDA 

#32 - Fourteenth Board 
May 26, 1995 
Priests' Placement Board 

Present: Rev.: Jeremiah M. Boland, Kevin J. Feeney, Robert P. Heinz, 
Michael T. Ivers, Steven W. Patte, 
John S. Siemianowski, Kenneth J. Velo. 

Opening Prayer: Rev. John S. Siemianowski 

ll Acceptance of Minutes: 

III Reports: (See Attached Sheet) 

IV Acceptance of Agenda: 

V Business: 

A. 

B. 

c. 

D. Priests: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

Daniel Buck '71 JB 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/26/1995 

Page 311 

D. Priests: 

1. 

2. Daniel Buck '71: Daniel is a Vicar for Priests client. 

3. 

4. 

5 
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From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 5/27/95 
Re: Daniel Buck 

On Wednesday, May 24, 1995, I visited with Fr. Daniel Buck at St. 
Pius the Tenth parish in Stickney. I explained to him the full 
situation at St. Priscilla's and the neighboring parish, st. 
Francis. He said that he did not want to hurt anybody. He 
thought this matter was behind him, especially when he was 
invited to the wedding of the young woman recently. Her Mother 
and Father, have not said anything to him about this and he was 
sure that it was forgotten. 

Fr. Buck 
1984, 

Buck asked what I thought he should do and I told him that I 
thought backing away from the appointment at St. Priscilla's 
would be the easiest way to handle it at this time. Buck and I 
then called Fr. John Cunningham, pastor at St. Priscilla's, and 
talked to him about the situation and what the resolution would 
be. It's difficult for Fr. Cunningham because he has no one 
coming in to that large parish. He also has had some bad 
experience with another man who said he was coming and at the 
last minute bowed out. 

Buck therefore will not go to St. Priscilla's. His appointment 
will not appear in the New World and indeed it has not. 

On 5/27, I called Fr. 1111111, pastor of st. Francis to tell him 
that Buck would not be going there. I told him, if the people 
asked, he is to say that Fr. Buck does not want to hurt anybody 
nor does he want any uproar about this matter. 

Fr. Coughlin will work with Buck in his new assignment. Coughlin 
has talked to Fr. Boland of the Placement Board who was informed 
that we were doing this. Bishop Jakubowski has also been informed 
on 5/29/95. 
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Fr. Unz, pastor of 
St. Pius X, was on vacation this past week and unavailable to 
bring in as part of the discussion. 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/02/1995 

Page 3"19 
i . 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. Daniel Buck '71: John Cunningham needs help!! Dan was to go to 
St. Priscilla, but it didn't work out. He was offered three places, none 
are acceptable. The Board surfaced three parishes - Dan Coughlin 
[Co-Vicar] will follow up. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

iO. 

ii. 

12. 

4 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/02/1995 

Q. 

R. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

4 
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From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 6/3/95 
Re: Rev. Daniel Buck 

Fr. , pastor of St. Frances Borgia, called me this 
morning a problem. The mother of the girl with whom Buck 
was associated back 10 years ago came to see Fr. recently. 
His estimation is that the family does not communicate well with 
each other and are not real good communicators anyway. The 
mother still is very concerned about the past. She has the 
letter that Buck wrote to the young girl, which I have not seen. 
They are still concerned about Buck's relationship to the girl. 

They feel that Buck never showed any remorse or said he was sorry 
to anyone in the past nor has he, by his actions, shown some 
distance from the family. is not even sure whether 
the girl,111111111 knows that the family has this letter. 

is upset about this matter and wants to come in and talk 
about it. I've arranged for an appointment on Monday, June 5 at 
2:30 PM. 
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From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 6/6/95 
Re: Daniel Buck 

Fr. Coughlin and I met with Fr. , ~ pastor of 
St. Francis Borgia parish, on Monday, 6/5/95. 11111111came 
because he is himself concerned about people in his parish. 
~ically there are two families. One is -and -
11111111 parents of the girl with whom Buck ot 
involved ears back. The second family is that of 
and who also are members of his parish. 

sister. 

The girl in Juestion, is now married to a young 
man named She was about 15 years old when the incident 
happened in 1984. 

recently brought her sister,11111111 to see Fr. - so 
could get some things off her chest. describes the 
famil as being very, very quiet and reluctant to speak. 

showed Fr. a copy of the letter that Buck had 
when she was 15 years old. 

In 1984, Bishop Jakubowski had seen a copy of that letter. We 
have no copy in our files. 

- said that this letter is at the source of the people's 
concern. Years ago- found this letter in room 
although she was not looking for any such letter at the time. 

- now has the original letter. She showed a copy to •••I 
She told Fr. that Fr. Buck used to come over to the house 
after work in the evening and stay late. The family enjoyed his 
presence. Both and her husband would retire early but Buck 
would stay watching TV. would be with him. admits 
that she suspected nothing at the time. 
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One evening however, she came down and 
Dan's lap. Another time Dan was 
untoward was happening but after 
told him to stay away. 

was sitting on 
bedroom. Nothing 

him in the room she 

It was the Youth Minister, , who is presently at St. 
Norbert's in Northbrook, who went to Brody with his concerns 
about the relationship. The family did not come forward at that 
time. 

The family wonders whether there may indeed have been others. We 
should check with 

In another example, lllllmentioned that when was in 
Junior High, there were instances when the children would be 
~ut of class for Confirmation questionning, etc. However, 
........ was pulled out more than the others, too often her Mother 

thinks now, to meet with Fr. Buck. 

When-got married 
family was angry. Obviously 
Buck. 

, Buck was invited. The 
has no ill feelings for 

According to Fr. 's story, the family was very angry with 
the Archdiocese at the way it handled this problem at the time. 
Dan Coughlin and I instructed Fr. 11111111 to tell the family that 
we would continue our inquiry. We are asking for a copy of Dan's 
letter tolllllllll from some years ago. We instructed to 
be sure to tell the family how that letter would be used so that 
they don't get caught off guard. We stressed that we do not want 
to re-victimize the family by separating from her folks. 

After I had spoken to Dan Buck and Fr. Cunningham on 5/24/95, 
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lllllllsays that Fr. Buck on that evening called 
her what had occurred. - got back to 
was quite .angry, but they had a conversation about it. 

told 
and 

This matter has to be handled very delicately because the family 
could be re-victimized. 

In a phone conversation on 6/6/95, Fr. told me he had 
received a copy of the letter from the family, had told them how 
it would be handled, had given them Ralph Bonaccorsi's name. They 
seemed grateful. 

They had one request: The family and are going away on 
June 16th for a week's vacation. She would like nothing to be 
done before that time. I promised we would not call Buck in 
before that time. 

We also instructed II to inform the family that the 
diocese is very willing to help at this time. He has Ralph 
Bonaccorsi's name and number. Ralph may be called in to work 
with the family. 

We told ..... that he was doing the right thing in pursuing his 
pastoral duties in helping this family. We told him how grateful 
we were that he was doing what he was and we asked him to 
continue to stay in touch with the family. We want him to let us 
know if there are any impending or budding problems. 

Our next step is to meet with Buck again and see if we can come 
to some kind of understanding. Obviously Buck has to stay away 
from this family and from this girl at this time. How to get him 
to do that is going to be delicate. 
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Present: 

Absent: 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/16/1995 

Rev.: 

Rev.: 

AGENDA 

Meeting: #35 Fourteenth Board 
June 16, 1995, 1995 
Priests' Placement Board 

Date: 
Place: 

Jeremiah M. Boland, Kevin J. Feeney, Robert P. Heinz, 
Steven W. Patte, John S. Siemianowski, Rev. Kenneth J. Velo 

Michael T. Ivers 

Opening Prayer: Rev. Kevin J. Feeney 

I1 Acceptance of Minutes: 

lll Reports: (See Attached Sheet) 

lV Acceptance of Agenda: 

V Ilnsiness: 

A. 

B. 

c. 

D. Priests: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. Daniel Buck '71 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/16/1995 

6. 

7. Daniel Buck '71: The Vicar for Priests asks that any further discussion on 
Dan's placement as an associate pastor be placed on hold until further notice. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

6 
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ST. PIUS X CHURCH 

Stickney, IL 60402-4497 

The Body and 

Blood of Christ 

Sunday: 

Monday: 

Tuesday: 

June 18, 1995 

Readings for the Week of lune 18 

Gn 14:18-20/1Cor11:23-26/Lk 9:1 lb-17 

2 Cor 6:1-10/Mt 5:38-42 

2 Cor 8: 1-9/Mt 5:43-48 

Wednesday: 2Cor9:6-11/Mt6:1-6, 16-18 

Thursday: 2 Cor 11: 1-11/Mt 6:7-15 
Friday: Ez 34: 11-16/Rom 5:5b- I l/Lk 15:3-7 
Saturday: Is 49: 1-6/ Acts 13:22-26/Lk I :57-66, 80 
Next Sunday: Zee 12:10-11, 13:1/Gal3:26-29/Lk9:18-24 

' ;' .,:.~~·<,: ~·>>}~-

'Pa~tor · <' . · . • ... · ... · .•····· .. · ... · /'· ' , 
',•.Ra\/;·ThoCTicis;E::U 

r.·"" ;;;, 

l}J~ek~civs at1lgg'.~·W;'.:;,'•·,·· · 

·i:#R:~,~~~t £~~.~8.~i~::~:}T: 
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ST. PIUS X, STICKNEY 

f!:n FROM FR. TOM'S DESK 
Today we celebrate another feast of the Lord before 

we return to the Sundays of Ordinary Time. We 
celebrate the feast of the Body and Blood of Jesus, 
formerly called Corpus Christi. Jesus teaches us two 
lessons in today's Gospel. First of all he welcomes the 
crowd though the disciples wanted to send them away. 
Luke indicates that being chosen to serve in a particular 
way is not an excuse for distancing oneself from the 
crowd, the common people; on the contrary, the Twelve, 
like Jesus, should be welcoming. 

The second point Jesus is making is that the 
disciples are to share whatever they have. In the sharing 
there will be more than enough for everyone. Logic and 
human reason say. "We have no more than five loaves 
and two fish." But Jesus asks that these meager 
provisions be stretched to their limits. The reality of 
being one people is reality. Capable of transforming not 
only the spiritual realm but social and economic life as 
well. Salvation reaches into the practical realities of 
human life. 

The feast reminds us of the presence of Jesus in the 
eucharistic celebration. It also reminds us that we are 
the body and blood of Jesus present within the human 
race. Luke's account of this miracle places particular 
emphasis on Jesus' welcoming and healing presence in 
contrast to the inclination of the Twelve to send the 
others away so that they could eat in peace what they 
had brought for themselves. 

During the coming week, perhaps we could recall 
from our own lives those times of sharing that .made a 
difference to you or to others. Then perhaps we could 
look for ways in which we could be more giving to 
others. 

Today we also celebrate Father's Day. We extend 
our best wishes to all fathers, grandfathers and 
godfathers of our parish family. Sometimes we ask 
ourselves "What is a father?". Lucille Gaziano Kennedy 
says that a father is our teacher so that we will all read 
to the next generation someday. A father is the 
breadwinner for us to grow stronger. A father is the law 
giver for us to grow in wisdom. A father is the 
visionary encouraging us to become the best we can. A 
father's legacy is courage, laughter and intelligence. A 
father is the faith-giver for us to grow in holiness. A 
father is a mirror of God's love and light in our lives. 
A father gives us his heart so that we will find the 
heavenly kingdom. We pray that all fathers will enjoy 
this day of relaxation and that we will always cherish 
them in our hearts. 

Last week, as you know, our school closed for the 
summer. Two faculty members are leaving SPX at the 
end of this school year and one is retiring but staying on 
to help out in places where she is needed. We thank 
Sister Jane and Ms. Konters for their years of service to 
the children of SPX. We ask God's blessings upon them 
as they enter their new positions. After 51 years of 
classroom teaching, Sister Thomas Marie is retiring 
from full time classroom teaching. However she will 
work with small groups and continue to teach the First 
Communion class. We thank Sister for all her years of 
service to the children of SPX and we ask God's 
continued blessing upon her as she enters this new 
phase of teaching. 

Once again I remind you of our Parish Picnic to be 
held next Sunday, June 25 at the Stickney Pavilion. 
Let's pray for good weather next Sunday so that all the 
many activities planned by our Social Events Committee 
can be carried out. There will be something for 
everyone; adults as well as children. Come over 
sometime between 11 AM and 6 PM and enjoy life 
socially with SPX parishioners. 

Next Sunday is the last Sunday of the current fiscal 
year. As you can see, our year-to-date deficit is 
$22,893.69. We encourage your extra generosity next 
Sunday in both the regular collection and the B.O.B. 
collection so that we can cut into this deficit before the 
fiscal year ends. May God reward you. 

Once again, Happy Father's Day! Enjoy the week 
ahead. 

Peace, 

-·-
CONTRIBUTIONS 

Sunday, June 11, 1995 
Sunday envelopes (361) ........... $3,905.60 
Loose money . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 340.34 
Children (329) ..................... 20.50 
TOTAL REGULAR COLLECTION $4,266.44 

June 12, 1994 .......... $5,443.02 
Maintenance .................... 1,651.20 
Balance Our Budget ................. 82.00 
TOTAL SUNDAY COLLECTION .. $5,999.64 

How We're Doing 
Weekly Budgeted Need ........... $6,700.00 
This week's collection ............. 5,999.64 
This week's deficit ................. 700.36 

YEAR TO DATE DEFICIT .... $22,893.69 

St. Joachim . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $26.00 
Needy Family ................... $104.50 

Capital Repair Drive 
Goal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $50,000.00 
June 11 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $444.00 
Amount received to date. . ........ $9,993.93 
Balance . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $40,006.07 

SATURDAY MORNING MASS 
As announced in my article last weekend, beginning 

with the month of July, Saturday morning Mass will not 
be celebrated at SPX. You can attend Saturday morning 
Mass at one of our neighboring parishes: St. Leonard at 
7:00 or 8:00 AM, Our Lady of Charity, St. Odilo and 
St. Hugh at 8:00 AM. 

** Council of Catholic Women will hold their Board 
Meeting on Tuesday, June 20 at 7 PM in the parish hall. 
All members are urged to attend. 
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THE BODY AND BLOOD OF CHRIST 

~~o~ MASS INTENTIONS 
~ FOR THE WEEK 

Sunday, June 18, Body and Blood of Christ 
8:00 t 

t 
t 
t 
t 

10:30 t 

t 
t 
t 
t 
t 
It> 

Monday, June 19, Weekday 
7:30 t 

Wednesday, June 21, Aloysius Gonzaga, religious 
7:30 t 

t 
Thursday, 

7:30 t 
t 

Friday, June 23, Sacred Heart of Jesus 
7:30 t 

t 
Saturday, June 24, Birth of John the Baptist 

7:30 t 
t 

t 

5:00 t 
t 
t 
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t 
Sunday, Ju 

8:00 t 
t 
t 
t 
t 

10:30 t 
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GOD'S PEOPLE 

There is a promise of marriage between: 

With compassion we pray for the repose of the soul of: 

With Christian joy, we celebrate the Baptism of: 

-·-
SANCTITY OF LIFE HOLY HOUR 

Members of our parish are invited to JOtn the 
Respect Life Network of St. John of the Cross Church, 
Wolf Road and 5 Ist., Western Spri.ngs, to a Eucharistic 
Holy Hour on June 19 at 7:30 PM, to beg the Sacred 
Heart of Jesus and Our Lady of the Rosary to hear our 
prayers for the restoration of the sanctity of LIFE in our 
society. 

Abortion, euthanasia, and fetal experiments all cry 
out for justice before God. 

ANNUAL PARISH PICNIC 
The annual parish picnic will be next Sunday, 

June 25, 11 AM to 6 PM at the Stickney Pavilion, 
41 st & Ridgeland. Rain or shine. 

There will be activities for the entire family. 
Games begin at I PM. Clowns, music, sports, 

entertainment, free ice cream for the children 
courtesy of the Stickney Police Association and the 
Stickney Fire Truck will also be there to view. 

The Parish Council vs the School Board 
softball game is scheduled for 4 PM. 

Bring your own food, beverage, table & chairs. 
Come with your family and join your fellow 
parishioners for a day of fun. ......................................................... 

OUR LORD'S HOUSEKEEPERS 
June 23, Volunteer needed 
Albs, 
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JUNE 18, 1995 

TIME FOR A CHANGE 
As you know, I will be leaving St. Pius X at the 

end of June for a new assignment. In this article, [ 
would like to share with you the details of the 
reassignment process and some of my thoughts as I 
prepare to move. 

In late November of last year I received a form 
letter from the Diocesan Priests' Placement Board 
informing me that I was due for a move. This was no 
surprise. As is standard procedure, I was instructed to 
write the Board if I felt there was a need for an 
extension of my stay at St. Pius X. That in fact is 
precisely what I had done the year before. I had never 
spent more than five years in any parish, but last year 
I requested a sixth year at St. Pius so I could be part of 
the ongoing planning process. Now in l 995 I know in 
my heart it's time to move on. 

In January I updated and submitted my resume for 
the information of interested pastors and staffs. In early 
March I received the listing of forty parishes open for 
associates. Twenty-eight priests were in the change 
process. With a little over three weeks available for 
negotiation, I set about calling, and/or interviewing at, 
many of the parishes. What an eye-opener! You don't 
realize how blessed you are here in Stickney until you 
see the sorry state of affairs in some other parishes. 
With the April 4 decision deadline looming, I finally 
found a ministry location that I felt could benefit from 
my talents. About a week after I submitted my choice, 
the Board rejected it and sent me back to the drawing 
board. Aaughh ! ! 

Next, my representative on the Board suggested I 
check out a parish that had not been on the initial list. 
I interviewed, I met the staff, I soul-searched, and the 
chemistry seemed right. The pastor, the staff, the 
Placement Board, and I were all pleased. Cardinal 
Bernardin was too, because on May 20 I received his 
official letter appointing me to St. Priscilla parish. 
Overjoyed, I announced my appointment at the weekend 
Masses. End of story, right? Wrong! 

On May 23 I received a phone call in the category 
of "oops" from diocesan authorities. The long and short 
of the matter was that I was still parish-less. Double 
aaughh!! ! 

The New World of May 26 listed the appointments 
of many associates to new assignments. Obviously, my 
name was not among them, but from the data I was able 
to discern which parishes were still looking for clergy 
help. There followed an intense period of negotiation 
with the Placement Board stretching over two weeks. 
After an encouraging interview with a pastor and a vote 
of acceptance from the board, I finally found a new 
place to hang my hat. And this one, as far as I can tell, 
is for real! 

So what parish is it? Sorry. Until I get ironclad 
official notice of my appointment, my lips are sealed. I 
don't want to get stung again. All I can tell you is that 
the parish for which I've applied is similar to St. Pius 
X, although larger, and the church is gorgeous! I'm 
looking forward to new challenges and new scenery. 

Some people have expressed amazement that I can 
so painlessly uproot myself every five years or so and 
move on. Usually they're thinking in terms of changing 

homes. But I see it as finding a new place to work, eat, 
sleep, and keep my stuff (not necessarily in that order). 
Seriously, even the most friendly and comfortable 
rectory isn't much of a home. I doubt that there are any 
of you who would put up with the level of traffic, both 
in person and by telephone, that is normal in a rectory. 
Privacy is virtually non-existent; the only way to get 
away from the job is to get away from the rectory. I'm 
not complaining. I'm just explaining the situation as I 
see it. I haven't had a real home, in the physical sense, 
in years. I don't feel like I'm missing anything, because 
the things that make me feel "at home", especially the 
support of my family and friends, aren't housed in a 
building. 

That doesn't mean that I won't miss many aspects 
of living at St. Pius X. In particular I treasure the time 
I've spent with a truly remarkable staff. I couldn't have 
asked for more enjoyable and supportive pastors than 
the "two Toms". And I continue to marvel at: Marco, 
who has turned a comatose music program into the envy 
of all our neighbors; Deb, our erstwhile Principal, who 
is never lacking in creativity and ingenuity in 
shepherding our little school into the next century; and 
Chris, our D.R.E.Nouth Minister who might as well 
live here for all the endless hours she devotes to often 
thankless tasks. I will miss the many generous people 
who have brought smiles to my days, especially Mary 
Ann, Marge, and Ethel, the efficient rectory "crew". 
And I will always have a soft spot in my heart for the 
dedicated men and women of the Stickney Fire 
Department. I won't even try to thank my many friends 
in the parish for fear I will neglect a name and hurt 
some feelings. You know who you are. 

In fairness I have to say that there are some things 
I won't miss. Specifically, [zero in on those folks who 
seem to be thorns in the sides of so many parishes. You 
know who you are, too. These are the people who sit on 
the side lines and make life miserable for all those who 
are trying to move the parish forward. These negative 
folks are the first to bemoan and the last to support, the 
first to complain and the last to lift a hand to help, the 
first to point out deficiencies and the last to pull out a 
checkbook. I know I'll find other ornery people at my 
new parish, but I'll still enjoy saying goodbye to the 
ones I leave behind here. 

Which brings me to my last point. Please give Fr. 
Tom all the support you can. The days ahead won't be 
easy for him. One of the reasons I've been reluctant to 
apply for a pastorate is the very likely possibility that I 
would be the only priest in the rectory. [would find this 
very stressful. If you want to help Fr. Tom serve this 
parish in the years to come, you'll have to work with 
him as he tackles the very serious problems, financial 
and otherwise, that face the parish. Apathy is the surest 
way to guarantee that St. Pius X won't survive to its 
50th anniversary. 

I am planning no special celebration before my 
departure. If you wish to say goodbye, I'll be around 
after most weekend Masses in June. I also do not 
consider this to be an appropriate time for gifts. If you 
were thinking of giving me anything, I ask you please 
to make a special contribution to the parish instead. St. 
Pius X needs your support much more than I do. Please 
pray for me as I will for you. 

Fr. Dan Buck 

i~ 

\. 
' 
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r--------------------, 
TEENS! LOOKING FOR SOMETHING TO DO 
ON FRIDAY AND SATURDAY NIGHTS???? 

The BCS Youth Committee along with CYO 
will be sponsoring a "Summer Youth Program" at 
St. Mary of Czestochowa Social Center, 5004 W. 
31st Street. The times will be from 6:00 PM to 
10:00 PM, 6:00 - 8:00 PM Gym time for Junior 
High Students (grades 6 - 8), 8:00 - 10:00 PM Gym 
time for Senior High Students (freshmen through 
graduated seniors). 

Plan on coming early/staying late as there are 
activities planned during the alternate times. Pre
registration/registration is a must, call Chris 
Schweihs-De Foe, for more 
information. Cost is minimal $.50 per visit or $5.00 
for a season pass. 

L--------------------~ 
NEW CATECHISM AVAILABLE 

The Paulist Press is offering the new Catholic 
Catechism for half price. This offer expires on June 30. 
If you're interested, make your check payable to St. 
Pius X Church for $10.50 (includes postage) and leave 
it at the rectory office with your name, address and 
phone number. Have your check in by June 20. We will 
order as a parish. 

5lle~nder's 1\f,staurant 
6725 Pershing 788-6000 

An article translated from a Dutch magazine reflects the 
transition which most of us have gone or arc going 
through in our assessment of Father. 

4 Years; My Daddy can do anything. 
7 Years: My Dad knows a lot, a whole lot. 
8 Years: Dad doesn't know quite everything. 
12 Years: 0 well, naturally Father doesn't understand. 
14 Years: Father, Hopelessly old-fashioned! 
21 Years: Oh, that man is out-of-date; what would you 

expect? 
25 Years: He comes up with a good idea now and then. 
35 Years: Must find out what Dad thinks about it. 
50 Years: I wish I could talk it over with Dad once 

more. 

~ 
KEITH MYERS 
HEATING, COOLING 

& ELECTRIC 
$50.00 DISCOUNT ON FURNACE, BOILER, 

A/C INSTALLATION WITHIS AD 

t:l.AbAA J.> ~ · A (708) 652-9871 
/-~ ar ~ COMMERCIAURESIDENTIAL 

!-----:=========---------------------------! J8NELERS 1----'-UC~E~N~SE~D-B~ON_D~E_D-_IN~SU_R_E_D--I 

Renate Meyer 
Cermak Road Realty 

6226 W. Cermak 
484-4800 

V.M. 769-8078 
Parishioner 

SHOULDN'T YOUR BUSINESS 
BE HERE? 

For information .on advertising, please call 
our parish representative DAVIQ Dom.MAN at 

1-800-876-4574 Ext. 278 
708-788-5177 

7020 West Cermak Road 

Berv.iyn, Illinois 60402 

1 -708-788-9200 

DR. SCOTT R. MUSIL 

DR. PETER R. WILDMAN 

Complete Family Dentistry 

Free Esbmates 
MATTHEW s. KOJS Have Paint, Will Travel 3905 Oak Park 749-2040 

FORAN !FUNERAL 
HOME, lTD 

7300 W Archer Ave. 458-0208 

Summit, II 60501 

60501 55th St (Just West of Harlem) 

"Family Serving Family" 

II. P. O'Connor 
Roofing - Chimneys 

Tuckpointing 

708-5 79-944 7 
Country"ide 

THOMAS W. GIGER 

ATTORNEY-AT-LAW 

3903 Oak Park, Stickney 

749-4646 

OVER 20 CASKETS ON DISPLAY LARGE PARLORS PRIVATE PARKING 

$ ~hart ~nera[ <Home 
ALAN J. LINHART - JOSEPH J. LINHART 6820 w. CERMAK RD. 7 49-2255 
B 6/8/1995 1:56 PM FOR AD INFO CALL LPI 1-800-876-4574 @:>1995 UruRGICAL PUBLICATIONS INC Sr. Ptus x .. STICKNEY. BLUE 01-0494 

I 

I 

'i 
! 
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Stickney Auto 
& Tn1ck Co., Iuc. 
Complete Service of Auto & Truck 

Towing• Emission Test Corrections 

All Rtpairs Guaranteed 
Call JOHN or TEO 6827 Pershin] Road 

rh, (7c.!) <11'"37l0/<M-811"0 Stickney, IL 

SUNNY DAYS 
LEARNING CENTER 

- Day Care • Preschool -
Ages 6 Wks. to 6 Yrs. Ages 6 Wks. to 6 Yrs. 
6227 Roosevelt Rd. 6807-09 Pershing Rd. 
Berwyn, IL Stickney, IL 
(708) 484-0230 (708) 484-0054 

O'REILLY'S FLOWERS 

and PARTY CENTER 
Designed Especially For Your Occasion 

Danny & Maryanne 

6730 W. Pershing Road 795-0997 

ROSS INSURANCE AGENCY 

Parishioner 
FRANK ROSS 

795-1575 
TOM ROSS 

. , Ron's Bunga/ 
~\\\ oii-

~c" ~l'J 
Live Bands Fri., Sat. & Sun. 

Entertainment Lounge & Eatery 
Now Open for Lunch 
Club & Business 
Meeting Room 

Funeral Lunches 
Games• Food 

New Hours: Mon, Wed, Thurs, 
Fri 11-7:00 

Buffet Available $3.50 
w/Beverage Purchase 

484-5430 2 Blocks North of St Pius 

SUBURBAN FAMILY George's Plumbing 
VILLA NOVA PIZZA 

6821 Pershing 788-2944 

KING DRUG 

:Funera{ Jfome 
S.J. Kulasik - Owner/Director 

STICKNEY RESIDENT 652-1116 

Nol Affrliated With Any Other Fireral Home 

5940 West 35th St. Cicero 

ClEAN SlATE ClEANING SERVICE, INC. 

& Sewer 

Flood Control Specialist 

Call Now 585-1893 

J. Woznicki, M.S., R.PH. R. Woznicki, B.S., R.PH. 

• All Plumbing & Sewer Problems 
Homes Corrected 

Complete Hallmark Selection 

Complete Ambassador Selection ~ 
All Types of Hospital Equipment Available~ 

6719 Pershing Road Free Delivery 749-3130 

A Funeral Home Designed To Comfort The Living 

And 222-1108 
Danz Family - Parish Members 

• Pumps Serviced & Installed 

5319 S. Keating 

CELEBRITY FLOOR SANDING 

Refinishing, Repairs, Installs, 
And Custom Staining 

A Special Place To Honor A Loved One 
5939 W. 35th St. - Cicero (708) 788-3636 

Jos. NOSEK & Sons 

Funera~ Home · = · ._..__. Delivery 

6716 W. Sixteenth St.• Berwyn, IL• Phone 708 484-7415 
Pick-Up 

TRAVEL WITH TOWER 
A Complete Travel Service 

33 Burlington, Riverside 

PHONE: 442-7050 

S\Jec l Sons 
FUNERAL HOME 

708-484-2050 Private Parking 

6227 W. Cermak Rd., 
Berwyn, IL 312-242·2027 r------------, I AVELAR I 
I Air Conditioning, Heating, Refrigeralion I 
I & Appliances for Your Home & Business I 
I PART8-SAl..ES-SERV1CE-INSTAUATION I 
I 24·haur service I 
I ·we Accept Discover Cards" I 
I 254-6133 I 
I 10.00 Off With Coupon I L------------.J 

NORBUT & ASSOCIATES 
'Attorneys Al Law" 

"General Practice· 

362 East Burlington Street 

Riverside, Illinois 60546 

708-447-6626 

'The Place With The Helpful Hardware Folks" 

(708) 795-6060 
631 & 18 Ogden Ave. Berwyn 

!.[unera[ :J{ome of 'Berwyn 
650 7 W. Cermak._1\9atl 'Berwyn 

708-484-6310 
A 6/811995 1:56 PM FOR Ao INFO CALL LPr 1-800-876-4574 ©1995 LITURGICAL PUBLICATIONS INC 

PIZ 
Michael Anthony's 

6434 W. Ogden 

484-2212 

6915 Stanley • Berwyn 

Use our drive-up window 

Income TaK Preparation 

Competent • Reasonable Rates 

Bill Walker 
708 485-5034 

652-6661 
Charles & Jo Ann Sourek 

Owners 

ST. Pius x., STICKNEY; BLUE 01-0494 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

Memo to File 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 6/20/95 
Re: Daniel Buck 

I spoke to Fr. Walter Huppenbauer, former pastor of St. Thomas of 
Villanova parish on 6/20/95. Fr. Buck knew I would talk to 
Huppenbauer. 

I asked whether Huppenbauer knew the situation when Buck first 
came to the parish in 1984. He saidt that, while he did not know 
all the details, he did know that there had been a problem. 

At that time st. Thomas parish had a Youth Minister, so Buck was 
not involved in very much activity there except for saying Mass 
for the youngsters and being present liturgically. 

Huppenbauer attests that there was never any indication that 
there was a problem while Buck was with him at St. Thomas. 
Huppenbauer mentioned that the parish was such that, if anything 
was wrong, he would have heard about it immediately. He never 
heard anything. 

On 6/26/95, I spoke with Fr. Tom Connelley, former pastor of St. 
Pius parish. He told me that there was ever any indication of a 
problem with teen-ager boys or girls on the part of Fr. Buck. He 
was quite strong in affirming Dan. 

On 6/28/95, I spoke by phone with Fr. Thomas Unz, present pastor 
of St. Pius parish. Buck had explained the situation and its 
seriousness. Unz affirms that he has never seen anything in 
Buck's behavior that would be problematic in regards to minors, 
boys or girls. 

I asked Fr. Unz if he would be willing to monitor Fr. Buck while 
Buck maintains his residency at st. Pius. He agreed to do so. I 
will check back with him shortly. 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
St. Pius X Parish 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

4314 South Oak Park Avenue 
Stickney, Illinois 60402 

Dear Dan, 

June 21,1995 

I want to summarize our discussion of Monday, 6/19, as best 
I can so that we are all on the same page. 

With Fr. Coughlin present, we reviewed the situation of some 
years ago and we talked about how it has resurfaced. We discussed 
your cooperation at the time of the incident some years ago. We 
pointed out our failure to bring this situation to the Cardinal's 
Commission when it was deliberating in Nov.~ 1991. 

I will prepare that report for the Professional Fitness 
Review Board but will show it to you before I submit it to the 
Professional Fitness Office administrator. 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

In the meantime, you are under a mandate not to be in the 
presence of minors, those under 18, without another responsible 
adult present. This is for your protection as well as theirs. 

I will contact your present and past pastors to confirm the 
facts of your self-described limited ministry with youth over the 
past 11 years. 

We agreed you would talk to Fr. Unz, when he returns, about 
the situation and how I will be asking his help in monitoring. I 
will call him after you have talked to him to go over the facts 
as I outlined them to you. 

We discussed at length how we all wish to avoid hurting the 
young woman or her family. We believe that you need to distance 
yourself from them in a very sensitive manner, for their sake as 
well as yours. How that distancing takes place·is very important, 
Dan. If it exacerbates the situation, everyone will suffer. 

I will need to be back in touch with the family through Fr. 
Mayall and I will tell them what we agreed upon. I will also 
make the suggestion that the family may do well to talk this all 
over with the young woman. 

Your future assignment will be on hold until we have had an 
opportunity to run this past the Professional Fitness Review 
Board. We will be asking for their consultation in the matter of 
your next assignment. 

We talked about you having somebody as a personal confidante 
in this matter, someone you can share everything with. I might 
suggest to you that Fr. Andy McDonagh, who works with our office 
on occasion, has served as a personal confidante of men in these 
situations in the past. What goes between you and him would be 
totally confidential. He would not be part of any decisions 
about the future but would be able to give you some wisdom along 
the way. You were to let me know when you have thought this 
over, whom you would like to have as a consultant, if anyone. 

I can't stress strongly enough, Dan, how important your 
response is to this new situation. While, as you noted, you don't 
have a lot of choice about going through all this, you do have 
choices to make along the way that can impact how the future 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

works its way out. 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

I know the meeting on Monday was difficult and I know that 
at times I may have been part of that difficulty. I really do 
want to help you, but I am also charged with the task of seeing 
this case through the process. 

I'll do everything I can to be of assistance. 

Fraternally yours, 

Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Vicar for Priests 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/23/1995 

,,.... Page 343 

D. Parishes: 

E. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. St. Joseph/Summit: '73 [Pastor] is wondering what is 
holding up the appointment of Dan Buck '71. He has been 
encouraged to speak to Dan Coughlin [Co-Vicar for Priests]. 

4 
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Present: 

Absent: 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 07/07/1995 

Rev.: 

AGENDA 

Meeting: #37 Fourteenth Board 
July 7, 1995 Date: 

Place: Priests' Placement Board 

Robert P. Heinz, Michael T. Ivers, 
Steven W. Pattc, John S. Siemianowski 

Rev. Jeremiah M. Boland, Kevin J. Feeney, Kenneth J. Velo 

Opening Prayer: Rev. Mich<1el T. Ivers 

II Acceptance of Min 11 ks: 

III Reports: (See Attached Sheet) 

IV Acceptance of Agenda: 

V Ilusiness: 

A. Vicars for Priests 10:30 

B. 

C. 

D. 

E. 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

Page 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 07/07/1995 

Page 350 

IV 

V Business: 

A. Vicars for Priests: 

1 . 

2. 

3. Daniel Buck '71: Dan is still a Vicar for Priests client. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

4 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

Memo to File 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 7/15/95 
Re: Rev. Dan Buck 

Fr. Dan Coughlin has talked 
vacation from 7/17 to 7/28. 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

Memo 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

To: Bernadette Connelley, PFRA 
From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley, Vicar for Priests 
Re: Allegations from 1984 
8/11/95 

I have been instructed 
llllllllllto inform the PFRBD about a situation that has recently 
arisen regarding an old case that was not reviewed by the 

. Cardinal's Commission in 1991-92. As you will recall, I first 
informed you of this case in a telephone conversation on 8/8/95. 
I have also been instructed that, for the time being, I should 
present the case anonymously to the Fitness Review Board. 

1. This case originated in the summer of 1984. It was handled, 
however appropriately, according to the procedures of that time . 

• Through an oversight, this case was not - but should have been 
- reviewed by the Cardinal's Commission in 1991-92 . 

. No new allegations have arisen of any kind. The case however 
resurfaced late in May of 1995 when the priest involved applied 
for a position as associate pastor at a neighboring parish to the 
parish in which the events first occurred in 1984. 

2. In mid-May, 1995, of the girl's family (the girl is 
now 25 and married) came forward to the pastor of her parish 
(where the events first happened) to register a strong complaint 
about the pending appointment of the priest to the neighboring 
parish. Some members of the family still had strong feelings 
about the way the case was handled in 1984. The pastor reported 
the call to us. 

3. 5/24/95 - The priest was immediately confronted and told that 
he should not take the proposed assignment and that any future 
assignment would now be on hold until the inquiry was completed. 

He was told not to be in the presence of minors without another 
adult being present. Pending further inquiry, he was to be left 
in his present parish under monitoring by the local pastor An 
inquiry was put in motion at once. The pastor was informed upon 
his return from vacation shortly after this meeting. 

I. 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fa><: (312) 642-4933 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILUNOIS 60611 

4. June, 1995 - Inquiries were made of the priest's three most 
recent pastors and all attested that, since 1984, there had been 
no untoward behavior with minors. No new allegations have arisen. 

5. Early June, 1995 - A letter the priest had written to the girl 
in the summer of 1984 was brought by the parents to their pastor 
and then to us. (The Vicar for Priests and the local Dean had 
seen this letter in 1984. No copy was found in the priest's 
file.) The letter from the priest was adolescent and indicated 

, that the relationship between the 38 year old priest and the 14-
15 year old girl was suspicious, highly imprudent and possibly 
abusive. 

Details of 1984 allegation: 
. In 7/84, the girl's family had been uneasy about a growing 
relationship between priest and young 14-15 year old girl. Her 
mother found a letter from priest to the girl which upset the 
family because it seemed to indicate an unhealthy relationship. 
The incident was reported to the Vicar for Priests and the Dean . 

. Priest was moved from the parish in 9/84, went to new 
parish where his pastor was informed of his 
difficulties. No new allegations surfaced over next 11 
years • 

• In 10/84, the priest did re-visit the parish and met the 
girl at a teen "lock-in" where he was observed sitting 
at a movie (with others around) with his arm draped 
across her shoulder. He was called on this and told not 
to return to the parish. He did not return . 

. Some members of the family felt early on the case had been 
mishandled . 

. Through all this, the girl has never brought any 
allegations against the priest. When she got married 
recently, she even invited him to her wedding. She 
would consider him a friend. Girl (now 25) accompanied 
by her husband ) was interviewed by Fr. 
O'Malley and Ralph Bonaccorsi on 8/11/95. (See below.) 

;t, 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fu: (312) 642-4933 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, IWNOIS 60611 

6. July 5-11, 1995 -

in 

9. No future re-assignment will take place without consultation 
with the Fitness Review Board as is customary. 

10. 8/11/95 - Meeting of young woman and her husband with R. 
Bonaccorsi and Fr. O'Malley. 

The young woman had never been asked by her family or Church 
authorities what had happened. She recognizes that the 
relationship on his part was probably imprudent. She feels that 
he was very helpful at that time when she was going through some 
difficult times. She considers him a good friend and even invited 
him to her wedding in '93. She has been fully open with her 
husband about the relationship even showing him the letter 
mentioned above from 1984. She and her husband want the priest to 
get whatever help is needed. They want to see him returned to 
ministry. The priest has been told not to be in contact with her. 

The young woman will take this opportunity to talk to 111111111 
to tell her side of the story and to make sure 

they know how she feels about the priest. She distinctly does 
see herself as a victim in any way. She is a • 

1111111 and feels she understands about abusive relationships. 

3 

not 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

Memo to File 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 8/11/95 
Re: Daniel Buck 

Today I spoke to Fr. Unz, pastor of st. Pius X parish. I told 
him that we would put Fr. Buck on our salary dating back to 
7/1/95. That means that Buck, in September, will receive the 
equivalent of 3 months salary. I told Unz that, at that time, 
Fr. Buck should repay the parish for July and August. The parish 
is presently picking up the salary for July and August. 

I also told Fr. Unz that we will pick up Buck's car insurance as 
well. 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

Memo to File 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 8/12/95 
Re: Daniel Buck 

7. Bonaccorsi and I met with an~ 11111111 on Friday 
night, 8/11, at 7 PM at St. Francis Borgia parish. i's 
first statement was that she had no intention of bringing a civil 
suit against the archdiocese in any way, shape or form. She did 
not consider herself a victim, but felt that Fr. Buck had been a 
great help to her at the time the incident occurred. 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

She recognizes that there may have been imprudent conduct by an 
older person at that time ....... stated that she has accepted 
what happened in the past and""'ii"a'S"oved on from there. She does 
not consider herself a victim. She has forgiven people and has 
let it go. 

She does not shoulder any blame for that. Her major complaint 
back then and even today is that no one listened to her in this 
matter. Her family never spoke to her about what had happened in 
the relationship with Fr. Buck. 

~came forward recently, she did not talk tollllllll 
....... initiated a conversation and will continue that 
conversation with her family so that they can know her mind in 
this whole matter. 

is now 25 going on 26 and has been 
e s a ed that even berfore the marriage, 

relationship between herself and Buck. 

llllllllmentioned that she had only recently been shown the text 
of Buck's letter to her in 1984. About three weeks ago, 11111111111 
got a copy of that letter from her mother. She then shared it 
with her husband,1111 It was years since she had seen a copy of 
the letter. She stated that when she first received that letter, 
she had only had it for a day or so before her mother found it. 
She never had a chance to really go over it and what it meant. 

lllllindicated that his initial response to the letter was anger 
but that he understands the context of the relationship at that 
time and he bears no grudges against Fr. Buck. He sees Buck as a 
good man and dedicated. As long as his wife has not been hurt 
and will not be hurt he is comfortable. He feels certain that if 
there were anything that happened his wife would share that with 
him and she agreed. 

lllllllllstill considers herself and her husband as friends of Fr. 
Buck. She asked what would happen to him and if he had been told 
not to be in contact with her. I told her that I was the one who 
had asked him not to be in contact with her for his sake. She 
understood. 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

I then told her what was happening with Fr. Buck and our hope 
that he would do whatever 

was necessary and then move on with his life. 

Ralph Bonaccorsi offered the Archdiocese's assistance with 
counseling for and her husband ........ facetiously 
asked about help for . Ralph ass~ that members of 
the family who were affected by this could have counseling. 

Ralph then asked if lllllllllfelt that she had been listened to 
tonight and she said she had. She said she felt good about this 
meeting. She herself was going to go back to and tell 
her that she had taken control of this thing at this time and had 
been in contact with the proper authorities. 

All in all I think~ing was successful. Bonaccorsi will 
stay in touch with ....... keeping her informed of what is 
happening with Buck. 
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10/3/95 
Memo 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

To: Bernadette Connelley, PFRA 
From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley, Vicar for Priests 
Re: Allegations from 1984 about Rev. Daniel Buck, '71 

A report on this case was originally presented to the PFRBD on 
8/11/95 with no mention of the priest's name; this is an updated 
and expanded version of that report for the Professional Fitness 
Review Board on 10/3/95. 

CHRONOLOGY 

1. The PFRBD of this case when the Vicar for 

, informed the Fitness 
Review A m1n1strator of the case on 8/8/95. The VP spoke to the 
FRA by phone. On 8/11/95, a written (though anonymous) report was 
presented to the Administrator. 

2. This case originated in the summer of 1984. It was handled 
according to the procedures of that time . 

. Summer, 1984 - Essentially there was an allegation of an 
improper relationship between Fr. Buck, then about 38~d, 
and a 15 year old girl, . The family of ....... 
complained to the local Dean, Fr. Jakubowski, who conducted an 
inquiry into the matter. The Dean met with priest, and then with 
the family. The priest and family agreed he was supposed to stay 
away from the girl. 

Apparently the priest did not live up to his promise. In July, 
1984, the family came forward again and this time the Vicar for 
Priests was brought in. The Mother produced a letter which the 
priest had written to the girl (copy enclosed - Letter "A"). A 
copy of the letter ("A") was not placed in the priest's file at 
the time. The family threatened to put Buck under a peace bond. 

AOC 008636 



Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

. Buck was told to inform his new pastor of the problem. He does 
so when he is sent to St. Thomas of Villanova in Palatine . 

. 10/31/84 - Fr. Brodfuehrer, Pastor of St. Francis, calls saying 
Buck had come back to the parish, was seen at a youth "lock-in" 
at the parish. The chaperons reported that Buck watched movie 
with kids, and had his arm around the girl. From the records, it 
is not clear what was done at this time . 

. 12/84 - After Mother had written Buck telling him to stay away 
from her daughter, VP confronts Buck and warns about staying away 
from the girl. Family is upset. (Letter "B" enclosed). There may 
have been other contacts with the girl by phone. That seems to 
have been the end of the situation. Apparently Buck did keep his 
distance from the girl after that. 

3. Through an oversight, this case was not presented to the 
Cardinal's Commission for review in '91-'92. It should have been. 
As far as we know, it is the only case that was not so presented. 

4. Fr. Buck has no other allegations of misconduct in his file 
and no new allegations have arisen of any kind at this time. The 
case however resurfaced in May of 1995 when Buck applied for a 
position as associate pastor at a neighboring parish to the 
parish in which the events first occurred in 1984. 
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. 5/23/95 - The present pastor of St. Francis Borgia parish, Fr. 
111111, called VP reporting that of the girl (the girl is 
now 25 and married) came forward to register a complaint about 
the pending appointment of Buck to the neighboring parish. Some 
members of the family still had strong feelings about the way the 
case was handled in 1984. The pastor reported the call to us . 

. 5/24/95 - Upon checking the record, the VP realized this case 
from the past had not been reviewed by the Commission . 

. Fr. Buck was immediately contacted and told that he should not 
take the proposed assignment and that any future assignment could 
be in jeopardy. Buck denied any deliberate intent to move back 
close to that family. Buck was also told not to be in the 
presence of minors without another adult being present. Pending 
further inquiry, he was to be left in his present parish (St. 
Pius X in Stickney, Il.) under monitoring by the local pastor. 
The pastor, Fr. Thomas Unz, was fully informed of the situation 
when he returned from vacation shortly after this meeting. 

4. 6/3/95 - The pastor of St. Francis, while maintaining contact 
with members of thellllllfamily some of whom are still 
disturbed, is shown a copy of letter (Letter "A") which Buck 
wrote back in '84 and is upset by the tenor of the letter. 
This letter had not been seen by the present VPs before this. 

5. 6/6/95 - Fr. is interviewed by Vicars. He has talked to 
parents who tell him that, in 1984, Buck used to come to their 
home after work at night. He would watch TV with family, who 
sometimes went to bed early. Family enjoyed Buck's presence. 

One evening, when Mother came downstairs, (the young 
girl) was sitting on Buck's lap. On another occasion, Buck was in 
the girl's bedroom though nothing was occurring. (See 2. above.) 
This was when girl's Mother first complained and an agreement was 
arrived at that Buck should stay away from girl. The letter "A" 
cited above came later that summer after these events. 

When got married , she invited Buck to the 
wedding. Apparently, after she had grown up, she and he kept in 
contact. She and her husband have had dinner with Buck on 
occasions and consider themselves good friends. This also has 
angered some of the family, especially . The young woman 
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and her family disagree about Buck. We have tried to be 
especially careful so as not to drive a wedge between 11111111 and 
her family by the way we handle this delicate matter now. 

Through the pastor, we asked for a copy of the letter 
("A") which was sent to us for our file. The family asked that we 
do nothing with Buck until after they had returned from their 
vacation after June 16th. 

6. 6/12/95 - The VP, upon receiving the copy of the letter, 
reviewed whole case with There was great concern for the 

and the young woman and their internal relationshi . 
1111 .... was not bringing any com laint a ainst Buck. 

reassignment was put on hold indefinitely. 

7. 6/19/95 - VPs met with Buck. Explained situation, .......... 
1 Buck is totally cooperative. Buck's pres~ 

had agreed to monitor his behavior at parish, knowing the full 
situation. 

8. June 20 & 28, 1995 - Inquiries were made of the priest's three 
most recent pastors and all affirmed that, to their knowledge, 
there had been no unbecoming or suspicious behavior with minors. 

9. 7/3/95 ssq. -
circumstances of 
this man pose 

4 
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. A written report (anonymous) was prepared for the PFRBD and 
given to the Administrator on 8/11/95. At its next meeting, the 
Board's response was that it should have jurisdiction over this 
matter. As soon as the third opinion was in, the full case would 
be turned over to the PFRBD. 

12. 8/11/95 - Bonaccorsi and VP met with young woman and her 
husband . The young woman 
had never been asked by her family or Church authorities what had 
happened. She recognizes that the relationship on his part was 
probably imprudent. She feels that he was very helpful at that 
time when she was going through some difficult times. She still 
considers him a good friend and even invited him to her wedding 
in '93. She has been fully open with her husband about the 
relationship even showing him the letter mentioned above from 
1984. She and her husband want Fr. Buck to get whatever help is 
needed. They want to see him returned to ministry. The priest has 
been told not to be in contact with her. 

The ~ has taken this opportunity to talk to 
and ......... to tell her side of the story and to make sure 
they know how she feels about the priest. She does not see 
herself as a victim in any way. She is a 

lllllllland feels she understands about abusive relationships . 

. Since 1984, the VP has not spoken to the family of the girl. 
All recent communications with them have taken place through 
their local pastor. He has kept them informed of developments. 

5 
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15. Fr. Buck would like to talk to the Fitness Review 
Administrator to ask what documents 11111111111111111111 
needed. 
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Memo to File 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 10/3/95 
Re: Dan Buck 

I will be turning over Fr. Buck's case to the PFRA, Bernadette 
Connolly, either today or tomorrow. Dan is willing to share some 
of the information•••••••••••••• but I want to be sure 
that we have his permission on record. 

I also called Fr. , pastor of St. Francis Borgia, to 
alert him to the fact that it was being_ turned over to the PFR 

•
Bloliliairldl.llThe Board may decide that they want to see the family or 

herself. They all should be alerted that those requests 
may come through. 

On 10/4/95, early in the morning, I spoke to Dan Buck. He was 
unable to get back to me on Tuesday, 10/3. I told him that I had 
turned over the story of the original allegations to Bernadette 
and that she would probably be contacting him soon. I told him 
that, as in the 8/11 to the PFR Board, I had included some 
information that 

He had given me 
permission verbally earlier in a meeting and I just renewed that 
permission once again today. 
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Notes on PFR-01 (Daniel Buck) - St. Pius X in Stickney: 

A) - originally came anonymously from the Vicar's Office. Review 
Board concluded that the case should be referred to Professional 
Fitness Review Board. 

B) - relationship with a 15 yr. old girl. Family (1984) requested 
that Buck stay away from the girl. 

C) - In '91-'92 case was not presented to the Commission. 

D) - case resurfaced in May of '95 when Buck applied for a position 
at the neighboring parish which was next door to the parish where 
the first incident took place. 

E) - of the now 2 8 yr. old woman reported Buck to Fr. - -
was upset about the possible transfer. 

F) - Now in her 20's, ~ot married and invited Buck to the 
wedding. 

G) - Victim did not bring any complaints to the Vicar's Office thus 
far. 

H) -

I) -

Phone Call to Dan Buck from Bernadette Connolly: 

- I spoke with Dan Buck today. 
the Review Board operates under. 

10-11-95 

He also requested to meet wit"h the Board. I explained to 
him that the Review Board does not usually meet with the priest or 
the victim(s) but on occasions does meet as a sub-committee of the 
Board with either the victim or the priest. I advised Dan Buck 
that he could write to the Review Board and explain his situation. 
He seemed comfortable with this advice. 

currently residing 
Sunday Masses. 
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From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 10/18/95 
Re: Daniel Buck 

I received a phone call from Fr. Tom Unz, pastor of St. Pius X 
parish, who is also monitoring Dan Buck for the time being. Tom 
mentioned that I had told him early on in this whole process 
that, if there was a problem, the parish could receive some 
reimbursement for living expenses. 

Our usual allottment for something like this is $450 per month. 
Today I called the PFR office to see if they would take this on 
from October 1st onwards. They agreed to do so. We will cover the 
rest through PRMAA. 

Unz is also concerned that he is getting many questions from 
people as to why Buck is still there when he wasn't supposed to 
be there. I talked to Bernadette Connolly about maybe a quick 

preliminary 
suggestion. 

said that the matter was 
10/21. She will get back 

for a 
their 
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Memo 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

To: Rev. Patrick Pollard 
From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 10/20/95 
Re: Rev. Dan Buck 

Fr. Dan Buck is a client of ours. He presently resides at st. 
Pius X parish in Stickney. Fr. Buck has not actually been 
assigned to the parish since July 1, 1995. As per our telephone 
conversation on 10/20/95, I'm asking if you would be able to 
provide $450 per month to st. Pius parish, starting from July 1 
through the end of September. I would ask you if possible to 
make out a check for $1350 to st. Pius X parish and send it to 
our office; we will remit it to Fr. Tom Unz. Obviously this 
would be debited against our office. 

Thank you very much for your attention to this matter. 
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Memo to File 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 10/25/95 
Re: Rev. Daniel Buck 

I spoke to Bernadette Connolly, the PFR Administrator, today to 
ask about the possibility of the PFR Board perhaps doing a quick 
review of Buck's situation. I told her that we think it would be 
beneficial if as soon as possible. 
Good for him, good for the Archdiocese, and also good for the 
present pastor of st. Pius X who is more and more having to 
explain Buck's presence there. We don't want to draw too much 
attention to the fact that Dan will be leaving there. After all, 
this is an old case and there has been no reoccurrence. 

If the PFR Board concurs, then we could have Buck move 
immediately When ••••••••• 
11111111, he could go to Mundelein to await the next steps in the 
process. Bernadette said she will check on this with 
and other members of the PFR Board. 
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Saint Pius X Catholic Church 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
One East Superior Street - Suite #504 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Members of the Board: 

November 6, 1995 

I deeply appreciate the opportunity to communicate with you concerning 
my case which is now being presented for your consideration. In his memorandum 
to the Board dated October 3, 1995, the Vicar for Priests has presented a good 
summary of the situation. The intent of this letter is to flesh out the story 
and to suggest some circumstances which I feel deser·ve special attention. 

In my first three parish assignments after ordination, I was involved 
in youth work with pre-teens and teens. Since I was almost always the 
youngest priest in the rectory, it was expected that I would assume leader
ship in youth ministry. I didn't mind because I've always enjoyed kids, 
and I'm proud of the programs I organized and/or nurtured at St. Luke, Our 
Laqy of Grace, and St. Francis Borgia. At St. Francis I was instrumental in 
recruiting an excellent group of young adult coordinators, and I interviewed 
and hired the first full-time youth minister in the parish's history. Some 
of the young people who I've gotten to know during the early years of my 
priesthood still stay in contact with me. With the exception of the family 
at the center of the controversy you are considering, I have received nothing 
but praise and support from all the families whose kids have been invoJved 
in these programs. 

I met during a time of remarkable growth in the youth 
program at St. Francis. I was immediately impressed by her friendliness, 
her: gener:osity, and her: sensitivity. She was the kind of person with wt.om 
the other kids were eager to share their problems and feelings. When she 
was feeling overwhelmed with the burden of supporting her friends, or 11l1en 
she sought answers to their concerns, she came to me. We spent a great deal 
of time, for instance, talking about her friend who wouldn't 
consider approaching a priest directly. 

Hindsight reveals that the relationship which developed in 1984 be::ween 
Ms. - and myself was professionally inappropriate, emotionally intense, 
and psychologically dangerous. While this friendship was not sexual in 
nature, it certainly could have that appearance to an outside observer. The 
girl was at a particularl vulnerable time in her life, 

ow e 
cope 

and I became close friends, 

My life was at 
parents and trying 

She 
than 

4314 S. Oak Park Ave. • Stickney, IL 60402-4497 • (708) 484-7951 
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was healthy for either of us. She did not hesitate to talk to me about any
thing that concerned her. 

I wish that her mother had voiced her concerns to her daughter or to 
me early on, before the situation escalated. If she had, I'm sure that I 
could have modified my approach to this relationship, to the satisfaction 
of ever one concerned. Unfortunately, she did not. 

was particularly 
because her mother would not fears or suspicions with her. 

When the conflict finally came to a head, I was more than glad to move 
parish. The pastor, reappointed to a second term after 

was still impossible to live and work with. 

The young lady maintained limited telephone contact with me during her 
high school years. She assured me that her parents approved of this; sometimes 
I could hear them in the background during our conversations. Later on in her 
adult years in college and after, our friendship was reestablished on a much 
more mature level. On several occasions I volunteered to drive her and her 
friends home from college for some vacation break. Her parents seemed 
genuinely pleased that I was doing this for them. 

After her graduation we talked at great length about the painful exper
iences .of 1984. We both agreed that I had made a number of mistakes and been 
blind to my professional responsibilities. I wanted to reassure her that none 
of this was her fault, since she is the type of person who is quick to blame 
herself. We have been able to laugh about things which at the time were 
anything but funny. 

In due time she met a fine young man and became engaged. Both of them 
wanted me to officiate at their wedding, but I deferred, not wanting to stir 
up old hurts. They understood but insisted that I attend the wedding and 
reception. This I did, While the family didn't exactly 
welcome me with open arms, they gave no hint to the couple or to me that 
they were upset. As in 1984, none of the family shared their feelings with 
the young woman. 

When I applied for the associate pastor position at St. Priscilla 
parish in May of this year, I was following the recommendation of my repre
sentative on the Priest Placement Board, given to me after my first choice 
for assignment was rejected. I was impressed by the parish, the pastor, and 
the staff. I had no reason to expect any complaint from the~amily 
since I knew of no connection between them and the parish. 111111111and her 
husband live inlllllllllllllll.) As I later discovered, some family members 
lived in St. Pri~s past, but all of them have been gone for 
over a decade, 
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On May 20, 1995 I received my letter of appointment from Cardinal 
Bernardin. By May 23, the appointment had been nullified, perhaps one of the 
shortest assignments in diocesan history! had surfaced with her 
concerns. Where she had been for the last eleven years or why she chose this 
time to appear is anyone's guess. Bewildered with all this, I called the 
young woman to see if she was aware of what was going on. She was not, and 
she was furious with llllllllwith whom she has never been close. 

After a three-way conversation between the Vicar for Priests, St. 
Priscilla's pastor, and me, it was agreed that for the sake of all concerned 
I could not be assigned to that parish. I was told to look elsewhere for 
assignment. (Here I disagree somewhat from Fr. 0 1 Malley 1 s report of the order 
of events.) I interviewed at another parish on June 5, but it was not to be. 
This time was persisting, and she had now involved . In my 
meeting with the Vicar on June 19, the whole matter was made clear to me, and 
my time of limbo began. Confidant that I had no reason to fear, I readily 
agreed to 11111111111111111111111111111111111 

Early on, the Vicar told me to discontinue any contact with the young 
woman. I did so reluctantly, because I treasure my friendship with her and 
her husband, and I didn't want to see them hurt again. llowevec her- husband, 
11111111, contacted me in early August to express her and his frustration 
over this matter. She felt that her opinion was ignored in 1984 and that 
no one seemed to be interested in it now. Hee demands to be heard led to the 
meeting of August 11 with Fr. O'Malley and Mr. Bonaccorsi. As the Vicar for 
Priests reports, she does not see herself to be a victim in any way and she 
sees no reason why my ministry should be curtailed. 
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At the beginning of this letter, I said that there are special circum
stances which bear on my case. Please allow me to list them as succinctly 
as I can. 

1. There is presently no unresolved charge of professional misconduct 
against me. There was never a charge of sexual misconduct against me. The 
present concerns brought to your attention represent no new charges but 
rather the rehashing of eleven year old allegations by a relative with only 
anecdotal knowledge of the oci inal situation. Neither the "victim", who is 
now a 26 year old nor her husband have any interest 
in pursuing this ma er. T ey are upset and angry that this controversy has 
resurfaced because of the meddling of with no direct involvement in 
or understanding of the details of the events. As Fr. O'Malley points out in 
his memorandum, the youn~ seized this opportunity for a long-overdue 
heart-to-heart talkwith ........ and , so that they might finally 
respect her feelings and wishes. 

I would suspect that the cases you deliberate involve an active allegation 
or allegations, a complaining victim or victims, and substantial evidence of 
an instance or a pattern of abuse. In my case, there are none of these. 

2. In 1984, I complied with all the procedures presented to me at that 
time. I accepted a new parish assignment, I severely curtailed any involvement 
with young o le, 

deliberations are not the same as court 
the injustice of double jeopardy when a 
not because of new evidence but because 
be unfair to judge the work of 
1995 standards, so it is unfair 

• While I realize that your 
proceedings, yet there appears to be 
situation of this kind is resurrected 

rocedures. Just as it would 
and Fr. Ventura by 

3. lllllllllllllllopinion of my vigilance has been borne out by the last 
eleven y~istry to the Church of Chicago. As you know, the Vicar 
for Priests has talked to the three pastors under whom I have served. I also 
encouraged him to speak to principals, youth ministers, and other staff 
members. They would all report the same thing. There has not been the hint of 
any problem. I have been, and continue to be a good and effective parish 
priest, well-liked by the people whom I serve and with whom I work. If there 
is need for a period of probation, this surely has been it. 
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while I live in a rectory setting doing at least some kind of 
limited parish work. I say this because my vocation is my life, and I draw 
great strength from my ministerial work, particularly in weekend worship. 
Also I depend on the support structure of my family and friends. As some of 
you may know, I have spent my Tuesdays with three classmates for over 25 
years. Tuesday has become the most crucial day of the week for me in terms 
of psychological and spiritual renewal. I also treasure my work, over the 
last 32 years, with Fr. Stan Rudcki and the Niles Concert Choir. 

I realize that your work is difficult and sometimes painful, trying to 
balance the best interests of the people of God, the institutional Church, 
and those who dedicate their lives in service of both. I sincerely appreciate 
being able to communicate with you in this way. In my heart I know that I 
am not a threat to anyone of any age or gender. As a responsible and 
conscientious adult, I have learned from the mistakes of the past. 

I would welcome the opportunity to meet with the Board or any of its 
members or with the Fitness Review Administrator, to provide you with any 
further information or clarification. I thank you for your thoughtful 
consideration of my situation. 

Sincerely, 
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Nov. 10, 1995 

Dear Tom, 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

I am enclosing the check to cover expenses for Dan's room 
and board for the three months of July, August and September. 
Thanks for being patient about this. 

I am seeing Dan on 11/11 to take the next step. I'm sorry I 
haven't been able to speed the process up for you as well as for 
his sake, but things just take time. Reports, meetings, etc - you 
know the drill. I want you to know that I tried hard but 
unsuccessfully to move things along. 

It is my hope that we can now move forward as quickly as 
possible. At least arrangements will be made and a definite date 
will be set. I'll let you know as soon as I have something. 

Again thanks for all your help to Dan in this whole 
scenario. Take care and I hope you and your work go well. 

Fraternally yours, 

Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Vicar for Priests 
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Memo 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

To: Bernadette Connolly, PFR Administrator 
Re: Rev. Daniel Buck 
From: Rev. P. O'MAlley 
11/ 13 /95 

2. Fr. Buck pointed out to me an error in the memo dated 10/3/95 
which I submitted to your office. 

On page 3 of that memo, third paragraph (under the date: 
5/24/95), I wrote that "Fr. Buck was immediately contacted and 
told that he should not take the proposed assignment AND THAT ANY 
FUTURE ASSIGNMENT COULD BE IN JEOPARDY." In actuality, the 
statement in capitals was not relayed to Fr. Buck until after the 
Vicars had seen the 1984 letter to the girl, i.e. after 6/12/95. 
Fr. Buck and we were continuing to look at the possibility of 
another assignment up to 6/12. 

cc: Rev. Daniel Buck 
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FILE PFR-01 November 15, 1995 

I spoke to Pat O'Malley today about Daniel Buck's current 
situation. Pat O'Malley informs me that DB is still living at St. 
Pius in Stickney but needs to move out by the end of December. 

I inf orrned POM that I 
would relay this information to the Board and report back to him 
regarding the Board's recommendations. DB also had informed me 
that he could possibly live at St. Frances of Rome in Cicero if his 
Supplementary Review was not completed by 12/16/95. 

AOC 008654 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of the Chancellor Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

Re: 

MEMORANDUM 

File 

Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki, Chancellor~ 
November 18, 1995 

(312) 751-8220 
Fax (312) 751-5381 

Review Board Meeting - REVEREND DANIEL P. BUCK. '71 - Supplementary 
Review 

Since this case involves matters.addressed by the Vicar for Priests 
Office eleven years ago, and since there are no new allegations, the Board 
determined procedurally to handle this as a supplementary review of an old 
matter. 

The Review Board directed that the PFRA ask Ralph Bonaccorsi about 
the interview he and Father Pat O'Malley had with • concerning the 
facts of what did or did not happen eleven years ago. If these matters were not 
discussed, the PFRA should interview Ms. • herself. 

The PFRA should also interview Father Buck. 

The Review Board asks for the report from in 1984, the 
written reports from this past summer and 
questionnaire), and information from Father O'Malley's interviews with three 
Pastors of Father Buck. 

The Board also recommended that Father Buck remain at St. Pius X 
Parish until the supplementary review is finished (hopefully January 1, 1995). 
The consensus of the Board was clear that Father Buck should not be withdrawn 
from ministry nor sent to Koenig Hall at Mundelein. 
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Present: 

PFR-01 

AROIDIOCESE OF OIICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS ~ OOARD 

M.inut.es Of Board Meeting 
November 18, 1995 

10:00 a.m. - 2:15 p.m. 
Office of Professional Fitness Revie.1 

..... 

'!he Board continued its SUppleirentaey Review of the 1904 allegation and 
subseqUent reports a:mcerning D. B. 'Ihe Board reviewed infonnation fran the Vicar 
for Priests regarding D. B. 'Ihe Board asked that the Administrator gather the 
foll~i?XJ additional information. One, det.ennine What does t.he alleged victim 
- describe as the specific cxmduct in whidl D.B. en;aged. 'Ille Mni.nistrator 
is asked first to o:mtact Victim Assistance Coordinator an:i see if - already 
provided this information to him in his interview of August 11, 1995. If she did 
not discuss this, the Administrator is asked to CX1ntact - for this 

• • - •1 ii - . .:.. , Pr :rmati 1 J.11 June of 
1995 from D.B. 's three niost recent pastors. Six, meet with D.B. regaitiirq 'th.is 
na.tter. The SUpplementacy ReView was en'ntinued to the next :neetin::j for this 
additional infonnation. 
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Next Meetiro 
The next meetir:q of the Boattl is saturday, f')?cember 16, 1995 from 10: oo 

a.m. to 2 :00 p.m. ~Cardinal will be invited to atterd this or another meeting 
.in order to discuss the Board's experience in reviewin:] cases and preparinq 
recananendations. 

TOTAL P.03 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

Memo to File 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

From: Rev. Patrick O'Malley 
Date: 11/22/95 
Re: Rev. Daniel Buck 

on 11/21/95 I spoke to Fr. Thomas Paprocki who informed me of the 
decisions made by the PFR Board at their last meetinCJ ..... 2.!l .. .11/18. 
From what Pa rocki sa s, Buck ...... 

can begin to look for a new assignment. 
Bernadette Connolly has to interview the girl from 
some years back. If she agrees that there was no harrassment or 
abuse at the time, then Buck is free to move on to a new 
assignment. He will have to keep in touch with Bernadette 
~~ have some monitoring at the start 

I called Buck to inform him of this and left a message for him to 
call me. I explained the good news to his pastor, Fr. Unz, who 
was very happy and said he would mention it to Dan and have Dan 
call me at my private number. I then called Jerry Boland at the 
Placement Board and alerted him to the fact that Buck will be 
looking for a place now. Since he will be a client of our 
office, we will have to be part of that appointment. I have 
informed Fr. Coughlin about this and he will work with Buck to 
get that assignment. !spoke to Buck on 11/24 eventually. 
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PFR-01 November 28, 1995 

I phoned Daniel Buck today and informed him of the Board's 
recommendations to Cardinal Bernardin: 1) DB does not have to 
live at Mundelein; 2) DB can start to seek out a parish for 
parish ministry; 3) The Board requested that I meet with the 
alleged victim; 4) and that I meet with DB. I informed DB that 
I would phone him after I meet with the alleged victim. 
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8t ~ances of fRome Church 
708-652-2140 • 1428 SOUTH 59TH COURT • CICERO, ILUNOIS 60650 

Date: November 29, 1995 

From: Mark Canavan 

To: Personnel Placement Board 

Attn: Jerry Boland 

I have talked with Dan Buck with regard to his coming as an associate here, and I 

believe its probably the best offer I'm going to get right now. Even though we are 

classmates and take our days off together, I think that we can work things out. So I am 

very much in favor of Dan being assigned here. 

Peace, 

f?-t..v iYl Jv c~ 
Rev. Mark Canavan 

) 
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Present: 

Absent: 

II 

III 

IV 

v 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/01/1995 

Meeting: 
Date: 
Place: 

AGENDA 

#12 Fifteenth Board 
December 1, 1995 
Priests' Placement Board 

Rev.: Jeremiah M. Boland, John M. Collins, Kevin J. Feeney, 
Joseph J. Kinane, Robert E. McLaughlin, 
John S. Siemianowski, Kenneth J. Velo. 

Rev. Steven W. Patte (On Sabbatical) 

Opening Prayer: Rev. Joseph Kinane 

Acceptance ol' Minutes: 

Reports: (See Attached Sheet) 

Acceptance of Agenda: 

Business: 

A. 

B. 

C. Priests: 

1. 
2. Daniel Buck '71: 

Page 113 

MOTION: That Dan Buck be assigned as Associate Pastor to St. 
Frances of Rome/Cicero. 

3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/01/1995 

Page 116 

C. Priests: 

1 . 

2. Daniel Buck '71: 
MOTION: 6-0-0 That Daniel Buck '71 be assigned as Associate 

Pastor to St. Frances of Rome/Cicero. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

3 
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Office of the Archbishop 

ARCHDIOCE' CHICAGO 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

December 6, 1995 

.Dear Father Buck: 

In light of the recommendation I have received from the 
Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, I hereby appoint you Associate Pastor 
to the Reverend Mark Canavan, Pastor of Saint Frances of Rome Parish, 
Cicero. This appointment is effective· December 15, 1995. 

Please discuss the necessary arrangements with the pastor. You 
are asked to send your mutual agreement to the Priests' Placement Board 
by January 15, 1996. 

Dan, thank you for all you you have done for the Archdiocese. 
I am grateful for the ministry you have offered to the faith community at 
the Saint Pius parish. 

Be assured of my continued prayers, support and encouragement 
for you at this time of transition. 

With cordial good wishes, I remain 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

~tl~ ~cclesiast~at'~ofa;y~~ 
!~:o~ic~· 

Reverend Daniel P. Buck 
Saint Pius X Parish 
4314 S. Oak Park Avenue 
Stickney, Illinois 60402 

cc: Reverend Ma.rk P. Canavan 
Reverend Thomas E. Unz 
Diocesan Priests' Placement Board......---
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a memorandum prepared by Steve Sidlowski, Professional Fitness Review 
Administrator, regarding Victim IK's statement given to Mr. Sidlowski and Ralph Bonaccorsi, 
Victim Assistance Minister, on December 7, 1995, detailing Victim IK's description of her 
relationship with Fr. Daniel Buck at St. Francis Borgia parish when Victim IK was a minor. 
According to Victim IK, Fr. Buck fondled her several times when she was approximately 10-15 
years old in ih-101h grades, ending in approximately 1984. Victim IK stressed that she does not 
feel like a victim and considers Fr. Buck a friend, but wants him to get help. 
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JAN2696.0l 

PHONE CALL TO D.B. PFR-01 

I called D. B. and we arranged to meet on 12/8/95 to 
discuss his request for a Supplementary Review. 

MTG. w/PFR-01, D.B. 12/8/95 

RESPONSE TO ALLEGED ALLEGATIONS: 
I met w/D.B. today to discuss several concerns regarding 
his case. I first informed him of the alleged 
allegations reported fromllll D.B. did admit there was 
inappropriate secual contact w/D.B. As stated andlllll 
concurred, the two had discussed the inappropriateness 
and that the issue was resolved. Unfo~r 
perhaps fortunately, a family member (........_) 
reported the incident to the Vicar's office because D.B. 
was in the process of working in a parish located near 

. The incident took place ten~s ago, but .. 
1111 felt the friendship that D.B. and .... & husband have 
should be questioned. Therefore, D.B.s case came before 
the Board. D.B. stated he is willing to do anything the 
Board recommends. I informed D.B. I would be getting in 
touch w/him after the mtg. if the Board requested I do 
so. D.B. seemed very nervous when I met w/him. He did 
inform me he has moved into St. Frances of Rome parish as 
an Associate. He stated POM gave him the ok to look for 
another parish. 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/08/1995 

REPORTS: (12/08/95) 

1. Cardinal's Appointments: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

e) 

f) 

g) 

h) 

i) Daniel Buck '71: The Cardinal has appointed Dan as an Associate Pastor 
at St. Frances of Rome/Cicero effective 12/15/95. 

9 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/08/1995 

tr Page 126 

2. 

e) 

f) 

g) 

h) 

i) Daniel Buck '71: The Cardinal has appointed Dan as an Associate 
Pastor at St. Frances of Rome/Cicero effective 12/15/95. 

j) 

k) 

2 
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PHONE CALL TO .. regarding PFR-01, D.B. 12/9/95 

I called 1111 at home this evening and reported to her 
the meeting I had w/D.B. She asked if D.B. admitted 
guilt to the allegations she described. I stated yes -
he reported that he engaged in sexual misconduct while 
you were a minor. ~ asked what will happen to D.B. 
I informed her our mtg is scheduled on 12/16/95 and it 
would be up to the Board and Cardinal Bernardin to 
decide. She requested that I inform her after the 
Cardinal has accepted the Board's recommendations. 

PHONE CALL TO - regarding PFR- 01, D. B. 12/20/95 

I called - this evening and informed her of the 
Cardinal's acceptance of the Board's recommendations. 
She was pleased with the outcome and requested I keep in 
touch with her ( 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of the Chancellor 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

File 

Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki, Chancellor~ 
December 16, 1995 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

(312) 751-8220 
Fax (312) 751-5381 

Re: Review Board Meeting - REV. DANIEL P. BUCK - Supplementary Review 

The Board considered the information presented by the Professional 
Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA) which it had re uested at its last meeting, 
including the PFRA's interviews with and with Father Buck, the 
report from the reports from , and information from 
Father O'Malley regarding his interviews with Father Buck's three Pastors. 

The Board recommended that Father Buck be permitted to return to 
parish ministry as an Associate Pastor, provided that the Pastor is informed of 
the circumstances and acts as his monitor, 

and that he be restricted from being alone with a minor without another 
adult present. 

The Board recommends that 

Father Buck is also to meet monthly with the PFRA. 
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•. , JAN2496 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW BOARD 

Minutes of Board Meeting 
December 16, 1995 

10:00 a.m. - 2:15 p.m. 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 

Board Members Present: 

Others Present: 

Bernadette Connolly Thomas J. Paprocki 

* The Review Board approved the Minutes of the September, 
October and November meetings. 

- A. 

B. Matter of PFR-01 (Daniel Buck) 

Pursuaant to Article 1104.11 of the Review Process for 
Continuation of Ministry, the Board conducted a 
Supplementary Review. Based upon the information 
received and the Administrator's reports, the Board 
determined it is reasonable to keep D.B. in ministry as 
an Associate Pastor in view of all the facts and 
circumstances. However, the Board also recommended D. B. 
not be alone with persons under eighteen years of age 
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• 
c. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

G . 

• 

without another responsible adult present and that D.B.s 
activities be monitored by his Pastor. The Board also 
recommended that D. B. 

The Board 
requested that the Administrator meet with D.B. o n a 
monthly basis. 
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Our Next Meeting is scheduled for January 20, 1996. 
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Memo From 

Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki 

To:~~ Date:_P __ / 1_1_/ cr_S-_ 

For: ____ Information 

__ V __ Comment 

____ Approval 

____ Signature 

____ Please draft a reply for Cardinal's signature 

____ Please draft a reply for my signature 

____ Please reply in your own name 

____ Please return 

____ Please handle 

____ Per conversation 
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PHONE CALL TO D.B., PFR-01 12/20/95 

I informed D.B. that Cardinal Bernardin had accepted the 
Board's recommendations regarding his ministry. D. B. was 
very angry and extremely unprofessional with me over the 
phone. He stated the following: "You (B.C.) stated you 
would call me after the 12/16/95 Board mtg, and I think 
I was treated unfairly. You left me hanging." 

I responded to the above statement and reiterated to D.B. 
the mtg. we had on 12/8/95. First, I informed him I did 
not appreciate the tone of his voice in regards the above 
statement, and I advised him I would not tolerate such 
behavior again. I recalled for D.B. that, if the Board 
wanted me to call, I would do such a thing; but the 
Board wanted me to wait until Cardinal Bernardin accepted 
or rejected the Board's recommendations. D. B. 
apologized. 

I informed him he was allowed to remain in ministry but 
only as an Associate Pastor and that, if he ever wanted 
to change his status, he would have to petition the Board 
for another ·review. I informed him I would be meeting 
with his Pastor to request th~t he act as D.B.s on-site 
monitor, and that his activities would be monitored until 
he requested another Supplementary Review. Also, that 
D.B. would have to 

and that he is not allowed to be alone 
with minors without another responsible adult present. 
I informed D.B. he would be receiving a letter from me 
indicating all of the conditions regarding his ministry. 
D.B. seemed grateful and stated he would abide by all of 
the conditions. 

MEETING 1/9/96 
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ARCHDIOC' CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
1 East Superior 
Suite 504 
Chicago, IL. 60611 

His Eminence 
Joseph Cardinal Bernardin 
Archbishop of Chicago 
P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, IL 60690 

Your Eminence, 

January 4, 1996 

(312) 751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312) 751-5279 

Please be advised that the Review Board met on December 16, 
1995. The Board fully considered all oral and written reports in 
the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck. The Board conducted a 
Supplementary Review pursuant to Article 1104 .11 of the Review 
Board Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Board determined it is reasonable to keep Fr. Buck in 
ministry in view of all the facts and circumstances, but that he be 
retained as an Associate Pastor at this time. 

However, the Board recommends restrictions be imposed on Fr. 
Buck; specifically, the Pastor of his parish should monitor all of 
Fr. Buck's activities. As a result, the Board recommends Fr. Buck 
not be alone with persons under eighteen (18) years of age without 
the presence of another responsible adult. 

If you have any questions, please let me know. 

Very truly yours, 

~l~ 
Bernadette Connolly 
Professional Fitness 
Review Administrator 

cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. Thomas Paprocki 
Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
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Office of the Archbishop 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

Re: 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

MEMORANDUM 

Bernadette Connolly 

Cardinal Bernard~ 

January 10, 1996 

Reverend Daniel Buck 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

I have received your letter of January 4, 
1996, informing me of the recommendation of the Review 
Board regarding Father Buck. I am in agreement with 
the recommendation which I assume you will follow-up 
on. Please inform the Board of my concurrence and 
gratitude and many thanks to you! 

CC: Father Paprocki 

6 
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ARCHDIOC' CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
1 East Superior 
Suite 504 
Chicago, TL. 60611 

Reverend Daniel P. Buck 
St. Frances of Rome 
1428 S. 59th Court 
Cicero, IL 60650 

Dear Father Buck: 

January 16, 1996 

(312) 751-5205 
l-800-99U200 

Fax (312) 751-5279 

Please be advised that the Review Board met on December 16, 
1995. The Board fully considered all oral and written reports and 
conducted a Supplementary Review pursuant to Article 1104.11 of the 
Review Board Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

Cardinal Bernardin accepted the Board's determination that it 
is reasonable to keep you in ministry as an Associate Pastor in 
view of all the facts and circumstances at this time. 

However, the Cardinal accepted the Board's recommendation that 
restrictions be imposed on you while continuing in your ministerial 
assignment. In particular, you should not be alone with persons 
under eighteen years of age, without the presence of another 
responsible adult. Also, I will be contacting your Pastor to 
discuss the monitoring of your activities. 

If you have any questions, please let me know. 
Very truly yours, 

Connolly 
Professional Fitness 
Review Administrator 

cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. Thomas Paprocki 

Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of the Chancellor 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File 

From: Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki, Chancellor~ 
Date: February 17, 1996 

Re: REVIEW BOARD MEETING - REVEREND DANIEL P. BUCK 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

(312) 751-8220 
Fax (312) 751-5381 

The Review Board directed Bernadette Connolly, the Professional 
Fitness Review Administrator, to inform Father Buck that the Review Board insists 

that he 111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 
If Father Buck does not cooperate, as the Archbishop's Delegate, I 

should inform Father Buck that he is required to 

AOC 008678 



.. ' . ., 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIBW BOARD 

Minutes of Board Meeting 
February 17, 1996 

10:00 a.m. - 2:15 p.m. 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 

Board Members Present: 

Others Present: 

Bernadette Connolly Thomas J. Paprocki 

Mar1696 

* The Review Board approved the Minutes of the December 16, 1995 meeting. The 
January 20, 1996 meeting was postponed due to lack of a quorum. 

A. 
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. . . . 

• 
B . 

c. Matter of PFR-01 Daniel Buck 

The Board instructed the Administrator to attend and to inform 
Dan Buck that the Review Board and Cardinal Bernardin agree with ••I 
-'s recommendations. Also, has requested information re ardin 
the allegations. 

D. 

E. Other Matters 

• 

• 

• 

The Administrator informed the Board of hiring Dorothy Vercruysse as the new 
Administrative Assistant. 

Our next meeting is scheduled for March 16, 1996 at 10:00 a.m . 

AOC 008680 



1-312-751-5279 PROF. Fl H-iESS RElJ I EW 

Off ice of Professional 
Fitness Review 

PAX TRANSMITTAL FORM 

DATE• rpe,r~,.. 
PROM. B. i!t1J>111 0 02-; 
TELEPHONE NUMBER: 312-751-5205/5206 
FAX NUMBER: 312·751-5279 

TO: f'r. });,..--,~ 
ORGANIZATION/COMPANY: 

FAX NUMBER; 

NUMBER OF PAGES {includi~g this page) :3 

394 P01 FEB 26 '96 11:15 

PoSI Off11;t BQl 1979 
OW:ago, Illinois @69()-1979 

Bernadette Connolly 
Administrator 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW BOARD 

Meeting, March 17, 1996 
10:00 a.m. - 2:15 p.m. 

Office of Profmonal Fite~ Review 

MINUTES 

Board Members Present: 

Others Present: 

Bernadette Connolly Thomas J. Paprocki 

• The Review Board approved the Minutes of the February 17, 1996 meeting. 

A. 

B. 

Matter of PFR-01 DANIEL BUCK 

The Board received a - summary report from regarding 
Daniel Buck. The Administrator reported this was the first time that the Vicar for 
Priests and the Professional Fitness Review Administrator attended 
together, and the process seemed to work out fine. 
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c. 

D. 

E. 

Our next meeting is scheduled for April 20, 1996. 
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Memo to File (buckd28) 
From: Rev. Daniel Coughlin 
Date: 3/25/96 
Re: Rev. Daniel Buck 

This Monday morning, Pat O'Malley and I met with Dan Buck and 
Mark Canavan, pastor of St. Frances of Rome parish in Cicero. 
The purpose of our meeting was to discuss Dan Buck's assignment 
to Frances of Rome. There had been some question about whether 
this was a proper placement for Dan and a good monitoring 
situation. 

Both Dan and Mark talked freely about their adjustment in living 
together and working together. They have been friends for years. 
Mark has known a great deal of Dan and his situation over the 
course of recent years. Mark was not expecting an associate at 
the time of Dan's availability, so he was pleased to not only 
have Dan as a working partner but also to receive him in a 
supportive way. Dan himself said that the relationshi 
~supportive, 
..... They have come to a deeper understanding 
and of personal issues. . ''. 

Some of the tension in the Cicero area regarding church matters 
has a long history that goes back to an Interfaith Counsel and 
the first formulation of a Cicero/Berwyn/Stickney project. There 
have been political ramifications in this whole social action 
development. Bob Mayer's situation was drawn in by the shirt 
tails only to exacerbate tension in a 1991 political situation. 
1111111111 .. lis presently the full time coordinator of the 
Interfaith Council. Presently with the town of Cicero and Morton 
High School as cooperative partners, they are developing a 
program on gang awareness and anti-violence information and 
training. 

Although Cicero continues to be an unpredictable community it was 
pointed out that there is seemingly a low risk for three reasons: 

1) The political situation has a long history and pastors 
and the Interfaith council are the main focus when it comes to 
church news. The pastors play a significant role but Dan as an 
associate pastor does not seem to have a high profile. 

2) Any move of Dan at this time would only cause attention 
and draw forth questions. Part of this is based on the fact that 
in recent years associate pastors have never stayed their full 
terms. 

3) This seems to be a good situation. It is working. Where 
else could Dan find so much su.eport and even the openness to 
reflect on • 

At times Cicero may not seem to be a very stable community, but 
it does have a bright future in the church if the parishes can 
work cooperatively. Recently the parishes of Cicero agreed in 
principle that they cannot sustain or support nine Catholic 
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schools in the area. They are working toward a plan for the 
future. 

The instability is augmented by the fact that in the future many 
think that three pastors will be replaced, 1111, and 

Mark Canavan has been pastor for 9 years and his present 
assignment does not terminate until June, 1999. 

All these factors produce interesting times and create 
stimulating cluster meetings. But as an associate pastor Dan is 
not drawn into much of the fracas. 

Dan was affirmed in his cooperation 
and balancin 

The Frances of Rome assignment provides him with the opportunity 
of celebrating Mass and still making his schedule 

...... Public transportation is good, but if he is driving it is 
~n accessible route. Even on Saturdays he has been able to 

work out the balance between and work in the 
parish. 

In conclusion, we thanked Mark for understanding Dan's situation 
and cooperating. It was pointed out that the pastoral associate, 
a religious sister, is somewhat aware of Dan's situation. She 
knows him to be on a "mini-sabbatical". Mark was told that 
Bernadette Connolly would be contacting him to set up a meeting 
with Mark, Bernadette and myself. Mark would prefer that this 
meeting take place either at the PFR Board office or here at the 
Vicar for Priests office. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF cmCAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW BOARD 

Meeting, Saturday, September 21, 1996 
10:00 AM - 2:00 PM 

Office of Professional Review 

MINUTES 

Board Members Present: 

Others Present: 

Rev. Thomas Paprocki Bernadette Connolly 

I. Approval of Minutes 
The Review Board approved the Minutes of the July 12, 1996 and August 21, 1996 
meetings.· 

II. Review Board Matters 

A. 

B . 
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• 

• 

c . 

D. 

E. 

F. Matter of PFR-01. Daniel Buck 
The Review Board approved Fr. Buck's Individual Protocol. 

ill. Other Matters 

The Administrator informed the Board that 
-will not be renewing their terms of office . 

and•••• 
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St. Frances of Rome Parish 

Date: September 27, 1996 

From: Rev. Mark Canavan 

To: Fitness Review Board 

Re: Rev. Dan Buck 

As the on-site monitor of Dan Buck, I would like to submit a progress report and petition. 

Besides being Dan's monitor I am also his friend and have been apprised of his situation 

all along. We own a house together along with two other priests so we have discussed the 

circumstances of his case long before he came to live here. I must admit that when we 

started discussions about him coming to live here, I had some reservations because we 

were friends and sometimes it's better not to work with your friends. But things have 

worked out fairly well, and Dan has done as good a job as he could considering the time 

constraints because of his-commitments. 

I would also like to petition the Fitness Review Board to consider a change of status for 

Dan. From what I have heard, he has been very cooperative with Bernadette Connolly 

and has faithfully I do not now believe nor have I 

ever believed that Dan was a threat to any child. For if I thought that he was, I wouldn't 

have let him in the door, friend or not. 

I believe that you should consider lifting the restrictions placed upon him and returning 

him to a priest in good standing in the Archdiocese. I am available for consultation on 

this matter at any time. 

Sincerely Yours, 

Rev. Mark Canavan 

1428 South 59th Court • Cicero, llJinois 60804-1004 • 708-652-2140 • Fax: 708-652-6513 
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INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOL 
for 

REVEREND DANIEL BUCK 

I have reviewed, understood, and agree to all requirements of this Protocol. 

1) Unaccompanied, out-of-house activities include the following: 

a) Archdiocese of Chicago - as needed. 
b) St. Frances of Rome - Parish work three (3) days a week. 
c) Wednesday, Thursday, & Friday for 

d) One day off. 

2) Fr. Buck is not to be alone with persons under eighteen (18) years of age. 

Protocol.01 

3) Fr. Buck is not to take overnights or vacations unless prior approval is obtained 
from the Professional Fitness Review Administrator. 

4) Fr. Buck is permitted to take overnights at his summer home on his days off. 

5) In order to change this Protocol, prior approval must be obtained from the 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator. 

6) This is a working document which can be changed, altered or superseded when there 
is an indicated need to do so. 

7) A copy of this Protocol will be kept on file at the Offices of Professional Fitness 
Review and Vicar for Priests. 

cc: Review Board Members 
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki 
Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 

Rev. Daniel Coughlin 
Rev. Lawrence McBrady 
Rev. Mark P. Canavan 
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dt r;Jrances of fRome Church 

708-652-2140 • 1428 SOUTH 59TH COURT • CICERO, ILUNOIS 60650 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
One East Superior Street - Suite #504 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Members of the Board: 

October 18, 1996 

I am writing to you, on recommendation from the Professional 
Fitness Review Administrator, the Vicars for Priests, and 1111111111 

, to request a change in my present m1n1-
ster1al status. Specifically, I ask for the removal of all 
restrictions on my movements and associations as delineated in 
Protocol .01. Further, I seek to bring to an orderly and timel 
completion my partici ation in 

I have been encouraged to make these requests because of the 
following factors: 

My friend and pastor, Fr. Mark Canavan, has been very 
supportive of me through the eighteen months of this trauma, as 
have my classmates Fr. Dan Jarosewic and Fr. Tom Moran. In spite 
of the improprieties of the past, , her husband 
1111, and I are close friends; their concern and their eagerness 
to be involved in my process of healing have been an inspiration 
to me. 

statement I made in my letter to the Board of November 6, 
"In my heart I know that I am not a threat to anyone of any 
age or gender." 
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~ot overstate the benefits of 
.............. , I feel the time has come for me to move on. 
The tension between my parish ministry and my work at 
lllllllis difficult for me. I have never been comfortable with 
less than a full time commitment to my place of assignment. I 
look forward to immersing myself in the day-to-day nitty gritty 
of parish work, something I have been unable to do since I 
arrived at the parish last December. On a more personal level, 
I would really like to make a retreat (last retreat March 1994) 
and take a vacation (last vacation July 1995). 

I appreciate your prompt attention to my requests. I would 
welcome the opportunity to meet with the Board if you so desire. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Rev. D~niel Coug~iilin 
Rev. Lawrence McBrady 
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Members Present: 

Others Present: 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW BOARD 

Meeting, Saturday, October 26, 1996, 10:00 AM 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 

MINUTES 

Rev. Thomas Paprocki Bernadette Connolly 

I. Review Board Matters 

A. The Board reviewed the Report of the Reconvened Commission on 
Clerical Sexual Misconduct With Minors. The Board also reviewed 

s individual r~mmendations. The 
Review Board agreed with --'s responses and 
recommendations and requested that the Report be sent to Cardinal 
Bernardin. In reference to Recommendation #3, the members of the 
Review Board are in agreement and recommend that the title "Case 
Manager" be deleted and remain at its current title "Professional 
Fitness Review Administrator." In reference to Recommendation #4, 
the Review Board has no objections to a priest or a victim wanting to 
appear before the entire Board. Also, the Review Board is in 
agreement with the Commission's recommendation with respect to a 
priest being able to return to a limited ministry. The Review Board 
also agrees that our current Policies and Procedures of the First and 
Second Stage Reviews should remain in its current form. 

Our next scheduled meeting is Saturday, November 16, 1996. 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a letter w1itten by Victim IK, addressed to the Professional Fitness Review 
Board and dated November 11, 1996, in which Victim IK gives the Review Board her opinion as 
to what should happen to Fr. Daniel Buck as a result of the Board's review of his ministerial 
status. Victim IK reported that Fr. Buck engaged in inappropriate actions with her in the 1980s 
at St. Francis Borgia parish and expressed her desire that Fr. Buck be returned to full ministry 
with appropriate periodic follow-up. 
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Office of the Chancellor 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

MEMORANDUM 

File 

Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki, Chancellor~ 
November 16, 1996 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

(312) 751-8220 
Fax (312) 751-5381 

Re: REVIEW BOARD MEETING - REV. DANIEL BUCK - SUPPLEMENTARY REVIEW 

The Review Board voted 5-0 to recommend that restrictions on Father 
Buck be lifted, that he continue with 
the frequency to be determined by 

for another year, 

Following the meeting of the Review Board, I met with Bishop 
Goedert, the Diocesan Administrator, at the Pastoral Center; he accepts the 
recorrunendations of the Review Board, but asks that the Review Board give further 
input regarding whether the removal of restrictions makes him eligible to be a 
Pastor. Bishop Goedert suggested that Father Buck's be concluded and his 
case be closed by the Review Board before he is eligible to be a Pastor, but 
Bishop Goedert is open to listen if the Delegates for Priests and the Review 
Board think otherwise. 

I then called Father McBrady, Delegate for Priests, and informed him 
of the above; I also left the information regarding Bishop Goedert's decision on 
Bernadette Connolly's voice mail at the Office of Professional Fitness Review. 
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REVIEW BOARD MEETING 

Saturday, November 16, 1996, 10:00 A.M . 
. Office of Professional Fitness Review 

AGENDA 

I. Approval of September/October Minutes 

II. Review Board Matters 

A. 

B. Matter of PFR-01, Daniel Buck 

c. 

III. Other Matters 

A. Renewal of Terms of Office 

1. Chairperson 

2. Co-Chairperson 
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Others Present: 

ARCHDIOCESE OF cmCAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW BOARD 

Meeting, Saturday, November 16, 1996 
10:00 AM - 2:00 PM 

Office of Prof~onal Review 

MINUTES 

Rev. Thomas Paprocki Bernadette Connolly 

I. Approval of Minutes 

The Review Board approved the Minutes of the September 21, 1996 and October 26, 
1996 meetings. 

Il. Review Board Matters 

A. 
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• 

B. Matter of PFR-01. Daniel Buck 

Pursuant to Article 1104.11 of the Review Process For Continuation of Ministry, the Board 
conducted a Supplementary Review. Based upon the information received and the 
Administrator's reports, the Board determined that it is reasonable to allow Fr. Buck to 
remain in ministry in view of all the facts and circumstances. 'lbe Board also recommended 
that the monitoring restrictions imposed on Fr. Buck be discontinued. However, the Board 
recommended that Fr. Bu_ck oontinue to ••••••••••••••••• 
-for at lease one year. 

Our next sch~uled Board meeting is ~r 21, 19CJ6 . 
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ARCHDKXESE' CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
1 East Superior 
Suite504 
Chicago, IL. 60611 

His Excellency 
Most Rev. Raymond E. Goedert 
Administrator 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
155 East Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Bishop Goedert: 

November 18, 1996 

(312) 751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312) 751-5279 

Please be advised that the Review Board met on November 16, 1996. The Board 
fully considered all oral and written reports in the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck. The Board 
conducted a Supplementary Review pursuant to Article 1104.11 of the Review Board 
Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Board determined it is reasonable to allow Fr. Buck to remain in ministry in 
view of all the facts and circumstances. 

The Board also recommends the monitoring restrictions imposed on Fr. Buck be 
discontinued. However, the Board recommends that Fr. Buck continue to -

for at least one year. 

If you have any questions, please let me know. 

cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. Thomas Paprocki 

Very truly yours, 

~1=--3 
Bernadette Connolly 
Professional Fitness 
Review Administrator 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

November 23, 1996 

Dear Bernadette, 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

I am writing in response to your letter of November 18, 1996 regarding the matter of 
Father Daniel Buck, following the Supplementary Review conducted by the Review Board on 
November 16, 1996. 

In light of the facts and circumstances as presented, I accept the Board's recommendation 
that it is reasonable te allow Father Buck to remain in ministry and that the monitoring 
restrictions imposed on Father Buck be discontinued. I also accept the Review Board's 
recommendation that Father Buck continue to I 
••for at least one year. 

In accepting these recommendations, I ask that the Review Board give me further advice 
regarding whether the removal of restrictions makes Father Buck eligible to be a pastor. I am 
not sure that he would even want to be a pastor, but perhaps it would be better for Father Buck's 
- to be concluded and his case closed before he is eligible to serve as pastor of a parish. 
la'iTi""Open to listen to the advice of the Review Board and the opinions of the Delegates for 
Priests in this regard. 

My thanks to you and the members of the Review Board for your assistance. 

With best wishes, I remain 

. . ' 

Given at the Chancery- , 

~.9.~ 
Chancellor . · ~ 

Ms. Bernadette Connolly 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator 
I East Superior, Suite 504 
Chicago, IL 60611 

cc: Reverend Daniel P. Coughlin, Delegate for Priests 
Reverend Lawrence P. McBrady, Delegate for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister 
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW BOARD 

Meeting, Saturday, Deamber 21, 1996 
10:00 AM 0 2:00 PM 

Office of ProfemooaJ Review 

MINUTES 

Members Present: 

Others Present: 
Rev. Thomas Paprocki Bernadette Connolly 

I. Approval of Minute; 

II. 

The Review Board approved the Minute; of the Novanber 16, 1996 meeting • 

Review Board Matters 
A. Matter of PFR-01. Daniel Buck 

B. 

The Review Board received a letter frmn Bishop Raymond Goedert, Diocesan Administrator, 
requfSting further advice from the Board to detennine whether the removal of restrictions, 
i.e. monitoring restrictions, would make Fr. Bock eligible to be a pmor. The Review Board 
recommended Fr. Buck' be ooncluded and bis case dosed before he is eligl"ble to 
serve as a pastor. 

RB Minutes, 12121196 
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c. 

D . 

• 

• 
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ARCHDIOC' CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
1 East Superior 
Suite504 
Chicago, IL. 60611 

His Excellency 
Most Rev. Raymond E. Goedert 
Diocesan Administrator 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
155 East Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Bishop Goede11: 

January 16, 1997 

(312) 751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312) 751-5279 

Please be advised that the Review Board met on December 21, 1996. The Board fully conside1·ed 
all oral and written reports in the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck. The Board conducted a Supplementary 
Review pursuant to Article 1104.11 of the Review Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

On November 23, 1996 you requested the Review Board give you further advice regarding whether 
the removal of restrictions, i.e. monitoring restrictions, would make Fr. Buck eligible to be a pastor. The 
Board concurs with your recommendation that Fr. Buck's - be concluded and his case closed before 
he is eligible to sene as pastor of a parish. 

If you have any questions, please let me know. 

cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. Thomas Paprocki 

Very truly yours, 

Bernadette Connolly 
Professional Fitness 
Review Administrator 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of the Chancellor 

MEMORANDUM 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

(312) 751-8220 
Fax (312) 751-5381 

CONFIDENTIAL 

To: File 

From: Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki, Chancellor 7(/f 
Date: December 20, 1997 

Re: Review Board Meeting - REV. DANIEL P. BUCK, '71 -
Supplementary Review 

The Review Board reviewed the request of Father Daniel Buck to 

monitoring with Bernadette Connolly. 

wBuck 

Based on the recommendation 
Board recommended that 

but should continue his 
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Others Present: 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CIDCAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW BOARD 

Meeting, Saturday, December 20, 1997 
10:00 AM - 2:30 PM 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 

Rev .. Thomas J. Paprocki Bernadette Connolly 

I. Aporoval of Minutes 
A. The Review Board approved the Minutes or the September 20, 1997 meeting. 

D. Review Board Matters 
A. Matter of PFR-01. Daniel Buck 

B. 

The Review Board conducted a Supplementary Review pursuant to Article 1104.11 of the 
Review Board Process For Continuation or Ministry. The Board determined it is reasonable 
to keep Fr. Buck in ministry in view of the facts and circumstances. Fr. Buck requested to 
terminate Based on the 
the Board recommended Fr. Buck discontinue 

Also, if Fr. Buck should request a change in his ministerial 
assignment, Fr. Buck's request should be reviewed by the Professional Fitness Review Board. 
The Professional Fitness Review Administrator will have periodic contact with Fr. Buck for 
monitoring purposes. 
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c. 

D. 

E. 

m. A. Other Matters 
The Board approved its 1998 meeting schedule. 

Our next scheduled meeting is Januarv 24. 1998. 

HAPPY NEW YEAR!!! 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
1 East Superior 
Suite 504 
Chicago, IL. 60611 

Most Reverend l<'rancis E. George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 East Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Archbishop George: 

December 23, 1997 

(312) 751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312) 751-5279 

Please be advised that the Review Board met on December 20, 1997. The Board considered aU or.ti 
and written reports in the matter of Reverend Daniel Buck. The Board conducted a Supplementary Review 
pursuant to Article 1104.11 of the Review Board Process For Continuation of Ministry. 

The Board detennined that it is reasonable to keep Fr. Buck in ministry in view of all the facts and 
circumstances. 

Based on............ bis compliance with his 
restrictions, the Board recommends that l<r. Buck However, the 
Board recommends that Fr. Buck continue •••••••• and that the Professional J<ltness Review 
Administrator have periodic contact with Fr. Buck. 

Also, if Fr. Buck should request a change in his ministerial assignment, the Board recommends that 
Fr. Buck's request be reviewed by the Professional Fitness Review Board. 

If you Jllave any questions, please let me know. 

cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. Thomas Paprocki 

Very truly yours, 

/-1 .. ~) 
4:-~-l.~ (~~,,_.,4'1-
. ,--~cL...Y/ 
Bernadette ConnoUy 
Professional .Fitness 
Review Administrator 

Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. Dan Coughlin, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. Larry McBrady, Vicar for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, V AM 
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Office of the Archbishop 

ARCHDIOC' CHICAGO 

January 8, 1998 

Dear Bernadette, 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-8230 
Fax (312) 337-6379 

I am writing in response to your letter of December 23, 1997 regarding the matter of 
Reverend Daniel Duck, following the Review Board's Supplementary Review conducted on 
December 23, I 997. 

In light of the facts and circumstances as presented, I accept the Board's determination 
that it is reasonable to kee Father Buck in minist . I also accept the recommendations that 
Father Buck discontinue but that he continue •••••••• 
and that the Professional Fitness Review Administrator have periodic contact with Father Buck 
for the purpose of monitoring his activities. 

It is also understood that any request by Father Buck to change his ministerial assignment 
is to be reviewed by the Professional Fitness Review Board. 

Please communicate these decisions to Father Buck. 

I am grateful to you and the members of the Review Board for your assistance. 

Given at the Chancery 

~</·~ 
Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki 
Chancellor 

Ms. Bernadette Connolly 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator 
I East Superior, Suite 504 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 
// () 1 

.Jt-~'-"-~ IJ ,Y-(---.r? <,L~"'-3 
Most Reverend Francis E. George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

cc: Reverend Daniel P. Coughlin, Delegate for Priests 
Reverend Lawrence P. McBrady, Delegate for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister 
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services 

FEG:TJP 
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ARCHDIOCE' CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
1 East Superior 
Suite 504 
Chicago, IL. 60611 

Reverend Daniel P. Buck 
St. Franccs of Rome Rectory 
1428 S. S9tb Court 
Cicero, IL 60650 

Dear Father Buck: 

January 13, 1998 

(312) 751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312) 751-5279 

Please be advised that the Review Board met on December 20, 1997. The Board conducted a 
Supplementary Review pursuant to Article 1104.11 of the Review Board l>rocess For Continuation of 
Ministry. 

Archbishop George bas accepted the Review Board's determination that it is reasonable to keep you 
in ministry in view of all the facts and circumstanccs. Also, Archbishop George concurs with the Review 
Board's recommendations that you discontinue and that you remain in 

Please be advised that if you should request a change in your ministerial assignment, it is to be 
reviewed by the Professional Htncss Review Board. I will have periodic contact with you for the purpose of 
monitoring your activities. 

Ir you should have any questions, please let me know. 

cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. Thomas Paprocki 

Bernadette Connoly 
Professional Htncss 
Review Admini!o.1rator 

Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. Daniel Coughlin, Vicar for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Mini'iler 
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ARCHDICX:J' CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
1 East €uf3eRar 
~ttile §Qi 676 N. St. Clair 
Ckieage, lb. 6Q6ll Suite 1910 

Chicago, IL 60611 

MEMO TO FILE: 
FROM: 
RE: 
DATE: 

PFR-01 
Kathleen Leggdas 
Daniel Buck 
February 23, 1999 

This was my initial meeting with Father Buck. 

(312) 751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312) 751-5279 

His Individual Protocol originally signed in 1996, does not reflect changes made after this date: 
* Discontinuation of - January of 1998 
* Discontinuation of monitoring by pastor - November of 1996 

After the PFRB meeting March 20, 1999, a revised protocol will be written to correspond to his 
current status. 

Father also discussed current situation at his parish, St. Francis of Rome, in Cicero. 
* The pastor's term is over in June of 1999. He will be going on a sabbatical. 

Fr. Buck expresses no interest in being pastor there, but is aware that 
if no pastor is assigned he may be asked to be administrator. 

* DB is due to move from the parish in 2000 and his plan is to do so unless he 
the need to extend arises out of appointment or non-appointment of pastor. 

Finally, DB talked about the need for a consistent, timely return of calls and consistency of 
communication with the PFR Office. 

cc: Review Board Members 
Rev. Thomas Paprocki, 

Archbishop's Delegate to the Board 
Rev. Dan Coughlin, VP 
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Review Board Meeting 
Saturday, March 20, 1999 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 

AGENDA 

I. Approval of Minutes 
February 20, 1999 

II. Review Board Matters 

A. 

B. 

C. Matter of PFR-01, Daniel Buck, Initial Meeting, summary attached 

D. 

E. 

III. Other Matters 

A. Archiving files, retention schedule 

B. Meeting with VP. V AM. Legal Services and PFR 

C. Adult/Lay cases 

Next regularly scheduled meeting is April 17, 1999 
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Office or Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. SI. Claire, Suite 1910 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Members Present: 

Other's Present: 

Rev. T. Paprocki, Chancellor 
Kathleen Leggdas, PFRA 

I. Approval of Minutes: 

Archdiocese of Chicago 
Professional Fitness Review Board 

Meeting, Saturday, March 20, 1999 
10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. 

MINUTES 

February 20, 1999 Minutes approved with one correction in 
spelling for-

II. Review Board Matters: 

(312) 751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

fax (312) 751-5279 

Corrections to the Minutes 
of March 20, 1999 
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B. 

c. 

D. Daniel Buck, PFR-01 

Approval given to update protocol to reflect changes made in 
1996 discontinuation of on-site monitor and 1998 discontinuation of -

-2-
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E. 

F. 

III. Other Matters: 

A. 

B. 

c. 

Next regularly scheduled meeting is on Saturday, April 17, 1999 at 10:00 a.m. 

-3-
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Phone Conversation - PFR-01 

Date: 5/14/99 Time: 1:44 p.m. 
From: Fr. Dan Coughlin/VP 
- Re: Daniel Buck - please call him on Monday. 

Date: 11/18/99 Time: 10:45 a.m. 
From: D. Buck/708-652-2140 
- Set appointment to sign protocol. 
- Meet at his parish 12/3/99 at 1:00 p.m. St. Francis of Rome Rectory. 
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Office of the Archbishop 

ARCHDIOC' CHICAGO 

Post Office Box 1979 
Oiicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

June 3, 1999 

Dear Father Buck, 

Due to the transfer of Reverend Mark Canavan, pastor of St. Frances of Rome, the 
parish is in need of an administrator. I am pleased to appoint you as temporary administrator. 
This appointment is effective June 13, 1999, and will remain in effect until a new pastor is 

selected or until other arrangements are made. Attached are our Archdiocesan guidelines for 
administrators of parishes. 

Dan, thank you very much for your generosity and cooperation in accepting this 
responsibility. I am confident you will fulfill this office with competence and compassion 
and that the staff and parishioners will support you in your responsibility. 

.. I 

· .. ·, ·.· . 

Reverend Daniel P. Buck 
St. Frances of Rome Parish 
1428 S 59th Court 
Cicero, IL 60804 

Fraternally yours in Christ, 

~~La~ 
Francis Cardinal George O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

cc: 'Most Reverend Raymond Goedert, Vicar General 
Reverend R. Peter Bowman, Moderator of the Curia 
Reverend Thomas Paprocki, Chancellor 
Reverend Daniel Coughlin, Vicar for Priests 
Most Reverend Thad Jakubowski, Vicar 
Reverend Maurice Kissane, Dean 
Reverend Mark Canavan, Pastor 

i.)Jiocesan Priests' Placement Board 

Enclosure 
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Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Claire, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW BOARD MEETING 

Saturday, June 19, 1999 
10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 

I. Approval of Minutes: May 15, 1999 

II. Review Board Matters 

A. 

B. 

c. 

D. Rev. Daniel Buck, PFR-01 

E. 

F. 

G. 

ill. Other business. 

Next regularly scheduled meeting is Saturday, July 17, 1999. 

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 
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Office ol Pralesslanal Fttnes Remw 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1!>10 
Chicago, U. 60611 

Prof es.sional Fitness Review Board Meeting 
Saturday, July 17, 1999 

MINUTES 

Review Board Members Present: 

Others Present: 

(3U)751·51115 
l-IJ00.994-6200 

r ... (312)751-5279 

Rev. Thomas Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board, Kathleen 
Leggdas, PFR Administrator. 

Absent: 

I. Case Reviews: 

A. Approval of May 15, 1999 minutes deferred. 

B. 
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Minutes - July 17, 1999 

C. 

D. 

E. 

AOC 008718 



Page3 
Minutes - July 17, 1999 

F. 

II. Other Busin~: 

Update on items from June 19, 1999 meeting which was canceJled. 

Rev. Daniel Buck appointed as temporary administrator by Cardinal George, 
effective June 13, 1999. 

Next regularly scheduled meeting is Saturday, August 21, 1999. 
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Office or Proressional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 606ll 

(312)751-5205 
l-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

Memorandum 

Memo to File: PFR-01 
From: 
Re: 
Date: 

Kathleen Leggdas, Administrator --;(! f!. 
Rev. Daniel Buck 
December 7, 1999 

On Friday, December 3, 1999 PFRA met with Rev. Daniel Buck at St. Francis of Rome rectory, 
Cicero, IL. 

During the meeting, the following issues arose: 

1. Update oflndividual Specific Protocol should include "Request for ministerial 
change should be reviewed by Board." 

2. Fr. Buck expressed concerns regarding confidentiality issues related to my 
meeting him at parish. PFRA assured him she did not identify office or even 
Archdiocese. It was agreed that subsequent meetings would be held at PFR 
office. 

3. Request for ministerial change will be an issue within the coming year. Fr. OK 
to interview and then PFRA will take to Board for review. 

Cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. Dai1 Coughlin, Vicar for Priests 
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TO: File 

FR: Dan Coughlin 

DT: 5/28/00 

RE: Daniel Buck 

Dan has been doing very well as I've been staying out of his life. Important that 
the Board leave him alone to. If he moves in his assignment, that should be 
talked thru with VP and PFR Board Admin. Does the next pastor need to be 
notified of his history? 
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Date: 7 /26/00 
Received letter 

Phone Conversation - PFR-01 

Time: 3:15 p.m. 

Would like to discuss time and date to meet 
withPFRA 

Date: 7/27/00 Time: AM 
Dates to meet with Vicar Fr. James 
Kaczorowski and PFRA 
August 18, 21, 24 at 11:00 
Set appointment for August 21st at PFRA 
Office 

Date: 8/11/00 Time: AM 
Meeting with Fr. James KaczorowskiNicar for 
Priests and PFRA on 8/21/00 at 10:00 a.m. 

Date: 1/2/01 
To: Dan Buck 

Moving/pastor to resign March 1 
Will not stay any longer 
Plan to move in June but may have to extend 
time 
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Orlice of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Memo to File: 
From: 
Re: 
Date: 

Memorandum 

PFR-01 ,,, 
Kathleen Leggdas, Administrator {.k'.. 
Rev. Daniel Buck 
August 24, 2000 

Present at Meeting 
Rev. Daniel Buck 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 

COPY 
(312)751-5205 

1-800-994-6200 
Fax (312)751-5279 

Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA] 

Discussion focused on fact that Father Buck's term at St. Francis of Rome Parish in Cicero ends in 
December of2001. His Protocol requires that the Review Board review new assignment. Father Buck 
will pursue open listing and when a positive response is received, PFRA will be notified so that 
infonnation can be shared with the Board. 

Cc: Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/01/2000 

H. 

I. 

J. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) 

3 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/01/2000 

,P-" Page 387 

H. 

I. 

J. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) 

Daniel Buck '71 

l'' .. 

4 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/15/2000 

B. 

c. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

G. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/15/2000 

F. 

G. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) 

Daniel Buck '71 

3 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/29/2000 

....... 

c. 

D. 

E. 

F. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/29/2000 

Page 403 
F. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) (23) 

Daniel Buck '71 

c. 

3 
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K. 

L. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/29/2000 

II. 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. Daniel Buck '71 

5 

Page 405 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/05/2001 

B. 

c. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

G. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) (21) 

Daniel Buck '71 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/05/2001 

J. 

K. 

L. Vicar for Priests Agenda: 

~ 
11. 

1 . 
2. 
3. 
4. Daniel Buck '71 

4 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/05/2001 

F. 

G. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) (21) 

Daniel Buck '71 

H. 

3 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01 /05/2001 

K. 

L. Vicar for Priests Agenda: 

M. 

~ 
II. 

1. 

2. 
3. 
4. Daniel Buck '71 
5. 
6. 

5 

AOC 008734 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/12/2001 

B. 

c. 

D. 

E. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) (21) 

Daniel Buck '71 

F. 

2 

AOC 008735 



I. 

J. 

K. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/12/2001 

11. 
1 . 
2. 
3. Daniel Buck '71 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 

(10:30 1/26) 

4 

AOC 008736 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/12/2001 

' Page 416 

IV Acceptance of Agenda: 7 - O - 0 

V Business: 
A. 

B. 

c. 

D. 

E. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) (21) 

Daniel Buck '71 

2 

AOC 008737 



I 

\,,,... 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/12/2001 

11. 

K. 

L. 

1. 
2. 
3. Daniel Buck '71 

VI Old Business: 

VII 

VIII Adjournment: 3:15 pm 
MOTION: 7 • 0 - 0 

5 

Page 419 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/18/2001 

7 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/18/2001 

Page 220 
PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 

ASSIGNMENTS: 

8 

AOC 008740 



F. 

G. 

H. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/19/2001 

I. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) (21) 

Daniel Buck '71 

J. 

K. 

3 

AOC 008741 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/19/2001 

M. 

N. 

O. Vicar for Priests Agenda: ( 10:30 1 /26) 

~ 
II. 

1 . 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

5 

AOC 008742 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/19/2001 

E. 

F. 

G. 

H. 

3 

AOC 008743 



. r 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/19/2001 

Page 427 

0. Vicar for Priests Agenda: (10:30 1/26) 

P. 

~ 
II. 

1 . 
2. 
3. Daniel Buck '71 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9 . 

6 

AOC 008744 



Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Board Members Absent: 

Professional Fitness Review Board 

Saturday, January 20, 2001 

MINJJTES 

-

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

Others Present: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator 

I. Approval of Minutes ofNovember 18, 2000 

II. Case Reviews 

A. 

B. 

AOC 008745 



PFR BOARD MINUTES 
January 20, 2001 
Page2 

C. In the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck, PFR-01 

D. 

Father Buck's term at St. Francis of Rome, Cicero, is up in June. Pastor resigned 
effective March 1, 2001. Father wanted Board Members to be aware of possibility of 
his being assigned as Acting Administrator. 

Next regularly scheduled Board Meeting is February 17, 2001at10:00 a.m. 

AOC 008746 



Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, lL 60611 

Professional Fitness Review Board 

Saturday, January 20, 2001 

AGENDA 

I. Approval of Minutes from November 18, 2000 

II. Case Reviews 

A. 

B. 

C. In the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck, PFR-01 

III. Other Business 

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

AOC 008747 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/26/2001 

D. Vicar for Priests Agenda: (10:30 1/26) 

E. 

F. 

G. 

H. 

II. Priests: 

1 . 
2. 
3. 
4. Daniel Buck '71 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 

3 

AOC 008748 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/26/2001 

I. 

J. 

K. 

4 

AOC 008749 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/26/2001 

c. 

D. Vicar for Priests Agenda: (10:30 1/26) 

II. Priests: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. Daniel Buck '71: Dan may be serving as the temporary administrator of 
St. Frances of Rome. He will be in the Associate Change Process this 
year. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

3 

AOC 008750 



Page 433 

E. 

F. 

G. 

H. 

I. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/26/2001 

4 
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PRIESTS' PLACEMENT BOARD: ASSOCIATE PASTOR llliSUM.E - 2001 

USE BLACK PEN OR TYPE (DUPLICATED AS RECEIVED) DEADLINE: 02/02/01 

NAME: Daniel Buck ORDINATION YEAR: '71 

PRESENT ASSIGNMENT: St. Frances of Rome Parish 

ADDRESS: 1428 S 59th Court 

Cicero PHONE# 

PAST ASSIGNMENTS: FROM TO 

St. Luke - River Forest 1971 1976 

Our Lady of Grace - Chicago 1976 1979 

;:ii:.. vve11ces.Laus cnicago l~I~ 1~)9 

........ 1'71 ............ --.:- T"\ ·~ ,..,,_ , - - - - . ., n...," . --- - - - - - - -':)- ---- - ':)~ ~~ ~ .. J u-z 

St. Thomas of Villanova - Palatine 19R4 lQRQ 

St. Pius x - Stickney 1989 1995 

1. Describe the kind of parish involvement in which you could best use your abilities. 

I think of myself as a general practitioner. I try to accommodate my abilities 
, 

only contact we have with the majority Of parishioners, to merit a great deal 
o e or an preparation. I wou ind it difficult to work in a parish that 
did not take seriousl its commitment to oo I 
planned, productive organization and committee meetings. 

2. Lis( any special education or involvements you wish to use as an associate. I have 
ate an we -informed on matters of liturgy. I have spent many years in 

involvement wit · · · 
church reno~ati~n in three paris~es. For ten years I have served as a 

serve on 
the board of directors of a third (Chicago Choral Artists). 

3. List your hopes and/or expectations as an associate in your next assignment. 

I look forward to working with a staff which functions as a team, dedicated 

essential. I am eager to share my talents and my resources in an atmosphere 
, 

look forward to confronting the challenges and opportunities of a new (to me) 
ave no p ans in e o app y or a 

4. Describe the kind of rectory living in which you feel comfortable. 

best, since a rectory is more a place of business than a home. I look for a 

' humor. I need my time off for recharging my batteries, particularly my day off 
, 

house). I have been a working member of the Illinois Railway Museum in Union, 
inois or over t irty- ive years. This pastime is a great escape for me. 

AOC 008752 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/02/2001 

J. 

K. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) (20) 

L. 

3 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/02/2001 

Page 439 

c. 

D. Priests: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

~: Clem talked to him, the outlook on the parish is poor. They 
need a Spanish speaker. There are little resources "a Hornets nest". Daniel 
Buck '71 [Associate] would refuse being the Administrator. A Hispanic priest 
from Texas, - may be available as a temporary administrator. 
Jerry Boland will follow up. 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/02/2001 

Page 442 
L. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) (20) 

M. 

5 

AOC 008755 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/09/2001 

D. 

E. Priests: 

F. 

G. 

H. 

I. 

J. 

1 . 
2. Daniel Buck '71 
3. 
4. 
5. 

3 

AOC 008756 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/09/2001 

I~ 

K. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) (19) 

L. 

4 

AOC 008757 



Page 446 
B. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/09/2001 

Bishop lakubowski's Agenda 

1. Parishes: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

e) 

f) 

g) 

h) St. Frances of Rome/Cicero: '79 [pastor] has resigned. A 

i) 

Capuchin priest is really not available to be pastor/administrator. Daniel Buck 
'71 is not open to be administrator. There is a possibility of approaching the 
retired to go there. The Cardinal and Bishop Jakubowski will 
discuss this. Definitely need someone that can heal and also speak Spanish . 
••••• or may also be possibilities. 

2 

AOC 008758 



Page 448 

c. 

D. 

E. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/09/2001 

4. 

Priests: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Daniel Buck '71: Dan will enter the Associate Change Process. He will not 
be an administrator of Frances of Rome. 

4 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/09/2001 

Page 450 

K. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) ( 18) 

Daniel Buck '71 

L. 

6 

AOC 008760 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/16/2001 

H. 

I. 

J. Associate Change Process (tentative candidates) ( 19) 
Board Contact 

5 

AOC 008761 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/02/2001 

G. 

H. Associate Change Process: 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

I. 

4 

AOC 008762 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/02/2001 

Page 471 

H. 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

Daniel Buck '71: JG 

6 

AOC 008763 



Phone Conversation - PFR-01 

Date: 3/7/01 Time: 4:41 p.m. 
- Present circumstances at St. Frances of Rome. 

Date: 3/8/01 Time: AM 
- Pastor resigned 
- Personnel Board ask of administration declined 

St. Francis of Rome 
Interviewing S.H. Palos 

Date: 4/9/01 
From: Father Buck 

Tentative assignment 

Date: 4/16/01 
To: Fr. Vincent Costello 

Regarding Dan Buck 

Time: AM 

July l, 2001 

Time: AM 

has a member of victim family in parish 

AOC 008764 



Phone Conversation - PFR-01 

Date: 3/8/01 Time: AM 
From: Father Buck- 708-652-2140 

Pastor resigned 
Personnel Board asked about administration 
Declined - St. Francis of Rome 
Interviewing S.H. Palos 

Date: 4/16/01 Time: AM 
-PFR Board member 
has a member of victim family in parish 

Time: AM 
To: Rev. Jerry Boland/Priest Personnel 

Advised him that Vicar for Priest office, Father Kaczorowski does not think it good for 
Father Buck to go to 

Time: AM 
To: Rev. Vincent Costello/Our Lady of the Wayside 
- Regarding Placement of Dan Buck 

Date: 4/25/0 I Time: AM 
Gave placement information to Father Boland for reassignment. 
Interviewed in Wauconda, Transfiguration Parish 

Date: 6/710 I Time: AM 
- Approved for St. Mary, Buffalo Grove 

AOC 008765 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/16/2001 

F. 

G. 

H. Associate Change Process: 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

Daniel Buck '71: JG 

4 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/16/2001 

Page 482 

G. 

H. Associate Change Process: 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

Daniel Buck '71: Joe reported that he will call Dan and seen what is going on. 

7 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/23/2001 

Daniel Buck '71: Joe reported that he will call Dan and seen what is going on. 

3 

AOC 008768 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/23/2001 

Page 490 
J. Associate Change Process: 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

Daniel Buck '71: Joe reported that he will call Dan and seen what is going on. 

4 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/30/2001 

G. 

H. 

I. Associate Change Process: (deadline 4/3) 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

Daniel Buck '71: Joe reported that he will call Dan and seen what is going on. 

4 

AOC 008770 



,,,,,., 

Page 502 
I. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/30/2001 

Associate Change Process: (deadline 4/3) 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

Daniel Buck 171: Joe reported that he will call Dan and seen what is going on. 

6 

AOC 008771 



ASSOCIATE I PREFERENCE: .. ·. rc_t/-~-o/ 
FEBRUARY 2001 

NAME Dan/e) Buo k 
' 

ORDINATION YEAR JJJ) 
AFTER INTERVIEWING WITH THE PASTORS, I RANK THESE FIVE PARISHES WHICH I WOULD PREFER FOR MY NEXT ASSIGNMENT. 

(PLEASE FEEL FREE TO LIST YOUR REASONS FOR EACH CHOICE.) 

PARISH PREFERENCE REASONS 

1. 

9.t, P4tt1icf q 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

H ie1kory Hi/)s 

5 4Cl'ed H<CCJ/lt -
p4/o& H// Js 

PLEASE PLACE YOUR SIGNATURE IN THIS BOX. 

PLEASE REMEMBER THE DEADLINE - Tuesday April 3, 2001 

THIS FORM CAN ALSO BE FAXED DAY OR NITE: (312) 751-5281 BUT THE ORIGINAL MUST BE MAILED TO OUR OFFICE. 

OUR OFFICE NUMBER IS (312) 751 /5270 IF YOU NEED TO CONTACT US. 

AOC 008772 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/06/2001 

Daniel Buck '71: Joe reported that he will call Dan and seen what is going on. 

4 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/06/2001 

Page 511 
I. Associate Change Process: 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

Daniel Buck '71: * MATCH Our Lady of the Wayside/Arlington Hts. 

K. 

,,,,... 

5 

AOC 008774 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/20/2001 

IV Acceptance of Agenda: VOTE: 

V Business: 

A. 

B. 

c. 

D. 

1. 
2. Daniel Buck '71 
3. 
4. 

5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 

2 

AOC 008775 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/20/2001 

G. 

H. 

I. Associate Change Process: 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. Daniel Buck '71: 
MOTION: That Rev. Daniel Buck 71 be recommertded as an 

Associate Pastor at Our Lady of the Wayside / 
Arlington Hts effective 07/01/0·1. 

3 

AOC 008776 



D. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/20/2001 

1. 

2. Daniel flue.~ '71 ~ The match between Dan and Our Lady of the VVayside 
will not vvork. So both the parish and Dan needs to be re-entered in the 
process. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

3 

AOC 008777 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/20/2001 

Pages 1a 
8. 

'L 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

a. Tra~Q.~!guration/Wauconda: is willing to help here but 
does not wish to live there. Dan Buck could be a possibility. 

9. 

c. 

AOC 008778 



H. 

I. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/20/2001 

1) 

5 

Page ri19 

AOC 008779 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
-Offi~~-of-Pro-~-e~--onal~F-itne~~-~-~-ew~~~~~~~,~~~~~~~~~~~p~~Offi-re~Bo-x-19~79 

676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 . . . Chicago, Dlinois 60690-1979 
Chicago, Dlioois 60611 

(312)751-5205 
Fax: (312)751-5279 

Professional Fitness Review Board 

Saturday, April 21, 2001 
10:00 - 12:00 

MINUTES 

I. Approval of March 17, 2001 minutes 

IL Case Reviews 

• 

• 

• 

AOC 008780 



• In the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck - PFR-0 I 

Board recommended that Father Buck oot transfer to 
family members of the victim belong to and live in the parish. 

Ill. Other 

• 

• 

Cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to Review Board 
Rev. Larry McBrady, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 

MINUTES 
April 21, 2001 
Page2 

since 

AOC 008781 



R. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/04/2001 

k. 

I. 

m. 

n. 

o. 

p. 

Daniel Buck '71: 
MOTION: tabled That Rev. Daniel Buck '71 be recommended as an 

Associate Pastor at ????. 

5 

AOC 008782 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/04/2001 

I~ 
k. 

I. 

m. 

n. 

o. Daniel Buck '71: Daniel Buck '71 is still looking. Joe Grembla will help him. 

R. 

7 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/11/2001 

_,,,... 

c. 

D. Priests: 

1. 
2. Daniel Buck '71 
3. 
4. 

!"""' 5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 

E. 

F. 

2 

AOC 008784 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/11/2001 

G. 

H. 

I. Associate Change Process: 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 
i. 

j' 
k. 
I. 
m. 
n. 
0. 

p. Daniel Buck '71: Daniel Buck '71 is still looking. Joe Grembla will help 
him. 

3 

AOC 008785 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/11/2001 

2) 

J. Vicar for Pries1s Agenda: 

I. Priests: ,,,.. 
1. 
2. Daniel Buck '71 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 
11 . 
12. 

11. 

111. 

4 

AOC 008786 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/11/2001 

MINUTES 
Page 534 

Meeting: #61'1 
- Seventeenth Board 

Date: May 11, 2001 
Place: Priests' Placement Board/Pastoral Center 

Present: Rev.: Jeremiah M. Boland, Kurt D. Baras, John W. Clemens, Joseph P. Grembla, 
David A. Jones, Robert G. Mair, Daniel P. McCarthy, 
Martin E. O'Donovan (arriv 10:26), Michael J. Shanahan (arriv. 10:36) 

Absent: Rev. 

Opening Prayer: Rev. Kurt Baras 10:24 am 

II Acceptance of Minutes: 7 - 0 - 0 

111 Reports: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. St. Mary/Buffalo Grove: The Board discussed what to do about '88anc.J 
the parish. Perhaps would be interested in going there after his 
sabbatical. Daniel Buck '71 is another possibility. 

7. 

1 

AOC 008787 



D. 

E. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/11/2001 

1. 

2. Daniel Buck '71: Dan is still interviewing. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

3 

Page 536 

AOC 008788 



,,,,,.. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/11/2001 

h. 
i. 
j. 
k. 
I. 
m. 
n. 
o. 

Page 538 

p. Daniel Buck '71: Daniel Buck 71 is still looking. Joe Grembla will help him. 

2) 

5 

AOC 008789 



,,,,,... Page 539 
J. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/11/2001 

Vicar for Priests Agenda: 

I. Priests: 

1. 

2. Daniel Buck '71: Dan continues to look for places. Perhaps St. 
Mary/Buffalo Grove 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

6 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/18/2001 

D. Priests: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 
11 . 
12. 
13. 
14. 

E. 

F. 

c. 

2 

AOC 008791 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/18/2001 

H. 

I. 

J. 

K. Associate Change Process: 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

2) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. Daniel Buck '71: Daniel Buck '71 is still looking. Joe Grembla will help 

him. 

3 

AOC 008792 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/18/2001 

Page 543 

c. 

0. Priests: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. Daniel Buck '71: Joe Grembla will call Dan to see where things are at this time. 

5. 

6. 

2 

AOC 008793 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/18/2001 

.,,..._ Page 5 4 5 

G. 

H. 

I. 

J. 

K. Associate Change Process: 

1) Report of Board Contact interviews 

2) 

a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. Daniel Buck '71: Daniel Buck '71 is still looking. Joe Grembla will help hirn. 

4 

AOC 008794 



E. 

F. 

G. 

H. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/01/2001 

Priests: 

1. 
') 
"-· 

.., 
,) . 
4. 
5. 
6 . .., 
I• 

t:l. 
9. 
10. 
1'1. 

12. 

Daniel Buck '71 
MOTl_QN: That Daniel Buck '71 be appointed as 1\ssociate 

pastor to St, Mary I Buffalo Grove effective 07/01/01 . 

4 
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E. 

F. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/01/2001 

2. 

3, 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

HJ. 

'1'1, 

'12. 

Daniel Buck '71: 
.MOTION;. 8-0-0 

Page 553 

That Daniel Buck 71 be appointed as Associate pastor 
to St. Ma1y /Buffalo Grove effective 07/01/01. 

5 

AOC 008796 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of the Archbishop Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

June 12, 2001 

Dear Father Buck, 

In light of the recommendation I have received from the Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 
I hereby appoint you Associate Pastor to the Reverend Marc Reszel, Pastor of St. Mary in Buffalo 
Grove. This appointment is effective July 1, 2001. 

Please discuss the necessary arrangements with the pastor. You are asked to send your 
mutual agreement to the Priests' Placement Board by August 24, 2001. I am deeply grateful for the 
ministry you offered to the faith community through your 6 years of service at St. Frances parish. 

Be assured of my continued prayers, support and encouragement for you at this time of 
transition. 

St. Frances of Rome Parish 
1428 S. 59th Court 
Cicero, IL 60804 

Fraternally yours in Christ, 

f~Cvrth 
Francis Cardinal George O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goede1i, Vicar General 
Mr. Jimmy Lago, Chancellor 

. Reverend Lawrence McBrady, Vicar for Priests 
Reverend James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Most Reverend Thad Jakubowski, Vicar 
Reverend Maurice Kissane, Dean 

t,A)iocesan Priests' Placement Board 
Office of Ministerial Evaluation 
Reverend Mark Bartosic, Pastor 
Reverend Mark Reszel, Pastor 

AOC 008797 



,,,. 

Present: 

Absent: 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/15/2001 

Meeting: 
Date: 
Place: 

AGENDA 

#65th - Seventeenth Board 
June 15, 2001 
Priests' Placement Board 

Rev.: Jeremiah M. Boland, Kurt D. Baras, John W. Clemens, 
Joseph P. Grembla, Robert G. Mair (arriv. ), 
Daniel P. McCarthy, Michael J. Shanahan 

Rev. David A. Jones, Martin E. O'Donovan, 

Opening Prayer: Rev. Daniel McCarthy TIME'-:---------

II Acceptance of Minutes: VOTE: 

111 Reports: 

Page 563 

1. Daniel Buck '71: The Cardinal has appointed Dan Associate Pastor at St. Mary in 
Buffalo Grove, effective 07/01/01. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

IV Acceptance of Agenda: VOTE: 

V Business: 

A. 

AOC 008798 



Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/15/2001 

MINUTES 

Meeting: #65th - Seventeenth Board 

June 15, 2001 

Priests' Placement Board/Pastoral Center 

Rev.: Jeremiah M. Boland, Kurt D. Boras, John W. Clemens, 
Joseph P. Grembla, Robert G. Mair (arriv. 1 :15), 
Daniel P. McCarthy, Michael J. Shanahan (arriv. 11 :09). 

Absent: Rev. David A. Jones, Martin E. O'Donovan 

Opening Prayer: Rev. Daniel McCarthy 10:19 a.m. 

II Acceptance of Minutes: 5 - O - O 

111 Reports: 

Page 564 

1. Daniel Buck '71: The Cardinal has appointed Dan Associate Pastor at St. Mary in 
Buffalo Grove, effective 07/01/01. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

1 

AOC 008799 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 07/27/2001 

H. Pool of Pastor Candidates: Page 592 
PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 

ASSIGNMENTS: 

3 

AOC 008800 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 07/27/2001 

AOC 008801 



LETTER OF AGREEMENT 

With an awareness of a call to Mission and in a spirit of respect for persons and mutual 
accountability, this agreement is between the REV. DANIEL P. BUCK, who agrees to accept the 
position as Associate Pastor for a period of five years beginning 1July2001 and the REV. MARC 
W. RESZEL, pastor of SAINT MARY PARISH, BUFFALO GROVE 

Both Associate Pastor and Pastor agree to fulfill their respo~sibilities as described in the Ministry 
Agreement (below) and recognize their accountability to the Pastor and the Archbishop of Chicago. 

Rev. Daniel P. Buck is entitled to the salary and benefits of an Associate Pastor as outlined by the 
Archdiocese of Chicago. 

.k~#!k/£/ 
Rev. Daniel P. Buck, Associate Pastor 

August 2001 

Rev. Marc W. Reszel, Pastor 

MINISTRY AGREEMENT 

In addition to serving the Saint Mary community as a member of the pastoral staff and through his 
sacramental ministry as a priest, Father Buck will serve as the parish Director of Liturgy. As Director 
he will work in cooperation with others and oversee the liturgical ministries. 

AOC 008802 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 08/17/2001 

I. 

J. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

5 

t--0 

AOC 008803 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 08/17/2001 

Page 9 
J. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR 
BETWEEN ASSIGNMENTS: 

8 

NO 

AOC 008804 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 08/24/2001 

N. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR 
BETWEEN ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

4 

NO 

AOC 008805 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 08/24/2001 

N. Pool of Pastor Candidates: Page 20 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR 
BETWEEN ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

AOC 008806 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 08/31/2001 

M. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

5 

NO 

AOC 008807 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 08/31/2001 

M. Pool of Pastor Candidates: Page 30 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 

NO 

AOC 008808 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 09/07/2001 

N. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

s 

NO 

AOC 008809 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 09/07/2001 

Page 40 

N. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

6 

NO 

AOC 008810 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 09/14/2001 

L. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

4 

NO 

AOC 008811 



L. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 09/14/2001 

Page 49 
Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

5 

NO 

x 

AOC 008812 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 09/2112001 

K. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

4 

NO 

AOC 008813 



,.,,,.... 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 09/21/2001 

Page 58 

K. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the 
Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

5 

AOC 008814 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 09/28/2001 

I. 

J. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the Cardinal 
and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 

NO 

AOC 008815 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 09/28/2001 

Page 72 

I. 

). Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the Cardinal 
and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

10 

NO 

AOC 008816 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 10/05/2001 

J. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the 
Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

4 

AOC 008817 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 10/05/2001 

I. 

J. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the Cardinal 
and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

5 

NO 

-------------------·-··--··--·-·-······ 

AOC 008818 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 10/12/2001 

I. 

J. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the Cardinal and 
Vicars. 

7 

AOC 008819 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 10/12/2001 

Page 95 

J. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the Cardinal 
and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

10 

AOC 008820 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
-O-ffi-1c-e-of-Pr~ofi-es-s-io-na_l_F-im-~-s~Re-v-ie-w~~~~~. 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 , .·· ... 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

October 16, 2001 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
St. Frances of Rome 
1428 S. 59th Court 
Cicero, Illinois 60804 

Dear Father Buck, 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312)751-5205 
Fax: (312)751-5279 

November marks a period of one year since you signed your Individual Protocol for the Office of 
Professional Fitness Review. As these need to be reviewed and revised annually, please call at your 
earliest convenience so that a meeting date and time can be designated. The Vicar for Priests will 
again be in attendance. 

There are standard protoool items for all priests monitored by this office. These include the following: 

• Restriction from being alone with minors without the presence 
of another responsible aduh 

• Meet with Professional Fitness Review Administrator twice annually (PFRA) 

• Submit copy of all sites visited on the Internet to PFRA monthly 

And recently added to all protoools by the Review Board: 

• 
The Review Board determines other protocol items based on the individual priest and the nature of the 
allegations brought against him 

I can be reached by telephone at 312-751-5205. 

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

~d:fl~~ ~~a-
Kathleen Leggdas 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator 

KlJlnp 

Cc: Rev. Larry McBrady, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. James Kacz.orowski, Vicar for Priests 

AOC 008821 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 10/26/2001 

L. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the Cardinal 
and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

6 

NO 

AOC 008822 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 10/26/2001 

Page 107 

L. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the 
Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

8 

NO 

AOC 008823 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 11/02/2001 

0. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the 
Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

6 

NO 

AOC 008824 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 11/02/2001 

Page 117 

N. 

0. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the Cardinal 
and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

6 

NO 

AOC 008825 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 11/16/2001 

6 

AOC 008826 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 11/16/2001 

Page 129 
NO NO 

8 

AOC 008827 



Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 

Chicago, IL 60611 
312-751-5205 

INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOL 
For 

Father Daniel Buck 

The Individual Specific Protocol (ISP) reflects the primary goal of protecting minors and the integrity of the 
Church. Additionally, the ISP serves as a safeguard for the individual priest/deacon with regard to the 
possibility of subsequent allegations. 

Professional Fitness Review clients will be subject to appropriate restrictions and monitoring by the 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA) throughout the life of the individual as a priest/deacon in 
the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

The ISP for Father Daniel Buck includes but is not limited to the following: 

1. Restricted from being alone with minors without the presence of another responsible adult. 

2. Meet with PFRA twice annually. 

3. Request for new ministerial assignment must be reviewed by the Board. 

4. 

5. 

Submit copy of all sites visited on the Internet to PFRA monthly. 

This is a working document which can be changed, altered or superceded when there is an 
indicated need to do so. In order to change this protoco~ prior approval must be obtained 
from the Professional Fitness Review Board. 

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all requirements ofthis Protocol. 

Signed: ~ f'Y~/£ &--~ 
Printed Name: [fE? V f} Cl 0 /e ) e Ii lJu k 
Signature_ of PFRA: ;a=:.,;z;-d?- .,,, . ~<~ 

Date: J }-- J 7 ·- QJ 
, j 

Date: // /17/~1 
; ; 

A copy of this Protocol will be kept on file in Professional Fitness Review and Vicar for Priests Offices. 

AOC 008828 



,..-..__ 

/ 

I . 

I 

,, 
1. 

/ 

I 

I 
j' 

J' 
l 

OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 
CLIBNT INFORMATION SHEET 

(Revised 11/19/01) 

FILE#: PFR-01 REVIEW STATUS: (DATE) 

Opened Date: October 1995 

Closed Date: 

Name: Daniel P. Buck 

Birth Date: 

Current Residence: St. Mary 

Telephone: Home: 

Ministry: Associate Pastor 

Allegation(s): 
Date: 

1984 
Date of the Oft'ense(s): 

1971-1977 

•First reported to VP Office 

1995 1971-1977 

• Brought to PFR Board 
General Nature of Allegation(s): 

1st Stage: 
2nd Stage: 

Supplementary: 

Date Ordained: May 12, 1971 

Current SIS#: 

Address: 75 N Buffalo Grave Rd 
Buffalo Grove, IL 60089 

Office: Pager: 

Status (Check one) 

Active: ../ 
Deceased: 
Resigned: 
Withdrawn: 
Other: 

Sex/Age 
F/11-18 

F/11-18 

Date: 

Inappropriate touching with teenage girl (6th grade- high school). 

Protocol: on file Original Date: 10/96 

10/95 

1/96 
12/96 
12797 

Date: 7/5/01 

--------
5/11/99 

Credibility: 
Yes No 
T 

Review Dates: 
1196 

Review Dates: 
12/97 

Review Dates: 
8/21/00 

12/96 12/3/99 11119/01 

AOC 008829 



Page2 

7. 

8. 

9. Education: 
BA, M.Div., St. Mary of the Lake Seminary, Mundelein, Illinois 

10, Ministerial Assignments: 
St. Luke, River Forest 1971 - 1976 St. Thomas of Villanova, Palatine 1984- 1989 

Our Lady of Grace, Chicago 1976- 1979 St. Pius X, Stickney 1989 - 1995 

St. Wenceslaus, Chicago 1979 St. Frances of Rome, Cicero 1995 - 2001 

St. Francis Borgia, Chicago 1979 - 1984 St. Mary, Buffalo Grove 2001 -

11. Family Composition: 

Parents: 

Siblings: 

12. Monitors: Address: Phone: 

Monitoring discontinued November 1996/Pastor~ of St. Mary's informed of Review Board Status (2001) 

13. Emergency Contacts: 

1st RelationshiJ!: Work#: 
Bro. Brother 

2nd · Relationship: Home#: Work#: 

14. Other Concerns: 

\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 

AOC 008830 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, Illinois 6061 I 

To: File - PFR-01 

t 
Memorandum 

From: Kathleen Leggdas, Administrator ·,l (._,,. 
Re: Rev. Daniel Buck 

Date: November 27, 2001 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312)75 J-5205 
Fax:(312)75J-5279 

On November 19, 2001 Father Buck, Father Jim Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests and PFRA met to 
review and renew Father Buck's Individual Specific Protocol. 

As required by protocol the Review Board was consulted regarding father's move to St. Mary in 
Buffalo Grove in July of this year. Rev. Marc Reszel is Pastor and has been informed of the 
restrictions of the protocol and of the allegations made against Father Buck. 

Cc: Review Board Members 
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 

AOC 008831 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 11/30/2001 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

6 

AOC 008832 



Page 141 
Q. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 11/30/2001 

Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the 
Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

NO 

8 

NO 

AOC 008833 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/07/2001 

N. 

o. 

P. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 

AOC 008834 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/07/2001 

9 

AOC 008835 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/14/2001 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

8 

AOC 008836 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/14/2001 

Page 168 

L. 

M. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

AOC 008837 



,,... 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/21/2001 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

8 

AOC 008838 



Page 181 
M. 

N. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 12/21/2001 

Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

8 

AOC 008839 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/04/2002 

M. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the 
Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

11 

AOC 008840 



,,.. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/04/2002 

Page 194 

M. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

8 

AOC 008841 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/11/2002 

M. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 

AOC 008842 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/11/2002 

M. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

9 

AOC 008843 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/25/2002 

K. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

6 

AOC 008844 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 01/25/2002 

Page 232 

8 

AOC 008845 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/01/2002 

K. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

5 

AOC 008846 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/01/2002 

Page 243 

K. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 

AOC 008847 
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-

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/15/2002 

Page 258 

K. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

11 

AOC 008848 
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-

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/22/2002 

M. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to the 
Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

6 

AOC 008849 



,.-. Page 269 

--

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 02/22/2002 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

8 

AOC 008850 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/01/2002 

J. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 

AOC 008851 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/01/2002 

J. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

11 

AOC 008852 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/08/2002 

L. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

6 

AOC 008853 



L. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/08/2002 

Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

9 

AOC 008854 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

COMPLIANCE WITH MONITORING PROTOCOLS 

Name of cleric: Daniel Buck Year of ordination: 1971 Age: 57 
---------------~ -----

Current ministerial assignment (if any): Associate Pastor 

Current place of residence: St. Mary, Buffalo Grove 
----'--------------------------~ 

According to Archdiocesan policy §1104.12.2, a cleric who has engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor will be 
subject to appropriate monitoring for the remainder of his life as a cleric of the Archdiocese and his file shall remain open. 
Policy §1104. 12. 3 provides that monitoring programs and protocols should be applied on a case by case basis but must 
include certain essential components. This worksheet indicates whether there is compliance with these essential 
elements, as follows: 

• 

• 

Continuing jurisdiction and o~· ht by the Review Board with periodic evaluation and reports to 
the Archbishop: (circle one) YES NO 
Description of continuing oversig . eet with Professional Fitness Review Administrator semi-annually 
Date of last evaluation and report: November 19, 2001 -----'----------------------
A written protoc~ed by the cleric, which sets forth the particular requirements applicable to 
him: (circle one~ NO 
Date of current written and signed protocol: November 19, 2001 

~-----'----------------~ 

• Restrictions from being alone with anyone under the age of 18: (circle one) @ NO 

• Periodic physical evaluation 
(Circle one) YES CE§) 

determined by the Review Board: 

Date of most recent physical evaluation: 

• 

• 

• Does the cleric use the Internet? (circle one) YES @ 
If yes, does he provide the Professional Fitness Review Administrator with a monthly printout of 
Internet sites visited? (Circle one) YES NO 

Other monitoring provisions or restrictions: Ministerial assignment requires Board Review 

March 14, 2002 

Signature of Professional Fitness Review Administrator Date 
'.l/ldf(l') 

AOC 008855 



Client Case Review 
Professional Fitness Review Office 

March 14, 2002 

PFR-01 Rev. Daniel Buck / 9 g;J - /9 g b 

One allegation of"groom* and inappropriate touching" over 
a period of six years, 1971 1977 with an 11 -17 year-old female. 
Reviewed by Board in 1995. Father Buck is currently under standard 
protocol and is in full, active ministry at St. Mary, Buffalo Grove. On
site monitor assigned. 

Touching breasts and genital area over clothing. Back rubs. 

Assessment - isolated incident. No risk to minors. Never 
withdrawn from ministry. 

AOC 008856 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/15/2002 

K. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

5 

AOC 008857 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/15/2002 

Page 309 

K. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 

AOC 008858 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, Jllinois 60611 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Memorandum 

File 

Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Archbishop's Delegate lo/ 
to the Professional Fitness Review Board 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
Review Board Meeting- Supplementary Review 

Date: March 16, 2002 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312)751-5205 
Fax: (312)751-5279 

The Review Board conducted a supplementary review of Father Buck's monitoring protocol 
at the request of Cardinal George. The Board asked that Father Buck 

The Board also asked that the Professional Fitness Review Administrator together with the 
pastor of the parish inform the Principal of the School and the youth minister. The Board is further 
requesting that the Pastor serve as an on-site monitor and submit regular reports to the PFRA. 

to work with - to address the components of the 

The Board suggested that Father Buck be informed of the above measures. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St Clair, Suite 1910 

Post Office Box I 979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Professional Fitness Review Board 

Saturday, March 16, 2002 

MINIJTES 

Absent: 

(312)751-5205 
Fax: (312)751-5279 

Non-members present: 
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator 

I. Case Reviews in light of Cardinal's request for Supplementary Reviews 

A. In the Matter of Rev. Daniel Buck, PFR-01 

B. 

The Review Board conducted a supplementary review of Father Buck's monitoring 
protocol at the request of Cardinal George. The Board asked that Father Buck -

The Board also asked that the Professional Fitness Review Administrator together 
with the pastor of the parish inform the Principal of the School and the youth minister. 
The Board is fi.nther requesting that the Pastor serve as an on-site monitor and submit 
regular reports to the PFRA. 

The Board asked- to work with 
of 

The Board suggested that Father Buck be informed of the above measures. 
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c. 

D. 

E. 

F. 

MINUTES 
March 16, 2002 
Page2 
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G. 

H. 

I. 

J. 

MINUTES 
March 16, 2002 
Page3 
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K 

II. Budget Review Postponed to April Meeting 

Next regularly scheduled meeting is April 20, 2002 

Cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to Review Board 
Rev. Larry McBrady, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 

MINUTES 
March 16, 2002 
Page4 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Professional Fitness Review Board 

Saturday, March 16, 2002 
10:00-2:00 

AGENDA 

I. Approval of Minutes from February 16, 2002 

II. Case Reviews 

A In the Matter of Rev. Daniel Buck, PFR-01 

B. 

c. 

D. 

E. 

III. 

IV. Other Business 

A. 

B. 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312)751-5205 
Fax: (312)751-5279 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/22/2002 

M. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 23 7 total These I ists were given to the 
Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 
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.. ,,,.... 

M. 

Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 03/22/2002 

Page 322 

Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

9 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

l'v!arch 25. 2002 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
A..rchbishoo of Chicru!o 
I 55 E. Superior Street 
ChicMo. IL 606 I I 

Dear Cardinal Georne. 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690- I 979 

(312)751-5205 
Fax:(312)751-5279 

Please be advised that the Review Board met on March I 6, 2002. The Board fully considered all oral 
and written reports in the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck. The Board conducted a Supolementarv Review 
pursuant to Article 1104.1 I of the Policies and Procedure for Determination of Fitness for Ministry. 

Based on that review the Board recommends the following: 

• 
• lbat the school principal and youth minister be informed of Father Buck's protocol 

• That the Pastor serve as an on-site monitor and submit monthly monitor reports to PFRA 

If you have questions or comments, please call at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen Leggdas 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator 

Cc: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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Bu c I< 

Office of lhe Cardinal 

Ms. Kathleen Leggdas 
Administrator 

ARCHDIOC' CHICAGO 

April I, 2002 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. Leggdas, 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago. Illinois 60690-1979 

I received from you the review of all the outstanding cases of reported sexual 
misconduct with minors by members of the Archdiocesan clergy. I thank you sincerely 
for the good work of the Office and your own dedication to a task so important for the 
Church's ministry. 

I accept all the recommendations in the letters that you sent me, dated March 25, 
2002. In the case of accusations against priests who are now deceased, I would like to 

know how it is that we are going to be of service to the victims who have brought the 
allegations forward at this time. 

This acceptance of all recommendations made will be seconded to all parties 
concerned, so that the recommendations can be implemented as quickly as possible. 
Again, thank you for your dedication and for the help you bring to victims and clergy. 

cc: Most Rev. Raymond Goedert 
'-"Rev. Thomas Paprocki 

Rev. James Kaczorowski 
Rev. Lawrence McBrady 
Mr. Jimmy Lago 

~~~ 
Francis Cardinal George, 0.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
-O-ffi-1c_e_o-fP_r_o-~-ss-io-n-al-F-im~~-s-R-ev-ie-w~~~~~, .. 

676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Memorandum 

To: File - PFR-01 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312)751-5205 
Fax:(312)751-5279 

From: Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA] 

Re: Rev. Daniel Buck 

Date: April 5, 2002 

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Meeting on March 16, 2002: 

The Review Board conducted a supplementary review of Father Buck's monitoring protocol at the 
request of Cardinal George. The Board asked that Father Buck 

The Board also asked that the Professional Fitness Review Administrator together with the pastor of 
the parish inform the Principal of the School and the youth minister. The Board is further requesting 
that the Pastor serve as an on-site monitor and submit regular reports to the PFRA. 

to address•••••••• 

The Board suggested that Father Buck be informed of the above measures. 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/05/2002 

N. 

o. 

P. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

6 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/05/2002 

M. Page 333 

N. 

o. 

P. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

To: File - PFR-01 

Memorandum 

From: Kathleen Leggdas, Administrator ~ 

Re: Rev. Daniel Bock 

Date: April 9, 2002 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312)751-5205 
Fax.:(312)751-5279 

Rev. Daniel Buck was notified by telephone of the Review Board's recommendation 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/12/2002 

6 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/12/2002 

Page 343 
PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 

ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/19/2002 

M. 

N. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/19/2002 

Page 352 

M. 

N. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

6 

···········-··-------
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/26/2002 

c. 

D. Priests: 

f.. 

f. 

1. 
2. 
3. Danid Buck 7'1 
4 . 
.5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 04/26/2002 

M. 

N. 

o. 

P. Pool oi Pastor Candidates: 253 I ·16 guys VP / 2~U total These lists we1T~ given 
to th•::? Cardin.:ll <tnd Vie<::ln>. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIA l'ES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

'"f7'ri;;~t""~"••U~"~""..,.." .. ,..,.,... .... ~"""""u""""""•" .. •"•• •••••• ''f",'!'.i;;~t••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••·.•••··•· •••••• '''i;;:j~~'ii'''•••••••••••••'"••.,...••••••'-..,.,....,., ...... ..,., •• ...,.,.,1 

: .................. l 

················"'j .. , ................ ! 
l 

.................. j 
··················[ 

' ~~; 

:::::::::::::::J 
5 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/03/2002 

Q. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

5 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/03/2002 

Page 371 

0. 

P. 

Q. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

6 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/10/2002 

P. 

Q. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

6 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/10/2002 

P. Page 381 

Q. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 
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Professional Fitness Review 
May 14, 2002 

Client Case Review: Father Daniel Buck 
PFR-01 

,, 

Single allegation of"grooming" and inappropriate touching over a six year period, 
1980-1986 with an 11-17 year old female. Inappropriate touching included back 
rubs, touching breasts and genitals over clothing. Father Buck admitted to fondling 
and giving/receiving back rubs. 

Reviewed by Board in 1995 and assessed as "isolated incident," with no risk to 
minors and no withdrawal from ministry recommended. 

Father Buck is Associate Pastor at St. Mary in Buffalo Grove. His pastor has 
refused to serve as on-site monitor. 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/17/2002 

PRIESTS PRESENTt Y WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

i 
~! 
.. ..i 
.... l 
.... ! 

::::! 
l 

··--1 

L......L..l~~~~~~~~k-,jl..._.~ ~--·---···············::::! 

5 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 • Chicago, illinois 60611 

Non-members present: 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
Saturday, May 18, 2002 

MINIITF.S 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312)751-5279 

Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator 

I. Case Reviews 

A. 

B. 

AOC 008885 



c. 

D. 

MINUTES 
May 18, 2002 
Page2 

E. In the Matter of Rev. Daniel Buck- PFR-01 

F. 

The Review Board conducted a Supplementary Review in the matter of Rev. Daniel 
Buck regarding allegations brought in 1995. After reviewing all written and oral 
information. including the Board determined that 
there was reasonable cause to suspect that sexual misconduct with a minor did occur. 

AOC 008886 



G. 

H. 

MINl.TfES 
May 18, 2002 
Page3 

Next regularly scheduled meeting is June 15, 2002, 10:00 a.m. 

Cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. 'Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to Review Board 
Rev. Larry McBrady, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
O~ffi-ce_o_f_P-ro-~-s-si-on_a_l_R5~po_n_s-ib-ih--~~~~~~-, .. 

Office of Assistance Ministry . 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File -PFR- 01 

Fr: Kathleen Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA) 

Re: Rev. Daniel Buck 

Date: May 23, 2002 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

(312) 751 - 8256/8267 
(312) 751 - 8307 (Fax) 

The Review Board conducted a Supplementary Review in the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck 
re ardin alle ations brou ht in 1995. After reviewing all written and oral information, 

he Board determined there was reasonable cause to 
suspect that sexual mi~conduct with a minor did occur. 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/31/2002 

M. 

N. 

o. 

P. 

Q. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given 
to the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

7 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 05/31/2002 

,,.... 

.-
9 

AOC 008890 



Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/07/2002 

Page 410 

Q. 

R. Pool of Pastor Candidates: 253 I 16 guys VP I 237 total These lists were given to 
the Cardinal and Vicars. 

PRIESTS PRESENTLY WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBATICALS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENTS: 

5 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/14/2002 

0. 

P. Pool of Pastor C~n!l.!rl!'J.t!:',~; 253 f 16 guys VP l 237 total These list'.> werr) given to 
the Cardin<ll and Vicar~. 

PRIF.SlS PRES EN Tl Y WORKING AS ASSOCIATES, ON SABBA TICAtS OR BETWEEN 
ASSIGNMENl'S: 
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Jun 24 02 10: 39a St.Mar~ Parish 8475412443 

A Message to the People of St. Mary Parish: 

By now, I am sure you have heard the news of my situation. The Archdiocese of Chicago 
has temporarily withdrawn me from parish ministry because of a past allegation of sexual 
misconduct with a minor. I do not feel comfortable discussing details ofthis matter, partly 
because I am embarrassed over my lack of professionalism, but mainly because 1 want to respect 
the privacy of the young lady and her family. I want to assure you that she is doing just fine, 
having taken advantage of all the support the Archdiocese has offered her. I am happy to say that 
she and her wonderful husband are dear friends of mine. 

Through a lengthy process 
the Archdiocese has repeatedly determined that I am qualified for parish 

ministry and that I represent no risk to children or young people. But the Charter adopted by the 
U.S. bishops at their recent meeting in Dallas has changed the rules. 

While I am certainly disappointed at this turn of events, I am not angry with the leaders of 
the Church of Chicago. All of those with whom I have had dealings, have been most gracious 
and caring, including and especially Cardinal Francis George. 

The loving Gad has gifted me in many ways over the thirty-one years of my priesthood, 
and I am confidant that he will continue to do so. I firmly believe that God can bring good out of 
the most painful situations. 

J apologize for any distress the present circumstances are causing you. lfl had my 
druthers, 1 would be honored to continue serving the people of St. Mary Parish. However, that 
option, temporarily at least, is not open to me. I ask for your prayers at this difficult time, and I 
pledge to pray for you and for our beloved Catholic Church. 

Peace. 

Fr. Dan Buck 

p.2 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

To: File - PFR-01 

Memorandum 

From: Kathleen Leggdas, Administrator j!e__.. 

Re: Allegation of Sexual Misconduct With a Minor 
Against Rev. Daniel Buck 

Date: June 24, 2002 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Telephone conversation with mother of-alleged victim and Kathleen 
Leggdas, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA]. 

Summary: 

was twelve or thirteen years old in 1980-1981. The family knew Father Buck well. He 
used to take out groups of girls to dinner, movies, and plays. Parent -questioned the :frequency. 

Father Buck was sitting on one side o~e parents sitting on her other side. He put his hand 
under the back of her blouse and gave her a back rub. 

The mother confronted him - he said parents were giving girl wrong ideas about real sexuality. 
Afterwards they had nothing to do with him. 

PFRA invited~o come forward to make her own statement. Mother to encourage her. 

Cc: Members of the Review Board 
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Victim Assistance Ministry 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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Office of the Archhishop 

Dear Father Buck, 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

June 25, 2002 

Post Office Box 1979 
O.icago, Illinois 60690-1979 

As you know, the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops on June 14, 2002 in Dallas, 
Texas, adopted a "Charter for the Protection of Children and Young People" as well as "Essential Norms 
for Diocesan/Eparchial Policies Dealing with Allegations of Sexual Abuse of Minors by Priests, Deacons, 
and other Church Personnel." Although the latter of these two documents is awaiting the recognitio of the 
Holy See before it becomes particular law for the entire episcopal conference, diocesan bishops can adopt 
particular laws for their own dioceses. I have done this by adopting and incorporating the Dallas protocols 
into our Archdiocesan policies and procedures effective as of yesterday, when I signed the decree. 

Accordingly, while your case is being reviewed in light of these policies, you are temporarily 
being withdrawn from all ministry and are required to report to Koenig Hall in Mundelein where you are 
to take up residence, effective immediately. While acknowledging your canonical rights, canon 223 also 
requires those exercising their rights to take into account the common good of the Church and the rights 
of others as well as their own duties towards others. This same canon also authorizes ecclesiastical 
authority to regulate the exercise ofrights in the interest of the common good. 

Since the safety of minors is clearly in the interest of the common good, I invoke my authority 
under canon 223 and order you as a matter of obedience in accord with canon 273 to cease all ministry 
temporarily and report for residence at Koenig Hall immediately. 

Personally, I appreciated very much the conversation we had. You are in my prayers; please keep 
me in yours. 

Rev. Daniel P. Btlck 
St. Mary Parish 
75 N. Buffalo Grove Rd. 
Buffalo Grove, JL 60089 

S~rai~;L, 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/28/2002 

E. 

F. 

G. Vicar for Priests Agenda: 

a) 

bl 

Priests: 

c) Daniel Buck '71 
d) 
e) 
f) 

g) 

h) 
i) 

3 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/28/2002 

D. 

E. Parishes: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. St. Mary/Buffalo Grove: Perhaps someone off of the extern list could take 
Dan Buck's '71 place. 

5. 

6. 

5 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 06/28/2002 

Page 428 

F. 

G. Vicar for Priests Agenda: 

a) 

b) 

Priests: 

c) Daniel Buck '71: Dan is in the monitoring program. 

d) 

e) 

f) 

6 
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July l, 2002 

Cardinal Francis George 
Archdiocese of Chicago 

As you can see, the attached e-mail was sent to Father Reszel, pastor of St. Ma.ry Parish 
in Buffalo Grove. It is an expression of my feelings for "Father" Buck's placement at St. 
Mary's. Whatever the result of your investigation and "resolution" of his sjtuation, I 
hope St. Mary's will not be a part of it! It would be a second betrayal to the 
parishoners. 

Sincerely, 
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Printed by: ••••••• 
Title: Don Buck 

~~Monday, July 1, 2002 8:57:06 AM 

Message 

From: 

Subject: Don Buck 

To: .fi. 

Fr. Reszel, 

Monday, July 1, 2002 8:55:41 AM 
Page 1 of 2 

As a parishoner I'm writing to let you know my feelings about "Father" Buck. 

When you read the letter regarding his situation, I didn't really know how I felt. Very sad, I 
guess, that this shame was so close to home. However, during the following week as I thought 
about it, I felt betrayed by both St. Mary's and the archdiocese that they would put someone 
with a tainted record in our parish, a parish with one of the largest schools in the 
archdiocese. That's a disgrace and a bitter betrayal! Obviously after reading his letter in 
the bulletin this past weekend, it was not just an allegation! The tone of his letter was 
almost arrogant! If he felt he had to write, and you felt it should be published, it should have 
been a letter of apology and a request for prayers. I could have accepted that, but his letter 
has stuck In my throat like a dry pill! 

If the man has value to the archdiocese, then he should be placed in a situation where he can 
push papers. Why place him in a situation which can be a distraction, to say nothing of the 
temptations around him each day??ll I question the judgment of the archdiocese and St. 
Mary's to name him an associate. 

My husband and children came to St. Mary's in 1969, so you can imagine the changes that 
have occurred in those years. Since that time we have worshiped at St. Mary's each week, 
our sons received their elementary education at St. Mary's School, we have made many 
life-long friendships, including that of Father Im, and my Mom is buried in St. Mary's 
Cemetery. St. Mary's has been a very important part of who we are! We always considered 
ourselves fortunate to be a part of a parish that cared so much about its members. I guess I 
loved the cocoon in which we obviously lived, and I guess that's why I feel so deeply betrayed. 

This has been on my mind each day. Why was he allowed to darken our path?! Is the lesson 
to be forgiveness? If so, there was an important line omitted. To forgive, one must know 
what has to be forgiven. And NO ONE told us there was something to forgive!! That's why it 
is so hard to now accept that we should forgive! Obviously I need to work on forgiveness, I 
acknowledge that, but for the sake of healing or salving wounds, I urge you as Pastor of St. 
Mary, to not allow "Father" Buck to return to our parish. 

As I've reread this note, let me share a final thought. My feelings are so confused with 
emotion, but I equate that emotion to what a parent feels for a child. When a child does 
something that is abhorent, the parent "hates" that action, but cannot hate their child. There 
is always love for the child. That's how I feel about St. Mary's right now! I HATE what has 
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Printed by: Monday, July 1, 2002 8:55:41 AM 
Title: Don Buck Page 2 of 2 

been done to our parish, but I don't want any other parish, and I know to survive we have to 
contribute so it can continue. I can't conceive of not going to Mass each week, and during the 
week when I can, at St. Mary's. 

Sincerely, 

(I was unable to locate the email address for the archdiocese, so I will fax a copy of this to 
their offices.) 

AOC 008901 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 
Office of Assistance Ministry 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

(312) 751 - 8256/8267 
(312) 751 - 8307 (Fax) 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 
Buck 

DATE: 

File [PFR-01] 

Ralph Bonaccorsi 
Assistance Ministry 

MEMORANDUM 

Allegation of Sexual Misconduct with a Minor against Rev. Daniel 

July 12, 2002 

In Kathleen Leggdas' absence, I met with Rev. James Kaczorowski and Rev. Daniel 
Buck at 11:30 a.m. on Friday, July 12, 2002. The purpose of the meeti~t 
an allegation to Rev. Buck. The allegation was made by the mother of-

Of the allegation, Rev. Buck's response was: 

o He remembers Ms .• as a high school student, and that she was always "a part of 
the high school action". 

0 

o He remembers the.family. 

o He does not remember the alleged incident. 
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OH: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

Re: 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

MEMO 

Carol Fowler 

Jim Kaczoro,,·ski 

July 18. 2002 

Dan Buck 

Dan met with Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victims Assistance Ministry, in the absence of 
Kathleen Leggdas who is on me<lical leave, an<l with Father Kaczorowski, Vicar for 
Priests. Mr Bonaccorsi interviewed Dan regarding an allegation ol sexual misconduct 
with a minor, . who was 12 or 13 years ol<l when the alleged inciuent 
occurred in 1980-8 I. Kathleen Leggdas interviewed the mother, - by phone 
concerning her daughter. When asked if he was acquainted with the family, Father Buck 
replied that he knew them very well. He often was at the home for dinner. 

Dan Buck cannot recall the incidents of the allegation placed by the mother, that is, 
putting his hand under the daughter's blouse and giving her a back rub. The mother also 
alleged that Dan took groups or girls to plays and dinners. She was concerned about the 
frequency of these. Dan re luted that statement to say he took youth groups and members 
of the junior group, boys and girls, to events, not just girls .•••••••••••• 

Father Buck share<l that he wished the family would have confronted him at the time the 
incident occurred. Ralph Bonaccorsi indicated that there is a way of confronting by 
never speaking with a person again rather than expressing outright what is on one's mind. 
This is what the-did. Dan mentioned that he would have been more careful if he 
had known then what he knows now. The Vicar for Priests shared that what is 
inappropriate now was inappropriate 20 years ago. 

Dan insists that he doesn't remember the above incident. 
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MEMO 

To: File 

Jt'rom: Jim Kaczorowski 

Date: July 19, 2002 

Re: Dan Buck 

At the convocation in June, I informed Dan Buck that because of the Dallas charter the 
Cardinal is temporarily removing him from public ministry with the possibility of 
permanent removal. 

I shared with him that he has the canonical right to appeal to Rome. However, if he has 
indeed abused a minor, he should refrain from appealing. I shared a list of canon lawyers 
with him and advised that it may be helpful for him to also have a civil lawyer. 

AOC 008904 



Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Professional Fitness Review Board 

9:00 a.m. 

Saturday, July 20, 2002 
9:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 

Review case materials in preparation for agenda matters 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312)751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

10:00 Information on PFR Administrator and revised policies in light of Bishops' meeting in 
Dallas-Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki 

11 :00 

11:30 

12: 15 p.m. Lunch break 

12:45 

1 :15 

1 :45 In the Matter of Father Daniel Buck, PFR-01 

2:00 Adjournment 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 07/26/2002 

9. St. Pius X/Sticknev: At the consultation the parishioners expressed their desire to 
see the following priests as their new pastor. 

Daniel Buck '71 1 mention 

IV Acceptance of Agenda: Vote: 
~~~~~~~~~~~ 

V Business: 

A. 

B. 

c. 

D. 

2 
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Excerpt: Diocesan Priests' Placement Board, 07/26/2002 

Page 446 

9. St. Pius X/Stickney: At the consultation the parishioners expressed their desire to see 
the following priests as their new pastor. 

Daniel Buck '71 1 mention 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

IV Acceptance of Agenda: 8 - 0 - 0 

V Business: 

A. 

B. 

2 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a letter written by Victim IL, addressed "To Whom it May Concern" and 
faxed on September 13, 2002, expressing concern that Fr. Daniel Buck is going to appeal his 
removal from parish ministry. Victim IL details her own sexual abuse by Fr. Buck as well as 
that of her sister, Victim IM, which began when Victim IL was eight years old, continued for 
five years and consisted of fondling. Victim IL wants Fr. Buck not to be reinstated and not 
allowed to visit his lake home near Victim IL's mother. The letter is signed by Victim IL, 
Victim IM, and their mother. 
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September 13, 2002 

SENT VIA FAX & U.S. MAIL 

Cardinal Francis George 
Archbishop of Chicago 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, IL 60690 

James A. Serritella, Esq. 
Burke, Warren, McKay & Serritella 
22mt Floor-IBM Plaza 
330 North Wabasha Avenue 
Chicago, IL 60611-3607 

Re: 

Dear Cardinal George and Mr. Scrritella; 

I am enclosing a statement prepared by wjth her permission. I am 
fonvarding it to you to bring to your attentioli"'hltfepeaied'sexua.l abuse of her by Fr. Daniel 
Buck as a child. Please advise us of any other claims have been made and what action the 
Archdiocese intends to take responsive to this infonn.ation. Your immediate attention to this is 

appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
_O_ffi_c_e_o_f-Pr_o_fe_s-si-on_a_l_F_rtn_e_s-sR_e_v-ie-w-----.---------------P-o_&_O_ffi_c_e_B_o_x_1_9_7_9 

676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 : Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

MEMORANDUM 

Professional Conduct Administrative Committee 

Laura A. Neri-Palomino \...~f 
Administrative Assistant 

September 16, 2002 

[PFR-01] Buck, Danie 

Attached is a copy of a new allegation received by this office on 9116/02 We are opening a file 
and Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrat~ 
arrange an interview with hrough her attorney,~ 
Please advise this office of any information you may have in your files regarding Buck, 
Danie 

Thank you. 

attachment 

AOC 008910 



JIJL-18-2003 11:15 FRIJM:ST.RNASTASIA CHURCH TD:···· 
MANDATE 

I hereby designate the undersigned priest Rev_ Kenneth R Kaucheck, .J.C.D. to 
5erve as my Procurator-Advocate in this cause in First and Second Instance_ 

k t7<itu'tbil? J-t?c!i~/ 
Signature 

I, the undersigned, accept the mandate and appointment of the above signed, 
and I agree to act as Procurator-Advocate in the courts of First and Second 
Instance. 

/ 

~.?~~ 
Signature 

PAGE:02 
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BURKE, WARREN, MACKAY & SERRITELLA, P.C. 

JAMES A. SERRITELLA 

DIRECT DIAL NUMBER 

(312) 840-7040 
jserritella@burkelaw.com 

VIA FACSIMILE & U.S. MAIL 

Re: 

Dear 

22NO FLOOR IBM PLAZA 
330 NORTH WABASH AVENUE 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611-3607 

TELEPHONE (312) 840-7000 
FACSIMILE (312) 840-7900 

www.burkelaw.com 

September 25, 2002 

Father Daniel Buck 

I am following up on your letter of September 13, 2002 regarding the above matter. I have 
passed your correspondence on to Ms. Leah McCluskey, the acting Fitness Review Administrator of 
the Archdiocese of Chicago. It is my understanding that someone from her office will be in contact 
with you about this matter. As you know, either you or your client can contact Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi 
(312-751-8267), Assistance Minister of the Archdiocese, for therapy or other interim assistance at the 
Archdiocese's expense while this matter is being processed. 

Please call me if you have any questions. 

lj 

cc: Leah McCluskey 
Ralph Bonaccorsi 

9/25/02/ 1:51 PM/09891/00023/252871/1 

Very truly yours, 

n~A&.~'1-~ 
e;:·~- Serritella 
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September 25, 2002 
Page 2 

bee: Reverend James Kaczorowski 
John O'Malley 

912510211:51 PM/09891/00023/252871/1 
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IMPORT ANT NOTICE 

You have a right to report accusations of child abuse to the Illinois 
Department of Children and Family Services. (The Department of Children and 
Family Services "hotline" telephone number is 1-800-252-2873). You also have a 
right to report such accusations to the State's Attorney's Office or other law 
enforcement agencies. (The Cook County State's Attorney's telephone number is 
312-603-5440 (direct); the Lake County State's Attorney's telephone number is 
847-377-3000 (main#) or 847-360-6644 (direct). If you have any questions as to 
how to make such a report you may refer those questions to the Department of 
Children and Family Services or the State's Attorney's Office. 

***************** 

I have read and understood the above notice. A representative of the 
Archdiocese has given me a copy of the Department of Children and Family 
Services brochure describing the child abuse reporting laws. The representative of 
the Archdiocese whose name appears below has not discouraged me in any way 
from reporting to the authorities. 

(Date) (Signature) 

(Print Name) 

I presented a copy of this "Important Notice" and a copy of the Department 
of Children and Family Services brochure describing the child abuse reporting 
laws to the person whose printed name and signature appears above, on the date 
illdicated in this document. 

(Date) 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a memorandum prepared by Leah McCluskey, Interim Professional Fitness 
Review Administrator, regarding Victim IL's statement, given to Ms. McCluskey and Ralph 
Bonaccorsi of the Office of Assistance Ministry on September 29, 2002, detailing Victim IL's 
allegation of sexual abuse by Fr. Daniel Buck. According to Victim IL, she was sexually abused 
by Fr. Buck from approximately 1972 to 1977 when she was approximately 8-13 years old. The 
abuse consisted of fondling. Victim IL reported that her sister, Victim IM, was present for this 
abuse and was also abused by Fr. Buck at the same time in a similar way. 
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f Fitness Review 3card 
Dear !:i:§.~b·2rs: 

I would like tc offer some thoughts and observations regarding 
the allegation against Fr. Daniel Buck that you are reviewing. 

He is ray classmate, ~y friend and a co-owner cf our vacation 

home on which is i.-;here we met the -
family in 1972. 

Fr. Buck related to me what he could remember of the written 

allegation the adffiinistrator discussed with him recently, about 

the allegations that supposedly took ~lace twenty-fuve years a;o, 

and how those allegations effected life in our vacation home 
neighborhood.. 

All of my observations are about how our neighbors at the 
vacation home related to us over the past thirty ye~rs. 

I realize that I offer these observations without any 
knowledge or awareness of the circumstances of the alleged 

abuse (1972-1975), except that it allegedly happened not at 1111 
, but at the family residence while - others, 

parents and siblings, were present, who h~ve related to us, as 
I 1·:ill now describe, in a consistently f'riendly manner for 
these thirty years. 

My questions: if their cilildren were abused, why would they? 
how could they? 

I know the complainant 1 s mother, - and knew her :t2. ther, 

-' until his death sor!'.le years ago. I know the number of children 
is large, but ,never had much contact with them except for an 
occasional wave hello. But for thirty years I have never sensed 
or experienced any hostility or avoidance from any member of the 

- family or from s .family, the -s. 
A few s;iecifics: 

Prior to - death, some of our group would, from time to 
time, sit with the - and - adults in casual afternoon 
conversations on their front lawn. Friendly. 
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Two or three years ago .• when our boat was broken, one of the 

no·1\I' gro..,.,n children gave us a tow to the marina. Friendly. 
Last SUr.lrner one of the now grm·m children, or a spouse, gave 

~e a battery jump start. Friendly. 

During this past SUDwer, - car:le into our house to gi -ve us 
some electrical advice. Friendly. 

Fr. Buck \':as removed from ninistry on June 24. On June 25 he 
talked with - and she hugged him afterward. If he had abused her 
children, would he have gone to talk ~ith her? And would she have 
hugged him? I think not. 

Since thenm has been friendly and joking with us about · 
a boat lift her son acquired and pleasant about plans for next 

spring's landscaping. 

On July 13 one of the now .grovm children and someone whom I 
presume ·was her friend came over to look at the moon through a 
telescope my nephew was setting up for me on our front lawn. 
Friendly. 

On July 28 I spoke a~ some length with the complainant's 
faoily and "felt 11 nothing 

but support for Fr. Buck and hopes that all would turn out well 
in the end. 

Could all this be acting? I feel-think the answer is elsewhere. 

Finally, the complainant ~entioned in her allegation that the 
whole neighborhood is now against Fr. Buck and us. On October 1 
I s~oke with Mr. and ~rs. about some work they were doing 
on their house and they were their usual selves, friendly and 
talkative. In fact, they initiated the conversation·with me. They 
have been living across the street from us the entire time we've 
been there. I guess they are not against us or afraid for their 
children and grandchildren. 

Thank you for your time in considering my observations. 
Sincerely, 

f)~ 1-0cVLc~~ 
Rev. Daniel

1

Fharosewic 
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Saint Emily Parish 

Date: October 2, 2002 

To: Fitness Review Administrator 
From: Rev. Mark Canavan 

Re- family allegations about Rev. Daniel Buck 

101 North Horner Lane Mt. Prospect, Illinois 60056 
847-824-5049 FAX 847-297-0358 

On Tuesday, October 1, Dan Buck came up to the house that he and I and two other classmates 

own in - IL. Dan along with myself and Dan Jarosewic and Tom Moran have been 
faithfully getting together every Tuesday for over 30 years. Dan informed us of the recent 

allegation that was made by two women of the- family, and, to say the least, we were 

surprised for a number of reasons. 

In the 30 years that we have owned the house, we have had very good relations with all of our 

neighbors. The - and -( used to 
jointly own a summer house that was - to the south of our place. Through the years we 
have had been on friendly terms but only have had sporadic contact with either family. In fact, it 

was because the -were parishioners of Dan when he was at St Luke's in River Forest, that 
we found the house we currently own. Originally, there were six priests involved in Rigel VI and 

five of them were cruising around in the boat we owned and they just happened to stop at the 

~for lunch. We found our about the house available and subsequently 

bought it in 1972. During the years we have only seen both families in the summer and only then 
when they were outside either sitting on the lawn or playing in the water. I can think of about 
twice in all that time when the kids were in grade school that we even saw each other when we 

and the kids were swimming. The contact was limited and there was more conversation between 

us and the adults of the -and - than between us and their children. I know that we 
didn't even really know the names of the kids, since both of them have a lot of children. 

My impression of the parenting skills of of .. (deceased) and- was a favorable 
one. They seemed to know what their children were up to and kept a close watch on them. I 
guess with a big family you have to because if you don't something is sure to happen. Dan said 

that he knew the-.. only through the ~ and went to the-s house several times 

Building a foundation of faith for our worship, l'~fy!,~ 
our ministries, our children and our future! 
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on Sunday. He indicated in no uncertain terms that since there house was a small one and their 
family was big, at no time was he or could he have been alone with any of the children to molest 
them. He ~as no recoJJec~on of anything that happen~ between him and t~famiJy that 
could be mterpreted as improper conduct between him and any of the ~ldren, and 
doesn't see any reason why the tw~omen would make this accusation against him. 

I know that most of the prisoners in jail swear to their innocence and most people who are 
accused of something or other also claim they are innocent, so just a claim of 'l didn't do it' is not 
sufficient enough evidence to refute a charge that is placed. But after associating with someone 
for a number of years you get a pretty good idea of their character. I have really known Dan for 
about 40 years of my 56. We were in the same class in the seminary, we worked together as 
Y eJJow jackets at MaryviJJe academy for a few years, we get together every Tuesday, and we 
were assigned together at St. Frances of Rome parish in Cicero. 

During our years in the college and major seminaries, I saw no predilection to pedophilia or to 
any other improper activity with young children. Beginning with our first year in Philosophy at 
Mundelein (3rd year coJJege), Dan and I were among several seminarians who were assigned as 
recreational counselors to Maryville Academy. For anyone who had an unhealthy predilection 
toward molesting young children, this would have been the worst place to place them. In our 
several years Dan and the rest of the seminarians who were assigned there were positive role 
models for the children, and I have never heard of any accusations coming from any child, 
parent, or Maryville official about these years when the seminarians were counselors. 

Dan was first investigated by the Archdiocese of Chicago in the early eighties and he explained 
the situation to us at the house. He indicated thate was free to continue ministering as a priest in 
good standing because the results of the investigation determined that he posed no threat to any 
child. In the early nineties when the priest sex-abuse scandal first came to light, there was an 
obvious need for the Church to address this issue in different ways than in the past. Through the 
enlightened leadership of Cardinal Bernardin, procedures were set in place to systematically deal 
with any accusation made about a priest. This was adequately explained to all of the priests. It 
was at about this time that Dan was placed in a monitored situation, and assigned to another 
parish, St. Pius X in Stickney. 

When Dan's assignment was over there in 1995, he approached me to come to be assigned as an 
associate at St. Francis of Rome. As pastor, I accepted him and agreed to be his monitor. We 
were together until 1999 when I left at the end of 12 years. In all of the time we spent together 
during the week and on our days off, I never was worried that he was a threat to children. If I felt 
if there was the slightest possibility that he was in any way a danger to children, I wouldn't have 
agreed to take him into the parish or to be bis monitor. In fact, I really believe that if it wasn't for 
the several bishops who dropped the ball and refused to update the way they handled priest abuse 
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accusations, I don't believe that Dan or the other priests who were being monitored would have 
been removed, for the system set in place under Bernardin was working well. Even now, I don't 
see any real reason that Dan would pose a threat to any child and, if it wasn't the Da1Jas 

protocols, would still be functioning as a priest in good standing in the Archdiocese. 

~ back to the recent accusation, I don't believe for a minute that anything happened in the 

- home with any of th~children. I also am puzzled as to why the two
women would come forward now. If something did happen why wouldn't the parents have 
known earlier than now? Some might say that maybe the two women were so ashamed that they 
kept it from their parents, or they only remembered through a flashback of repressed memories. 

But I have difficulty believing that there is any credence to the story. And if something happened 

why would .. and llllt>e so friendly to us down throu~rs. Recently, after he was 
removed from the ministry, Dan went to the-and the-individually and explained 
to them what had happened. They were both very supportive. I don't see how a parent who 
thought that Dan had molested two of her daughters could hug Dan as _.id. 

I know that any investigation of this accusation when it is proven false, will not lead the 
Archdiocese to place Dan back into the active ministry, still TRUTH IS TRUTH and no none 

should have the right to accuse anyone else unjustly. I would hope that you as a board would 

after your investigation, if the allegations are proven groundless, that you would recommend to 
the Archdiocese that no payment be made to 'make it go away.' That would be a double injustice 
because Dan's name would be further dragged through the dirt and people would receive 
payment for a lie. 

If there any other information that I can provide, don't hesitate to contact me. 

Respectfully Yours 

fdvYVL~~ 
Rev. Mark Canavan 
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St. Hugh Parish 
7939 West .43rd Street, Lyons, Illinois 60534-1599 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
676 N. St. Clair Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL - 60611 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I would appreciate if the following testimony could be presented to the Review Board in the matter of Fr. Daniel Buck. 

Fr. Buck has told me of his situation and I wish to add my testimony. 

I am a classmate of Fr. Buck and a co-owner of the property which is best described as "the vacation house" in -
Illinois. My observations will be confined to the attitude of neighbors toward all of the co-owners of the vacation house. 
This is the only aspect of the case about which I have relevant knowledge. 

Our relations with our neighbors have always been cordial. There has never been any coolness exhibited toward any of 
us. No animosity has ever been directed at Fr. Buck. This has been true for the entire time we have owned the property. 
Included among the neighbors is the-family. 

There has never been a hint of any reason that they would keep their distance or avoid us or be fearful of walking near 
our property. The neighbors and their children regularly cut across our lawn to gain access to the beach. Friendly words 
of greeting are usually exchanged on these occasions. I have noted no hesitancy on anyone's part nor any special concern 
of parents for their children as they neared the house. 

These behavior patterns indicate to me that no one had any information which would cause fear or estrangement. This 
is in contradiction to the allegations which Fr. Buck reported to have been made in the recent charges made against him 
by a member of th-family. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Rev. Thomas A. Moran 
Pastor 

Rectory (708) 447-3108 • Fax (708) 447-9870 • Religious Education (708) 447-5711 
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McCluskey, Leah 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Mrs .• 

McCluskey, Leah 
~22:58PM 

allegations 

My name is Leah McCluskey and I am the Interim Professional Fitness Review Administrator at the Archdiocese of 
Chicago. Kathleen Leggdas, the Professional Fitness Review Administrator is on an extended medical leave. 

I work in the Office of Professional Fitness Review and we receive all allegations of sexual misconduct against priests in 
the Archdiocese of Chicago. I met with your sister-.111111•111-•md her husband .on September 27, 2002. 
-hared with me her allegations of sexual m~n Buck. Through her face to face interview 
as well as in a detailed letter, stated that you were abused by Fr. Buck as well. 

I am contacting you at this time to inquire if you would be interested in formalizing any allegations of sexual misconduct 
against Fr. Buck. Your sister suggested that I e-mail you due to the significant time change between Chicago and 

Please feel free to respond via e-mail. For your own reference, the following is my contact information: 
Leah McCluskey 
Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 191 O 
Chicago, IL 60690 
(312) 751-5206 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely, 

Leah McCluskey 
Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator 
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ATTACHMENT 3 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 f Post Office Box 1979 

Chicago, 11Jinois 60690-1979 
Chicago, lllinois 60611 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

(3] 2) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

File-PFR-01 ~ 

Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrato0 

~se to Allegation of Sexual Misconduct made by 

October 9, 2002 

Date of Interview: September 30, 2002 Time: 2:00pm 

Present at Interview 
Dan Buck [DB], accused 
Ms. Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA] 
Fr. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests [VP] 

Face-to-Face Interview 
Dan Buck [DB] was on time for the 2:00pm scheduled meeting at the Vicar for Priests Office. 
After introductions were made, PFRA described the responsibilities of the Office of Professional 
Fitness Review as well as those of PFRA. 

PFRA read the allegations of sexual misconduct against. which were made by 
DB was quiet and attentive during the reading of the allegations and was prepared 

to respond. 

DB began by stating that he has retained a cannon lawyer who is located in Detroit. DB has been 
unable to contact his lawyer, and as a result was tempted to cancel today's appointment with 
PFRA and VP. DB then decided to keep today's appointment and respond to the allegations 
made by. Throughout his response to the allegations, DB referred to the most recent Charter 
as well as information detailing cannon law. He prefaced his responses by stating that he needs 
to protect and defend himself. 
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Allegation 
PFR-01 
Page 2 

DB discussed an initial allegation of sexual misconduct against him made by 
... He continued by stating that in relation to the mentioned aJlegation by 
"cooperated with the Diocese in ever ossible wa ." 

DB then addressed the monitoring system of the Archdiocese. He stated that overall he has been 
cooperative with the monitorin . However, DB PQinted out that he did "not cooperate with 
staying away from " DB stated that.contacted him and that he is "1hankful" 
that ~er DB, contacting him has aided in the "healing process for both m self 
and_....,, 

DB then discussed his anger resulting from Bishop Listecki addressing [DB's] fonner parish in 
Jtme of 2002 regarding allegations of sexual misconduct as the reason for DB's removal. DB 
stated that he has been "publicly degraded and withdrawn from work that I'm good at." DB also 
noted that he has had "long talks" with Cardinal George and that the Cardinal agrees with DB 
that he [DB) has been cooperative and has been hurt. 

Jn regards to responding to the specific allegations of misconduct made by II DB stated that he 
did not want to "go through the entire allegation" but that he will state that he is not guilty. DB 
acknow !edged that he did know -family and that he was present in their home "on occasion." 
He again prefaced any other response to the allegation by stating, "In my mind, I am not guilty." 
Due to the fact that the alleged misconduct occurred between 1972 and 1977, DB stated, "My 
memory on this is fuzzy." DB then read an excerpt from Cannon Jaw and summarized by stating 
that "1he statute of limitations has run out" due to the fact tha.is past 28 years of age. He 
continued by stating ''100 many years have passed [between now and the time of alleged abuse]." 
DB did note that if the "victim - is hurting, I would like to help." 

DB stated that he and •s parents -ather passed awayllllYears ago] have been neighbors 
since 1972. DB confirmed that he did speak with-mother in June of2002. As per DB, he 
and. mother discussed the fact that her children had expressed concenl..ll!garding 
allegations of sexual misconduct against DB). DB stated that he informed- mother that if 
there were "many children around [their homes~ould not come outside." DB also clarified 
for~other that he is not retiring. DB told- mother that he would speak to any of her 
children if she wanted. As per DB .. mother "gave me a big hug at the end of the 
conversation." He stated that he has seen.smother throughout the summer and that they have 
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Allegation 
PFR-01 
Page 3 

been speaking with each other. As fo.and her siblings, DB stated that he hasn't "had much 
c~ntact with them." In regards to the~mily's su~er.home: ~B stated that he is only at 
his home -on Tuesdays and that9nd her siblings families are "up there over the 
weekends." 

VP informed DB that there is a lawsuit that has been filed b-attorney 
VP also stated that-mother has written a letter stating that she does not want DB near their 
home. DB made it clear that he is not going to cease going to his summer home and stated that 
he "needs it." 

DB stated," I believe in reconciliation and healing, but I need to protect myself" DB described 
feeling "vulnerable" and stated "I am going to rude behind the law ifl have to." DB intends to 
appeal the removal from his parish. He wants his "good name restored." DB stated "I don't 
know if I 'II ever get another parish .. .I would like to continue serving the church in some small 
way." 

DB made it clear to PFRA and VP that he "wants to be involved in the process [allegation and 
response being presented to the Review Board)." PFRA and VP informed DB that he would be 
notified when the allegation is to be brought before the Review Board. 

Cc: Review Board Members 
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces an e-mail from Victim IM, dated October 16, 2002, to Leah McCluskey, 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator for the Archdiocese of Chicago, formally submitting 
a statement that she (Victim IM) was sexually abused by Fr. Daniel Buck and that Fr. Buck 
should not be returned to ministry nor allowed to reside at his lake house near her family's home. 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces an e-mail from Victim IM, dated October 17, 2002, to Leah McCluskey, 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator for the Archdiocese of Chicago, forwarding an e-mail 
from Victim IM's friend in which Victim IM's friend details Victim IM's disclosure of sexual 
abuse by Fr. Daniel Buck to her (the friend) in February of 2001 and their subsequent 
discussions of the abuse and Victim IM' s processing of it. 
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McCluskey, Leah 

From: McCluskey, Leah 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fridi octorer 18, 2002 8:13 AM 

RE: From-

Dea-

It was so good to hear from you. Please do not feel the need to apologize regarding the time of your response to my 
initial e-mail. I am here when it is convenient for you. I do understand the sensitivity and difficulty of this matter and the 
feelings and memories that it must bring up to discuss. 

I have printed both e-mails, including the letter that you forwarded from your friend on your behalf. They will be placed in 
a confidential file here in the Office of Professional Fitness Review. When allegations of sexual misconduct against 
priests are forwarded to this office, it is one of my responsibilities to contact the victims/survivors to determine if they 
would be interested in formalizing their allegation(s) against the named priest(s). I then arrange a face to face meeting 
with the victims/survivors so that they can share with me and a representative from our Victim Assistance Ministry the 
accounts of the abuse that they feel to be appropriate. I then write up the meeting in a report form and present the 
allegation to the accused priest. If the priest chooses to respond to the allegation(s), I then write up his response and 
present both the allegation and the response to our independent Review Board. Let me clarify that if the accused priest 
chooses not to respond to the allegation(s) that information is presented to the Review Board as well. It is the 
recommendation of the Review Board (whether or not the priest should remain in ministry) that is then presented to 
Cardinal George. The Cardinal makes the final decision as to the future of the priest regarding his place within the 
Catholic Church. I am not certain if your sister discussed any of this process with you, but I wanted to share it with you 
just the same. 

After briefly describing our process, it is here that I ask you that when and if you feel that there is a time that is 
appropriate, if you have continued interest in formalizing your allegation of sexual misconduct against Fr. Buck, I would 
ask if you would be willing to write and e-mail/send me your account of the abuse that you sustained. I would then 
present the allegation to Fr. Buck, which is the same process that I followed with your sister's allegation. 

I understand that you are going to be in the area next June, and if you would like to wait and meet in person I completely 
understand. Please take time to think about what would best help you on your continued path to healing. 

I look forward to hearing from you again. Take care. 

Sincerely, 

Leah McCluskey 
Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator 

Dear Leah, 

Here is the letter from that I said I would send you. 

Sincerely, 

Dear-
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This is a rough draft. Any sug91:;,,lions? If not, I'll print it 

out and sign it and scan it to you. Love,-

To Whom It May Concern: 

I have known for around 2 years. At a ladies' retreat in 
February, 2001, I had the opportunity to talk wit and pray 
with her about a difficult experience from her childhood. She and I 
prayed to ask the Lord to guide our time together and to help us as we 
sought His healing for . Then she told me that when she was a 
child, her family had a special friend who was also their priest. He 
often came to their house and became a close friend to them all. In the 
course of the friendship, the priest 

would rub their 
backs The problem was that he didn't just 
rub their backs. He began to touch them in places that he shouldn't 
have touched them. The girls knew it was wrong, but because he was a 
priest, they didn't tell their parents or do anything about it. They 
didn't think the could. This was a traumatic experience for these 
young girls, 

••• asked me to share this with you so that you will see the damage 
this priest did to these 2 young girls. It is not her wish to destroy 

2 
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him but only to keep him from abusing omer children. Our hope is that 
he also will confess his sins and receive the healing of the Lord Jesus 
and be able to live in the truth and not in the chains of sin . 

Sincerely, 

3 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a letter written by Victim IM, addressed to the "Office of Professional 
Fitness Review, Chicago Archdiocese" and dated October 24, 2002, detailing Victim IM's 
allegation of sexual abuse against Fr. Daniel Buck. According to Victim IM, she was sexually 
abused by Fr. Buck when she was between the ages of 10 and 13. The abuse consisted of 
fondling and occurred a number of times. 
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Message 

McCluskey, Leah 

From: McCluskey, Leah 

Sent: Monday, November 04, 2002 3:36 

To: 

Subject: RE: letter 

Dear-

Page 1of1 

It is so good to hear from you. I have read and printed out your written formal allegation against Fr. Buck. My 
next steps are to notify the Vicar for Priests office that I have a new allegation against Fr. Buck. The Vicar will 
then schedule an appointment with Fr. Buck and myself so that I can read your letter to Fr. Buck. I will e-mail you 
and let you know the date of the meeting once it is scheduled. Once I read the allegation and record Fr. Buck's 
response in a report form, I will present both your allegation and Fr. Buck's response to the Review Board. I will 
also notify you when this will be presented to the Board [we meet on the third Saturday of every month, but have 
been meeting more frequently over the past several weeks due to the volume of allegations that we have been 
receiving]. 

I can understand that writing these memories down for me must have opened some old wounds. I hope that this 
process of formalizing your allegation against Fr. Buck will be a positive contribution to your continued healing 
process. 

I will be in touch. Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or comments that may come to mind. 

Take care. 

Sincerely, 

Leah McCluskey 
Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator 

Dear Leah, 

Here is my formal allegation of sexual abuse against Fr. Daniel Buck. Please let me 
know the results of the process and thank you for your time and assistance. 

Sincerely, 

11/4/02 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
-O-ffi-1c-e~o-f-P-ro-£-es-s-io_n_a_l_F_it-ne_s_s_R_e_v-ie-w~~~, ... ~~~~~~~~-P-o_&_O_ffi~1c_e_B_o_x~l9-7~9 

676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

' 

PFR-01 

Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrato@J 

Allegations of Sexual Misconduct of a Minor Against Rev. Daniel Buck 

November 19, 2002 

General Information 
alleged victim 

PFRA has been in contact with via e-mail dating back to October 
5, 2002 regarding her allegation of misconduct against Daniel Buck [DB]. Via e-mail, •has 
informed PFRA of her intere& in formalizing her allegations of misconduct against DB~ich 
she has done via e-mail. •stated that she will be in the United States in June of2003 if it may 
be necessary for her to meet with PFRA in person. 

(See attached copy of letter dated October 24, 2002 e-mailed to PFRA fro~ on 
November 2, 2002). 

Cc: Review Board Members 
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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12-10-202 7:26PM FROM ST.HUGH PARISH 708+447+987 

REV. THOMAS A. MORAN 
CHURCH OF ST. HUGH 

7939 W. 43Ro STREET 

LYONS, IL - 60534- I 533 

PHONE 708-44 7-3 I 09 
FAX 708-447w9870 

To: REV. JAMES KACZOROWSKI, VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

FAX: 3 t 2-642-4933 
DATE: I 0 DEC. '02 

PAGES: 2 

DEAR .JIM, 

THIS IS A COPY OF A LEITER WHICH I SENT TO OFFICE OF 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW ON OR ABOUT THE I ST OF 

OCTOBER. DAN BUCK ADVISES ME THAT IT IS NOT IN HIS FILE. 

WOLD APPRECIATE IT IF THIS TESTIMONY COULD BE INCLUDED 

THEREIN. 

A COPY IS ALSO BEING FORWARDED TO THE 0. OF P.F.R. 

PEACE, NOW AND ALWAYS, 

TOM 

P. 1 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO COPY --,--Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

December 10, 2002 

Rev. Thomas A. Moran 
Church of St. Hugh 
7939 W. 43rd Street 
Lyons, IL 60534 

Dear Fr. Mor~ 

My name is Leah McCluskey and I am the Interim Professional Fitness Review Administrator 
while Kathleen Leggdas is on an extended medical leave. I am responding to your fax dated 
12/10/02 regarding Fr. Daniel Buck. 

I wanted to assure that we do have the original copy of the letter that you sent to this office on 
behalf of Fr. Buck. It is stamped that it was received by this office on 10/4/02. I will be sure to 
have your faxed comments placed in Fr. Buck's file along with your original letter. 

Please feel free to contact me with any future questions or concerns at 312.751.5206. 

McCluskey 
Interim, Professional Fitness Revi inistrator 
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REV. THC>MAS A. MORAN 
CHURCH OF ST. HUGH 

7939 W. 43F!D STREET 

LYONS, IL - 60534-1 533 

PHONE 708-44 7-3 I 09 
FAX 708-44 7-98 70 

To; OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

FAX: 3 I 2- 75 I - 5279 

DATE: I 0 DEC. 
1
02 

PAGES: 2 

To: THE ADMINSTRATOR OF THE 0. OF P.F.R. 

THIS IS A COPY OF A LETTER WHICH I SENT TO OFFICE OF 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW ON OR ABOUT . THE I ST OF 

0CTOBE:.R. FR. BUCK ADVISES ME THAT IT IS NOT IN HIS FILE. f 

WOL.D APPF~ECIAT'E IT IF -rHIS TESTIMONY COULD BE INCLUDED 

THEREIN. 

REV. THOMAS A. MOR..A-N 

r·. , 
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December 20, 2002 

To: Director - Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St. Clair Suite # 1910 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Re: Fr. Daniel P. Buck 

Dear Director: 

I am writing to provide some information regarding Fr. Daniel P. Buck. 

RECEIVED 

JAN 0 2 ZOOZ 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
ASSISTANCE MINISTRY 

I first met Fr. Buck while I was attending St. Luke School in River Forest, 11, through 
involvement with the youth and teen programs. We have maintained a strong friendship 
for more than 30 years. 

Throughout all of the years that I have known Fr. Buck, he has never once said or done 
anything inappropriate toward me, or others around me. Rather, he has consistently 
provided support through his inexhaustible capacity for listening, and understanding, 
without judgment. He acted as a "sounding board" for me during countless hours of 
discussion as a teenager. His support helped me through those difficult teenage years, 
and provided a role model for me as I interacted with people from all backgrounds during 
college and throughout my career. My teen years, and subsequent college and career, 
would have been more difficult without his insights, support, and encouragement. 

I strongly believe that he is not a threat to any child, teen, or adult. I also believe that his 
continued contributions to parish ministry - in any capacity - will be a great benefit to 
the Christian community. 

Please include this letter in his file. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

To: File - PFR-01 

MEMORANDUM 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

From: 

Re: 

Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrato(Q 

RESPONSE TO ALLEGATION OF SEXUAL MISCONDUCT MADE BY 

Date: December 30, 2002 

Date of Interview: December 2, 2002 Time: 2:0012.l!L 

Present at Interview 
Daniel Buck [DB], accused 
Ms. Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA] 
Fr. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests [VP] 

Face-to-Face Interview 
Daniel Buck [DB] was on time for the 2:00pm scheduled meeting at the Vicar for Priests Office. 
After introductions were made, PFRA described the responsibilities of the Office of Professional 
Fitness Review as well as those of PFRA. DB identified his cannon lawyer as Msgr. Kenneth 
Kauchek [KK] who is a pastor of a parish in suburban Detroit. DB informed PFRA and VP that 
he and KK would be making a formal request for a copy of his file [due to the fact that KK is out 
of state]. VP noted that the Archdiocese pays for an accused's cannon lawyer and any expenses. 
DB stated that he was aware of that information. 

PFRA then read the allegations of sexual misconduct made against him by 
DB began by responding, "I deny it categorically. I am innocent of that." 

DB stated that he has "trouble" with• quoting the conversation that 
~m~ther] ha~ with DB on June 25, 2002 re?a.rding allegations of sexual misconduct br~t 
agamst him and his subsequent removal from mm1stry. DB pointed out tha-stated that
hugged DB after the mentioned conversation. DB then remarked that it "seems odd tha~ 
hugged him] if I abused her children." As per DB, while discussing his removal informed 
him that "some of her family may be uneasy." DB stated that he understood feelings and 
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Response - PFR-01 
December 2, 2002 
Page 2 

informed.that he would "stay away from her children so as not to make them uneasy." DB 
feels tha and."misinterpreted" this statement. DB stated that he informed. that he 
"is not a danger to children" and "the Archdiocese knows it." DB stated that he "never said to 
mthat I needed to watch myself around children." DB then remarked that he feels that -
allegation is "piling on" to her sister • allegation against him. 

DB stated that - and - family has been "cordial" to him and that "I don't know why 
they're doing this [bringing allegations of misconduct against him]." He added that he attended 
the funeral o-an~father [approximatel~years ago] and that the family was 
"friendly" to him. DB has not seen. ~"since they were married and had kids." He 
added that "all these years no one [from. or~amily] has said anything [regarding 
allegations of abuse]." DB hinted at the possibility that •and m-iad seen that he was 
removed from ministry and that they "didn't want me around [ .. ~nd then 
the "wheels started turning." 

DB informed PFRA and VP that there were two priests removed from the parish •••••• 
] that .and •'s family had belonged to and that one priest has 

been reinstated. DB stated that he has been putting "timelines together" and that. and. 
would have been children when the two removed priests were assigned to their parish. As per 
DB,. informed him that their family was close to the two removed priests. 

VP then asked DB about his comment to .regarding the statute of limitations. DB stated that 
-had asked him, "Are you going to go to jail?" DB had informed-that "the statute of 
limitations precludes that" and that he would not be going to jail. DB again discussed his 
conversation with. that took place on June 25, 2002. He stated that two days after his 
removal, he decided to speak with his neighbors. This was the reason for DB going to see. 
so that he could "see how she was doing and answer~stions she may have." DB spoke 
witl-nd with the -f~ [also related to --and •. As per DB, he initiated 
the conversation and informed-that he would speak with any of her family. DB stated that 
~sked him ifhe was going to take an early retirement. As per DB,. response was that 

"it would be fine for me to retire next to her." DB noted that it "doesn't make sense" why. 
and-"waited so long [to come forward with allegations against DB]." 

DB does not recall knowing-until she was in eighth grade or high school, when she was 14 
or 15 years old. DB recalls tha-family bought their home in in 1972 and that 
the family left St. Luke's parish in 1976. DB stated that he might have visited-family 
home in "maybe one time" after the family had left St. Luke's. 

DB then stated that "t~ troubling" and that he has owned a home 
by the s and the -or 30 years and that he has had "cordial 

relations with both [families] for 30 years." 

DB stated that he bought his current home with "six guys" and that one is deceased and one 
moved away. As per DB.- sister and brother-in-law helped DB and his friends to find the 
home to buy. DB has "sunk" much money into the home and stated that "if the Diocese is intent 
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Response - PFR-01 
December 2, 2002 
Page 3 

on driving me out of priesthood, that's where I would go_" DB stated that the home is important 
to him and described it as his "refuge." In describing the other individuals that he owns the 
home with, DB stated, "I need those guys ... they are supportive_" DB informed PFRA and VP 
that his friends are "eager to do what they can do" and that they are angry [about DB being 
accused of sexual misconduct]. 

DB remarked, "I am innocent until proven guilty" and suggested that possibly. and .'are 
1um~ me with those two other priests [as previously described]." DB is "deeply troubled" 
that-and-feel that there are children in danger of him. 

pointed out that the allegations b 
misconduct] by ten years." 
- state that DB is "not a pedophile_" 

DB then questioned PFRA and VP, "How do I defend myself against 's [.s 
attorney] comments and media?" DB also stated, 'Tm sorry to hang on to that but, the statute 
[of limitations] means a lot to me. How do I undisputedly prove that this didn't happen? l 
can't." DB then again questioned .. timeline of the alleged abuse. He stated that he only 
went to-family home one or two times after 1976. DB then referred back to -
allegation and stated that 

DB informed PFRA and VP that "people have contacted me from-era to ask what they can 
do to help ... support." DB~ested to these individuals that they write a letter on his behalf. 
DB was curious as to howmand. would describe him when he was younger. DB stated 
that he was 180 pounds and had dark hair. 

At the end of the meeting, PFRA and VP informed DB that VP would contact him when this 
allegation and his response would be presented to the Review Board. 

Cc: Review Board Members 
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to Review 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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January 9, 16, 23, 2003 

February 13, 20, 27, 
2003 

March 6, 13, 20, 27, 
2003 

April 3, 10, 17, 24, 
2003 

May9,15,22,29,2003 

June 4, 11, 19, 27, 2003 

AugustS,12,29,2003 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

PFR-01- Daniel Buck 

September 15-21, 2003 A.R.M. Convention 2003 - St. Louis, Missouri Bro. 
traveling companion) 

(brother& 

AOC 008944 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
Saturday, January 11, 2003 

MINUIES 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Non-members present: r)'i 
Leah McCluskey, Interim, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA] V 

Non-members absent: 
Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 

I. Approval of Minutes - December 21, 2002 

II. Case Reviews 

First Stage Review: 

A 
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B. 

c. 

MINTIJES - January 11, 2003 
Page2 
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MINTUES - January 11, 2003 
Page 3 

D. In the Matter of Rev. Daniel Buck [DB] [Withdrawn]-PFR- 01 

A The Review Board conducted a First Stage Review regarding the alle.s.!!,ion of 
The claim is as follows: DB fondledmunder her 

shirt and that DB fondled s chest and genital area. 

In a unanimous 6-0 vote, the Board recommends the following: 

1. Dan Buck respond to specifics of the allegation made by -
2. PFRA contact attorney for requesting 

that PFRA speak with [mother of alleged victim] regarding her 
June 2002 conversation with Daniel Buck. 

3. PFRA inquire with Fr. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests about the monitoring 
process and the ability to restrict Daniel Buck from going to his swnmer home 
next door to -- Further, the Board recommends that if Daniel Buck 
must go to his summer home, that he is accompanied by another responsible 

4. 

adult and that as a courtesy, be notified that Daniel Buck will be 
there. The Board would like a written response from Fr. Kaczorowski 
regarding these recommendations. 

B. The Review Board conducted a First Stage Review regarding the allegation of 
. The claim is as follows: DB fondled .under 

her shirt and that DB fondled-s chest and genital area. 

In a unanimous 6-0 vote, the Board recommends the following: 

1. Dan Buck respond to specifics of the allegation made by 

2. PFRA inquire with Fr. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests about the monitoring 
process and the ability to restrict Daniel Buck from going to his swnmer home 
next door to-[mother of alleged victim]. Further, the Board 
recommends that if Daniel Buck must go to his summer home, that he is 
accompanied by another responsible aduh and that as a courtesy~ -
be notified that Daniel Buck will be there. The Board would like a written 
response from Fr. Kaczorowski regarding these recommendations. 
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MINTIJES - January 11, 2003 
Page4 

4. The Second Stage Review for s allegation against 
Daniel Buck to take place after June of 2003, once PFRA is able to meet with •••••••••when she is visiting from -

Second Stage Reviews: 

A. 

III. Other 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Post Office Box I 979 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 
(312) 751-5205 

Fax: (312) 751-5279 

1. 

11. 

III. 

Professional Fitness Review Board 

Saturday, January 11, 2003 -10:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 

Approval of Minutes - December 21, 2002 

Case Reviews 

D. In the Matter of Rev. Daniel Buck- PFR-01 
• Allegations made by and 

Second Stage Review: 

A. 

Other 

Holy Saturday, April 19, 2003 

The two meetings scheduled in February are February 1st and February 15th, 2003. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
-Pr-o-~-~-io-nru-F-it-n~-s-R-e-vi-ew_B_o_&_d------•. ·.· ------------(3-1-2)-7-51--5-2-05 

676 North St. Clair-Suite 1910 Fax: (312) 751-5279 
Chicago, IL 60611 Hotline: 1-800-994-6200 

RECORD OF CASE DISPOSITION 

The Professional Fitness Review Board met on \~I\ ~3 to conduct a 
(enter date: m tVday/year) 

(check one:J ¥Jirst Stage Review 0 Second Stage Review 0 Supplementary Review 0 Status Report 

regarding the allegation of 

against _ __.Ct ........ 7y'\f\A:e ......... ._.-_J, __ ................. · ---------------------

(check one:) 

<enter name of accused priest or deacon) 

~ priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago D a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago 

0 an extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of __________ _ 
(enter name of [Arch]diocese) 

0 a religious priest or deacon of _________________ _ 
(enter name of re6gious community) 

0 a resigned priest or deacon of _________________ _ 
(enter name of diocese or religious community) 

D a deceased priest or deacon of--....,.--,---:-::----::-:---...,,...,..----
(enter name of diocese or religious community) 

~~ci~~~~~:~~~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~r~-~~~~~~~f-·~1_· 

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that · 

{check one:J ~ere is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 
0 there is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 
0 there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause. 

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recommends that 

(check one:) 'cilne priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from 
~inistry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with 

Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 
D no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except 

to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct. 

The Board further recommends:-~~:_.__ 

~ l - 4 
s. 

cJ? c J. A-vv 
<S~ lS 

<7th/le 
V1Sr1hn'5 
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'f I \RCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGL 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
6 76 North St. Clair - Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 t (3 12) 751-5205 

Fax: (312) 751·5279 
Hotline: 1-800-994-6200 

RECORD OF CASE DISPOSITION 

The Professional Fitness Review Board met on \ \ ( l \ (l ~3 to conduct a 
(enter ddte: montlVdaylyear) 

(check one:; ~irst Stage Review 0 Second Stage Review 0 Supplementary Review 0 Status Report 

regarding the allegation of 

against txvvv~;( Bn/~ D·f?-: 
•. (enter name of accused priest or deacon) 

• I' I 

(check one:) t1,a priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago 0 a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago 
l 
Dan extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of _________ _ 

(enter name of {Arch]diocese) 

0 a religious priest or deacon of _________________ _ 
(enter name of rafigious community) 

0 a resigned priest or deacon of------------------
1en1er name of diocese or refigious community) 

0 a deceased priest or deacon of _________________ _ 
(enter name of diocese or religious community) 

which claims as follows: 1r 11,ll/Vri V\?~ vV\/\ttc·Y c.ikvLt\I' t· .- fuvhlf!k1A ef.' c,111,tt}-
<enter brie,fldescriplion of the alleged misconduct or inappropriate behavior) ) 

~ {;\f.Jif't(tvvl [U ":U--

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that 

(check one:) 

. 

' ere is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 
ere is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 

0 there is insufficient information to mak.e a finding of reasonable cause. 

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recommends that 

(check one:) ~he priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from 
ministry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with 
Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 

Ono further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except 
to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged miscondu~t. 

. ,, \J'Ok ¢jf(o-(. , 
tM'VJtVi 1 t·VIAGA.~ l£' -U c?'LlC.i t;1t'i'e1eJ-ft-r;J 

1- . p Pie.A CIOV\ ft7i c:I 
--f-iv'ViJ.- 1'702--R <;:,,p.ct1\.;j::'.-

V//!A c; {{1 :. '>t>~(.f 'l 1/ 1 ff '1 f'-

c:1 ( :'f"·lt.hri) '1 .1, :; .. ·:ic ·,~~/ 
·--
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RECEIVED 
RECEIVED 

JAN 1 6 2002 
J,~N 1 6 1nrn 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
ASSISTANCE MINISTRY 

T-0 those who are concerned, 

Allow me to introduce myself. I was one of Fr. Buck's students when I was a youth at St. 
Luke's parish in River Forest, Illinois. I was quite acquainted with him primarily during 
-my early teen years (until 1976) as I had CCD under his tutelage while I attended Oak 
Park and River Forest High School, but I also previously attended St. Luke's school from 
third to eighth grades. Since I was active in the leadership of our activities, I, along with 
my best friend~, spent more time with Fr. Buck than any other girls our age. 

During my teen years, he was the priest our youth group spent the most time with. Fmm 
CCD classes to youth concerts, to retreat times at his cabin and to visits at the rectory, we 
-had many, many opportunities for close time together. 

1 am not afraid to "speak out," or even to testify against any impropriety within the 
sanctity of the church. In 1996, I was a witness for the state of Ohio in the prosecution of 
-a-child molester for incidents occurring at a church in Cleveland, Ohio. {The offender is 
currently serving time now for first degree felony convictions.) I am committed to 
-integrity in all areas of life, and especially to any church that calls itself by the name -0f 
Christ. Ministers and priests are in a very special place of influence in the lives of their 
·parishioners, and can be found in very precarious positions of temptation. But they must 
be above reproach in their conduct and are expected to behave responsibly. 

1 would like to give testimony on behalf of Fr. Buck's character for the time period above 
mentioned. (I have lived outside of River Forest since 1977, therefore I cannot speak for 
a more recent time peri-Od.) 

Although there were countless times and opportunity for Fr. Buck to have taken 
advantage of me and my girlfriends during puberty and early adolescence, Fr. Buck never 
·ONCE acted inappropriately nor made any advances toward me/us. Although we would 
have been simple prey for a molester in a privileged position, I/we NEVER felt 
uncomfortable or found any of his actions to be sexual in nature. He always behaved 
honorably and exemplary toward us girls. I count his influence in my life as very 
positive and faith-nurturing. 

Thank you for listening to me and accepting this written testimony on behalf-0fFr. 
Daniel Buck. 

/ - /;/ -·;;l-803 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File-PFR-01 

From: Laura A Neri-Palomino, Administrative Assistant 

Re: Daniel Buck (Withdrawn) 

Date: January 13, 2003 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on January 11, 
2003: 

The Review Board conducted a First Stage Review regarding the allegation of 
The claim is as follows: DB fondledmunder her shirt and that DB fondled 

- chest and genital area. 

In a unanimous 6-0 vote, the Board recommends the following: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Dan Buck respond to specifics of the allegation made by 

PFRA inquire with Fr. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests about the monitoring ~the 
ability to restrict Daniel Buck from going to his summer home next door to ...._ 
[mother of alleged victim]. Further, the Board recommends that if Daniel Buck must go to 
his summer home, that he is accompanied by another responsible adult and that as a 
courtesy, -be notified that Daniel Buck will be there. The Board would like a 
written response from Fr. Kaczorowski regarding these recommendations. 

4. The Second Stage Review for allegation against Daniel Buck to 
take place after June of2003, once PFRA is able to meet with 
when she is visiting from-. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File -PFR-01 

From: Laura A Neri-Palomino, Administrative Assistant 

Re: Daniel Buck (Withdrawn) 

Date: January 13, 2003 

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on January 11, 
2003: 

The Review Board conducted a First Stage Review r~ding the allegation of
The claim is as follows: DB fondled 19mder her shirt and tha~ 

chest and genital area. 

In a unanimous 6-0 vote, the Board recommends the following: 

1. Dan Buck respond to specifics of the allegation made by 

2. PFRA contact 
speak with 
with Daniel Buck. 

[attorney for requesting that PFRA 
mother of alleged victim] regarding her June 2002 conversation 

3. PFRA inquire with Fr. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests about the monitoring process and the 
ability to restrict Daniel Buck from going to his summer home next door to -
Further, the Board recommends that if Daniel Buck must go to his summer home, that he is 

4. 

accompanied by another responsible adult and that as a courtesy e notified 
that Daniel Buck will be there. The Board would like a written response from Fr. 
Kaczorowski regarding these recommendations. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO COPY 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Cbicago, Illinois 60611 

January 14, 2003 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.l. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 E. Superior Street 
Chicago, IUinois 60611 

Dear Cardinal George, 

t Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on January 11, 2003. The 
Board fully considered all oral and written reports in the matter of Daniel Buck [Withdrawn} in 
the allegation made by A First Stage Review was conducted pursuant 
to Article§ 1104.08 of the Review Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Board recommends that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Daniel Buck engaged in 
sexual misconduct with a minor. 

In a unanimous 6-0 vote, the Board recommends the following: 
1. Dan Buck respond to specifics of the allegation made b-
2. PFRA contact attorney for - requesting that 

PFRA speak with [mother of~ her June 2002 
conversation with Daniel Buck. 

3. PFRA inquire with Fr. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests about the monitoring process 
~to restrict Daniel Buck from going to his summer home nex1 door to 
~Further, the Board recommends that if Daniel Buck must go to his 
summer home, that he is accompanied by another responsible adult and that as a 
courtesy,- be notified that Daniel Buck will be there. The Board would 
like a "vritten response from Fr. Kaczorowski regarding these recommendations. 

4. 

~;;~: :y questions, please contact me at your convenience.• .. 'Jl- -rt:· 
7KAfJ!I ~euiob/~ ~-~~v: 
Leah McCluskey c_,__J_ V' \.:>_ ~ 
Professional Fitness Review I\ · strator T v'V _ : JVY; 
Cc: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board !? _},/ J 'd-; 

Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests ~ r 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry 
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicia] Vicar 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

January 14, 2003 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 E. Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Cardinal George, 

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on January 11, 2003. The 
Board fully considered all oral and written reports in the matter of Daniel Buck [Withdrawn] in 
the allegation made by A First Stage Review was conducted 
pursuant to Article§ 1104.08 of the Review Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Board recommends that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Daniel Buck engaged in 
sexual misconduct with a minor. 

In a unanimous 6-0 vote, the Board recommends the following: 
1. Dan Buck respond to specifics of the allegation made by 
2. PFRA inquire with Fr. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests about the monitoring process 

and the ability to re&rict Daniel Buck from going to his summer home next door to 

3. 

[mother of alleged victim]. Further, the Board recommends that if 
Daniel Buck must go to his summer home, that he is accompanied by another 
responsible adult and that as a courtesy,-be notified that Daniel Buck 
will be there. The Board would like a written response from Fr. Kaczorowski 
regarding these recommendations. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at your convenience. 

Sin rely, 

· JAii(iM~· ·1 
Leah Mc fulXi 
Professional Fitness Review Ad · · tor 

Cc: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Ralph Bonaccors~ Victim Assistance Ministry 
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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ARLrlDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicagot Illinois 60690-1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 
(312) 751-5205 

Fax: (312) 751-5279 

January 14, 2003 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 E. Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Cardinal George, 

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on January 11, 2003. The 
Board fully considered all oral and written reports in the matter of Daniel Buck [Withdrawn] in 
the allegation made by-A First Stage Review was conducted pursuant 
to Article § 1104.08 of ~ntinuation of Ministry. 

The Board recommends that there is reasonable cause to suspect that Daniel Buck engaged in 
sexual misconduct with a minor. 

In a unanimous 6-0 vote, the Board recommends the following: 
1. Dan Buck respond to specifics of the alle ation made b 
2. PFRA contact [attorney fo requesting that 

PFRA speak with [mother ofa ege v1cttm regar mg her June 2002 
conversation with Daniel Buck. 

3. PFRA inquire with Fr. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests about the monitoring process 
~to restrict Daniel Buck from going to his summer home next door to 
- Further, the Board recommends that if Daniel Buck must go to his 
summer home[ that hi is accompanied by another responsible adult and that as a 
courtesy, be notified that Daniel Buck will be there. The Board would 
like a written response from Fr. Kaczorowski regarding these recommendations. 

4. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at your convenience. 

S~'ff.~Y'j I 

~~luctMob/~ 
Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review 1\ · strator 

Cc: Rev. Thomas J. Paprocki, cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry 
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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January 24, 2003 

Dear Cardinal George: 
Please be advised that I am the Procurator-Advocate for Reverend Daniel Buck 

regarding his administrative leave of absence. Please see my letters dated 1 October 
2002 and 8 December 2002. 

It has been brought to my attention by Father Buck that another allegation of 
sexual misconduct has been filed against him. Father Daniel Buck wants to 
immediately address this allegation of sexual misconduct involving a minor which your 
office has suggested is pending against him. He is deeply saddened by these 
allegations and is suffering at the loss of his public ministry and the 
embarrassment associated with the public attention your office directed at him. 

In accord with your letter to Father Daniel Buck I respectfully request you provide 
me with a copy of any and all proofs in your possession and/or available to you setting 
forth the facts alleging sexual misconduct with minors by Father Buck. This information 
is imperative and required if Father Buck is to have due process accorded to him to 
protect his rights under the Universal Code of Canon Law, and to resolve the allegations 
and secure the restoration of his faculties as a priest in good standing of the 
Archdiocese of Chicago. 

I thank you in advance for your immediate attention and await your response. 

Sincerely yours in the Lord, 

Reverend Kenneth R. Kaucheck, J.C.D., J.D. 

cc Reverend Daniel Buck 

4571 John R • Troy, Michigan 48085-3559 (248) 689-8380 FAX (248) 689-7489 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 155 E. Superior St. 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair St. 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey, 

29 January, 2003 

RECEIVED 

FEB 1 4 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note in response to your letter 
of January 6, 2003, regarding the matter of Reverend Daniel Buck, a priest of the Archdiocese 
~o who is not engaged in active ministry, and the allegation made by 
-ollowing the First Stage Review conducted by the Review Board on January 11, 2003. 

In light of the Board's consideration of the information presented in this matter, I accept 
the Board's determination that there is a reasonable cause to suspect that Father Buck engaged 
in sexual misconduct with a minor. I also accept the Review Board's recommendations for 
further action in this matter. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

Ecclesiastical Notary 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

CF~~L 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General 
Most Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial VicarNicar for Canonical Services 
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister 
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 155 E. Superior St. 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair St. 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey, 

January 29, 2003 RECEIVED 

FEB 1 0 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note in response to your letter 
of January 14, 2003, regarding the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck, a priest of the Archdiocese of ':J 
~who is not engaged in active ministry, and the allegation made by 
__.following the First Stage Review conducted by the Review Board on January 11, 2003. 

In light of the Board's consideration of the information presented in this matter, I accept 
the Board's determination that there is a reasonable cause to suspect that Fr. Buck engaged in 
sexual misconduct with a minor. I also accept the Review Board's recommendations for further 
action in this matter. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

~~~ 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

Ecclesiastical Notary 

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial VicarNicar for Canonical Services 
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister 
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces an e-mail sent by Victim IL to Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness 
Review Administrator for the Archdiocese of Chicago, on January 30, 2003 regarding the timing 
of the Review Board's processing of the allegations of sexual abuse against Fr. Buck made by 
Victim IL and her sister, Victim IM. Victim IL also expresses her concern that Fr. Buck is 
visiting his lake house near her family's homes on Tuesdays. 
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From: 
To: ......... 
Date: 1/31/03 11 :01AM 
Subject: Review Board Meeting 

January 31, 2003 

Dear•••I 

Hello! I received an e-mail from your sister arlier in the week asking about the status 
of both you and your sister's allegations of sexual misconduct against Dan Buck. 

I presented your allegations and Dan Buck's responses to the Review Board on January 11, 2003 and the 
Cardinal has accepted the Review Board's unanimous recommendation that there is reasonable cause to 
suspect that misconduct did occur. 

You will be receiving a formal letter detailing the recommendations of the Board and the Cardinal's 
decision. Please feel free to communicate any concerns or questions that you may have prior to 
receiving the letter itself. 

I hope that this e-mail finds you and your family well. 

Sincerely, 

Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Admnistrator 
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ARCHDIOCESE. OF CHICAGO 

Offi<e of Pm,,,,_! Fi- Rev!- ' Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
Saturday, February 1, 2003 

MINUTES 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Members absent: 

Non-members present: ,,17)') 
Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA]~ 
Bishop-Elect Thomas J_ Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 

I. Approval of Minutes-January 11, 2003 

• In regards to the allegation of sexual misconduct made by 
against Daniel Buck, the minutes from January 11, 2003 should read that the Board 
voted unanimously 6-0 that there is reasonable cause to suspect that misconduct did 
occur. 

• In regards to the allegation of sexual misconduct made by 
against Daniel Buck, the minutes from January 11, 2003 should read that the Board 
voted unanimously 6-0 that there is reasonable cause to suspect that misconduct did 
occur. 

II. Case Reviews 

First Stage Review: 

A 
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Second Stage Reviews 

MINUTES 
February l, 2003 
Page2 
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D. 

E. 

MINUTES 
February I, 2003 
Page 3 

ill. Other 

• 
• 

• 

Next scheduled meeting is February 15, 2003 at 10:00 a.m. 

Cc: Review Board Members 
Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to Review Board 
Ralph Bonaccors~ Victim Assistance Ministry 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. Thomas Tivy, Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDICXlSE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File-PFR-01 

From: Laura A Neri-Palomino, Administrative Assistant 

Re: Daniel Buck (Withdrawn) 

Date: February 3, 2003 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

A surrunary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on February 1, 
2003: 

In regards to the allegation of sexual misconduct made by against 
Daniel Buck, the minutes from January 11, 2003 should read that the Board voted unanimously 
6-0 that there is reasonable cause to suspect that misconduct did occur. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICA.GO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File -PFR-01 

From: Laura A Neri-Palomino, Administrative Assistant 

Re: Daniel Buck (Withdrawn) 

Date: February 3, 2003 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on February 1, 
2003: 

In regards to the allegation of sexual misconduct made by against 
Daniel Buck, the minutes from January 11, 2003 should read that the Board voted unanimously 
6-0 that there is reasonable cause to suspect that misconduct did occur. 
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COPY 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Profes;ion•I Fitness Review ' Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

February 14, 2003 

Dear-

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on January 11, 2003 and 
conducted a First Stage Review regarding your allegation of sexual misconduct against Daniel 
Buck [Withdrawn] pursuant to Article § 1104.08 of the Review Process for Continuation of 
Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect 
that Daniel Buck did engage in sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the Board has also 
recommended that you and I schedule a time to meet in June of2003 if you are still"planning to 
visit the Chicago area at that time. Depending upon the possibility of meeting with you in 
person, Second Stage Review in this matter will then be postponed until after we are able to 
meet. The Cardinal has also accepted these recommendations of the Board. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
312.751.5205 or via e-mail [lmccluskey@archchicago.org]. 

Leah McCluskey (J)Jo~ 
Professional Fitness Review A mini rator 

Cc: Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

February 14, 2003 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
P.O. Box455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on January 11, 2003 and 
conducted a First Stage Review regarding s allegation of sexual 
misconduct against you pursuant to Article § 1104.08 of the Review Process for Continuation of 
Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect 
that you did engage in sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the Board has also 
recommended that I schedule a time to meet with in June of 2003 if she 
is still lannin to visit the Chicago area at that time. Depending upon the possibility of meeting 
with · person, Second Stage Review in this matter will then be 
postponed until after we are able to meet. The Cardinal has also accepted these 
recommendations of the Board. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
312. 751.5205. Also, please know that Rev. James Kaczorowski ·continues to be available to you. 
You can reach him at 312.642.1837. 

Sincerely, 

Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator 

Cc: Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 

AOC 008971 



February 14, 2003 

Leah McCluskey 
Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey: 

RECEIVED 

FEB 2 I 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

As has everyone else, I have been following the newspaper accounts of the abuse 
cases over the past nine months. I am thankful that the Chicago Archdiocese has been 
proactive in instituting an independent review board and for the policies that were put in 
place in 1992. You are to be commended for your commitment to protecting children, 
and for your efforts to ensure a fair hearing for priests who have been charged with 
alleged abuse. Although I am not a Catholic , this is an 
issue that touches all of us in some way. 

I have known one of these priests, Fr. Daniel Buck, for almost 20 years, as we are both 
members of the Niles Concert Choir, an organization founded in 1964 by Rev. Stanley 
Rudcki, formerly a professor of Music and English at Niles College. I know Fr. Buck to 
be a man of honesty and integrity, devoted to God and his faith, who was loved and 
admired by his parishioners. He is a kind and caring person who goes out of his way to 
help people whenever he can. He served as a volunteer fireman and firehouse chaplain 
for many years. 

Fr. Buck is a cultured man who has a great interest in music, especially the promotion of 
Catholic liturgical music, and is a member of the Niles Concert Choir and Musicum 
Sacrum. He also serves on the NCC Board. 

I hope that he will be given a fair hearing and returned to the ministry with all respect 
and rights restored. He is an asset to the Catholic Priesthood that he has served so 
loyally all his life. I am proud to call him my colleague 
well as my friend. 

C: Cardinal Francis George 
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From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear-

Leah McCluskey 

2/18/03 1 :24PM 
Review Board 

I hope that this e-mail finds you and your family doing well. 

I am forwarding a copy of a letter that you will be receiving in the mail regarding your allegation against 
Daniel Buck. I presented your allegation and Dan Buck's response to the Review Board on January 11, 
2003. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

File-PFR-01 fll 
Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness Review Administrator 0 
Buck, Daniel [Withdrawn] 

February 21, 2003 

PFRA received a phone call from Fr. Daniel Buck [DB] on February 20, 2003 regarding the 
allegation made against him by DB had the following concerns 
to share with PFRA 

DB inquired as to why he just received a letter detailing the First Stage Review of., when the 
Board was presented the information on January 11, 2003. PFRA explained to DB that offices 
within the Archdiocese have shared concerns regarding the release of information in the form of 
letters to victims and accused after a Review Board meeting. Further, DB was informed that a 
conscious effort is being made to send out the letters in a more timely fashion out of respect for 
both victims and accused. 

Cc: Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File - PFR-01 

From: Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness Review Adnllnistratorg 

Re: Buck, Daniel [Withdrawn] 

Date: February 21, 2003 

PFRA received a phone call from Fr. Daniel Buck [DB] on February 20, 2003 regarding the 
allegation made against him by . DB had the following concerns to 
share with PFRA. 

DB stated that he had received a letter in regards t allegation, 
but had yet to receive a letter in regards to the alle~n made against him by PFRA 
explained to DB that the allegations made by both -and •and his responses were presented 
to the Review Board at the January 11, 2003 mee~ii PFRA assured DB that he would be 
receiving a letter regarding the findings made in - allegation against him. 

Cc: Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

MEMORANDUM 

File - PFR-01 

Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness Review AdministratorQ) 

To: 

From: 

Re: Buck, Daniel [Withdrawn) 

Date: February 21, 2003 

PFRA received a phone call from Fr. Daniel Buck [DB] regarding his files in this office. DB had 
the following concerns to share with PFRA. 

DB informed PFRA that his canon lawyer recently reviewed his Archdiocesan files. Dll........ 
expressed concerns regarding an informal anmon made against him by the mother of

- He stated that to his knowledge, mias decided not to formalize any allegation 
~at this time. PFRA agreed with this information. DB then expressed his concerns 
that there is no documentation in his file stating the status of-allegation against him. PFRA 
informed DB that-mother initially contacted this office and that9as not yet expressed 
an interest in formalizing any allegation against him. DB expressed his concern with his file 
being sent to Rome and wanting appropriate documentation in the file regarding Ill PFRA 
informed DB that this conversation would be documented and placed in his file. 

Cc: Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James K.aczorowslc4 Vicar for Priests 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Offi<e of Prof.,,;onal Fitno" Review . ' 

March 7, 2003 

Fr. Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

COPY 
Post Office Box 1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on January 11, 2003 and 
conducted a First Stage Review regarding llegation of sexual 
misconduct against you pursuant to Article §1104.08 of the Review Process for Continuation of 
Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect 
that you did engage in sexual misconduct with a minor: 

If you have any questions, please feel :free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
312. 751.5205. Also, please know that Rev. James Kaczorowski continues to be available to you. 
You can reach him at 312.642.1837. 

~Mt{J);a~· ·< 
Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Admini r 

Cc: Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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COPY 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review '··., .. " .. · · ----------P-os_t_O_ff-ice_B_o_x_19-79 
. Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 731-5279 

March 7, 2003 

Dear 

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on January 11, 2003 and 
conducted a First Stage Review regarding your allegation of sexual misconduct against Daniel 
Buck [Withdrawn] pursuant to Article §1104.08 of the Review Process for Continuation of 
Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's recommendation that there is reasonable cause to suspect 
that Daniel Buck did engage in sexual misconduct with a minor. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
312. 751.5205 or via e-mail [lmccluskey@archchicago.org]. Also, please know that the Office of 
Assistance Ministry continues to be available to you. You may reach them at 312. 751.8267. 

Since~ely, 

L~ h McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Ad 

Cc: Bishop-Elect Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 155 E. Superior St. 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair St. 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey, 

7 March, 2003 RECEIVED 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

.J am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note in response to your letter 
of January 14, 2003, regarding the matter of Reverend Daniell Buck, a priest of the Archdiocese 
~o who is not engaged in active ministry, and the allegation made by 
~allowing the First Stage Review conducted by the Review Board on January 11, 2003. 

In light of the Board's consideration of the information presented in this matter, I accept 
the Board's determination that there is a reasonable cause to suspect that Father Buck engaged 
in sexual misconduct with a minor. I also accept the Review Board's recommendations for 
further action in this matter. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

s~~h 
Francis Cardinal George, 0.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General 
Most Reverend Thomas J. Paprocki, Cardinal's Delegate 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial VicarNicar for Canonical Services 
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister 
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services 
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Archbishop of Chicago 
Cardinal Francis George 
P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, fllinois 
60690 

Dear Sir: 

RECEIVED 

M~ 11 Zoo3 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Pi'tOF£ssiDNAt FIT1'ESS REVIEW 

co 

March 10, 2003 

Over the last months, I have watched the ongoing situation in the Catholic Church with interest and dismay. As a 
Jew, I initially listened to the accusations, denials, cover-up and explanations. The interest turned to horror as some 
of the most blatant offenses and offenders were named and quickly turned to disgust when it became obvious that 
the offenses and cover-up were both endemic and epidemic. r was pleased to discover that the Chicago Archdiocese 

had been at the forefront in remedying the situation and had started well before the current revelations. 

I have become increasingly dismayed, however, with the "one .size fits all" policy the Church has undertaken to 
clean it's house. Each of the alleged offenders is still an individual who cannot just be put into one barn and that 
barn then set on fire. 

For over twenty years, 1 have been proud to call Reverend Daniel Buck a close and dear friend. What began as a 
passing acquaintance as we sang together in the tenor section of The Niles College Concert Choir has deepened over 
the years to where l consider him in my "inner circle". For almost the entire twenty years r was with the choir, I -

had never had any contact with clergypersons outside my own faith. The music drew us 
together initially, but as time passed, our excursions to hear other choruses have expanded to other cultural events 
and many, many dinners. We have not sung together for about seven years; nevertheless, we continue to meet, along 
with others, for dinner. I attend the chornl concerts in which he is anicipating, and he in turn has 
become an audience member of 
••••••• in which I participate. 

I have had occasion to see Father Buck "in action". I-le is an excellent homilist and a dedicated and caring priest He 
cares about his community both within and outside the Church. l have never seen him as anything but a consummate 
professional. He is a loyal and trusted friend. 

I felt privileged to attend the first ordinntion over which you presided in Chicago. One of the students I had known 
through all his years at Niles College and St. Mary of the Lake Seminary was ordained and I was thrilled to be an 
invitee. As an outsider, .I found it to be educational, enlightening, awe-inspiring and revelatory. I was particularly 
nffected by the laying on of hands by all the priests in the Archdiocese. I interpreted it not just as a "welcome into 
the fold" but more as "I am your brother, we are connected, and I will take care of you." l truly hope that r was 
correct in my assumption and that each individual priest is given the proper and appropriate consideration that this 
situation merits. 

Cc: Leah McCluscky 
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Perpetrator 
Father Daniel Buck 

Diocese 
Archdiocese of Chicago 

Church 
Notre Dame Parish? 

Period of Abuse 
1972-1977 

Description of Abuse 
Father Buck began by going into the room shared by-and her sister, 

- He would give them back rubs, then fondle their chest and genitals. When confronted 
by the girls' mother this year, Buck admitted that he abused -

Case Sfatus 
Not in suit 

006l 0vs cl£ 
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BURKE, WARREN, MACKAY & SERRITELLA, P.C. 

JAMBS A. SE.R.RtTELLA 

OIU!CT DIA!. N\JMBl!ll. 
(l12) 841).7040 
jsenitcll;i@burke law,;on1 

VIA FACSIMILE & U.S. MAIL 

Dear 

22ND FLOOR IBM PLAZA 
330 NORTH WABASH AVENUE 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 606ll-3607 

TELEPHONE (312.) 840-7000 
FACSIMILE (312) 840-7900 

www.budcelaw.eom 

March 11, 2003 

ather Dan Buck 

RECEIVED 

MAR 1 1 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

I am following up on our conversation regarding the above person. Per our djscussion, I have 
alerted Ms. Leah McCluskey, the Fitness Review Administrator of the Archdiocese of Chicago. It is 
my understanding that she will be in contact with you about this matter. As you know, either you OT 

your client can contact Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi (312-751-8267), Assistance Minister of the Archdiocese, 
for therapy or other interim assistance at the Archdiocese's expense while this matter is being 
processed. 

Please direct any claim~related correspondence to me. Also, do not hesitate to call if you have 
any questions. 

1j 

cc: Leah McCluskey (via facsimile) 
Ralph Bonaccorsi (via facsimile) 

3/11/03/ 8:57 AMl098!111002081Z66876/1 

Very truly yours, 

C1~9'f.~ 
~s-A.· S~rritella 

c0/c0'd 006l 0PB clr 
SWM8 
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SEND TO: 

SEND TO: 

SEND TO: 

BURICE, WARREN, MACKAY & SERRITELLA, P.C. 

Leah McCluskey 

Ralph Bonaccorsi 

22ND FLOOR IBM PLAZA 
330 NORTH W ADASH AVENUE 

Cl:-l'ICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611-3607 
TELEPHONE: (3 l 2) R4Q. 7000 
FACSIMILE: (312} 840·7900 

FAX TRANSMl1TAL FORM 

FAX#: 
PHONE#: 

FAX#: 
PHONE#: 

FAX#: 
PHONE#: 

751-5279 
751-5205 

751-8307 
751-8267 

RECEIVED 

MAR 1 1 2003 

ARCHIDCESE OF 
PROFESSIONAL FIT CHICAGO 

NESS REVIEW 

DA TE: 3/11/03 CLIENT/MA TIER#: 09891-00188 

SENT BY: James A. Serritella NUMBER OF PAGES: 2 
(Include CQ\/Cr Sbccl) 

ORIGINAL TO FOLLOW: NO 

COMMENTS: 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: 

If you have received this fax and are not the addressed recipient, please notify the sender immediately 
by telephone and return the original message by mail. Thank you. 

Please call our facsimile center at (312) 840-7030 ifthae is a problem with this fax transmission, or if 
you wish to confirm the transmission. 

c12J/ rn · d 006l 0vs cl£ SWMB 

AOC 008985 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 

March 14, 2003 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060 

Dear Dan: 

155 E. Superior Sr 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

I realize you must have many questions about what is happening with regard to your 
situation. l have appreciated your patience and understanding, and l thank you again for 
agreeing not to exercise ministry while your case is pending. As you know, the Dallas Charter 
and Norms created a canonical difficulty. They required bishops to act immediately, but Church 
law prohibited us from taking any action under the Norms until they received the approval of the 
Holy See. 1 am very grateful to each of you for cooperating in the implementation of the Charter 
and Norms, even though that cooperation has taken a toll on you. l am writing the same letter to 
each of you so that you are clear as to what will be happening next. 

The Holy See approved the revised Norms on December 8, 2002, and Bishop Gregory 
indicated they would go into effect March 1, 2003. l want you to be aware of the implications 
of this, so that at least you will understand how we will be proceeding in the Archdiocese of 
Chicago. There are still some aspects of the process that the USCCB Committee on Canonical 
Affairs is working on, so some part of the process are Jess clear than others. 

In the near future, I will be submitting each of your cases to the Congregation for the 
Doctrine of the Faith, as required by the Norms that Congregation issued in 2001. At that time, I 
will ask the Congregation for a dispensation from the statute of limitations so that we are free to 
conduct a trial according to the Code of Canon Law. 

The reason for my request will be that the seriousness and the nature of the matter 
demand it. The sexual misconduct of clergy has caused great hann to the Church in the United 
States. Unless the Church appears to be taking these allegations seriously, we will Jose the 
confidence of our faithful people and the Church in the United States will no longer have a 
credible voice. 

Moreover, the nature of sexual abuse is such that those who are abused often repress the 
memory of these actions for many years. It has taken great courage on the part of many of them 
to come forward with these accusations. I can assure you that they did not make their decisions 
easily. Whether these actions took place, who was involved, and other such matters are things 
that are to be dealt with in a canonical trial. But l do not doubt for a moment the sincerity of 
those who have claimed to be victimized. 

AOC 008986 



At the same time I submit the case to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, I 
will make formal what up to now has been simply an agreement between you and me. The 
Essential Norms for the United States require that at this time I issue a decree, in virtue of canon 
1722, prohibiting you from exercising sacred ministry and directing where you are to reside. 

If the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith dispenses from the statute of limitations 
and directs me to conduct a trial here in Chicago, I will then submit all the material from your 
case to Father Bill Woestman, the Promoter of Justice, who will the present a petition to the 
Metropolitan Tribunal. The petition will ask the Tribunal to decide two issues: Did you commit 
an act of sexual misconduct, as described in canon 1395? If the answer to that is affirmative, 
shall the penalty of dismissal from the clerical state be applied to you? 

At this point, if you have not already engaged the services of a canonical advocate, you 
will be required to do so. Your advocate'sjob is to ensure the protection of your rights and to 
raise any issues with regard to the above questions. 

According to the wishes of the USCCB, the judges for the trial will be chosen from a 
pool of judges who will be trained in Washington during the last two weeks of February. This 
will ensure that no Archdiocesan priest will be deciding your case. 

The judges will use the information that has been gathered by the Fitness Review Board 
Administrator, the Vicar for Priests, the Victim Assistance Minister, and your own personnel 
file. They may also ask for additional information in the case, as they see fit. You or your 
advocate can also propose other questions to the judges that would assist them in their 
investigation. 

After the judges have collected all the information in the case, you and your advocate will 
be allowed access to all of the information that the judges will be using in making their decision. 
You will also be allowed to comment on the information you review, and your advocate will be 
given an opportunity to present arguments in the case. 

At the conclusion of the process, both the Promoter of Justice and you can appeal the 
decision of the Tribunal. The appeal can be based upon the procedures that were followed 
during the course of the trial or upon the merits of the decision that was handed down. 
According to the 2001 Norms of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, these appeals are 
to be directed to the Supreme Apostolic Tribunal of that Congregation. 

I believe that this is the most effective way to ensure that justice is served in the Church. 
By using our legal system, the rights of all parties are guaranteed and decisions are made on the 
basis of correct jurisprudence. Regardless of the outcome, the decisions will not only be just, but 
they will also appear just in the eyes of our people. This will demonstrate that decisions are not 
made in an arbitrary manner in the Church, but are made in an orderly and well-reasoned 
manner. 

It is for this reason that I will not make any administrative decisions about the disposition 
of your case. I believe the judicial process will allow you and your advocate to present 
arguments concerning the substance of the case and the procedures that have been followed. The 
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judges will then be able to render a decision on this matter which is consistent with our 
jurisprudence and canonical practice. 

l am very much aware of the pain that you have gone through during these months. 
While this has been personally painful for you, I believe this time has a!so given our people an 
opportunity to look at this issue more thoroughly and realize its complexity. Some of the 
stridency has lessened, and people seem to be reassured that the cases will be handled in a just 
and equitable manner. 

You have been in my prayers each day, and I ask that you continue to keep me in yours. 

Fr~ally your~in Christ, 

+~ tr-y-
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
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From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear-

Leah McCluskey 

3/25/03 8:43AM 
Re: June 

So good to hear from you. I hope that all is well with you and your family. 

Meeting in June would entail you formalizing your allegation against Fr. Buck. The meeting would 
include myself, a representative from Victim Assistance Ministry as a support to you, and if you wish, 
whomever you choose to accompany you [friend, family member, spouse, etc.]. I will then write a report 
of the information that you provide regarding the allegation. I will ask that you approve the facts of the 
report [which I would e-mail to you if I did not have it complete prior to your return home] and will then 
read the approved report to Fr. Buck. Your allegation as well as Fr. Buck's response will then be 
presented to the Review Board for a Second Stage Review. That is the final stage of the Review Board 
process, as you know, this matter has already been presented to the Board for a First Stage Review. 

I completely understand your strong feelings of not wanting Fr. Buck to retire 
will find out the answers to the other questions that you asked regarding the ownership of the property 
occupied by Fr. Buck and the other priests--and then I will get back to you. 

As for a meeting date, I would like to attempt to schedule a time to meet on Thursday, June 12th. 
Please let me know if there is a time in the morning or afternoon that would work for you on that day. 1 

am not certain if 1 gave you this information, but our office is downtown, basically around the Huron and 
Michigan Ave. area. The address is: 676 N. St. Clair, Suite 191 o. We are directly across the street 
from Northwestern Hospital. 

Take care, and please feel free to contact me with any other questions or concerns. 

Peace, 

Leah 

Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a portion of an e-mail chain between Leah McCluskey, Professional 
Fitness Review Administrator for the Archdiocese of Chicago, and Victim IM. On March 23, 
2003, Victim IM sends an e-mail to Ms. McCluskey inquiring about the process of formalizing 
an allegation of sexual abuse against Fr. Daniel Buck, scheduling a meeting with Ms. 
McCluskey, and Fr. Buck's living arrangements if he retires from ministry. 
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Date: March 26, 2003 

To: Fitness Review Board and others whom it may concern 

From: Rev. Daniel Buck 

Concerning: Allegations of sexual misconduct from and 

I have chosen to respond to both of these allegations in the same document because the 

misconduct is alleged to have occurred in the same place on the same occasions. In 

reality, this is one allegation coming from two people. 

At the outset, I again deny the truth of these allegations. I did not sexually molest or 

abuse either of these women. I am innocent of these charges. In the course of this 

document, I hope to cast some light on the possible reasons for these false charges being 

made. 

Background 

Since my relationship with the 

the historical context. 

family is a complicated one, I feel I must present 

After my ordination to the Diaconate in 1970, I quickly fell into the pattern of enjoying 

my day off with five classmates with whom I have been close since the college seminary. 

Shortly, after priesthood ordination in 1971, our group of six purchased a used powerboat 

that we kept on in - Illinois. In the warm summer months our 

Tuesdays consisted of cruising the lakes followed by dinner. After a while, we started to 

visit houses for sale along the lakes' shores because we desired a more permanent base of 

operations. 
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-and~nd their-children were·····parishioners of St. 

Luke parish in River Forest at which I served from 1971-1976. I was close to the family 

and was often invited to their River Forest home. Jn the early summer of 1972, -

party at their summer cottage on the shore of one 

of near the town of- I was invited and since the gathering 

was on Tuesday, the-encouraged my classmates and me to stop by with our boat. 

During the course of our stay, we mentioned our house hunting.- pointed out 

the year-round home ••••to the north, which had been on the market for a while. 

Within a few weeks, we visited the newly discovered house, decided it was exactly what 

we wanted, and made a purchase off er to the real estate agent. Since at least one other 

party was interested in the house, we had to wait several more weeks before our offer was 

accepted. Then we had to arrange financing and negotiate the closing. By the end of the 

summer of l 972, the house was ours. 

Early on, for the purpose of home ownership, we incorporated under the name of "Rigel 

VI Incorporated." Thus the house came to be known as Rigel. For over thirty years, we 

have enjoyed the use of the house on Tuesdays and for vacations. Occasionally, some of 

us arrive on Monday evenings and often stay over until Wednesday morning. We're 

rarely present on weekends, except perhaps once or twice a year on vacations. 

Over the years, we have used the house to host family and parish gatherings, and youth 

outings, and retreats, ALWAYS well chaperoned. For many years, Rigel was the site of 

retreats for groups from the college and major seminaries. This activity has been curtailed 
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for at least ten years because we no longer need the income since the mortgage has been 

paid off and the house was suffering from too much wear and tear. 

In 1972, the -and -

families shared ownership of the summer cottage south of Rigel. -

and her husban~ith their .children, shared use of the cottage with th~ 

during the summer months. After the summer was over, the cottage was closed because it 

was not insulated very well. 

The subsequent history is complex. In 1977,••••••teft the ministry and moved 

to California. In 1991, Fr. ~ied. Thus, for over a decade, Rigel has been the 

weekly home to four priests. Curiously, neither nor -seems to 

be aware of this, although they profess detailed knowledge of the activities at Rigel. 
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Allegation Specifics 

Mrs. -alleges that she and her sister were molested from 1972 through 1977; Mrs. 

~etween the ages of 8 through 13 and her sister Mrs. ~etween the ages of 

9 through 14. Mrs. - in her testimony, contradicts her sister, stating that she was 

molested from age IO to 13, which would be between 1973 to 1976. Both of them are 

wrong on several levels. First of all, since my classmates and I did not even close on our 

house until late in the summer of 1972, I doubt that we got to know the-until the 

following summer. In 1973 and during subsequent summers we enjoyed the company of 

the-and -families on Tuesdays, playing games with their children, riding in 

their boat, and relaxing on their front lawn. They also rode in our boat, swam in front of 

our pier, and visited my large model railroad in Rigel's basement. 

I accepted an invitation to have dinner at the - home for the first 

time in 1975. I believe that- was in sixth grade and-was in seventh grade. 

I believe the last time 1 was in the-home was in 1976, because I had been 

transferred to a north side city parish, much farther away from 
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- Her memory is wildly inaccurate. I had dinner with the -no more than a 

In another place Mrs.-lleges that there were "at least five incidents" of abuse. 

Did this abuse occur during a particular period of time during the five years, at the 

beginning or the end of this period, or only once a year? She doesn't specify. According 

to her•••••lscenario, I was at her home roughly 45 times, yet she suggests five 

incidents of abuse. Her sister, one year older, is less certain of her memories stating that 

she is unsure how many times she was abused. 

Both women allege that I molested them in their bedroom. This possibility is farfetched. 

The -house in was a very sma11 house. 

To my memory, these doors were never closed. With-children, the traffic through the 

house was constant. 

Was I ever in the girls' bedrooms? Sure. That's where they did their homework, and they 

appreciated my interest and help. Did I ever sit on their beds? Yes, because there was 

only one chair at the desk on one side of the room. Did I fondle them, molest them, abuse 

them? NO, NO, ABSOLUTELY NOT! It is preposterous to propose that, in a house full 

of active children and very attentive parents, I could repeatedly abuse not one but two 

children without detection for a period spanning over five years. The suggestion that I 
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- is ludicrous. 

spite of my alleged aggressive 

behavior, both women admit that they revealed this to no one, nor did they discuss it with 

each other until many years later. 

In a libelous statement, 

Mrs. -says her cousins, the-called me "touchy-feely," and she hints I 

possibly abused one of them. This is a bald-faced lie, and I will not stand for it. I don't 

know what is implied by "touchy-feely." I demand that she present her proof of this 

abuse, or otherwise retract her speculation. In point of fact, various members of the 

~amity have, in recent months, expressed their unqualified support for me. 

1977 to 2003 

What evidence is there, in the intervening 25 years, that sexual abuse occurred? The 

answer is simple - THERE IS NO EVIDENCE. The - and the - have 

continued to be friendly to us. In the 1980' s, was married at -

church in I was invited lo the wedding and the reception, and the family 

AOC 008999 



7 

couldn't have been more gracious. 

When - died, I attended his wake and the whole family greeted me 

with gratitude. 

My housemates have submitted testimony of the numerous instances of friendly 

interaction with the various members of the -..nd --amities continuing up to 

the present time. Just a few weeks ago, engaged one of my classmates 

in relaxed conversation, and another classmate regularly has casual chats with • 

This is not the response of a family ravaged by sexual 

abuse. This brings up the issue of. .. 

Who told Who. What and When? 

Figuring out the timetable of when Mrs. -and Mrs. -revealed their alleged 

abuse is almost impossible. Their testimony is divergent and implausible. 
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In summary, the contradictory statements of the two women and the total lack of any 

adverse response from any family members renders their testimony suspect. 

My conversation with on June 25, 2002 

In view of the way my words have been twisted and misreported, whether deliberately or 

otherwise, my talk with Mrs.-may not have been a good idea. However, I felt that 

I owed an explanation to my long-time lakefront neighbors of the unexpected actions the 

Archdiocese of Chicago had taken against me two days before. I had a Jong talk with 

- and - in their home, during which they expressed their concern and 

support. A few weeks later a number of the~hildren echoed their support to one of 

my classmates on a day when I was not present. 

I then approached - on her back porch. No, she didn't 'confront' me; I 

initiated the conversation,. The first point that she made was that she didn't think that I 

should appeal my removal from ministry if I had in fact molested a young child. I 

explained to her that the situation wasn't that simple. She then asked if I would be going 

to jail. I said there was probably no possibility of that. In this context I explained the civil 

statute of limitations. At no time did I boast of escaping prosecution because of a 

statutory technicality, as alleged. - asked if I was planning to take an early 

AOC 009001 



9 

retirement and live at Rigel. She hastened to add that it would be fine with her. Again, 

she contradicts her daughters' version of her feelings towards me. I said that it was far 

too early to consider retirement or any other possible outcome. 

I went on to relate, with limited detail, the circumstances which had placed me in my 

current predicament. I told of my inappropriate relationship with a teenage girl in the 

early 1980's. I revealed my long-past reconciliation with this young woman and her 

husband, and that we were still good friends. 

which had repeatedly certified me as fit for ministry and as no 

threat to children or minors. I reminded her that three bishops and numerous 

Archdiocesan officials, over the course of many years, had over and over again affinned 

my good work in unrestricted parish ministry. Finally, I said that my current public 

humiliation could be traced directly back to the American bishops' misguided "one size 

fits all" approach in Dallas. 

Mrs.- seemed to understand my presentation, and she offered her concern. We 

talked about the current hysteria over "pedophile priests" stirred up be so-called victims 

groups with questionable motives, and I told her of the precautions any cautious priest 

must take to protect himself from a litigious society. In this context I mentioned her 

granddaughter who had spent recent summers with her. The girl was very talkative and 

friendly towards my classmates and me, and I said that we naturally are much more 

cautious and sensitive in our dealings with children than we might have been in the past, 

because we must protect ourselves in the current climate of mistrust. 

Let me stop right here. Did J ever say that I "shouldn't be around young girls," that I'm a 

danger to young girls, that I can't trust myself around young girls? ABSOLlITELY 
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NOT! This is a total fabrication constructed out of thin air. Did I ever express a 

presumably prurient interest in Mrs.~randdaughter? This is an OlITRAGEOUS 

LIE! I'm not sure of the source of these slanderous allegations, but I will not let them go 

unchallenged. 

stated that some of her children might be uncomfortable around me. I said 

that I understood, and that I was willing to talk with any of them as I had talked to her. I 

also offered to keep my distance from them if they wished. Note that this was suggested 

not as a protection for their children, but out of sensitivity to their feel in gs. I never stated 

or implied that fil!Y_children needed protection from me. 

Mrs. - confided to me that two 

family parish, - in 

priests, who had served at their 

, during the time her children had attended 

the parish school, had recently been removed from ministry because of allegations of 

sexual misconduct. (One has since been reinstated.) She said that some of her children 

were very upset because they knew these priests well. Their distress was compounded 

when they heard about me. 

Mrs. - seemed genuinely relieved that we had talked, and she gave me a big 

unexpected hug when we parted, as Mrs-affirms. It is most unfortunate that such 

a healing and affirming conversation should be twisted into something ugly and 

threatening by two women who weren't part of it. 

Aftermath 

Curiously, Mrs.- does not report any ill eff ecls of her alleged abuse. She did not 

report it to anyone for many years, she did not discuss it with her sister until recently, and 
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at no time did she take any remedial action until September, 2002. She apparently never 

made any attempt to talk to me, even though she always had an easy way to reach me. It 

wasn't as if I had disappeared through a change of address. Her first contact with me was 

via a letter from her lawyer. (Hmmm. There is no doubt as to his motivation.) The first 

indication that Mrs.-was interested in -came when the Fitness Review 

Administrator suggested it on September 27, 2002. 

Both •••••land Mrs .• say that there is no intention to destroy me, but they 

hope for healing for me. Mrs.-hopes that I have gotten counseling and would like 

to see my repentance. I truly appreciate Mrs.-spiritual approach to these issues, 

but I have to question the genuineness of her concern for me, since she never found a 

time to talk lo me. She claims to have wanted to talk to me in 2001. I can't imagine what 

prevented her. I would have gladly told her about my ongoing healing 

process, but she never gave me the chance. I must also add that, while alleged sexual 

abuse may lead to later -problems, it also can provide a convenient excuse. 

Both Mrs. -and Mrs.- express great concern over the danger that I pose to 

the children who live in, or visit, This concern rings 

hollow since neither woman has done anything to protect any children, except perhaps 
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their own, over the last 25 years. They paint a lurid picture of hordes of small children at 

great risk as they parade by the Rigel house on their way to the nearby public beach. Mrs. 

-carries her slander to the extreme as she accuses me of abusing many other 

people who haven't as yet had the courage to come forward. Of course, she has no 

evidence for these charges. If no one else is willing to challenge her wild, baseless 

allegations, then I will. Her irresponsibility is far more damaging to her credibility than it 

is to my reputation. I must point out that her scurrilous speculation comes from the letter 

transmitted from her lawyer, and not from her face-to face interview with the Fitness 

Review Administrator. Hrnrnm, again. 

On the basis of their purported fear for the safety of their children, these women want to 

severely limit, if not eliminate, my access to my home. This is just plain 

wrong and unjust on many levels. First and foremost, I pose no threat or risk to children. 

The time is long since past when this declaration could be seriously disputed. In response 

to the recent allegations, the Fitness Review Board made a point of not mandating further 

because such-would be superfluous. 

Further, the picture they paint is bogus. There were a good number of children in our part 

of back in the 1970's and 1980's, at least during the summer months, but 

kids grow up and our area has grayed. Most of the homes that are occupied year-round 

(less than half the total) house empty-nesters. In the non-summer months, it is rare we run 

into anyone under 50. Yes, in the summer months there are grandchildren around, but this 

occurs mostly on weekends when we are nol there. If they're at the public beach we don't 

see them because the beach is a good distance away, and cannot be seen from the house. 
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I must say a few words about our home. For thirty years, the house of Rigel VI has been a 

place of escape, refuge, and renewal for my classmates and me. Our incorporation papers 

state that the house is a "retreat facility for diocesan priests." This is not a 'tax dodge', 

since it wouldn't work anyway; it's reality. Every Tuesday, we laugh, we argue, we 

challenge, we play, we support ... we do what people do who deeply care about each 

other. When I feel a need to find further escape and solitude, I move to the basement 

filled with the miniature world of my model railroad. I have often remarked that I'm not 

sure I'd still be a priest if I hadn't bad my Tuesday destination and the wonderful people 

with whom I share it. The house is much more than a piece of real estate. It is a source of 

great spiritual and psychological strength for my classmates and me. 

On a more quantitative level, I have a huge stake in the house. I have poured more than 

$100,000 into the house over thirty years. Because of our bylaws, I cannot recover any of 

my investment if I pull out of the corporation. With my current financial situation, I 

obviously have no chance of purchasing another house. Because space is so limited at the 

retreat house where I live, I have moved many of my possessions to our house. In 

addition to the antique toy trains which are valued at many thousands of dollars, I also 

have many antique toys and books and magazines. I shudder to think of the cost as well 

as the risk of storing these items at a commercial storage facility. 

I have never planned to retire at the house, since I want to continue the ministry I love as 

long as I am able at some parish that could use my, help. Of course in the present 

circumstances my future plans are very much up in the air. 

I should not need to point out that neither of my accusers have any ownership of either of 

the- houses. 
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When they come to - they do so 

as visitors. It is clear that I have a far larger financial stake in the community than they 

do. 

Summary 

I apologize for the length of this document, but obviously it deals with matters very 

important to me. I finish my defense as I began it, with the declaration of my innocence. I 

am not guilty of the charges brought against me. I am aware that it is impossible for me 

to conclusiveJy prove my innocence, just as it is impossible for my accusers to prove my 

guilt. I place my trust in the principle, enforced by both civil and Church law, that I am 

innocent until proven guilty. 

As to the motivation behind these charges, I can only speculate. Anticipated large sums 

of money would be the short answer, and the decision to have recourse to a lawyer before 

contacting me or the Archdiocese would give weight to this speculation. I sincerely hope 

that these women find healing for whatever has caused them to bring these allegations 

against me. Certainly the goal of protecting children has already been well served. 

I need to point out that remediation on my part has already taken place. 

have certified that children of both genders and all ages are 

perfectly safe in my company. Many years of fruitful priesthood have validated the 

Archdiocese's consistent position of declaring me fit for parish ministry. After the fateful 

decisions that were made in Dallas, I have been "temporarily withdrawn" from the 

ministry that has been the love of my life. My salary has been reduced by over 25%. I 

have been forced to suspend my work as chaplain and firefighter with the Long Grove 
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Fire Protection District. I am living, with a precarious future, in a tiny room at a retreat 

house. Worst of all, my good name and reputation has been damaged in such a public 

way, that no one seems to know whether or how the damage can be repaired. 

It must be clear that any further action taken against me would not serve the cause of 

either justice or healing. It would rather be a concession to the spirit of vengeance, totally 

unworthy of the Church that I've loved and served all of my life. 

Thank you for your careful consideration of this document. 

Respectfully Yours, 

fRw-; 17cuud/ ff!~ 
Rev. Daniel P. Buck 
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April I 0, 2003 

Francis Cardinal George 
Archbishop of Chicago 
P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, IL 60690 

Dear Archbishop George: 

This letter is in support of Father Daniel Buck, whom I have known since 1969, when he 
was a seminarian at St. Mary of the Lake and I was a senior at Carmel High School in 
Mundelein. We became friends while working on a musical at the seminary. 

Please be assured that, though I was a young, attractive, naive girl then, there was never 
even a hint of impropriety from Father Buck. Had he been a person of questionable 
morals, he might have tried to take advantage of my impressionability at that time, but he 
did not and would not do that. 

He has been a good friend to me and to my family for over thirty years. At no time has he 
conducted himself in less than a professional manner. Father Buck has presided over 
special family events throughout the years and has been loved and respected by even my 
father, the personification of integrity, honor and moral fiber. 

I do not know the specifics of the incident which has brought Father Buck's good 
character under scrutiny. However, the details are unimportant because I know he is a 
good, gentle, and honest man who would not hurt another human being, especially to 
satisfy his own needs. Whatever might have occurred, I am sure Father Buck has made 
amends, if needed, and is resolute to avoid such a situation in the future. 

I teach in a high school and I have two adolescents of my own. When it comes to the 
safety of my students and children I am vehement. Without reservation, I would welcome 
Father Buck's presence and friendship in my school and in my home. 

If you need more information, please let me know. 

Sincerely, 

APR 1 4 2003 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a memorandum prepared by Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness 
Review Administrator, regarding Victim IM's statement, given to Ms. McCluskey and Mayra 
Flores of the Office of Assistance Ministry on April 11, 2003, detailing Victim IM's allegation 
of sexual abuse by Fr. Daniel Buck. According to Victim IM, she was sexually abused by Fr. 
Buck beginning when she was 10 years old in approximately 4th_gth grades. Victim IM reported 
that the abuse consisted of fondling and occurred multiple times. 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a memorandum prepared by Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness 
Review Administrator of the Archdiocese of Chicago, dated April 25, 2003, summarizing a 
phone conversation between Ms. McCluskey, Mayra Flores of the Office of Assistance Ministry, 
and the mother of Victim IL and Victim IM in which the mother recalled seeing Fr. Buck 
tickling Victim IL while Fr. Buck was visiting the family home when Victim IL was a minor. 
The mother also detailed a conversation she had with Fr. Daniel Buck in June of 2002. 
According to the mother, Fr. Buck admitted to sexually abusing Victim IL but not Victim IM. 
The mother also expressed that she does not want Fr. Buck living at his lake house near her 
home. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
Saturday, April 26, 2003 

MINUTES 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Non-members present: A'\ 
Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA] ~ 
Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 

I. Approval of Minutes - March 15, 2003 

II. Case Reviews 

Second Stage Reviews 

A. 

B. In the Matter ofDaniel P. Buck [Withdrawn) - PFR-01 

In a vote of 6-1 [one vote of reasonable cause to~ Board 
recommended to postpone the Second Stage Review of-s • 
allegation against DB until s formal allegation against DB is 
presented to the Review Board. The Board made the following recommendations: 
1. PFRA to notify Fr. Buck that •plans to seek legal action re: DB moving from his 

home 
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c. 

D. 

MlNUTES 
April 26, 2003 
Page2 

2. PFRA to present s statement from April 25, 2003 to DB 
3. PFRA to include in recommendation letter to FEG quotes from cannon law re: having 

DB stay away from lake home until matter of allegation[ s] are settled 
4. PFRA to inform DB of Review Board's recommendation that he not seek out
-re: her statement from 4125/03 
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ID. Other Matters 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Next scheduled meeting is May 17, 2003 at 10:00 a.m. 

Cc: · Review Board Members 
Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 

MINUTES 
April 26, 2003 
Page3 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

I. 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
Saturday, April 26, 2003 -10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Approva1 of Minutes - March 15, 2003 REVISION 
IL Case Reviews 

B. In the Matter of Daniel P. Buck (Withdrawn)- PFR-01 
• Allegation made by 

c. 

D. 

III. Other Matters 

I. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

IV. Other Business 

The next scheduled Board Meeting is for Saturday, May 17, 2003 
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ARCHDIOCESE Of CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
Saturday, April 26, 2003 -10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

AGENDA 

I. Approval of Minutes-March 15, 2003 

II. Case Reviews 

B. In the Matter of Daniel P. Buck (Withdrawn)-PFR-01 
• Allegation made by 

c. 

D. 

III. Other Matters 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

IV. Other Business 

The next scheduled Board Meeting is for Saturday, May 17, 2003 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
676 North St. Clair- Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Hotline: 1-800-994-6200 

RECORD OF CASE DISPOSITION 

The Professional Fitness Review Board met on ~ \ l 1..ft 
1 
WO?;, to conduct a rVi ~e: month/day/year) 

(check one:) D First Stage Review r.econd Stage Review D Supplementary Review D Status Report 

regarding the allegation of 
(enter ' 

against b ' 'YI _L 
\-/) (enter name of accused priest or deacon) 

(check one:> ~ priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago D a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago 

D an extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of _________ _ 
(enter name of {Arch]diocese) 

D a religious priest or deacon of _________________ _ 
(enter name of religious community) 

D a resigned priest or deacon of_----,---.....,....,.,,-----------
<enter name of diocese or religious community) 

D a deceased priest or deacon of ________________ _ 
(enter name of diocese or religious community) 

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that 

(check one:) D there is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 
D there is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 
D there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause. 

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recommends that 

(checkone:J D the priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from 
ministry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with 
Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 

D no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except 
to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct. 

. ,.,. (L""<'gOV\~~ ~SG. 
The Board further recommends: (o ,. ( tv f?O~fwW! ?vit?( strz_rf' 

rr:; .. ~h=fh~•~ lsfv 
~ ":tj: erhfl1c- U: ~ ~fr.m, h&'me; 
2. ~L f- /v be, ~ f- frO"YVl 4 /u;; j 
3. ~ If> ~G, ·(V t·ncJMvi<: CIAMVllt1Yl ~ Y'...t"t --.p 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

MEMORANDUM 
(312) 751-5205 

Fax: (312) 751-5279 

To: File -PFR-01 

From: Professional Fitness Review Board Minutes 

Re: Buck, Daniel (Withdrawn) 

Date: April 26, 2003 

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on April 26, 2003: 

In a vote of 6-1 [one vote of reasonable cause to s ect, the Review Board recommended to 
ne the Second Stage Review of allegation against DB until 

fonnal allegation against DB is presented to the Review Board. The Board 
made the following recommendations: 
1. PFRA to notify Fr. Buck that plans to seek legal action re: DB moving from his 

home 
2. PFRA to present statement from April 25, 2003 to DB 
3. PFRA to include in recommendation letter to FEG quotes from cannon law re: having 

DB stay away from lake home until matter of allegation[ s] are settled 
4. PFRA to inform DB of Review Board's recommendation that he not seek out -

- re: her statement from 4/25/03 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 

April 28, 2003 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 E. Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Cardinal George, 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Please be advised that the Review Board met on April 26, 2003. The Board fully considered all 
oral and written reports in the matter of Daniel Buck [Withdrawn] in the allegation made by 

A Second Stage Review was to be conducted pursuant to Article 
§1104.10 of the Review Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

In a 6-1 vote, the Board recommended to postpone the Second Stage Review o 
-allegation until ormal allegation against r. 
~sented to the Review Board. The Board made the following additional recommendations: 

1. PFRA to notify Fr. Buck that Mrs. -plans to seek le al action regarding having Fr. 
Buck move from his home 

2. PFRA to present~tement from April 25, 2003 to Fr. Buck. 
3. In the spirit of norm 6, cannon 1722, the Board recommends that Fr. Buck be 

" ... prohibit[ ed] residence in a given place or teiritory ... " Specifically, the Board 
recommends that Fr. Buck be prohibited from residing at his lake home••••• 
~til this matter is settled. 

4. PFRA to inform Fr. Buck of the Review Board's recommendation that he not seek out 
regarding her statement from 4/25/03. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at your convenience. 

s~lJAlfA{;({t{;V<:J. 
L~Pcluskey 
Review Board Administrator 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry 
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 

AOC 009023 



DATE, TIME 
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RESULT 
MODE 

TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

BUSY: BUS~ESPON~ 

05/07 00:48 

00:00:00 
00 
BUSY 
STANDARD 

TIME 
NAME 
FAX 
TEL 
SER.I+ 

ARCHDIOCESE OF a-IICAGO 
Office of Ptofmion:il FitncfiH Rc:vicw 
676 N. 5t C:laiz:, Suite 1910 
C:hicagn, IL 60611 

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

05/07/2003 00:48 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS 
312-7515279 
312-7515206 
BROM2J864224 

(3t2)75t-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

1"ro1 (312}751-52i9 

TO· FROM: 

~~~-----------------Leah ___ M_cC __ Ius __ key ______ ~----~~~ 
DATE: 

5/7/03 
P/l:Xliiiiiml TOTAL NO. OF 1' AGES !NCLUD!NC COVER: 

9 
PHONIZ NUMBt?.T!.: l'HONR NUMBER.: 

312-751-5205 
RE.: 

Daniel Buck 

DUR.GE.NT ~FOR REVlEW D PLEASE COMMENT DFLEASE REPLY ~SIGNATURE 

Here is your inte.tview report of April 11, 2003. Please make any nccssary corrections ro the 

report or please rctutn it to me with a s.ignatw::e of your approval. 

Lc~h 
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05/08/2003 16:34 

COVER PAGE 

TO: 

FROM: 

FAX: 

TEL: 

COMMENT: 
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05/08/2003 16:34 
65/07/2003 22:27 

F.\X "ll~MllER: 

PROFESSIONAL FlTNf 

FACSIMILE TltANSMITTAL SHEET 

5/7/03 

(31Z)7.5J -5ZC~ 
1 .t!00-9!>4-6200 

l'ax (31 !)'151·5279 

TO"T AT, 1'l D· 0? !'AG!$.• 1:-JC::l,.l.IO!NC COvtllt: 

PAGE 01 
PAGE 02107 

....11111111111----~----~--9----~--~~~~~ 
P!(ONS: l'IVJlf&Rl\; l'KO?-IE NU1\19r,a1 

312·751·5205 

Daniel Blltk 

t@pOR or "lcue retum it to me with 11 tiigmtun: of yew appzow.I. 

Lah 

Confidential 

~~~~~:.:.::'"1;..!.l::e'S (~ 'Z) 
w:M 

-----· ~ 
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From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Laura, 

Thanks. 

Leah 

Leah McCluskey 
Neri-Palomino, Laura 
5/9/03 9:46AM 
Laura, 
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May 13, 2003 

James A. Serritella, Esq. 
Burke, Warren, McKay & Serritella 
22"d Floor-IBM Plaza 
330 North Wabasha Avenue 
Chicago, IL 60611-3607 

Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator 
676 North St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Re: and Father Buck matter 

Dear Mr. Serritella and Ms. McCluskey: 

RECEIVED 

f'(\A\.l ~ 5 2003 
ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

By this letter, this is to advise you that I am representing She has been in 
contact with you and will continue to cooperate with you in the processing of this matter. I 
would ask that you keep me involved in that and work through us. 

Very truly yours, 
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TO: 

FROM: 

FAX: 

TEL: 

COMMENT: 

COVER PAGE 
RECEIVED 

MAY 1 3 2003 

ARCHICCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFtSSlQMl\L FITNESS REVIEW 
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0s11312ee3 ee:40 111111111111 PROFESSIONAL FITNf 

Md'.:luskcy 

(3l2)751-!i20• 
1-800-9114-6200 

Fax ~1Z)75t-SZ19 

Tc:rrM. '\fr.I, CllT 'll~t9 JNC.1.1.'DINCI COY!\: 

6 
PHCJN~ Nl1MB8Ri 

312-751-5205 

AJJ~tion r.cpott 

CJ UllC:S:N'I' [] FC'JP. ll\'t!!W LJ l'!.F,:~S'F,. CO~Ml:N;:' ClPJ.J?ASB IU:PL'i iJ SJONA'ru11.~ 

Hue is the comicteci cJlcg.r.iot'I repMt c_.., ow: meeting oa April 11, 200S. 

l"lea•e a.ign 11nd ~rutn 11 your. culiest co1we1lie~cc . 

.... onfl. entta 

PAGE 01 
PAGE 61/eJ6 

AOC 009030 



-..... 

DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 

TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

rso' rr· tr 
00:03:49 
06 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 

TIME 05/13/2003 00:44 
NAME PROFESSIONAL FITNESS 
FAX 312-7515279 
TEL 312-7515206 
SER.# BROM2J864224 

AOC 009031 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

TO: FROM: 

Leah McCluskey 
DATE: 

5/13/03 

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

FAX NUMBER: TOTAL NO. OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER: 

6 
PHONE NUMBER: 

312-751-5205 

Allegation report 

D URGENT D FOR REVIEW D PLEASE COMMENT DPLEASE REPL y 0 SIGNATURE 

-Here is the corrected allegation report from our meeting on April 11, 2003. 

Please sign and return at your earliest convenience. 

Leah 

Confidential 
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05/13 22:22 

00:04:00 
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OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 

TIME 05/13/2003 22:26 
NAME PROFESSIONAL FITNESS 
FAX 312-7515279 
TEL 312-7515206 
SER.# BROM2J864224 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF aIICAGO 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

TO: FROM: 

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

111111111111111.__~~~~~Le~ah~M_c_C_ill_s_ke~y~~~~~~~~-
o A TE: 

5/14/03 
FAX NUMBER: TOTAL NO. OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER: 

7 
PHONE NUMBER: 

312-751-5205 
RE: 

Allegation Report 

0 URGENT 0 FOR REVIEW 0 PLEASE COMMENT 0PLEASE APPROVE 0 SIGNATURE 
==--f================= 

Please sign for your approval of this report. The one you faxed did not have the signature 

lines needed. Sorry for any inconvenience this has caused. Please return at your earliest 

convenience. 

Leah 

Confidential 

"\.,,:.-·~:· ., ··~ ... 
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_.ECEIVED 

MAY 1 9 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

BURKE, WARREN, MACKAY & SERRITELLA, P.C. 
22ND FLOOR IBM PLAZA 

330 NOR"l'H WABASH A VENUH 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611-3607 

l'ELEPHONE: (312) 840-7000 
FACSIMIU::.: (312) 840...7900 

FAX TRANSMITTAL FORM 

SEND TO: Leah McCluskey FAX#: 751-5279 
PHONE#: 751-5205 

SEND TO: Ralph Bonaccorsi FAX#: 751-8307 
PHONE#: 751-8267 

SEND TO: FAJ<#: 
PHONE#: 

DATE: 5/19/03 CLIENT/MA ITER#: 09891-00208 

SENT BY: James A. Serritella NUMBER OF PAGES: 2 
(h1cludc Cover Sheet) 

ORIGINAL TO FOLLOW: NO 

CO:MMENTS: 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: 

If you have received this fax and are not the addressed recipient, please notify the sender immediately 
by telephone and return the original message by mail. Thank you. 

Please call our facsimile center at (312) 840-7030 if there is a problem with this fax transmission, or if 
you wish to confirm the transmission. 

C:l2Vt0 .d 
SWM8 lc:91 £00c-61-A~w 
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C:0 "d ltUOl 

BURKE, WARREN, MACKAY & SERRITELLA, P.C. 

JAMl!S A. SERRITEl.LA 

Dlallcr DIAi. N\JMBEJI. 
.. (312) 840.7040 

jsm;iella@bwtww.com 

VIA FACSIMILE & U.S. MAJL 

De~: 

22ND FLOOR IBM Pl.AZ.A. 
330 NORTH WABASH AVBNl.1£ 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611-3607 

TELEPHONE (312) 840-7000 
:FACSIMILE (312) S40-7900 

wwwlnukelilw.rom 

May 19, 2003 

/Father Dan Buck 

I am following up on your letter of May 13, 2003 regarding the above matter. I have passed 
your correspondence on to Ms. Leah McCluskey, Fitness Review Administrator of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago. It is my understanding that she has been in contact with Ms. about this matter. Either 
you or your client can contact Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi (312~ 751 ~8293), Assistance Minister of the 
Archdiocese, for therapy from a licensed therapist selected by your client at the Archdiocese's expense 
while this matter is being processed. 

Please direct any correspondence about the claim you are pursuing to me. 

lj 

cc: Leah McCluskey (via facsimile) 
Ralph Bonaccorsi (via facsimile) 

Sil 9/03/11 :23 AM/09891/00208127793911 

Very truly yours, 

SWMB lc:9l ~00C:-6l-A~W 
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copy· 
BURKE, WARREN, MACKAY & SERRITELLA, P.C. 

22ND F1.00R IBM PLAZA 
no NORTI{ WADASH AVENUE 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611-3607 
TELEPHONE: (312) 840-7000 
FACSIMILE: (312) 840-7900 

FAX TRANSMITTAL FORM 

SEND TO: Rev. J. Kaczorowski FAX#: 642-4933 

SEND TO: RevT. Tivy FAX#: 642-4933 

SEND TO: Leah McCluskey FAX#: 751-5279 

SEND TO: Ralph Bonaccorsi FAX#: 751-8307 

SEND TO: John O'Malley FAX#: 751-5252 

SEND TO: Jan Leonatti FAX#: 751-5252 

SENT BY: James A. Serritella 

CLIENT#: 09891 MATIER#: 00208 

DATE: 5/19/2003 

COMMENTS: 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: 

RECEIVED 

MA.Y 1. 9 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

PHONE#: 642-1837 

PHONE#: 642-1837 

PHONE#: 751-5205 

PHONE#: 751-8267 

PHONE#: 751-5379 

PHONE#: 751-8319 

NUMBER OF PAGES: 3 

If you have received this fax and are not the addressed recipient, please notify the sender immediately by 
telephone and retwn the original message by mail. Thank you. 

Please call our facsimile center at (312) 840-7030 if there is a problem with this fax transmission, or if 
you wish to confirm the transmission. 

SWMS: vs:st £00c-6t-A~w 
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05/22/2003 22:32 

TO: 

FROM: 

FAX: 

TEL: 

COMMENT: 

COVER PAGE 
RECEIVED 

MAY 2 7 2003 

ARC\iitlCESt OF CHICAGO 
PRtift~QIW. f:i'mESS RMW 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 

PRECEPT 

155 E. Superior St 
Chicago, Illinois 6061 I 

Bishops "have been designated by the Holy Spirit to take the place of the apostles as pastors of 
souls and, together with the Supreme Pontiff and subject to his authority, they are commissioned 
to perpetuate the work of Christ, the eternal Pastor." (Christus dominus, n.2b) However, since 
the pastors of the Church can never be expected to carry the burden of pastoral ministry alone 
(Lumen gentium, n. 30), they have been given the order of priests to cooperate in shepherding 
and guiding God's people. Indeed, bishops, "because of the gift of the Holy Spirit that has been 
given to priests at their ordination, will regard them as indispensable helpers and advisers in the 
ministry and in the task of teaching, sanctifying and shepherding the People of God." 
(Presbyterorum ordinis,n. 7) 

Because of this common task, "bishops are to regard their priests as brothers and friends, and are 
to take the greatest interest they are capable of in their welfare, both temporal and spiritual. For 
on their shoulders particularly falls the burden of sanctifying their priests." (Presbyterorum 
ordinis, n. 7b) 

Moreover, the Directory on the Pastoral Minist1y of Bishops states, "In the same way as Jesus 
showed his love for his disciples .... so also a bishop .... can hardly fail to realize that he should 
show his greatest love and chief concern for priests .... Led by a sense of duty and sincere and 
invincible charity he gives willing assistance in every way to help priests to esteem the loftiness 
of their priestly vocation, to live serenely, to spread joy to those about them and to fulfill their 
duties faithfully." (n. 107a) 

This same document urges bishops to do "everything possible to prevent the troubles his priests 
could have .... To keep them safe from trouble he takes prompt and prudent measures." (n. 112) 

The Code of Canon Law has described precepts as a means by which ecclesiastical authority 
"directly and legitimately enjoins a specific person or persons to do or omit something, 
especially in order to urge the observance of law" ( c. 49). 

Therefore, I issue this precept, in accordance with c. 49, to urge Reverend Daniel Buck to fulfill 
the obligations which were placed upon him at the time of his ordination. Because some 
suspicion has arisen about his fidelity to the sacred promises he made at his ordination, I urge 
him in particular to lead a life which is in keeping with the holiness of his vocation. Although he 
is not presently exercising public ministry in the Church, he ought to pursue holiness of life in 
the way that he lives. He is also still bound to the obligation to pray the liturgy of the hours 
daily, to set aside time for spiritual retreats, to engage in mental prayer, to approach the 
sacrament of penance frequently, to honor the Virgin Mother of God with particular veneration 
as Queen of Priests, and to use any other means of sanctification which he finds helpful ( c. 276). 

AOC 009043 



Because of the obligation to observe perfect and perpetual continence for the sake of the 
kingdom of heaven, Father Buck is to act with due prudence toward persons who could 
endanger the obligation to observe continence ( c. 277§1 ), and to observe the particulars of the 
attached Individual Specific Protocol (c. 277§3) which I have established in consultation with 
him. 

He is to avoid all those things which are unbecoming the clerical state, or those things which are 
foreign to the clerical state ( c. 285), especially those things which are set forth in the attached 
Individual Specific Protocol which I have established in consultation with him. 

Father Buck is hereby dispensed from his obligation to wear ecclesiastical garb (c. 284), and is 
strongly urged not to do so until such time as the case against him can be resolved and more 
permanent determinations can be made. Although not removed from office, he is nonetheless 
urged not to exercise the rights of any ecclesiastical office, in accordance with the Individual 
Specific Protocol which I have established in consultation with him. 

In order to ensure that these obligations are met, I have delegated Ms. Leah McCluskey to 
receive information regarding Father Buck's fulfillment of this precept and his Individual 
Specific Protocol. She is to submit a report to me no less than quarterly regarding this matter, 
and may report to the Professional Fitness Review Board more frequently as needed or 
requested. 

I am establishing this precept in a spirit of fraternal charity, mindful of my responsibility to 
encourage my priests to remain faithful to the obligations of the clerical state. Because the 
attached Individual Specific Protocol has been established in dialog between Father Buck and 
the Vicar for Priests, I accept the provisions of this document, and urge Father Buck to fulfil 
them in accordance with the obedience he is to show to me as his ordinary ( c. 273 ), and which he 
promised at his ordination. 

Given in Chicago, Illinois on the 23rd day of May, 2003. 

hLub 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

AOC 009044 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of die Archbishop 

May 23, 2003 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator 
676 North St. Clair 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey: 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, Illinois 6061 l 

RECEIVED 

MAY ~· 9 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
~ROFESSlOflAL FITNESS REVIEW 

Accompanying this Jetter is a decree which appoints you as the investigator into an 
allegation of sexual misconduct with a minor that was made against Rev. Daniel Buck. The 
terms of this investigation are spelled out in the decree. 

At the same time, I am designating you as the person who is to supervise the "monitoring 
protocol" which has been established for Father Buck. I ask that you report to me on a regular 
basis, but no less than quarterly, on Father Buck's compliance with this protocol. You may also 
wish to report more frequently to the Professional Fitness Review Board so that they can make 
further recommendations to me on this matter. 

In order to ensure confidentiality in this matter, I ask that you perform this task 
personally and not designate anyone else for this purpose. Should there be periods of time when 
you will not be able to perform this task personally, please refer the matter to the Vicar for 
Priests. 

Thank you for agreeing to take on these additional tasks. 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

~.-.:. ~vKl., lv-r 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

~J. = ((~ 
Ecclesiastical Notary 

AOC 009045 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 

DECREE 

c ' . 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, Illinois 606 I I 

RECEIVED 

MAY 2 9 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIOrJAL FITNESS REVIEW 

Having received the recommendation of the Archdiocesan Professional Fitness Review Board 
that there is "reasonable cause to suspect" that Reverend Daniel Buck engaged in sexual 
misconduct with a minor, I have concluded that this constitutes information which "at least 
seems to be true" (c. 1717). 

Therefore, in accordance with the aforementioned canon, I decree that an inquiry be done into 
the facts and circumstances of this accusation, as well as its imputability to Father Buck. 

Since my other duties prevent me from conducting this investigation personally, I hereby appoint 
Ms. Leah McCluskey to act as the investigator in this matter. In carrying out these duties, Ms. 
McCluskey will have all of the authority of an auditor, in accordance with cc. 1428 and 1717. 
She is to collect any additional proofs she deems necessary in accordance with the norm of law 
as they relate to the present allegation. She is delegated to take testimony from the accused and 
from any witnesses (cc. 1530 - 1538 and 1547 - 1573), to obtain any necessary documents (cc. 
1540 - 1546), to enlist the services of any experts deemed necessary (cc. 1574 - 1581), and to 
have a.ccess to places or things which she deems necessary for her investigation. 

In conducting her investigation, Ms. McCluskey is to take care that such an investigation does 
nothing to harm Father Buck's name or to violate his right to protect his privacy. Nor may he 
be asked to do anything which violates his conscience or is morally unacceptable according to 
the Church's moral teachings. 

After she has concluded her investigation, Ms. McCluskey is to make a written report to me, no 
later than thirty days from the date of this appointment. This report is to address the facts, 
circumstances, and imputability concerning the alleged offense. 

Given on 23 May, 2003 at Chicago, Illinois. 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

Ecclesiastical Notary 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the A1chbishop 

May 27, 2003 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060 

Dear Dan: 

155 E. Superior St 
Chic"go. Illinois 60611 

I am again writing to you to give you an update as to what is happening concerning the 
allegations of sexual misconduct with a minor which have been made against you. I am 
extremely grateful to you for your patience in this matter. As you know, the Dallas Charter 
required me to act quickly in cases involving allegations of clerical sexual misconduct with a 
minor to ensure that no priest with a credible accusation was engaged in public ministry. 
However, because the accompanying Norms had not been approved by the Holy See, I have not 
been able to act as quickly as I would have liked in getting your case resolved. 

With the Norms having gone into effect on March 1, 2003, along with further instructions 
which came from the Holy See in February, we are now in a position to begin referring ·our cases 
to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith. Before 1 make such a referral, I will gather any 
additional information that seems necessary and review the matter once again. I will then send 
your advocate a copy of the letter I will be sending to the Holy See, and allow him or her the 
opportunity to offer an opinion as well. I anticipate this being done by the middle of July. 

To that end, I have delegated Ms. Leah McCluskey to review each of the cases to see if 
more information needs to be gathered. I have asked her to report back to me within one month 
so that I can make a determination about referring the case to the Congregation for the Doctrine 
of the Faith. According to the recommendation of the Canonical Affairs Committee of the 
United States Conference of Catholic Bishops, ifthe Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith 
directs me to begin a penal trial, the judges to be used will not be priests serving in the 
Archdiocese of Chicago. They will be chosen from a list of priests who have been trained to 
hear cases of clerical sexual misconduct. 

In referring your case to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, I will also consult 
with the Promoter of Justice and issue a decree which formalizes those things which I asked you 
to do for the good of the Church and under your promise of obedience to me. The imposition of 
this decree is required by Norm 6 of the Essential Norms established by the United States 
Conference of Catholic Bishops. 
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I have also designated Ms. McCluskey as the person to ensure that the "monitoring 
protocol" which you signed is being followed. She will report to me and to the Professional 
Fitness Review Board concerning your compliance with this protocol. I have asked that she 
perform this function personally, with the Vicar for Priests doing so in her absence. This will 
ensure the confidentiality and professionalism of this monitoring. 

The protocols which you sign from time to time are not to be considered as penalties 
imposed on you. Instead, they are ways in which I exercise my responsibility to ensure that you 
fulfill the obligations which you received when you were ordained. I am establishing these 
protocols as individual precepts, which canon 49 describes as "a decree which directly and 
legitimately enjoins [you] to do or omit something, especially in order to urge the observance of 
law." You will receive a copy of my precept at the same time you receive a copy of your 
protocol. 

I hope this clarifies the process somewhat for you. 1 am grateful that we can finally begin 
a process for the resolution of your case. I know this has been a very difficult period of time for 
you in your priesthood. You have always been in my prayers during this time. I ask that you 
continue to keep me in yours. 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

MEMORANDUM 

To: PFR-01 

From: Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness Review Administrator 

Re: DANIEL BUCK'S RESPONSE TO ALLEGATION OF SEXUAL 
MISCONDUCT MADE BY 

Date: May29, 2003 

Date of Intenriew: May 12, 2003 Time of Intenriew: 10:30 am 

Present at Interview 
Fr. Daniel Buck, accused 
Ms. Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA] 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 

Face-to-Face Interview 
Fr. Daniel Buck arrived at the Vicar for Priests' office on time for the scheduled 10:30am 
meeting. He was invited into the conference room by Fr. Kaczorowski where the 
meeting was to take place. 

Fr. Buck began by informing PFRA and Fr. Kaczorowski that he had spoken with his 
canonical advocate Fr. Kenneth Kaucheck, but he was unable to attend today's scheduled 
meeting. 

As PFRA prepared to read the allegation of sexual misconduct made by 
-Fr. Buck agreed to interrupt PFRA if he was unclear with any information that 
~g read to him. Fr. Buck was also informed that a memo detailing a phone 

conversation had between PFRA, Mayra Flores from Victim Assistance Ministry [V AM], 
and Mrs. [mother ofMrs.-ould be read to him as well. 

Fr. Buck interrupted PFRAjust as the allegation was being read. He stated that he does 
not reside in but that he visits his home on -
approximately one time per week. Fr. Buck also stated his strong objection to the 
presence of Mrs. uring the meeting with PFRA and V AM where 
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Mrs. -ormalized her allegation of sexual misconduct against Fr. Buck. PFRA 
explained to Fr. Buck that all alleged victims are invited to have anyone they wish to 
accompany them when formalizing his/her allegation. Fr. Buck expressed his concerns 
that Mrs.~s formalized her own allegation of sexual misconduct against him 
and that ~e ~ound it ~riate that sh~ ~as present ~the m:eting. where another 
alleged v1cttm [Mrs. -was formahzmg an allegat10n agamst him as well. 

PFRA and Fr. Kaczorowski of his questions re ar in 
and "suggested" that-"speak wit 
professional opinion against such a concept. 

resence at Mrs.
details oft~ 

e in by Mrs.~r 
[past] "dirty laundry" 

now she is "looking for someone to blame" whom Fr. Buck feels may be him. 

Once PFRA finished reading Mrs.- allegation, Fr. Buck stated that he denies the 
allegation as he has in the past. He then began to address specific information regarding 
his relationship/interactions with Mrs. xtended family. Fr. Buck first spoke of 
the Famil . As per Fr. Buck, one of 
the spoke with one of Fr. Buck's classmates over Labor Day [2002] 
and spoke of his support of Fr. Buck [in relation to allegations of sexual misconduct 
brought against him]. He stated that none of the have "never acted odd" around 
him. Fr. Buck then "dared" PFRA to contact the o ask their opinions of Fr. 
Buck. 

Fr. Buck thens oke of the - Family [also has a home on-. One of. 
s sons is Fr. Buck' He 

describes their relationship as "friendly." Fr. Buck stated that he has had no inclination 
that the~ly is uneasy around him He continued, "It's a lie" that Mrs .• 
and/or Mrs. -feel that [where the aforementioned homes in 
.. are located] is "afraid" of him. 

Fr. Buck expressed his questions with the time frame when Mrs.-purchased the 
home As per Fr. Buck, if Mrs- was concerned that he was a 
" ... sexual predator, why in the hell would she buy the house . ' Fr. Buck 
expressed the opinion that Mrs.~emory is ''really screwed up" and stated that 
Mrs.- and Mrs. - "are now collaborating [on their allegations of sexual 
misconduct against him]." 
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Regarding the conversation that PFRA had with Mr~ Fr. Buck stated that he 
"never should have spoken with her [in June of 2002]." Fr. Buck stated that the Mrs. 
-recollection of the conversation between the two that occurred last summer was 
"screwed up." As per Fr. Buck, the context of the conversation that he had with Mrs. 

- was that "priests need to watch themselves" as a result of the allegations of 
sexual misconduct that were made known in the media Fr. Buck suggested that ''this 
woman [Mrs.-[may be] nuts" and then stated that ''we need to get the 
infor~that was shared in the aforementioned conversation between Fr. Buck and 

Mrs. - straight." 

Referring back to the conversation that he had last June with Mrs. - Fr. Buck 
stated that it is "not true" that he offered to apologize to Mrs. [for allegedly 
abusing her]. Fr. Buck stated that when he spoke with Mrs. e informed her that 
he would be willing to speak to any of her children regarding the allegation that was 
brought against him [as noted in the media]. He also stated that he never informed Mrs. 

- that he needed to watch himself around children Fr. Buck then commented that 
he has owned the home next to Mrs.-for 31 years and that he does not feel 
comfortable there either. 

Fr. Buck brough~ollowing concerns with PFRA. and Fr. Kaczorowski. He 
questioned Mrs--- "foggy memory" of events that allegedly occurred 27 years 
ago. Fr. Buck has "many disputes" with time frames in conjunction with Mrs.
memory. He did agree that he was occasionally in the bedroom shared by Mrs.
and Mrs. -when they were children. Fr. Buck stated that had occasionally been in 
their room while they were doing homework. He stated that Mrs. -description of 
her childhood home is "accurate." At this time, Fr. B~ion~ 
[attorney for Mrs. -knew the details of Mrs. ~llegation against him. 
PFRA informed him that to her knowledge, was not aware of such details. 
Fr. Buck then referred to his written response to the allegat •. o by both Mrs. 
~d Mrs. - [see file], where he noted that Mrs. had "never brought 

up before [face to face meeting with PF an AM]." 

Referring back to the conversation that he had with Mrs. egarding the allegation 
made against him, Fr. Buck stated that he "spoke with the as well." As per Fr. 
Buck, he felt that he "owed it to them [the " He expressed that he is not a 
danger to children. Fr. Buck feels that Mrs ay have "twisted" the conversation 
that he had with her in June of2002. 

Fr. Buck's second main concern involves his home ------ He is a 
part owner of the home, which he owns with three other men [priests]. As per Fr. Buck, 
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he has invested $125,000.00 over the past 30+ years into the home. In regards to bis 
neighbor Fr. Buck stated that it is Mrs~ho owns the home and not Mrs.
or Mrs. liliiiii He stated that his two accusers are "visitors" and that they do n~ 
any ownership of Mrs home. Fr. Buck informed PFRA and Fr. Kaczorowski 
that "as a courtesy'' to Mrs and Mrs. - if given adequate notice, he would 
not be at his home on when his two accusers woul~be there. He 
pointed out that "legally and morally" Mr~d Mrs.~ve no right to ask 
him not to go to his home on- F~arified that if given at least one 
week's notice, he will not go to his home on the lake ifthe alleged victims and/or their 
immediate families would be at Mrs.- home to visit. 

Fr. Buck informed PFRA and Fr. Kaczorowski that ifthe Review Board makes a 
recommendation to the Cardinal to restrict his time at his home on that they 
[the church] ''will have a fight on their hands." He pointed out that "seven or eight years 
ago" it was written into his Individual Specific Monitoring Protocol that he is allowed to 
go to his home on the lake one time per week. Fr. Kaczorowski then pointed out to Fr. 
Buck that there have since been two new allegations of sexual misconduct brought 
against him [Mrs. d Mrs- Fr. Buck stated that nothing has changed 
regarding his monitoring. He informed PFRA and Fr. Kaczorowski that " ... the diocese 
has testified over and over that I am not a threat to children." Further, Fr. Buck feels that 
it is the "noise of their [Mr~and Mr~ attorney'' which has" ... caused 
the request to restrict me from the house [on-." Fr. Buck informed PFRA and 
Fr. Kaczorowski that he has been in contact with a civil attorney regarding his lake home 
as an asset. 

Fr. Kaczorowski informed Fr. Buck that the Cardinal is having the information regarding 
the allegations of sexual misconduct against him prepared to be sent to Rome. 
Depending upon what transpires in Rome, Fr. Kaczorowski informed Fr. Buck that he 
might be returned to the lay state. Fr. Buck stated that he and his classmates are prepared 
to schedule a meeting with the Cardinal regarding the allegations made against him as 
well as the restrictions placed upon him. He pointed out to PFRA and to Fr. Kaczorowski 
that there are "no kids there [at ] 9-10 months out of the year." 

Fr. Buck reiterated the following two main concerns; he categorically denies the 
allegation of 27 years ago [Mrs- and he is concerned with the Review Board's 
recommendations regarding restricting his presence at his lake home. Fr. Buck again 
stated that there is ''no evidence that anyone in the family is upset with 
me." He stated that he is "staying away" from Mrs. and again brought up a 
comment made to him by Mrs.-that "it would be fine" if he retired in the home 
-on- Fr. Buck then commented, "Somebody's lyin'." 

Fr. Buck then began to specifically respond to the memo read to him detailing the phone 
conversation between PFRA and Mrs.- He identified as "one of 
the-hildren." Mrs.-purchased the home - In 
reference to the conversation that the two had last summ~with Mrs. 
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-about the allegation made against him, which he stated "she was fine [with it]." 
Fr. Buck then pointed out, "If she doesn't like me or want me why would she 
buy [the home ?" 

He then commented, "This is sad." Fr. Buck stated, "She's [Mrs._ a 
mother ... they [Mrs. ~d Mrs. ~ve gotten to her." He noted that Mrs. 

'words [as spoken to PFRA'i'are"the'S.e t e = saname" as Mrs. - and Mrs. 
"Even though she's [Mrs. known (of the alleged sexual abuse ofher 

daughters] for three or four years, shes een great." Regarding her knowledge of the 
alleged sexual abuse of Mrs. md Mrs. by Fr. Buck, Fr. Buck stated that 
Mrs~-s actions "don't say that." As per Fr. Buck, a neighbor by the name of. 
~into my friends" last year and "didn't say anything [regarding 
his alleged sexual abuse ofMrs.~d Mrs.-" He again stated, "It's really 
sad." 

Fr. Buck then asked PFRA ~had informed PFRA that she had "forgiven" 
him. PFRA stated that Mrs.-had stated that during the aforementioned telephone 
conversation. Fr. Buck then stated to PFRA, "You didn't write that down [in the memo]. 
I think that's important." He then spoke quite highly of Mrs.- to PFRA and to Fr. 
Kaczorowski. 

Fr. Buck commented, "Ifl want to be hard nosed about it, she [Mrs. ~an't tell me 
to do anything with the house." He informed PFRA and Fr. Kaczoro~t he 
"doesn't want a legal battle with the Cardinal." When Fr. Kaczorowski suggested a 
hypothetical circumstance that the Archdiocese might buy him out of the home on -
... Fr. Buck responded that the Cardinal would "owe me $150,000.00." He then 
added that he did not believe that "the other guys wouldn't be able to support the house 
[of Fr. Buck was bought out]." 

Fr. Buck referred to Mrs-comment that he "molested" Mrs. ~e 
clarified that the "molesting comment" was not true. In regards to the conversation that 
he had with Mrs- Fr. Buck stated, "I don't know what she heard and what she 
didn't hear." 

Fr. Buck answered his own question of, "What is being served [in the case of the 
allegations of sexual misconduct made by Mrs~d Mrs. - .. taking care of 
vengeful people." He added that he ''wants the Archdiocese to take a stand." 

Fr. Buck expressed his concerns with V AM and PFRA having their offices in the same 
suite. He also feels that V AM should not be present when PFRA is meeting with an 
individual who is formalizing his/her allegation against a priest. PFRA informed Fr. 
Buck that just as Fr. Kaczorowski is present during today's meeting as the Vicar for 
Priests and his advocate, V AM is present during meetings with alleged victims for their 
support. 
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Fr. Buck referred to Mrs.~d Mrs.-when he stated, "[the] women are 
obviously hurting" and that he "wishes them help if they need it." He reiterated his 
feeling that he can "live with the restrictions to not be there [at his home on-" 
when Mrs- Mrs. ~d/or their immediate families are there. 

Fr. Kaczorowski suggested to Fr. Buck that he schedule a meeting with the Cardinal in 
order to discuss Fr. Buck's presence at his home on-

Fr. Buck ended by again expressing his concerns "with the way the system [of 
formalizing allegations of sexual misconduct] is set up." He stated that "the house is more 
important now than one year ago" as a result of his original plans ofretiring in a parish 
[prior to the allegations of sexual misconduct made against him]. 

Accused Date 

Professional Fitness Review Administrator Date 

Vicar for Priests Date 

Cc: Review Board Members 
Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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The Archdiocese of Chicago 
ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

Office of Professional Responsibility 
Leah McCluskey 
676 N. Clark Street 
Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey: 

We are aware of Fr. Dan Buck's situation in Chicago and would like to provide this letter 
for his file. We worked very closely with Father Dan Buck from approximately 1980-
1984 as volunteer youth ministers at St. Francis Borgia Church. We founded the program 
with some friends and with Fr. Vince Costello, who was transferred shortly thereafter. 
Fr. Dan stepped in to fill the void. 

At first, he seemed a little out of his element working with teens, at least as compared to 
Fr. Costello. However, he soon developed a very good rapport and style with teens. He 
learned to "talk" with them and "listen" to them and "share" the gospel in a very 
comfortable manner for teens. We have had limited contact with Fr. Buck, since the late 
1980's. However, he did baptize all-of our children, which was very special for us. 
Obviously, we don't know what, if anything, took place during his time at St Francis 
Borgia. However, based on our experience with him, we pray that he will be given a 
second chance with his ministry. 

As we know him, Fr. Buck is a wonderful counselor, friend, and teacher of God's word. 
We're certain he still has much to give and share with the people of the Chicago 
Archdiocese. Please feel free to contact us. 

cc: Archbishop of Chicago 
PO Box 1979 
Chicago, IL 60690 

cc: Rev Dan Buck 
PO Box 455 
Mundelein, IL ~0060 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Monitoring Protocols 

Standardized Monitoring 
• DailyLog 

• Each man is required to complete a Daily Log 
• Logs are to be signed by the monitor 
• All logs are to be forwarded to the Office of Professional Fitness Review every two 

weeks [start date to be determined in meeting attended by each man, his respective 
Vicar, and PFRA] 

• Review Board has advised to have Daily Log instituted immediately 
• Daily Log to be signed by Fr. Anthony Talarico [current on-site monitor] for now; 

Board agreed with suggestion of having a Lay person as monitor 
• For those men not currently residing in on-site facility, their respective monitor is 

required to sign off on Daily Log prior to it being sent to the Office of Professional 
Fitness Review 

• Check-in with On-Site Monitor 
• Those men under monitoring must check in with his designated monitor each morning 
• A form [to be created] noting daily check in must be completed, signed, and forwarded to 

the Office of Professional Fitness Review every two weeks [start date to be determined in 
meeting attended by each man, his respective Vicar, and PFRA] 

• TravelNacation Requests 
• The current form has been approved for use 
• The form must be completed and forwarded to the Office of Professional Fitness Review 

prior to departure 

• Ministry in Certain Circumstances [i.e. death of a family member] 
• Situation is to be discussed and decided upon by both the Vicar for Priests and the PFRA 

• Computer Usage [by accused] 
• Notice given to all men under monitoring that inappropriate use of any communications 

technology is prohibited by monitoring standards 

• Violation of Protocols 
• A serious violation of monitoring protocols could lead to canonical sanctions 

• 
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• Individual Specific Protocol 
• Each man under monitoring will have an Individual Specific Protocol [ISP] form 
• Each form will consist of designated fields that will be initialed by PFRA to reflect the 

specific monitoring of the identified individual 

• Meeting with Men Under Monitoring Protocols 
• Initially, PFRA to meet with each inan under monitoring monthly 
• PFRA then to meet with each man under monitoring semi-annually 
• VP to meet with each man under monitoring semi-annually 

• Any individual not willing to cooperate with the monitoring process could lead to 
ecclesiastical penalties being applied 

616103 

AOC 009057 



ff"P-- 0 \ 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

June 6, 2003 

Dear 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on April 26, 2003 and 
was scheduled to conduct a Second Stage Review regarding your allegation of sexual 
misconduct against Daniel Buck pursuant to Article §1104.10 of the Review Process for 
Continuation of Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's recommendation to postpone the Second Stage 
Review of this matter until formal allegation against you is 
presented to the Board. The Board will review both your and -s allegations at 
the same meeting. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
312. 751.5205 or via e-mail [lmccluskey@archchicago.org]. Also, please know that the 
Office of Assistance Ministry continues to be available to you. You may reach them at 
312. 751.8307. 

s~;ly, 

· cftot0/VILC1hl{)VP 
LeJh McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Ad · 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO opv· 
Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

June 6, 2003 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on A ril 26 2003 and was 
scheduled to conduct a Second Stage Review regardin llegation 
of sexual misconduct against you pursuant to Article § 1104.10 of the Review Process for 
Continuation of Ministry. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
312. 751.5205 or via e-mail [lmmcluskey@arch-chicago.org]. Also, please know that your 
Vicar Fr. James Kaczorowski continues to be available to you. He may be reached at 
312.642.1837. 

Sincerely, 

-f!J u Ii/ . ell r / A- l· 

rfl;{}lq ~! tcj t.ht!J~~/~t. . 
Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Ad · strator 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 155 E. Superior St. 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair St. 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey, 

June 7, 2003 

RECEIVED 

JUN 1 2 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note of May 7 in response to 
your letter of April 28, 2003, regarding the matter of Reverend Daniel Buck, a priest of the 
Archdiocese of Chicago who does not ex~d the allegations of sexual 
misconduct that were made against him by - I understand that a Second 
Stage Review was to be conducted by the Review Board on April 26, 2003. 

I acce t the Review Board's decision to postpone the Second Stage Review until 
formal allegation against Father Buck is present to the Review Board. 

I also accept the Review Board's recommendation that you notify Father Buck of the legal action 
~en against him by Mrs. I and present the April 25, 2003 statement of 
- to him. As the Review Board has recommended, I also ask you to urge Father 
Buck not to speak with about this statement. I will also look into the possibility 
of restricting Father Buck's residence at his lake home while this matter is still pending. 

-
CCY.AP- ft.~J. S"~ 

Ecclesiastical Notary 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General 
Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial VicarNicar for Canonical Services 
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister 
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 

June 11, 2003 

Fr. Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
P.O. Box455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

Enclosed you will find a draft copy of your response to 

COPY 
Post Office Box 1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

allegation of sexual misconduct brought against you. Please take the time to read over 
the report and make any corrections/changes to what I have written based upon our 
meeting that took place on May 12, 2003. Please then return the report to me with your 
corrections in the envelope provided. I will then make the necessary changes and return 
the report for your signature. 

Please feel free to contact me at 312 751-5205 with any questions or concerns. 

~rely, , 

/fl, {)/l/1J}J);v0~ 
L~~Cluskey 

Enclosure 
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COPY 
RECEIVED 

jUN 1 6 2003 

ARCHIDCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

P.0.Box 455 •Mundelein, Illinois 60060-0455 •Tel 847-566-6060 Fax 847-566-6082 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

To: 

From: 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

Father Kenneth Kaucheck 

Father Jim Kaczorowski 
Vicar for Priests 

Date: June 19, 2003 

Re: Father Daniel Buck 

Attached is a document which will be the subject of our conference tomorrow, Friday, 
June 20, 2003, at 10:00 AM with Father Daniel Buck. He chose you to be his canonical 
advocate. It is not necessary that you be present for the conference. If you have any 
questions or observations to make, please contact me, Father Kaczorowski at 312-642-
1837 or Father Dan Smilanic at 312-751-8206. 

Thank you for your concerns and consideration. 
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To: 

From: 

Father Daniel Buck 

Father Jim Kaczorowski 
Vicar for Priests 

Date: June 19, 2003 

Re: Protocol 

Attached is the protocol which will be the subject of our conference tomorrow, Friday, 
June 20, 2003, at 10:00 AM. I faxed a copy to your canon lawyer. If you have any 
questions , please call me or Father Smilanic at 312-751-8206. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

June 20, 2003 

Fr. Kenneth R. Kaucheck 
4571 John R. Road 
Troy, Michigan 48098 

Dear Fr. Kaucheck, 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Enclosed you will find documentation regarding the Monitoring Protocols that were 
presented to Fr. Daniel Buck in a meeting attended by Fr. Buck, Fr. James Kaczorowski 
[Vicar for Priests], Fr. Daniel Smilanic [Promoter of Justice and Delegate to the 
Cardinal], and myself. 

Fr. Buck stated that he wished to discuss the protocols with you prior to providing his 
signature. I informed Fr. Buck that I would forward copies of the following forms to 
your attention: Monitoring Protocols, Fr. Buck's Individual Specific Protocol, the Clergy 
Daily Log, and the TraveWacation Agreement. Copies of these forms were also given to 
Fr. Buck at the aforementioned meeting. I requested that Fr. Buck speak with you and 
then contact me regarding the protocols presented to him within ten days of today's date. 

I have also enclosed a copy of our policies and procedures, 1100 Sexual Abuse of Minors: 
Policies for Education, Prevention, Assistance to Victims and Procedures for 
Determination of Fitness for Ministry_ 

Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns: 
Leah McCluskey 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 
312 751-5205, office 
312 751-5279, fax 
lmccluskey@arhcchicago.org 

~~elyf;J, f /l .-1 • 

'1 ; J1 /'(1;l' /1 .'1/J. t/·~ '{ tf /1 • '• I 

" t' IL 
L;th M~·Clus ey , . ,. 

Professional Fitness Review Adm· ~t 

Enclosures 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Offke of Prof.,.ionol filn•~ •~;~ ' 

Professional Fitness Review Board 
Saturday, June 21, 2003 

MINUTES 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Non-members present: e 
Leah McCluskey, Professional Fitness Review Administrator [PFRA · 
Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 

I. Approval of Minutes - May 17, 2003 

II. Case Reviews 

Initial Review 

A. 

B. 
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Second Stage Review 

MINUTES 
June 21, 2003 
Page2 

C. In the Matter of Daniel Buck [Withdrawn} - PFR - 01 

D. 

E. 

The Review Board was to conduct a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of 
The claim is as follows: Fr. Buck fondled 

The Board made a unanimous 6-0 vote to postpone the review of this matter until July 
19, 2003. Further, the Board made the additional recommendations: 

1. 
2. That Daniel Buck signs and adhere to the current monitoring protocols. 
3. If Daniel Buck does not agree to comply with the monitoring protocols within 

ten days [from June 20, 2003] that Cardinal George apply formal canonical 
measures. 

In the Matter of Daniel Buck [Withdrawn] -PFR-01 
The Review Board was to conduct a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of 

The claim is as follows: Fr. Buck fondled 

The Board made a unanimous 6-0 vote to postpone the review of this matter until July 
19, 2003. Further, the Board made the additional recommendations: 

l. 
2. That Daniel Buck signs and adhere to the current monitoring protocols. 
3. If Daniel Buck does not agree to comply with the monitoring protocols within 

ten days [from June 20, 2003] that Cardinal George apply fonnal canonical 
measures. 
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F. 

MINUIES 
June 21, 2003 
Page3 
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m. Other Matters 

• 

Next scheduled meeting is July 19, 2003 at 9:00 a.m. 

Cc: Review Board Members 
Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. Thomas Tivy, Vicar for Priests 

MINUTES 
June 21, 2003 
Page4 
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ARCHDIOCESE Of CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW BOARD MEETING 
Saturday, June 21, 2003 - 9:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 

L Approval of Minutes -May 17, 2003 

Il. Case Reviews 

Initial Reviews: 
A 

B. 

Second Stage Reviews: 

C. In the Matter of Daniel Buck (Withdrawn) - PFR-01 
• Allegations made by and 

D. 

E. 

F. 

G. 

Ill. Other Matters 

The next scheduled Board Meeting is for Saturday, Jul.y 19, 2003 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Professional Fitness Review Board 
676 North St. Clair- Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Hotline: 1-800-994-6200 

RECORD OF CASE DISPO~N 

The Professional Fitness Review Board met on --,...~_....."""AN\f;..........,.::.........::;1-;_\y., W..;;.....:""'"0"""2 __ to conduct a 
~ fJi '(BfJter date: month/day/year) 

fcheckone.1 wirsr'Stage Review ~econd Stage Review D Supplementary Review D Status Report 

regarding the allegation of __ _ 
(enter name o a eg 1c 1m 

against _____ J:>~O\NW~· ....... /..."--~~-==G"""""~-----------
fenter name of accused priest or deacon) 

~ priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago D a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago {check one:) 

D an extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of __________ _ 
(enter name of [Arch]diocese) 

D a religious priest or deacon of _________________ _ 
(enter name of religious community) 

D a resigned priest or deacon of _________________ _ 
(enter name of diocese or religious community) 

D a deceased priest or deacon of ________________ _ 
(enter name of diocese or religious community) 

whichciaimsasfollows:_~~~~~~~~~~-~-~~~~~~------

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that 

(check one:) D there is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 

(check one:) 

D there is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 
D there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause. 

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recommends that 

D the priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from 
ministry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with 
Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 

D no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except 
to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct. 

The Board further recommends: __, .................... "'f'-.......... ....._---"-' ......... -.........-__._+-'-..................... ...._ ________ ~ 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Professional Fitness Review Board 
676 North St. Clair- Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

(312) 751-520'5 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Hotline: 1-800-994-6200 

RECORD OF CASE DISPOSITION 

The Professional Fitness Review Board met on J (jJy\( 1-1 , 21J~?;, to conduct a 
(enter date: month/day/year) 

(check one:J D First Stage Review ~econd Stage Review D Supplementary Review D Status Report 

regarding the allegation of ___ _ 
(enter name of alleged victim) 

against ------=t?-"'"(}..JVWL..l....=.....:J..-'iu~__..PM"--"-":......Gk--~----------
(enter name of accused priest or deacon) 

(check one:) ~ priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago D a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago 

0 an extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of __________ _ 
(enter name of {Arch]diocese) 

0 a religious priest or deacon of _________ -,--_______ _ 
(enter name of religious community) 

D a resigned priest or deacon of _________________ _ 
(enter name of diocese or religious community) 

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that 

(check one:) D there is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 

(check one:) 

0 there is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 
0 there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause. 

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recommends that 

0 the priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from 
ministry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with 
Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 

D no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except 
to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct. 

The Board further recommends: 1f1Js\you lA Vlh I 1 ( ! '1 ( O? ·, 

~ f -c 1fv-vr~ 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

June 23, 2003 

Cardinal Francis George, Q_M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 E. Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Cardinal George, 

Please be advised that the Professional Fitness Review Board met on June 21, 2003 and 
conducted a Second Stage Review regarding llegation of 
sexual misconduct against Daniel Buck pursuant to Article 1104.10 of the Review 
Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Board recommended to postpone the review of this matter until July 19, 2003. 
Further, the Board made the additional recommendations: 

1. 
2. That Daniel Buck signs and adhere to the current monitoring protocols. 
3. If Daniel Buck does not agree to comply with the monitoring protocols within 

ten days [from June 20, 2003] that formal canonical measures be applied by 
you. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 312 751-5205. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 

RECEIVED 

JUN ~ 0 2003 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry l\RCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 
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ARCHDIOCESE Of CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 

June 23, 2003 

Cardinal Francis George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 E. Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Cardinal George, 

Please be advised that the Professional Fitne 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

conducted a Second Stage Review regarding allegation of 
sexual misconduct against Daniel Buck pursuant to Article 1104. l 0 of the Review 
Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Board recommended to postpone the review of this matter until July 19, 2003. 
Further, the Board made the additional recommendations: 

1. 
2. That Daniel Buck signs and adhere to the current morutonng protoco 
3. If Daniel Buck does not agree to comply with the monitoring protocols within 

ten days [from June 20, 2003] that formal canonical measures be applied by 
you. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 312 751-5205. ~, ~ ... 

~~ 
~~~ 

McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Administ 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Ministry 

~ 
RECEIVED 

JUN 3 o ?003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 
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Offk[! of Pcofc~~ional Fitness Review 
676 N. St Clair, Suite 1910 t Chicago, IL 60611 

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

'I'O: ) FR.OM: 

Patrick Reardon Leah McCluskey 
O/ITE: 

6/24/03 

06/24/2003 01:28 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS 
312-7515279 
312-7515206 
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(312)751-5205 
1-S00-994-6200 

Fnx (312)751-5279 
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PHONE NUMBE:;l't: l'HONC. NUMBf!.lt: 

312-751-5205 
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Buck reports 

D UR.GENT li?J fOR REVTEW D PLEASE COMMENT DPI.EASE J\PPR.OVE D PLEASE RETURN 

Herc err rbe reports yon rccpicsted for the ahoyr 

Leah 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File -PFR-01 

From: Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting 

Re: Daniel Buck (Withdrawn) 

Date: JW1e 25, 2003 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on June 21, 
2003: 

The Review Board was to conduct a Second Stage Review re arding the allegation of -
The claim is as follows: Fr. Buck fondled der her clothes. 

The Board made a Wlanimous 6-0 vote to postpone the review of this matter until July 19, 2003. 
Further, the Board made the additional recommendations: 
1. 
2. That Daniel Buck signs and adhere to the current monitoring protoco s. 
3. If Daniel Buck does not agree to comply with the monitoring protocols within ten days [from 

June 20, 2003] that Cardinal George apply formal canonical measures. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File -PFR-01 

From: Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting 

Re: Daniel Buck (Withdrawn) 

Date: June 25, 2003 

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Fitness Review Board Meeting on June 21, 
2003: 

The Review Board was to conduct a Second Stage R~gation of 
- The claim is as follows: Fr. Buck fondled -under her clothes. 

The Board made a unanimous 6-0 vote to postpone the review ofthis matter until July 19, 2003. 
Further the Board made the additional recommendations: 
1. 
2. 
3. 

That Daniel Buck signs and adhere to the current monitoring protoco s. 
If Daniel Buck does not agree to comply with the monitoring protocols within ten days 
[from June 20, 2003] that Cardinal George apply formal canonical measures. 

AOC 009078 
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The Individual Specific Protocol (ISP) reflects the primary goal of protecting minors and the integrity of 
the Church. Additionally, the ISP serves as a safeguard for the individual priest/deacon with regard to the 
possibility of subsequent allegations. 

Professional Fitness Review clients will be subject to appropriate restrictions and monitoring by the 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA) throughout the life of the individual as a priest/deacon 
in the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

The ISP for f\~v, fl<:tni<i) J!uv-k includes but is not limited to the following (PFRA to initial all that 
apply): 

1. @estricted from being alone with minors (anyone under the age of 18) without the presence of 
another responsible adult. 

2. 

3. 

4. he completion of"Clergy Daily Log" to be completed and signed by the on-site monitor. 
-site monitor will then review, sign, and submit "Clergy Daily Log" forms at the end of each 

month to PFRA. 

5. £')J_ o inappropriate use of computers, software, internet capabilities, communications tools or 
~logy. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees will apply. 

6. v(\) ... ust complete and submit the "Travel/Vacation Agreement" to PFRA prior to scheduled 
~e. 

7. N JfrAttendance to recommended support group (please indicate specific support group 
iloes A!"t A FeJ7~ ). Recommended frequency of _Q_times per week/month (please 
circle one). Atl n ance to recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy Daily Log" 
forms. 
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8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

~e right of defense should not involve the public life of the Church. 

~n-site visits by PFRA annually to include meeting with PFRA and C 0 PY 
ffe v, lJ 4t2f e) f, /}uck 

@n-site visits by Vicar for Priests (VP) annually to include a meeting with VP and 

Ke V1 Bui/ e 1 P Eu t:)-( . 

~ ISP is to be reviewed annually with PFRA, VP, and 

Kev. lJ4 n fe) l lfu c)( 

Any change or alteration in this agreement will involve consultation with the cleric, his monitor, 
the PFRA, and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PFRA, or the VP can initiate the discussion for 
change or alteration, and at the discretion of any of the parties, his legal and/or canonical counsel 
may be involved. 

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all requirements of this Protocol. 

Signed: -~ [J(UU,eb/l~ Date: l/f l/Ut; l,.Q()i 

Date: f {?-Cf/ (/3 
I I 

Date: 7- ~9-o 3 

(/ 

Rev. 616103 

A copy of this Protocol will be kept on file in Professional Fitness Review and Vicar for Priests Offices. 
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Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 

Chicago, IL 60611 
312-751-5205 

INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOL 
.For 

Fr. Daniel P. Buck 

JUN ~ o ?003 
ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEIV 

copy 

The Individual Specific Protocol (ISP) reflects the primary goal of protecting minors and the integrity of 
the Church. Additionally, the ISP serves as a safeguard for the individual priest/deacon with regard to the 
possibility of subsequent allegations. 

Professional Fitness Review clients will be subject to appropriate restrictions and monitoring by the 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator (PFRA) throughout the life of the individual as a priest/deacon 
in the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

The ISP for K~v P<tni.e) lfuvk includes but is not limited to the following (PFRA to initial all that 
apply): 

1. g-j)Restricted from being alone with minors (anyone under the age of 18) without the presence of 
~er res onsible adult. 

2. 

3. 

4. he completion of "Clergy Daily Log" to be completed and signed by the on-site monitor. 
-site monitor will then review, sign, and submit "Clergy Daily Log" forms at the end of each 

month to PFRA. 

5. a To inappropriate use of computers, software, internet capabilities, communications tools or 
~~logy. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees will apply. 

6. £}J,,.ust complete and submit the "TraveVVacation Agreement" to PFRA prior to scheduled 
~re. 

7. ttendance to recommended support group (please indicate specific support group 
-"-""~'-J.ljl..U-,f-1-l.¥-¥+.-¥----'. Recommended frequency of _Q_times per week/month (please 

Att n ance to recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy Daily Log" 
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': 1 

;: ~ ,,· ,, 

· ,,t;~i;Anastasia 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Administrator 
Office of Professional Review 
P.O. BOX 1979 
Chicago IL 60690-1979 

Dear Ms. McCluskey: 

RECEIVED 

JUL 0 8 ?003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

of an original d COPY 
PROFESSIONAf f:iT~om the files of 
ARC~DIOCESE OF ~SS REVIEW 

his is a red. HICAGO 
Do NOT ink stamp! 

CQpy 

July 1, 2003 

I am in receipt of your letter regarding my client, Father Daniel P. Buck, priest of 
the Archdiocese of Chicago. I am also in receipt of the protocol and a copy of the 
original document from the Professional Fitness Review Board. These are the 
monitoring protocols and the individual specific protocol for my client, Father Daniel P. 
Buck. Following consultation with my client, I have instructed Father Buck to sign the 
monitoring protocols and the individual specific protocol coupled with a letter specifying 
that he signs under duress. 

The purpose of my letter to you is in response to the issues which I believe 
surfaced regarding the monitoring protocols and the individual specific protocol placed 
upon my client. It is my belief that the Archqiocese of Chicago is operating on improper 
and ill-conceived policies both in Canon and Civil Law. 

To the best of my knowledge having closely monitored the case of my client I find 
that no canonical preliminary criminal investigation has been conducted in accordance 
with canonical procedures according cc. 1771 - 1722. I am unaware of the 
appointment of an investigator (c. 1717 §1) with the powers and duty of an auditor (c. 
1717 §3) along with the appointment of a canonical notary (cc. 1437 §1and1561). 
Also, I am unaware as to whether or not the Archbishop of Chicago exercised his role 
as judge overseeing the collection of proofs (c. 1428 §3). Canons 1530, 1558, 1560, 
1563, 1572 along with Canon 1718 §1and1719 have not been properly followed in that 
the appropriate decrees from each of these above mentioned canons have not been 
issued. Since no canonical process was followed I don't understand how a judgment by 
the Fitness Review Board, if there was "reasonable cause to suspect" sexual 

4571 John R • Troy, Michigan 48085-3559 (248) 689-8380 • FAX (248) 689-7489 
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misconduct with a minor, could be issued proclaiming the guilt of any of the priests 
mentioned in your January 16, 2003 report of the Chancellor. 

Of greater concern to me is the issue regarding the protocols which Father 
Daniel Buck is compelled to sign under duress, and the monitoring of those protocols. 
Having reviewed the protocols and the monitoring process which the Archdiocese of 
Chicago has sought to impose upon my client I find that is not in keeping with the 
universal law of the Church. 

Instinctively I must inform you that the canonical rationale for your restrictive 
protocols, Canon 49, which does provide for an individual precept can and may be used 
when a priest is failing to observe a law or is violating a law, has no application to a 
protocol restricting a priests' legitimate exercise of his constitutional rights. Canon 18 
allows only that a protocol, which is not a penalty, maybe imposed only in so far as the 
lnw allows. They are not to be used as restrictions upon personal freedom. 

I do not believe that your Review Board has any authority to impose a monitoring 
restriction upon a Roman Catholic Priest, according to the Norms found in the Essential 
Norms. The Review Board nor the Administrator can be given authority to determine a 
monitoring restriction. From my reading of the Essential Norms nothing gives the 
Diocesan Bishop the right to impose the range of restrictions on personal privacy and 
autonomy claimed by your Archdiocese. The Ordinary of the Diocese may directly 
exercise their rights, but he is not given the authority to deny the exercise of rights. 
Monitoring restrictions in personal monitoring process or intrusions into the legitimate 
privacy and autonomy of life of any American. 

Father Daniel Buck who has been accused of sexual misconduct must be 
afforded the canonical due process to which he is entitled. Your policies and practices 
regarding protocols which will restrict the freedom of a priest must be brought into 
compliance with universal law. Although I have instructed my client to sign the 
protocols he has done so only under duress. 

I am unaware of any other Diocese or Archdiocese which imposes the type of 
monitoring restrictions which the Archdiocese of Chicago imposes upon priests who 
have been accused of sexual misconduct with a minor. In mostly all of the Dioceses in 
which I have cictive cases, while the canonical process is p~nding, the accw~ed is free 
to live on his own and come and go as he wishes without reporting to anyone. It would 
be hard to argue that the restrictions imposed by your Archdiocese are necessary 
and/or legitimate. They certainly are not normative. I would request a review of your 
policies so that they might be brought in line with universal law. 

Sincerely vours in Christ. 

~l?;~J'---

CC: 

Reverend Kenneth R. Kauchef::tf)9yJ.D. 

Reverend James Kaczorowiski, Vicar for Priests PoRt
0
an original document from the files of 

Francis Cardin~I George, Archbishop of Chicago FESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 
Reverend Darnel Buck ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICA~ 

Th. . uO 
is rs a red ink stamJ:tl 

DO NOT COPY 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair St. 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey, 

3 July, 2003 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

RECEIVED 

JUL I 0 ?003 
ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note in response to your letter 
of June 23, 2003, regarding the matter of Reverend Daniel Buck, a priest of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago who is not engaged in public ministry, and the allegation made by 
-ollowing the Second Stage Review conducted by the Review Board on June 21, 2003. 

I accept the Review Board's recommendation to postpone the matter until the July 19, 
2003 meeting of the Review Board. I also accept the Board's recommendation to request a 

provided that all civil laws are followed in this matter. I 
have already urged Father Buck to sign the current monitoring protocols and abide by them. 
Should he fail to do so, I will take appropriate canonical measures. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

S~UI~~ 
Francis Cardinal George, 0.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General 
Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial VicarNicar for Canonical Services 
Reverend James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Minister 
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Office of Professional Fitness Review 
676 N. St. Clair St. 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey, 

3 July, 2003 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

RECEIVED 

JUL 1 0 2003 
ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 

I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note in response to your letter 
of June 23, 2003, regarding the matter of Reverend Daniel Buck, a priest of the~ 
Chicago who is not engaged in public ministry, and the allegation made by -

!following the Second Stage Review conducted by the Review Board on June 21, 2003. 

I accept the Review Board's recommendation to postpone the matter untit'the July 19, 
2003 meetin of the Review Board. I also accept the Board's recommendation to request a 

provided that all civil laws are followed in this matter. I 
have already urged Father Buck to sign the current monitoring protocols and abide by them. 
Should he fail to do so, I will take appropriate canonical measures'. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

f2~ ~ f2~~ ~o c· otter' 

Ecclesiastical Notary 

szc:;;~ 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General 
Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial VicarNicar for Canonical Services 
Reverend James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Minister 
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services 
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Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

To: File - PFR-01 

MEMORANDUM 

(312)751-5205 
l -800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

From: 

Re: 

Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility AdministratoG 

Buck, Daniel 

Date: July 6, 2003 

PRA, Fr. James Kaczorowski [Vicar for Priests], and Fr. Daniel Smilanic [Promoter of 
Justice, Delegate to the Cardinal] met with Fr. Daniel Buck on June 20, 2003 to review 
Fr. Buck's new monitoring protocols. PRA also gave Fr. Buck a copy of the most recent 
1100 Sexual Abuse of Minors: Policies for Education, Prevention, Assistance to Victims 
and Procedures for Determination of Fitness for Ministry. 

Fr. Buck was admittedly upset prior to the commencement of the meeting. He began by 
expressing his concern for what he described as a lack of confidentiality in faxing the 
monitoring information to his residence, as well as the residence of his canonical 
advocate Fr. Kenneth Kaucheck. Fr. Kaczorowski explained to Fr. Buck that he had 
phoned contacts both at his and Fr. Kaucheck's residences to notify of the moment that 
the aforementioned information was to be faxed. 

When presented the monitoring information at the meeting, Fr. Buck stated that he did 
not receive copies of all of the documentation. He was presented the needed copies by 
PRA at the meeting. PRA also assured Fr. Buck that all of the monitoring information 
would be overnighted to Fr. Kaucheck. 

Fr. Buck had several questions/concerns regarding the monitoring protocols in relation to 
his canonical rights. Fr. Smilanic addressed all of Fr. Buck's concerns, however, Fr. 
Buck was not satisfied with all of Fr. Smilanic's explanations. 

PRA again informed Fr. Buck that copies of all of the monitoring information that he 
received today would be overnighted to his canonical advocate, Fr. Kaucheck. PRA 
requested that Fr. Buck discuss the information with Fr. Kaucheck and then provide PRA 
with a signed copy indicating his agreement to abide by the aforementioned protocols 
within 10 days. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to me Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

ARCH DI 

MEMORANDUM 

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

To: File - PFR-01 

Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Mmin~ From: 

Re: Buck, Daniel [Withdrawn) 

Date: July 8, 2003 

PRA contacted Fr. Daniel Buck via phone on July 7, 2003 regarding his approval of the 
~his response to the allegations of sexual misconduct made b~ 
- PRA asked Fr. Buck if he had had the opportunity to read the document 
and make any changes necessary prior to him providing his signature. Fr. Buck stated 
that he ''will stick to my earlier [written] response" and that his attorney [Patrick 
Reardon] should have already contacted PRA~~ commented that he would rather 
be satisfied with his written response to Mrs.~llegation than have to make the 
changes necessary to PRA' s report. 

Fr. Buck was informed that Mr. Reardon had still not been in contact with PRA regarding 
his [Fr. Buck's] response to the aforementioned allegation. Fr. Buck was surprised by 
this information and stated that he would be in contact with Mr. Reardon. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO COPY-
~~~----~~----~-------------- ---------------------------~ 
Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

July 9, 2003 

Mr. Patrick Reardon 
221 N. LaSalle Street 
Suite 1938 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 

Dear Mr. Reardon, 

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

This letter is in regards to your client, Fr. Daniel Buck and the allegation of sexual 
misconduct made against him by This matter will be 
presented to the Review Board for err cons1 eration on Saturday, July 19, 2003 for a 
Second Stage Review. If you have any additional documentation to have_presente_d_tu_the, __ _ 
Board, I advise you to forward it to my attention as soon as possible, as packets are being 
prepared to be sent to Board members within the next 2 business days. 

Sincerely, 

CJJ;vo . . 
Le McCluskey ~ 
Professional Responsibility Administrato6 
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PY 
Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

July 9, 2003 

Mr. Patrick Reardon 
221 N. LaSalle Street 
Suite 1938 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 

Dear Mr. Reardon, 

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

This letter is in regards to your client, Fr. Daniel Buck and the allegation of sexual 
misconduct made against him by This matter will be presented 
to the Review Board for their consideration on Saturday, July 19, 2003 for a Second 
Stage Review. If you have any additional documentation to have presented to the Board, 
I advise you to forward it to my attention as soon as possible, as packets are being 
prepared to be sent to Board members within the next 2 business days. 

AOC 009090 



ARCHDIOCESE OF rnrCAGO 
Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

TO: FROM: 

Mr. Patrick Reardon Leah McCluskey 
DATE: 

7/10/03 

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)7 51-5279 

FAX NUMBER: TOTAL NO. OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER: 

3 
PHONE NUMBER: PHONE NUMBER: 

312-751-5205 
RE: 

Rev. Daniel Buck 

D URGENT D FOR REVIEW 0 PLEASE COMMENT 0PLEASE APPROVE 0 PLEASE RETURN 

Pat, 

Here are the two letters concerning 

Leah 

Confidential 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO COPY 
Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

July 14, 2003 

Dear-. 

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

Please be advised that the Professional Responsibility Review Board met on June 21, 
2003 and was to conduct a Second Stage Review regarding your allegation of sexual 
misconduct against Daniel Buck pursuant to Article 1104.10 of the Review Process for 
Continuation of Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's recommendation to postpone the review of this 
matter until July 19, 2003. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
[312] 751-5205 or via e-mail [lrnccluskey@archchicago.org]. Also, please know that the 
Office of Assistance Ministry continues to be available to you. They may be reached at 
[312] 751-8267. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Ralph Bonaccors~ Assistance Ministry 
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Chkago, IL 60611 
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COPY 
Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

July 14, 2003 

{312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

Please be advised that the Professional Responsibility Review Board met on June 21, 
2003 and was to conduct a Second Stage Review regarding your allegation of sexual 
misconduct against Daniel Buck pursuant to Article 1104.10 of the Review Process for 
Continuation of Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's recommendation to postpone the review of this 
matter until July 19, 2003. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
(312] 751-5205 or via e-mail [lmccluskey@archchicago.org]. Also, please know that the 
Office of Assistance Ministry continues to be available to you. They may be reached at 
(312] 751-8267. 

Sinc,erely, 

~t~~ Leah McCluskey 
Professional Responsibility Ad · · stra r 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Ministry 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO COPY 
Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Chicago, IL 60611 

July 14, 2003 

Fr. Daniel Buck 
Clo Fr. Kenneth R Kaucheck, J.C.D. 
4571 John R Road 
Troy, Michigan 48098 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

(312)751-5205 
1-800-994-6200 

Fax (312)751-5279 

Please be advised that the Professional Responsibility Review Board met on June 21, 
2003 and was to conduct a Second Stage Review regarding 
allegation of sexual misconduct against you pursuant to AI1icle 1104.10 of the Review 
Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's recommendation to postpone the review of this 
matter until July 19, 2003. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
[312] 751-5205 or via e-mail [lmccluskey@archchicago.org]. Also, please know that 
Rev. James Kaczorowski continues to be available to you. He may be reached at the 
Vicar for Priests office at [312] 642-1837. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 

AOC 009097 



'icar Cent'r,11 

ARCHlJK)CifS.~\l,-~-_S~H~~~lJ~~--- _______________ _ 
J'p:-..t ('Iii\(' !~11'\ I lJ/9 

Chil.h~,l. IH11H1i·, 1)!)11\.)\) 1q;q 

Cl~1 ·-=-i1 }-.:::/J 
I ,I\ 1'))~1 ~;~.i'.~711 

MEMORANDUM 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Cc: 

July 15. 2003 

l{ev. !'at La!!.12,cs //JJ 
rvtost Rev. Raymond Goedert w 
Rev. Daniel Buck 

Cardinal Francis George. 0.M.l. 
Rev . .James Kaczorowski / 

Altached is a copy of the letter of July I. 2003 which Father Buck's canonical allorncy 
sent to Ms. Leah McCluskey. Cardinal George received a copy and sent it 011 to me. 

I would nppreciale your preparing a response for the Cardinal and also advising him or 
the accuracy or inaccuracy of Father Kaucheck's remarks concerning our Archdiocesan policies. 
I would agree with some of his comments were we still following the pre-Dallas policies. But I 
think that we are functioning legally now, in the light of our most recent revisions. Let me know 
wlrnt you think. Pat. Tlwnks much! 
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Memo 
To: Cardinal George 

From: Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic 

Date: July 16, 2003 

Re: Decree and Letter pursuant the Rev. Daniel Buck 

Metropolitan Tribunal 
Archdiocese of Chicago 

Fr. Jim Kaczorowski asked me to prepare something to address the situation of Fr. Buck and his house 
at the lake. Attached please find a decree and a cover letter. 

The decree is a draft. I am checking to make sure the addresses of the homes are correct. Also, I 
have asked Leah McCluskey to review several of the clauses for veracity, as my files are not as 
complete as hers are. 

The letter would accompany the decree to Fr. Buck. I made it as simple ~le. 

lsth;swhatyouwant? /Q_v. ~..v /l V'- r:k 
l 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Metropolitan Tribunal 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, J.C. D 
Phone: (312) 751-8384 
e-mail: plagges@archchicago.org 

TO: 

FROM: 
RE: 
DATE: 

MEMORANDUM 

Cardinal George 
cc: Bishop Goedert 

Father Kaczorowski 
Ms. Leah McCluskey 

Father Lagges 
Letter from Father Buck's advocate 
16 July, 2003 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Fax: (312) 751-8314 

I was asked by Bishop Goedert to prepare a response to Father Kaucheck's letter of 1 July, 2003 
in which he accused the Archdiocese of not following canonical procedures in the case against 
Father Buck. 

First, I do not believe the letter was composed by Father Kaucheck. It bears an uncanny 
resemblance to other letters we have received from Father Kealy. What further confirms this for 
me is that Father Kaucheck signs himself as a "J.D.", a degree which, to the best of my 
knowledge, he does not have. I suspect we will see other similar letters turning up in the near 
future as we prepare to send these cases to Rome. 

Second, in a letter of 27 May, 2003, you informed Father Buck that you had issued a decree 
appointing Ms. Leah McCluskey has the one who would conduct the inquiry into the facts, 
circumstances, and imputability of the latter. You had also issued a decree prior to that, spelling 
out what Ms. McCluskey's duties were to be. It is not the practice of any ecclesiastical court to 
send the actual decrees to the parties. We simply send them a letter informing them of the 
actions that are specified in the decree, which you did in your letter of 27 May, 2003. 

Third, Father Kealy/Kaucheck has consistently been making use of two documents as if they 
were canonically binding: the Chancellor's report of 16 January 2003 and an interview given by 
Archbishop Julian Herranz. A report/interview given to the media has no juridical effects. 

Fourth, with regard to the "monitoring protocols," Father Kaucheck/Kealy rightly says that the 
authority to supervise priests rests with the bishop. However, in that same letter of 27 May, 
2003, you informed Father Buck (and the other accused priests) that you had delegated Leah 
McCluskey to supervise this task. The monitoring was still yours; you are carrying out this task 
through Leah McCluskey. Bishops delegate all sorts of activities; it's what they are permitted to 
do by virtue of c. 137. It would really be stretching it to claim (as Father Kaucheck/Kealy does) 
that this is an exercise of judicial power. "Judicial power" in the Code refers to the act of 
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judging. Canon 135§2 says that all acts preparatory to the exercise of judicial authority can be 
delegated. 

Fifth, Father Kealy' s constant use of the term "bishop as judge", which Father Kaucheck adopts 
here, is a broad use of the term. In canon 1717, you can't really refer to "bishop as judge" 
because there is no judicial process as yet. The Preliminary Investigation called for in c. 1717 is 
in order to determine whether there must be a judicial process. Therefore, the bishop is 
exercising executive authority at this point, not judicial. Father Kealy is reading too much into 
the description of the one doing the investigation as having "the same powers and obligations as 
an auditor in the process ... (c. 1717§3)." The canon does not state that the person is an auditor. 
It says that the person's powers are analogous to an auditor's. The nature of an analogy is that it 
is "somewhat the same and somewhat different." If the Code meant "auditor" it would have said 
"auditor." Similarly, requiring the presence of a notary is not something required for validity, 
since the canon does not mention the presence of a notary. 

Sixth, with regard to the juridical rationale for the monitoring protocol, I used the reference to c. 
49 to indicate that we are not taking the more drastic measures of invoking c. 1722. Once the 
case is sent to Rome, you could make the monitoring protocol binding by means of a penal 
decree. (You could also do so in certain cases even now, as we will be recommending in the 
case of Father Buck.) The monitoring protocols are to ensure that the priest observes the 
obligations of the clerical state. Because there is a suspicion that he has not observed them, you 
issued a singular precept which "enjoins a specific person or persons to do or omit something, 
especially in order to urge the observance of law (c. 49)." The "monitoring protocol" urges the 
priest to observe the laws concerning the obligations of the clerical state (cc. 273-289). 

Seventh, the Review Board is not imposing a monitoring protocol; you are. The Administrator 
and the Board are monitoring how well the protocol is being followed and reporting back to you 
about it. 

Finally, it should be remembered that there is incriminating evidence in Father Buck's file which 
indicates that he sexually abused a young woman. This would be enough to get Father Buck 
permanently removed from ministry, according to the Dallas Charter and Norms. Father Buck's 
past behavior has forced us to act with greater caution with regard to the new allegations, which 
is sufficient reason for the restrictive protocol. 

I will draft a response for you to sign if you choose to do so. Since the letter was directed to 
Leah and not you, I'm not sure that it requires your response. I'm also not sure it's a good idea 
to respond to a "cc." 

Let me know if you need anything else on this. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of the Metropolitan Tribunal 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, J.C.D 
Phone: (312) 751-8384 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

e-mail: plagges@archchicago.org Fax: (312) 751-8314 

TO: 

FROM: 
RE: 
DATE: 

MEMORANDUM 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
cc: Bishop Goedert 

Father Kaczorowski 
Father Smilanic 
Mr. Jimmy Lago 
Mr. John O'Malley 

Father Lagges {lLV 
Precepts: An Oversight 
18 July, 2003 

RECEDVED 

JUL 2 1 2003 

ARCH!DCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSlorm FITNESS REVIEW 

Enclosed are copies of precepts that should have accompanied the copies of letters from the 
Cardinal delegating you to receive information concerning the monitoring of priests accused of 
sexual misconduct. 

I'm sorry that I didn't send these on until now. The precept simply spells out the canonical 
rationale, and doesn't alter anything from the previous letter. 

I am not sending copies to the accused, since we don't usually send procedural decrees to people. 
The 27 May letter explained the gist of what is in the precept. 

Sorry. 
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T0:3125424933 PAGE:01 

I Date 
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FROM: 

I hone 

~~x 

SL Anastasia Catholic Church 
4571 John R 
Troy, /\,·ft 48098 

0 Please Comment 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

July 18, 2003 

Reverend Kenneth Kaucheck, J.C.D., J.D. 
St. Anastasia Catholic Church 
4571 John R 
Troy, 1\-0 48085-3559 

Dear Father Kaucheck: 

PY 
P.O. Box 1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

I am responding to your letter of July 1, which you sent to my attention regarding Fr. Daniel 
Buck. The Cardinal has accepted the protocols established for Fr. Buck based upon the 
recommendation of the Professional Responsibility Review Board (formerly known as the 
Professional Fitness Review Board). As mentioned in the Cardinal's letter written to Fr. Buck, 
dated May 27, 2003, I have been delegated by the Cardinal to receive information concerning the 
monitoring, and report back to the Cardinal concerning Fr. Buck's compliance. 

I have been advised by the Cardinal that the provisions in the Code of Canon Law regarding 
Father Buck's case are being followed. In the Cardinal's May 27th letter to Fr. Buck, he was 
informed that I had been appointed by the Cardinal to conduct the inquiry which is specified in c. 
1717 as part of the preliminary investigation ofthis matter. The Cardinal delegated me the 
authority of an auditor and have been asked to report back to the Cardinal about the mets, 
circumstances, and imputability of the matter. 

I have also been delegated to carry out the monitoring of Fr. Buck's behavior. This is to assist 
the Cardinal in his responsibility of ensuring that Fr. Buck fulfills the obligations of the clerical 
state, which he has been accused of violating. Because the accusations have a semblance of truth 
to them, the Cardinal believes it is important to monitor Fr. Buck's activities more closely .. 

In regards to your concerns of the monitoring imposed upon Fr. Buck in relation to other 
dioceses, the Cardinal acknowledges the fact that this monitoring may be different than that of 
other diocesan bishops, however, the Cardinal has the authority to make such decisions with 
regard to matters of governance in this particular church. As per the Cardinal, what is done in 
one diocese is not necessarily what ought to be done in another. 
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July 18, 2003 
Page2 

I hope this answers some of your concerns; Should you have more specific exceptions to raise 
regarding canonical procedures, you will have the opportunity to do so during the course of the 
penal trial, which will be held pending the permission of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the 
Faith. 

Leah McCluskey 
Professional Responsibility Ad.minis 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorows~ Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

Professional Responsibility Review Board 
Saturday, July 19, 2003 - 9:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. 

MINUTES 

Non-members oresent: 
Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrator [PRA] 
Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 

I. Approval of Minutes -June 21, 2003 

II. Monitoring Protocol Update 

P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

• Recommendation of Review Board that a statement be added to the Individual 
Specific Monitoring Protocols [ISP] that the accused's signature on the ISP does not 
imply an admission of guih 

• 

m. Update ofFEG's decisions based upon Review Board recommendations from June 
21,2003 

IV. Case Reviews 

Initial Review 

A. 
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B. 

Second Stage Reviews 

MINUTES 
July 19, 2003 
Page2 

C. In the Matter of Daniel Buck [Withdrawn) - PFR-01 

D. 

The Review Board conducted a Second Stage Review regarding ~ 
The claim is as follows: Fr. Buck fondled ---

•lli~mder her clothes. 

In a 7--0 vote with one member abstaining, the Board recommended that there is 
reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. Further, the Board 
recommended that Fr. Buck's withdrawal from ministry continue and that restrictions and 
monitoring be imposed in accord with Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 

In the Matter of Daniel Buck [Withdrawn) - PFR--01 
The Review Board conducted a Second Stage Review regarding the allegation of

The claim is as follows: Fr. Buck fondled 
under her clothes. 

In a 7--0 vote with one member abstaining, the Board reconunended that there is 
reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred Further, the Board 
recommended that Fr. Buck's withdrawal from ministry continue and that restrictions and 
monitoring be imposed in accord with Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 
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E. 

Review for Cause 

F. 

MINUTES 
July J 9, 2003 
Page3 
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V. Other Matters 

Next scheduled meeting is August 16, 2003 at 9:00 a.m. 

Cc: Review Board Members 
Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar fur Priests 
Rev. Thomas Tivy, Vicar for Priests 

MINUfES 
July 19, 2003 
Page4 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW BOARD MEETING 
Saturday, July 19, 2003 - 9:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 

I. Approval of Minutes - June 21, 2003 

II. Case Reviews 

Second Stage Reviews: 

C. In the Matter of Daniel Buck (Withdrawn) - PFR-01 
• Allegations made by and 

D_ 

E. 

Review for Cause: 

F. 

III. Other Matters 

a 
b. 

The next scheduled Board Meeting is for Saturday, August 16, 2003 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Professional Responsibility Review Board 
676 North St. Clair-Suite 1910 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Hotline: 1-800-994-6200 Chicago, IL 60611 

RECORD OF CASE DISPOSITION 

The Professional Responsibility Review Board met on IMJ,l,i ~l,1 to conduct a 

(check one:) D First Stage Review I D Supplementary Review D Status Report 

regarding the allegation of 

(enter name of accused priest or deacon) 

(check one:) ~ priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago D a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago 

D an extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of __________ _ 
(enter name of (Arch}diocese) 

D a religious priest or deacon of _________________ _ 
(enter name of religious community) 

D a resigned priest or deacon of ________________ _ 
(enter name of diocese or religious community) 

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that 

(checkone:J J).,ere is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 
Dthere is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 
D there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause. 

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recommends that 

(checkone:J ~he priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from 
1'ministry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with 

Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 
D no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except 

to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct. 

The Board further recommends: l ""(} ( ,(,,(). WVJ&{ok (@&L hJ W~cf; 
tNos-trMA---
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File -PFR-01 

From: Professional Responsibility Review Board Meeting 

Re: Daniel Buck (Withdrawn) 

Date: July 19, 2003 

P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Responsibility Review Board Meeting on July 19, 
2003: 

The Review Board conducted a Second Stage Review re w · 
- The claim is as follows: Fr. Buck fondled 

In a 7-0 vote with one member abstaining, the Board recommended that there is reasonable cause to 
suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. Further, the Board recommended that Fr. Buck's 
withdrawal from ministry continue and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with 
Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Professional Responsibility Review Board 
676 North St Clair - Suite 1910 f

------------(-3-12-)7_5_1--52--05 

- Fax: (312) 751-5279 
Chicago, IL 60611 . - Hotline: 1-800-994-6200 

RECORD OF CASE DISPOSITION 

The Professional Responsibility Review Board met on l { l P'l ( V?J to conduct a 
(enter dllie: monJvtaylyeatJ 

(check one:J D First Stage Review )lnsecond Sta e Review 0 Supplementary Review D Status Report 

regarding the allegation of __ _ 

(check one:) 

(enter nBme of accused pliest or deacon) 

~ priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago D a deacon of the Archdiocese of Chicago 

0 an extern priest or deacon of the (Arch)diocese of __________ _ 
(enter name of [Arch]diocese) 

0 a religious priest or deacon of ________________ _ 
(enter name of religious community) 

D a resigned priest or deacon of _________________ _ 
(enter name of diocese or religious community) 

In light of the information presented, the Review Board determined that 

(checkone:J '~here is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 
~here is not reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. 

(check one:) 

D there is insufficient information to make a finding of reasonable cause. 

If there is a finding of reasonable cause to suspect, the Board recommends that 

x\llne priest or deacon be immediately withdrawn from ministry (or that his withdrawal from 
~inistry continue) and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with 

Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 
D no further action be taken because the accused priest is resigned or deceased, except 

to provide appropriate outreach to those affected by the alleged misconduct. 

The Board further recommends: J ,-0 (.(a c;4JV\ah k taM.4< Iv 
:&.Ac, Wf}-, ( ws~ 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File -PFR-01 

From: Professional Responsibility Review Board Meeting 

Re: Daniel Buck (Withdrawn) 

Date: July 19, 2003 

P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

A summary of the discussion from the Professional Responsibility Review Board Meeting on July 19, 
2003: . 

The Review Board conducted a Second Stage Revi 
- The claim is as follows: Fr. Buck fondled 

. . . - - -d. th all ation of 
under her clothes. 

In a 7-0 vote with one member abstaining, the Board recommended that there is reasonable cause to 
suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred. Further, the Board recommended that Fr. Buck's 
withdrawal from ministry continue and that restrictions and monitoring be imposed in accord with 
Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

July 21, 2003 

Francis Cardinal George, 0.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 E. Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Cardinal George, 

P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

As the Auditor whom you appointed in accord with Canon 171 7 to conduct a Preliminary 
Investigation into the allegations of sexual abuse of minors that have been made against 
the Rev. Daniel P. Buck, a priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago, I would like to inform 
you that the investigation has been completed. 

As required by Canon 1718, a sufficient amount of material is present for you to make a 
determination. I have examined the files of the investigations of the allegations of sexual 
misconduct with minors by Fr. Buck, and I have found the investigations to be complete. 

There is at least one allegation that was submitted to the Archdiocesan Professional 
Responsibility Review Board in which the Board recommended to you that there is 
reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct did occur. Given the material 
gathered as the Board's instruction of the case, it is now necessary for you to determine if 
the elements meet the required standard of proof The Board reported their finding to you 
after having discussed the evidence and the arguments in two formal sessions. As part of 
the procedure followed by the Board, Fr. Buck was read the allegations made against him 
and provided his response to each. With reference to his involvement in the instruction 
of the case, Fr. Buck had the advice of legal counsel. 

I now submit this matter to your Eminence for a determination. It is my recommendation 
that the allegation of sexual misconduct with a minor against the Rev. Daniel J. Buck has 
the semblance of truth (notitiam saltem verisimilem) as required by Canon 1717 and 
Article 13 of the Procedural Norms de gravioribus delicitis, and consequently the case 
should be sent to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith. 

There is at least one allegation of sexual misconduct against Fr. Buck. The Professional 
Responsibility Review Board has been presented all allegations against Fr. Buck, and has 
reported to you the finding that at least one allegation provides reasonable cause to 
suspect that the alleged incident of misconduct did occur. It is my recommendation that 
the aforementioned allegation has the semblance of truth (notitiam saltem verisimilem) as 
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required by Canon Law. AB a result, there is no additional information that needs to be 
gathered at this time regarding at least one allegation made against Fr. Buck. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at 312 751-5205. 

~y, 

~1 
Professional Responsibility Administra r 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests RECEIVED 

AUG 1 4 7003 
ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 

Fax: (312) 751-5279 

July 21, 2003 

Cardinal Francis George, 0.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 E. Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Cardinal George, 

Please be advised that the Professional Responsibility Review Board met on Jul 
2003 and conducted a Second Stage Review regarding 
allegation of sexual misconduct against Daniel Buck pursuant to Article 1104.10 of the 
Review Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Board recommended that there is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged 
misconduct occurred. As a result, the Board recommends that Daniel Buck's withdrawal 
from ministry continues and that restrictions and monitoring continue to be imposed in 
accord with Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 312 751-5205. 

7f;;i
. ce ely, 

-- l~~~G 
Leah McCluskey 
Professional Responsibility Adminis tor 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests · 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

July 21, 2003 

Cardinal Francis George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 E. Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Cardinal George, 

Please be advised that the Professional Responsibility Review Board met on July 19, 
2003 and conducted a Second Stage Review regarding 
allegation of sexual misconduct against Daniel Buck pursuant to Article 1104.10 of the 
Review Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Board recommended that there is reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged 
misconduct occurred. As a result, the Board recommends that Daniel Buck's withdrawal 
from ministry continues and that restrictions and monitoring continue to be imposed in 
accord with Archdiocesan policies and procedures. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 312 751-5205. 

iJwVIWM~ 
Leah McCluskey X 
Protessionat Responsibility Actministrt__J 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Offire of Pro""'ional R~poMibility ........ __ • ... ········ ------------P.-O.-B-ox_1_9-79 
, . Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File - PFR-01 

From: Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administratog 

Re: Buck, Danie 

Date: July 22, 2003 

PRA and Mayra Flores from Assistance Ministry spoke with 
via phone on July 2.LlOOJ.~_Mrn~nformed PRA that she and her family would be 
visiting her mother -home from Saturday, July 26, 2003 through 
Thursday. July 31. 2003. PRA assured Mrs. that this information would be 
forwarded to Fr. James Kaczorowski, Fr. Buck's Vicar for Priests. 

Mrs. - asked PRA if her allegation as well as her sister 
allegation against Fr. Buck had been presented to the Review Board on Saturday, July 19, 
2003 for a final review [Review for Cause]. PRA informed Mrs.-hat both 
allegations against Fr. Buck had been presented to the Board and recommendations have 
been made to the Cardinal. Mrs understood that PRA is unable to provide her 
with the determination from the Cardinal until it is received in writing. She would 
appreciate a phone call at her sister home once PRA receives the 
Cardinal's final decision on the matter. 

Mrs.- also informed PRA and AM her intent to have letters written/obtain 
signatures of other families on-in support of having Fr. Buck stay away from 
the property. Mrs.~as advised to send such documentation to the attention of 
PRA. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Ministry 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File - PFR-01 

Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility AdministratorQ) From: 

Re: Buck, Danie 

Date: July 22, 2003 

PRA spoke with Fr. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for P~ 2003 regarding 
plan to visit her mother~ome from 

Saturday, July 26, 2003 through Thursday, July 30, 2003. 

Fr. Kaczorowski agreed to speak with Fr. Daniel Buck about Mrs.~lanned visit 
and to request that Fr. Buck not be present at his home on over the 
aforementioned time period. 

PRA received a message from Fr. Kaczorowski on July 22, 2003 stating that he spoke 
with Fr. Buck and Fr. Buck agreed to not be at his home on from July 26, 2003 
through August 31, 2003. PRA spoke with via phone on July 
22, 2003 and informed her that Fr. Kaczorowski had spoken with Fr. Buck regarding her 
planned visit to her mother's home. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Ministry 
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Memo 
To: Cardinal George 

From: Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic 

Date: July 23, 2003 

Re: Decree and Letter pursuant to the Rev. Daniel Buck 

Metropolitan Tribunal 
Archdiocese of Chicago 

( 0 p y 

Attached please find the final draft of the decree and corresponding cover letter which Fr. Jim 
Kaczorowski asked me to prepare to address the situation of Fr. Buck and his house at the lake. 

I am sorry this is so late, but I wanted to make as sure as possible that we had the correct addresses 
for the sake of specificity. The addresses in this decree represent our best efforts. I have designed the 
wordin to fit even if the actual numbers turn out to be incorrect. 

I have sent electronic copies of the attached letter and decree to your secretaries so they can transfer 
them to your letterhead. 

You might want to talk one last time with Jim Kaczorowski when you issue this so that he is prepared 
for how Fr. Buck may react. I know he has been in contact with Fr. Buck this week about this issue. 

The letter would accompany a copy of the decree to Fr. Buck. I made it as simple as possible. The 
original of the decree should go either into his general Chancery file or into the more specific 
misconduct file. I will make sure that your secretaries have the addresses of his Attorney and his 
Canonical Advocate. r n n 

AOC 009121 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
COPY --.--Office of Professional Fitness Review Post Office Box 1979 

676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Memorandum 

To: File -PFR-01 

From: Laura A Neri-Palomino, Administrative Assistant 

Re: Rev. Daniel Buck 

Date: July 23, 2002 

The following salary is effective July 1, 2002: 

Rev. Daniel Buck ordained in 1971 

• Pay Father Buck- $21,475.00 annually 

• Less 10% for PFR expenses ($2,148) = $19,327.00 

• $19,327.00 divided by 12 months= $1,611.00 

• Less $100.00 paid to ING= $1,511.00 per month 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Buck / 
Vicar for Priests I/ 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St. Clair St. 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey, 

23 July, 2003 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note of July 22, 2003 in 
response to your letter of July 21, 2003, regarding the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck, a priest of the 
Archdiocese of Chicago who has been asked to refrain from exercising public ministry, and the 
allegations of sexual misconduct that were made against him by I 
understand that a Second Stage Review was conducted by the Review Board on July 19, 2003. 

I accept the Review Board's determination that there is reasonable cause to suspect that 
Father Buck engaged in acts of sexual misconduct with a minor. I agree that he should continue 
to be prohibited from exercising public ministry and that his monitoring protocols should remain 
as stated. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

<;: ·~~ 
/{~ 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

0< ~. Bo4cu cf ;e/ceu.dq 
Ecclesiastical Notary 

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General 
Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial VicarNicar for Canonical Services 
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister 
Mr. Jimmy Lago, Chancellor 
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services 

RECEIVED 

JUL 2 5 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Office of Professional Responsibility 
676 N. St. Clair St. 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey, 

23 July, 2003 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

I am writing to you in order to formalize my handwritten note of July 22, 2003 in 
response to your letter of July 21, 2003, regarding the matter of Rev. Daniel Buck, a priest of the 
Archdiocese of Chicago who has been asked to refrain from exercising public ministry, and the 
allegations of sexual misconduct that were made against him by I 
understand that a Second Stage Review was conducted by the Review Board on July 19, 2003. 

I accept the Review Board's determination that there is reasonable cause to suspect that 
Father Buck engaged in acts of sexual misconduct with a minor. I agree that he should continue 
to be prohibited from exercising public ministry and that his monitoring protocols should remain 
as stated. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

s~LJ:~ 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.1. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

(Ke,' lif c4_cucf ,J~ 
Ecclesiastical Notary 

cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert, Vicar General 
Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate . 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, Judicial VicarNicar for Canonical Services 
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Victim Assistance Minister 
Mr. Jimmy Lago, Chancellor 
Mr. John C. O'Malley, Director of Legal Services 

RECEIVED 

JUL 2 5 2003 

ARCHIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS REVIEW 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

July 30, 2003 

Please be advised that the Professional Responsibility Review Board met on July 19, 
2003 and conducted a Second Stage Review regarding your allegation of sexual 
misconduct against Daniel Buck pursuant to Article 1104.10 of the Review Process for 
Continuation of Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's determination that there is reasonable cause to 
suspect that Daniel Buck engaged in acts of sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the 
Cardinal has accepted the Board's determination that Daniel Buck continue to be 
prohibited from exercising public ministry and that his monitoring protocols remain in 
place. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
[312] 751-5205 or via e-mail [lmccluskey@archchicago.org]. Also, please know that the 
Office of Assistance Ministry continues to be available to you. They may be reached at 
[312] 751-8267. 

Sincerely, 

~~ab,4 
Leah McCluskey 
Professional Responsibility Adm" "st ator 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Ministry 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

July 30, 2003 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
P.O. Box455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

Please be advised that the Professional Responsibility Review Board met on Jul 
2003 and conducted a Second Stage Review regarding 
allegation of sexual misconduct against you pursuant to Article 1104.10 of the Review 
Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's determination that there is reasonable cause to 
suspect that you engaged in acts of sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the 
Cardinal has accepted the Board's determination that you continue to be prohibited from 
exercising public ministry and that your monitoring protocols remain in place. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
[312] 751-5205 or via e-mail [lmccluskey@archchicago.org]. Also, please know that 
Rev. James Kaczorowski continues to be available to you. He may be reached at the 
Vicar for Priests office at [312] 642-1837. 

Sincerely, 

--CJ; 1 d/l~cUMn(a,\,Q; 
L~key 
Professional Responsibility Admini rat 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowsk~ Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO p 
Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

July 30, 2003 

Dear 

Please be advised that the Professional Responsibility Review Board met on July 19, 
2003 and conducted a Second Stage Review regarding your allegation of sexual 
misconduct against Daniel Buck pursuant to Article 1104.10 of the Review Process for 
Continuation of Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's determination that there is reasonable cause to 
suspect that Daniel Buck engaged in acts of sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the 
Cardinal has accepted the Board's determination that Daniel Buck continue to be 
prohibited from exercising public ministry and that his monitoring protocols remain in 
place. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
[312] 751-5205 or via e-mail [lmccluskey@archchicago.org]. Also, please know that the 
Office of Assistance Ministry continues to be available to you. They may be reached at 
(312] 751-8267 . 

. \ ll/l}Jlv0h~ 
Le McCluskey 
Professional Responsibility Adminis rator ... 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Ministry 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

July 30, 2003 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

Please be advised that the Professional Responsibility Review Board met on July 30, 
2003 and conducted a Second Stage Review regarding 
allegation of sexual misconduct against you pursuant to Article 1104.10 of the Review 
Process for Continuation of Ministry. 

The Cardinal has accepted the Board's determination that there is reasonable cause to 
suspect that you engaged in acts of sexual misconduct with a minor. Further, the 
Cardinal has accepted the Board's determination that you continue to be prohibited from 
exercising public ministry and that your monitoring protocols remain in place. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at any time. I may be reached at 
(312] 751-5205 or via e-mail [lmccluskey@archchicago.org]. Also, please know that 
Rev. James Kaczorowski continues to be available to you. He may. be reached at the 
Vicar for Priests office at (312] 642-1837. 

Sincerely, 

rf/iol'fhdlWJ (tt~ 
Leah McCluskey · 
Professional Responsibility Adminis t 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Archbishop's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of the Archbishop 

Reverend Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, Illinois 60060 

Dear Father Buck, 

July 31, 2003 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5200 
Fax: (312) 337-6379 

Attached please find a decree that I have issued today. As you will note, the decree 
forbids ou from "... frequenting, visiting inhabiting 

Illinois, or an other location 
or 

the canonical processes have been completed. 

I want to draw your attention to two points. The first one is that the effect of this decree 
is temporary; it applies only until the canonical processes have been completed. The 
second one is that I am doing this in part for your own protection, as I mention explicitly 
in paragraph 11. 

I am sorry to have to do this. However, having consulted with all those involved in this 
situation, I feel that this is now necessary. 

A copy of this decree is also being sent to your Attorney and to your Canonical 
Advocate. 

Please know that you are in my prayers during these difficult days. 

CC: Rev. James Kaczorowski 
Rev. Kenneth Kaucheck 
Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Mr. John O'Malley 
Mr. Patrick G. Reardon 
Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic 

Fraternally yours in Christ, 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
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DECREE 

IN THE NAME OF THE MOST HOLY TRINITY. AMEN. 

Considering that in 1995 the Professional Fitness Review Board, now known as the Professional Responsibility 
Review Board, of the Archdiocese of Chicago found that an allegation of sexual abuse of a minor against the Rev. Daniel 
Buck had substance (saltem veri similem); 

Considering that two subsequent allegations of sexual abuse of a minor against the Rev. Daniel Buck have been 
formally pre-ented to the Professi al Responsibility Review Board of the Archdiocese of Chicago by 
-and and have been found to have substance; 

Considering that~ mother of 
exclusively domiciled at _........in Jllinois 

•••• often frequent that location with their children; 

Aware that the Rev. Daniel Buck is one of the legal owners of a house at 
lllinois -which is located and that 
one complete day a week minimally; 

Attentive to the several recourses that have been made to the Archdiocese of Chicago by 
and their legal representatives concerning the ersonal and familial consequences 

e regular presence of the Rev. Daniel Buck on the property········· 

Conscious that I have provided for the canonical maintenance and sustenance of the Rev. Daniel Buck at Koenig 
Hall of the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House in Mundelein, Jllinois in accord with Canons 281 and 1350; 

Given that on May 23, 2003 in accord with Canon 1717, I decreed the instruction of a canonical Preliminary 
Investigation of all the allegations of sexual abuse against minors which have been made against the Rev. Daniel Buck~ 

Given that the US Norm 6 permits an Ordinary to invoke Canon 1722 once the Preliminary Investigation is in 
process if the Ordinary detem1ines it is necessary, and given that Canon I 722 enables the Ordinary to forbid residence in a 
certain place in order to prevent scandal and to protect the freedom of witnesses; 

Heedful that the Rev. Daniel Buck has been ersonall admonished on several occasions by my Vicar for Priests, 
the Rev. James Kaczorowski, about frequenting Illinois while the matter of the 
allegations is under investigation and adjudication, an t at e has been advised that his neglect of these admonitions could 
lead to canonical consequences and thus he has been lawfully cited about this matter; 

Observing that I have consulted the Promoter of Justice, the Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic JCD in this matter; 

Having come to the determination that it is of a pressing necessity to prevent scandal and for the protection of 
:witnesses, as well as for his own protection, that the Rev. Daniel Buck not be physically present in the area of his accusers 
and their families while the matter is under investigation and adjudication; 

I, Francis Cardinal George OMI, by the grace of God and the Apostolic See Archbishop of Chicago invoke Canon 1722 and 

do hereby forbid the Rev. Daniel Buck from frequenting, visiting or inhabiting 
1 Illinois, or any other location •••lor in Illinois, until the process of the Preliminary 

Investigation and the consequent canonical processes directed by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the 
Faith, if any, are completed. 

This decree is effective immediately. I direct that this decree be communicated without delay to the Rev. Daniel Buck, to 
his Canonical Advocate and to his Civil Legal Counsel. 

Francis Cardinal George, OMI 

Archbishop of Chicago 

July 31, 2003 

Ecclesiastical Notary 

Reverend Richard Saudis 
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Fran¢l.s.C:a.tl'.i11J~rt~l George, O.M.I. 
Arahbishop of Chicago 

.Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

Dear Cardinal Georgez 

August 14, 2 003 

I have had a difficult time putting into words my feelings 
of sadness and great loss resulting from your decree of 
July 31, 2003. In the space of a paragraph you have taken 
away from me what has been, for thirty-one years, a place 
of relaxation and retreat, a place of refuge and renewal, 
I have been denied access to my most valuable and valued 
possessions and family heirlooms. 

I feel sure 
that you are unaware of the profound psychological, spirit
ual, and financial injury to myself and my classmates 
caused by your decision. 

With all due respect, I am disappointed that you seem to 
be so willing to accept the recommendations of your Review 
Board. This is the same Board that apparently did no~ hest-: 
tate to accept at face value the accusations of one woman 
who allegedly waited at least tw·erity-five Y.ears.to b.rin~ 
forward her charges, and then only with the "help" of h~r 
notorious lawyer. (As an aside, I am pleased to see; in the 
Chicago Tribune of August 10, that 04r compatriots in the 
Joliet Diocese are acknowledging that the statute of limit
ations as enshrined in civil and canon law is there for 
good reason. I fear that the Archdiocese of Chicago, by 
choos1ng to disregard this time-honored principle, may 
make some lawyers happy and Ln~ure a continuing stream of 
"victims" w·i th the tr hands out.) This is the same Board 
that ap arentl did not question that my other accuser, by 

overed the memory of her abuse .. 
a phenomenon dismissed by virtually 

a reputable psychological professionals. This is the 
same Board that apparently disregarded my detailed defense 
which pointed out the many inconsistencies and contradictions 
in my accusers' testimony. T~is ls the same Board that, in 
its eagerness to be supportive of "victims" and their 
attorn~ys, has turned upside-down the civil and canonical 
principle of innocence until guilt is proven. I feel sure 
that the Board's extra-canonical procedures will eventually 
lead to its undoing, but in the meantime I and my cohorts 
have to live with the conseguences of its faulty deliberations. 
I'm sure you know that, even if I were a convicted sex 
offender, the civil authoriti~s could not impose the 

P.O.Box 455 •Mundelein, Illinois 60060-0455 •Tel 847-566-6060 Fax 847-566-6082 
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restrictions on me that you are mandating. 

I am angry, but the primary emotions I feel are sadness and 
depression. Up until now, I haven't seriously considered 
leaving the priesthood, but the possibility now weighs 
heavily on my mind. I wonder if my false accusers are aware 
that lf they succeed in driving me out of priesthood, I'll 
be living ln - full-time. 

2 

I cannot refrain from pointing out a few errors ln the decree. 
Someone reading the decree could conclude that my accusers 
own prOJK"tY near mine. As you know, this is untrue. 

lives in J li~. 
The only person named ln the decree who owns ~ 
perty is , my accusers' mother. (By the 
way, the decree consistently misspells the family name.) 
Since I am not accused of molesting , and since 
she cannot know my guilt or innocence, she has no standing 
to dictate my comings and goings • 

••• and 
"often frequent" 's home. By her own testimony, 

visits once every two years. And lf 
wishes to visit her mother, she has five days a week when she 
can be sure I won't be present. 

If the issue is making sure that there ls no contact between 
me and my accusers, then my proposal of several months ago, 
which you received ln writing, takes care of the matter. I 
promised that, given due notice, I would absent myself from 
my house whenever either of these women and their families 
would be present. Fr. Kaczorowski found this proposal to be 
satisfactory, and invoked it for her biannual 
visit ln July. 

There is clearly a misunderstanding about my communication 
with Fr. Kaczorowski. While the Vicar for Priests told me on 
several occasions that you and your advisors were considering 
restricting my access to my home, he never admonished me to 
stay away from while you were deliberating. 
Indeed he expressed agreement with my arguments against this 
drastic measure, and he promised to bring my protests to your 
attention. As stated above, he expre~val of my 
compromise proposal. In the case of .......... s recent visit, 
he made a point of correcting the erroneous dates I had ini
tially been given so that I would know wben I could resume 
my Tuesday pilgrimages. The implication that I have willfully 
neglected the admonitions of the Vicar for Priests is simply 
wrong. 
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Perhaps I'm missing something, but the reasons for your decree 
are unclear to me. My proposal has already insured that I "not 
be physically present in the area of (my) accusers and their 
families." Since the issue of the protection of children is 
nowhere mentioned in the decree, I conclude that the Archdi
ocese has rejected the outrageous claims of my false accusers 
that I present a threat to all children in the area of my 
house. The decree specifically mentions preventing scandal, 
protecting witnesses, and protecting me. What scandal? I have 
already been publically humiliated several times by Arch dio-
cesan releases and media stories, and my 1neighbors 
have been~upportive (including, until very 
recently, 111111111111111>· What witnesses? There are no wit
nesses to what did or didn't happen over a quarter century 
ago. If there w~re, this matter would have been settled 
quickly. From what do I need to be protected? The threats of 
unscrupulous and greedy lawyers? 

I am sure that you emphasized the temporary nature of the 
decree in your cover letter in order to lift my sagging 
spirits. I deeply appreciate your concern. However, with all 
due respect, I must point out that the last time the word 
"temporary" appeared in a letter from you to me was in the 
communication which removed me from ministry and sent me to 
the Retreat House, dated June 25, 2002. That's a long"tempo
rary"I 

A critical question ls, have my accusers and their attorney 
been informed 9f the temporary nature of the decree and my 
exile? Have they agreed to accept the outcome of the canonical 
processes? Since I have every reason to believe the canonical 
outcome will be favorable to me, I am concerned that many 
so-called victims and their lawyers and support groups have 
shown only contempt for the inner workings of the Catholic 
Church. 

I appreciate your attention to this lengthy letter of mine. 
I pray that the painful, devastating effects of your decree 
may be short-lived. Your prayers are a powerful support to 
me. Know that you are in mine. 

CC. Rev. James Kaszorowski 
Rev. Daniel Smilanic 
Rev. Patrick Lagges 
Ms. Leah McCluskey 

Rev. Kenneth Kaucheck 
Mr. Patrick Reardon 
Rev. Mark Canavan 
Rev. Daniel Jarosewic 
Rev. Thomas Moran 

Yours in the Lord, 

Rev • Dan i e 1 P • Buck 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Assistance Ministry 

August 15, 2003 

Dear-: 

. ' 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

(312) 751-8267 
(312) 751-8307 (Fax) 

I hope this etter m s you an your family doing well - especially-' back 
home, who remains in my prayers. 

I want you to know that the Office of Assistance Ministry is available to provide 
appropriate pastoral support, if you so desire. It might be a bit difficult logistically, but we could 
explore options as to how we could be in contact with one another. While I have been 
designated as the contact person, you may contact one or the other members of our office. They 
are Ralph Bonaccorsi, Director of the office, and Dr. Michael Bland, Clinical-Pastoral 
Coordinator. Any one of us can be reached at (312) 751-8267. For your convenience, we will 
accept the char es on your call if you wish. 

if in the meantime you have any questions or would like to discuss any of 
this further, please do not hesitate to call. 

Peace, 

Mayra 

cc: 
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bee: Reverend James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
John O'Malley, Esq., Office for Legal Services 
James A. Serritella, Esq., Burke, Warren, MacKay & Serritella, P.C. 
Ms. Barbara J. Donati, Burke, Warren, MacKay & Serritella, P.C. 
Mr. Christopher Spala, Gallagher Bassett Services, Inc. 
Mr. Christopher Weiner, Gallagher Bassett Services, Inc. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

File - PFR-01 

Leah Mccluskey, Professional R~sponsihility Administratoe 

Buck, Daniel 

August 26, 2003 

PRA and Fr. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests met with Fr. Daniel Buck at the 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House on July 29, 2003 regarding monitoring protocols". 

It was explained to Fr. Buck that adjustments would be made to the TraveVVacation 
Agreement form as well as the Daily Log form for clarification purposes. Adjusted 
forms will be provided to Fr. Buck and to his.canonical advocate Rev. Kenneth R. 
Kaucheck, JCD. PRA also provided Fr. Buck with a copy of 1100 Sexual Abuse of 
Minors: Policies for Education, Prevention, Assistance to Victims and Procedures for 
Determination of Fitness/or Ministry, which was promulgated on July 15, 2003. Fr. 
Buck was informed that a copy of the newly promulgated policies and procedures would 
be mailed to Fr. Kaucheck as well. 

Prior to the meeting, Fr. Buck had provided PRA with a signed copy of his Indiyidual . 
Specific Monitoring Protocol. Fr. Buck expressed his concerns with the wording and 
information requested of him on the TraveVVacation Agreement. A main concern was 
the inference that his travel companion would be held accountable by the Archdiocese of 
Chicago for any concerns regarding Fr. Buck's behavior. Fr. Kaczorowski referred Fr. 
Buck to Fr. Patrick Leggas, Judicial Vicar and/or Fr. Daniel Smilanic, Promoter of 
Justice. 

Fr. Buck also expressed his concerns with the information requested on the Clergy Daily 
Log forms. PRA and Fr. Kaczorowski explained to Fr. Buck the extent of information 
needed on the forms. 

Fr. Buck requested that copies all monitoring forms be forwarded to his canonical 
advocate, Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, J.C.D. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

_Gffice of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

August 26, 2003 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
155 E. Superior Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Cardinal George, 

As the Auditor whom you appointed in accord with Canon 1717 to conduct a Preliminary 
Investigation into the allegations of sexual abuse of minors that have been made against 
the Rev. Daniel P. Buck, a priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago, I would like to inform 
you that the investigation has been completed. 

As required by Canon 1718, a sufficient amount of material is present for you to make a 
determination. I have examined the files of the investigations of the allegations of sexual 
misconduct with minors by Fr. Buck, and I have found the investigations to be complete. 

There is at least one allegation that was submitted to the Archdiocesan Professional 
Fitness Review Board in which the Board recommended to you that there is reasonable 
cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct did occur. Given the material gathered as 
the Board's instruction of the case, it is now necessary for you to determine if the 
elements meet the required standard of proof. The Board reported their finding to you 
after having discussed the evidence and the arguments in two formal sessions. As part of 
the procedure followed by the Board, Fr. Buck was read the allegations made against him 
and provided his response to each. With reference to his involvement in the instruction 
of the case, Fr. Buck had the advice of legal counsel. 

I now submit this matter to your Eminence for a determination. It is my recommendation 
that the allegation of sexual misconduct with a minor against the Rev. Daniel J. Buck has 
the semblance of truth (notitiam saltem verisimilem) as required by Canon 1717 and 
Article 13 of the Procedural Norms de gravioribus delicitis, and consequently the case 
should be sent to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith. 

There is at least one allegation of sexual misconduct against Fr. Buck. The Professional 
Fitness Review Board has been presented all allegations against Fr. Buck, and has 
reported to you the finding that at least one allegation provides reasonable cause to 
suspect that the alleged incident of misconduct did occur. It is my recommendation that 
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the aforementioned allegation has the semblance of truth (notitiam salt em verisimilem) as 
required by Canon Law. As a result, there is no additional information that needs to be 
gathered at this time regarding at least one allegation made against Fr. Buck. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at 312 751-5205. 

V1e{twJ1a/ 
hMcCluskey 

Professional Fitness Review Ad 
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Saint Emily Parish 

~ ~ /(/V'IA~ ~ ~-_J <i \Mu - F ~ Jc-rYYf1R -
101 North Horner Lane Mt. Prospect, Illinois 60056 ~ 

847-824-5049 FAX 847-297-0358 

From: Rev. Mark Canavan 
To: Cardina1 Francis George 
Re: Rev. Dan Buck 

\, l 

PJJG 2 7 2003 

I am writing to you this letter to support my good friend Dan Buck, who has been a 

trusted friend for over 30 years. I was very disappointed when you made your decision to issue 
the directive which prevents him from coming lo the house while the canonical procedures are 

taking place. 
I see no reason why his attendance at our house on Tuesdays is detrimenta1 lo anyone. In 

fact, his forced absence is a real burden to Dan and lo his other three classmates. The four of us 
have been getting together regularly since before we were ordained, and have found the house lo 

be a refuge from the hectic pace of ministry. This ban has inconvenienced us and has forced us to 
find other places to see each other on Tuesdays. 

I don't believe now or have ever believed that Dan Buck has ever been a thre~l to any 
child. On Tuesdays, we have had only limited contact with our adult neighbors and practica1ly 
none with the children of our area. We are only there on Tuesdays and most of our neighbors and 
their friends and relatives are only there on the weekends. From October through May when the 
weather is poor we barely see let alone speak to our neighbors, so the possibility of negative 
interaction with them is greatly diminished. In fact, up to now we have been on good terms with 
all of the neighbors. Also, I don't believe that the news camera trucks are suddenly going to 
appear at our doorstep asking for interviews about the issue. 

In our society only convicted criminals are confined to either jail or their homes. 

Everyone else is considered innocent until proven guilty and has the right to live where they 
want and coming and going as they please. 

So while I do not fully understand the reasons for your decision, and am sorry that Dan 
cannot join us at the house, I hope that circumstances will change and cause you to reconsider 
this directive restricting his movement. 

Peace, 

U2e.-· m (J--./1{__ &-.~u-~.~ 
Rev. Mark Canavan 
cc. Rev. Dan Buck 

Rev. Jim Kaczorowski 
Rev. DaQiel Smilanic 

Building a foundation of faith for our worship, 
our ministries, our children and our future! 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 

29 August, 2003 

Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Professional Fitness Review Board 
676 North St. Clair St. 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey: 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, lllinois 60611 

I received the report from your investigation of the matter of sexual misconduct with a 
minor on the part of Reverend Daniel Buck. 

I accept your findings and have determined that there is a semblance of truth to the 
allegation that Father Buck engaged in acts of sexual misconduct with a minor. 

Therefore, by means of this letter, I am bringing the Preliminary Investigation of this 
matter to a close. Based upon the information you have provided, I have concluded that this case 
must be referred to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, in accordance with Part JI, 
Article 13 the motu proprio Sacramentorum sanctitatis lute/a. 

Thank you for your diligent work, Ms. McCluskey. I appreciate the professional way in 
which you have handled these matters. 

Si~;:s;:; /~ 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.L 
Archbishop of Chicago 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

TO: Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 

FR: Rev. James Kaczorowski 

OT: August29,2003 

Your Eminence: 

I believe you should respond to Mark Canavan regarding his letter 
concerning his good friend Dan Buck. Enclosed is a sample letter. 

Be assured of my prayers for your good health. 

God bless. 
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OFFICE OF THE CARDINAL 

Rev. Mark Canavan 
St. Emily Parish 
101 N. Horner Lane 
Mt. Prospect, IL 60056 

Dear Mark, 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

September 3, 2003 

Thank you for your letter of support for your good friend, Dan Buck. 
Having read your letter, I know that the situation with Fr. Buck has greatly upset 
you. However, hard though was to do so, I restricted Dan only because it was 
deemed absolutely necessary. My restriction of him is temporary. When all the 
canonical action is completed, the force of the decree ends. 

These are hard days. You have my prayers. I join you in supporting all 
our brother priests, especially those affected by sexual abuse with minors. 

Ff~ill9:; 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

155 East Superior • Chicago, Illinois 60611 • 312-751-8230 • FAX: 312-337-6379 
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September 5, 2003 

Saint lvlary Parish 
·MS. Leah McCluskey 

~Office of Professional Responsibility 
. --=·-· 6 7 6 N. St • C la l r fll 91 0 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear.Ms. McCluskey: 

On Tuesday, July 29, 2003, I met with you and the Vicar 
for Priests at the Retreat House to discuss my monitoring 
protocals. At that time you acknowledged that I was the 
only Retreat House resident who had signed my protocol. 
I pointed. ou.t .. t.ha.t .. ,yo.u and the Vicar. for_ p.rlests had iiot 
yet signed the document. Since I had the only copy of ~he 
protocol at the meeting, you took it and signed it with 
the Vicar. You said you would send me a copy for my files. 
This nas not happened. I have no copy of the protocol, 
signed or unsigned. Since no copy of the protocol, with 
the speclfl~ applicable fields initialed by you~ ls in 
my possession, I conclude tL!i that the protocol has not 
yet taken effect. 

I also told you that I would be attending a conference in 
September (as a delegate of the Illinois Railway Museum) 
with my brother, Bro. You said 
you would send me a copy of the Travel Agreement which I 
understood was being revised. This also has not happened~ 
I enclose a copy of my itinerary for the Conference from 
September 15-22. 

I was assured at the meeting that all of my compatriots 
would soon be aggreelng to their I.S.P.Js either in writing 
or verbally, As you know, this also has not happened. As 
far as I can tell, most of the men are continuing to follow 
their previous protocols. Additionally, Fr. Talarico has 
informed us that he will do nothing with dally logs until 
he receives further instructions. 

Finally, the matter of making copies of log sheets has yet 
to be resolved. The Retreat House staff ls rightfully 
concerned about over-use of the copy machine. The machine 
broke down recently, with an expensive part having to be 
replaced. Some of my fellow residents are doing logs on their 
computers, but I don't have this option. 

Thank you for your attention to these matters. 

Sincerely, 

Rev. Daniel P. Buck 
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Fr .. _ Dan .. &. Br .. -
A.R.M. Convention 2003 

15 - 22 September 2003 

Monday 15 September: 
Travel to Drury Inn Union Station 

201 South 201
1i Street 

Saint.Louis,. Missouri 6310.3 
314-231-3900 63923357 

Tuesday 16 Sep.~mber: 
Sightseeing in Saint Louis 

Wednesday. 1.7.. September 
10:00A.M. Illinois Transit Tour 
3:00 .. P.M.. Metrolink.Tour.- . 
7:00 P.M. Opening Reception 

· Thursday 18.September: 
9:00-Noon Seminars 
1.:30P.M.. Boarctbusesfor Magi~. House 
2:00 P.M. Programming and Exhibits for Children 
4.:00 P .M. Board. buses for Museum of Transportation 
4:30 P.M. Facility Rentals: Are They Right for You? 
5:30. P.M. Dinner served at Museum of Transportation. 

Friday 19 September: 
9:00,..Noon Seminars. 
1:00 P.M. Board buses for Saint Louis Science Center 
1.:.30. Pe.M.. U.sing .. Audience. Research. "1 

3:00 ~.M. Board buses for ~issouri Historical Society 
3:3.0 P.M.. ·s.asics of Interpretation 

Saturday 20 September: 
· 9,0(>.AoM. Board .. buses .. for. Museum.of,,Transpor:tatian. 
10:00 A.M. Running an Operating Streetcar Program 
14;00·AM:· - Membership· lssuesWoricgroop·· · 
Noon Boxed Lunches Served 
tOO'PJ\it Education cdrnmittee Meeting 
2:00 P.M. Buses begin returning.to HQtel 
5:30 P.M. Cocktails 
6:00P.M... Banq,uet 

Sunday 21 September: 
Travel .. to. LaSalle.Center 

2101 Rue de La Salle 
Glencoe,.Missouri.6.3038. 
636-938-5374 

.Visit. Wabash,, Frisco.&. Pacific .. Railroad. 
Monday 22 ~ptember. 

Return to Westmont.and. Mundelein ... . . ~. 

If necesscir}i we can be reached at the cell phone of Br .. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO COPY 
Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

September 8, 2003 
(312) 751-5205 

Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Fr. Daniel P. Buck 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

Enclosed you will find documentation regarding the monitoring protocols_ 

The monitoring protocols have been changed somewhat. This was done principally in 
order to put into a standard written form, arrangements that had been made orally and/or 
on an individual basis_ It was felt that by committing as much as possible to a written 
form, misunderstandings could be reduced and communication would be facilitated. 
These changes reflect the feedback provided by all those involved in the monitoring 
program, including those who are subject to it. The enclosed forms contain the 
adjustments made to the monitoring forms that were provided to you in July of 2003. All 
those involved in monitoring will be receiving a copy of the new forms. 

All of the information enclosed as well as a copy of this letter and a copy of the policies 
and procedures, 1100 Sexual Abuse of Minors: Policies for Education, Prevention, 
Assistance to Victims and Procedures for Determination of Fitness for Ministry 
promulgated on July 15, 2003 has been forwarded to your canonical advocate, Rev. 
Kenneth R. Kaucheck, JCD. 

As you signed the earlier form of the monitoring protocols, I ask that you sign the 
enclosed form and return a copy to me .. 

In designing a form that addresses so many different, complex situations, one or another 
points may be unclear. If you have any question or concerns, please contact me at [312] 
751-5205. 

s~·nc ~,,. 
. j, ;s L' a c Iuskey . · ,, · 

Professional Responsibility ~dministr or 

Cc Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, JCD 

Enclosures 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Metropoliian Tribunal 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, J.C.D 
Phone: (312) 751-8384 
e-mail: plagges@archchicago.org 

TO: 

FROM: 
RE: 
DATE: 

MEMORANDUM 

Bishop Conway 
Father Smilanic 
Father Kaczorowski 
Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi 
Mr. Jimmy Lago 
Mr. John O'Malley 

Father Lagges f t~V 
Referral of case to Rome 
16 September, 2003 

155 E. Superior Si. 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Fax: (312) 751-8314 

This is to inform you that on 16 September, 2003 Cardinal George has forwarded the case of 
Reverend Daniel Buck to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, asking for permission 
to conduct a penal trial in the Archdiocese of Chicago .. 

It is impossible to estimate when we will receive a response from the Holy See. Given the large 
number of cases that are being sent there from the United States, it will probably be at least 
several months before we hear anything. 

If a penal trial is permitted, all the material in the case will be handed over the Promoter of 
Justice (Rev. William H. Woestman, O.M.I.), who will then petition the tribunal to hear the case. 
The judges assigned to the tribunal will be from outside the Archdiocese of Chicago. They will 
follow the normal judicial process specified in Book VII of the Code of Canon Law. (These are 
the same processes that are followed in marriage nullity cases.) 

The two questions before the court will be: (I) Has the priest committed an act of sexual 
misconduct with a minor? (2) If so, in accordance with the Dallas Charter and Norms, shall he 
be dismissed from the clerical state? 

If you have any further questions, please feel free to contact me. 
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TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 

10/02 02:44 
918475666082 
00:00:41 
03 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 

TIME 
NAME 
FAX 
TEL 
SER.# 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Of(LCi: c>f Pmfcssinnnl Rc~po1.1~ibility 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
Ok:11p;o. JL 60611 

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

'L'O: FROM: 

Ft. Daniel Buck Law:a. A.. Neri-Palomino 

Cardinal Sttltch Retreat .House 1.0/2/03 

10/02/2003 02:45 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS 
312-7515279 
312-7515206 
BROM2J864224 

(312)i51-5205 
1-800·994-6200 

Fax (312) 751-5279 

l'AX NllMTlP..R: TOTAL NO, OF l'AGl:iS TNCLUDIN("; COVER: 

84 7-566-6082 3 
N!<)NE Nt:MllP.11.: l'HQNr-, NUMBER: 

312-751-5206 
RF::: 

Statement from Chanccllo.t 

D URGl::NT 0 POR. REVll.::W D T'I.EASE COMMRNT DPLl:::ASl:i /\l'l'ROVE 0 l'LHASF. RT.CTLIRN 

Fr. Buck, 

Leah asked that I f1l:t you this statement. 

Laura 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of Communications Post Office Box 1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

Phone: (312) 751-8238 
Fax: (312)751-5307 

STATEMENT OF JIMMY M. LAGO, 
Chancellor of the Archdiocese of Chicago 

RE: Settlements of claims involving Clerical Sexual Misconduct 
October 2, 2003 

For the past eight months, representatives of the Archdiocese of Chicago have been 

engaged in a mediation process with a number of survivors of clerical sexual abuse of minors to 

resolve claims. Our objective was to work together with these survivors to identify a mutually 

agreeable approach to a resolution that would extend beyond the financial aspects. The 

settlement would enable these individuals to begin taking steps toward healing and 

reconciliation. Throughout this process we tried to do our best to listen, learn, respect and 

respond. 

Our conversations have culminated in 15 mutually agreeable settlements related to claims 

involving 12 Archdiocesan priests, all of whom had previously resigned, were withdrawn from 

ministry, or are deceased. The claims concern incidents that occurred prior to 1992, the time 

when the Archdiocese enacted policies and procedures that created the independent Professional 

Responsibility Review Board. 

The 15 settlements total $8 million and include allowances for counseling and other 

services. Funds to pay for the settlements will come from insurance and the sale of undeveloped 

archdiocesan property. 

more ..... 
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Settlements of Claims regarding Clerical Sexual Misconduct - Page 2 

Out of respect for the privacy of those involved in the mediation process, we will not 

disclose any further details of these settlements. The settlements address financial issues as well 

as other initiatives to promote reconciliation and healing. Francis Cardinal George, 0.M.I., 

Archbishop of Chicago, has offered to meet personally with all those survivors affected by 

today's settlements. 

Nothing representatives of the Archdiocese do today can make up for the abuse inflicted 

on victims of clerical sexual misconduct. We at the Archdiocese of Chicago extend a sincere 

apology to the survivors involved in these settlements and, indeed, to all survivors, their families 

and communities. 

### 
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Office of Professional Responsibility 

PFR-01- Daniel Buck 

June 24-25, 2004 

July 21 - 24, 2004 4747 S. Howell Ave., Milwaukee, WI 53207 

August 12-15, 2004 P.O. Box 665 Owogso, Michigan 48867 - Bro. 
989-725-9464 

October 10-20, 2004 Best Rest Inn, 1206 W. 2100 South Ogden, Bro. 
Utah 84401 (800-343-8644) 

(Brother - monitor)-

(Travel Monitor) 

(Travel Monitor) 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

January 27, 2004 

Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, JCD 
4 771 John R. Road 
Troy, Michigan 48085 

Dear Fr. Kaucheck, 

Enclosed you will fmd monitoring information presented to your client, Rev. Daniel 
Buck on January 26, 2004. Rev. James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests and I met with 
Fr. Buck at the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House in Mundelein on January 261

h to discuss 
the enclosed protocols. Fr. Buck was also informed of Cardinal George's acceptance of 
the Review Board's recommendation that he provide his signature to the enclosed 
protocols and return to me no later than March 31, 2004. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at [312) 751-5205. Fr. 
Kaczorowski may also be reached at [312) 642-183 7. 

~ly, . i " ' . 

Jf~f/voiaw· 
Leah McCluskey 
Professional Responsibility Adm· ·str or 

Enclosures 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

File - PFR-01 . ;f: 

Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administratofg 

Buck, Rev. Daniel 

January 31, 2004 

PRA and Rev. James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests met with Rev. Daniel Buck on 
January 26, 2004 at the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House. Fr. Kaczorowski had arranged 
the meeting with Fr. Buck so that the current monitoring protocols could be discussed. 

PRA provided Fr. Buck with the current Individual Specific Monitoring Protocols, a 
Daily Log form, and a Travel/Vacation Agreement form. Fr. Buck was also informed 
that copies of the aforementioned forms would be forwarded to his canonical advocate, 
Rev. Kenneth R_ Kaucheck, JCD. 

Fr. Buck informed PRA and Fr. Kaczorowski that his "objections [to the monitoring 
protocols] still stand." He also confirmed that PRA has received a copy of Fr. 
Kaucheck's objections to the protocols in the past. Fr. Buck continued by sharing that he 
has "specific questions" about the protocols, and is of the opinion that "[the] protocols 
violate civil and canonical rights." He explained to PRA and to Fr. Kaczorowski that he 
is "jealous of [Rev. John] Calicott ... he [Fr. Calicott] has a people [Holy Angels parish] 
who will stand up for him." Fr. Buck's reference was a result of the media attention that 
Fr. Calicott has received over the past week. 

Fr. Kaczorowski informed Fr. Buck of Cardinal George's message regarding 
consequences that individuals would face if they did not sign the Individual Specific 
Protocols and if they did not adhere to the protocols themselves. As per Cardinal George, 
Fr. Kaczorowski informed Fr. Buck that an individual who refuses to sign the Individual 
Specific Protocols by March 31, 2004 and/or is non-compliant with the protocols 
themselves, would no longer receive a salary paid by the Archdiocese of Chicago. 
Cardinal George will only provide room and board, payment of medical and car 
insurance, and a small monthly stipend. 
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Memo to File - PFR-01 
January 31, 2004 
Page 2 

Referring back to his objections of the monitoring, Fr. Buck stated, "I have an issue with 
my personal rights being taken away." Fr. Buck explained that he has written a letter to 
Cardinal George regarding his concerns and objections, but that his "questions are still 
not answered." He also stated that he would be interested in seeing the settlement 
agreement pertaining to the allegations made against him by and 

. Fr. Buck also posed the question, "Does 
[attorney foriiiiiiii•and ] know that the decree [forbidding him to be 
present at his vacation home] is temporary? Will I get clobbered ifl show up at my 
house [in the event that he is exonerated of the allegations made against him]?" Fr. Buck 
then took a significant amount of time to explain the inconveniences he and the co
owners of his vacation home have experienced as a result of the decree issued by 
Cardinal George. 

Fr. Buck also expressed his concern regarding Mr. Jimmy Lago's [Chancellor] comments 
regarding the intent for the Archdiocese of Chicago to create a website containing the 
personal information of all Archdiocesan priests. He continued by expressing his 
concern with Mr. Jim Dwyer's [Communications Office] "announcement" in the media 
that men withdrawn from ministry are residing at the retreat house in Mundelein. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar 
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Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Professional Responsibility Administration 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago IL 60690-1979 

Dear Ms. McCluskey: 

RECEIVED 

FEB 1 7 2004 
~~~~~~'11.1~ 

f~~~~~lli!WIIT'I 

February 11, 2004 

I am in receipt of the protocols of lndiV.idual'SpeCific'.Monitoring, The Daily Log 
form, as well as a Travel I Vocation Agreement form for Rev. Daniel Buck. 
~.- ~-.~-: .~ .. ~ .. : "-:.·.:~·~'- ·:. •'. ; 

Raving :revie·wed ·the completer set of prdtocols with. Father.:.Oaniel Back 1 .• 11ave 
advised him to sign the protocols and return them to you. In my discussion with Father 
Buck regarding the protocols I have also advised him to sign under duress. 

In accord with Canon Law it would be wise to review the policies which the 
Archdiocese of Chicago has generated regarding the monitoring process. Canon 1342 
§2 states you cannot impose a perpetual penalty by decree. The monitoring policies 
are de facto imposed or declared penalties on the priest. There is no other 
characterization which can be given. to require a cleric to comply with an hour.,.by-hour 
daily log and the requisition of an approved monitorfor vacations. Canon 223 only 
allows the Bishop to direct the exercise of rights in view of the common good. It does 
not give him authority to deny the exercise of rights. 

The monitoring policies you have developed and prescribed are an intrusion into 
the legitimate· privacy of the individual and a violation of the autonomy of his wife . 

. ': 

This is: an illegitimate restriction. of his ·pers·onal. freedotn ·as: guaranteed .by' the 
Code of Canon Law. 

4571 John R • Troy, Michigan 48085-3559 (248) 689-8380 • FAX (248) 689-7489 
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The Individual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal of protecting minors. Additionally, 
the ISP protects the integrity of the Church and serves as a safeguard for individual priest or deacon. As 
long as the cleric is a client of the Office of Professional Responsibility, he will be subject to appropriate 
protocols, restrictions and monitoring under the authority of the Vicar for Priests and supervised by the 
Professional Responsibility Administrator (PRA); please refer to protocol number 15. The agreement of 
a priest or deacon to abide by these protocols is not understood to prove the truth of any allegation and is 
not intended to be an admission of guilt for any delict or crime, whether in Canon Law, or State and 
Federal Law. This agreement represents the cooperation of the cleric with his bishop as he exercises his 
pastoral office (e.g., Canons 369 and 392). 

This ISP for brMV\l\,,r;{ pVk::.,(t. is as follows (PRA to initial all that apply) 

I. ;{)) Restricted from being alone with minors (anyone under the age of I 8) without the presence 
~other responsible adult 

4. /,J) The "Clergy Daily Log" to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the monitor. The 
~s a tool that is used for the protection of minors, the priest/deacon, the monitor and the 
Archdiocese. Although it lists all time periods, it is intended to provide an accurate record of the 
day rather than a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-campus activity, please include the 
place, the general purpose of the visit/trip/activity (e.g. Spiritual Direction, therapy), and the 
telephone number only if it is a private residence. (For example, it is enough to indicate that you 
did personal shopping rather than the name, location and telephone number of each individual 
store.) If your self-description is challenged, some documentation/verification may be requested 

5. fl) Abide by the assignment of residence to &vf jwVvJ s+-v 1 l UVJ 
~ .@vt (-h-VlsG 
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6 LJ No inappropriate use of comp~ters, so~ware, Internet capabilities, communications tools or 
~technology. The standards articulated ill the Pohc1es and Procedures of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees will apply. 

7. liLl Must complete and submit the "TravelN acation Agreement", and obtain concurrence with 
~greement, prior to a scheduled departure . 

s 

9 

10 

I 1. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16 

. ,..._ \{ ('y Attendance at a recommended support group (please 
~~te specific support group). Recommended frequency of __ times per week/month (please 
circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy Daily Log" 
forms. 

1() No ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other 
~mentor Sacramental without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests. 

Refrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a 
p /deacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the 
'clerical shirt'). 

1P The right of defense must not involve the public life of the Church. 

On-site visits by PRA annually to include meeting with PRA and the cleric. 

On-site visits by Vicar for Priests (VP) annually to include a meeting with VP and the cleric. 

This ISP is to be reviewed annually with PRA, VP, and the cleric. 

Because the privafe _r:ele~Fi!-!ioq_ qqh .. e.Eucharist is p~ssible, during the course of each week one of 
the Masses celebrated is to be for the intention of the priests of the Archdiocese of Chicago 

Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve consultation with the cleric, his monitor, 
the PRA, and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PRA, or the VP can initiate the discussion for 
change or alteration, and· at"the discretion ~f any of the parties, his legal and/or canonical counsel 
may be involved. 

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all of these individual specific Protocols. 

Signed: --=££e~4~r,_,,~~'J1.~J~~~fl~Ji&~~~"~L"---::--o~ Date: / </- f=eb, 'lOOl/-
17 n v, f1/1n1',.,/ 17_ IZ11rk 5i911~4 1.·lfld~,. Puf.es:;- s~e 
[),.. l/'vt ~ r., C/111v Act:-1Jmpa11vi~ lfl'ttel' 

• Printed Name: 

---f...+1.-£"~~"-l.L(J~-¥--_,.<-\-----T"I- Date: Z / / 7 ((!/ 
Signature ofVP:-<-_ __,~,c__;:__ ___ --1----'L---\-"----""------- Date: z_- z I- o( 
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Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Office of Prof~sslonal Responsibility 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
676 N. St. Clair - #1910 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Ms. McCluskey: 

February 14, 2004 

On 28 June 2003, I signed the Individual Specif lc Protocols 
imposed on me at that time by the Office of Professional 
Responsibility. I included with my signature a letter of 
protest which stated that "I sign this documen.t under duress 
because I have been threatened with unspecified canonical 
sanctions If I do not sign." I refer you to my letter in 
your files dated 28 June 2003. Shortly after this, you 
received aletter from my canonical advocate, Rev. Kenne~h R. 
Kaucheck (see letter dated 1 July 2003) in which he explained 
in detail how the protocols Imposed by the Archdiocese a~e 
a serious intrusion i~to my personal autonomy and freedom 
in violation of civil and canon law. 

On 26 January 2004, you and Fr. Kaczorowski presented 
another set of protocols for me to sign, even more restric
tive than the 2003 protocols. This time, how~ver, the 
coercion ls much more specific: I am being threatened with 
the loss of my salary. Clearly I have no option but to sign. 
Since I moved into the retreat house in June of 2002, my 
income has been reduc•d approximately twenty-five perce~t. 
Not only have I lost the ten percent of my salary which is 
diverted into your office, but I no longer receive the 
monthly stipend and stole fee allowance and the occasional 
holiday bonuses which are part of parish ministry. I also 
have been cut off from my small but significant remuneration 
as a paid-on-call firefighter/chaplain with the Long Grove 
Fire Protection District. I have been forced to dig deeply 
into my retirement savings to nay my bills and obligations. 

Therefore I am writing to you once again to even more vehe
mently protest this unwarranted and unlawful violation of 
my personal freedom of movement and activity. Neither civil 
law nor canon law nor even the ill-conceived and panic
driven Charter and Norms of Dallas envision such intrusive 
and punitive p•licies against priests who have not been 
proven guilty of anything. My research continues to indi
cate that the Cht~go Archdiocese stands virtually alone 
among U.S. dioceses in imposing such draconian measures. 

I am particularly disturbed that the document presented 
for my signature states that the protocols "implement the 
primary goal of protecting minors." As you are well aware, 
the Archdiocese does not have one shred of evidence that I 

P.O.Box 455 •Mundelein, Illinois 60060-0455 •Tel 847-566-6060 Fax 847-566-6082 
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have posed a danger to minors over at least the last twenty years. 
On the contrary, you have received testimonies to my exem-
plary ministry. 

Let us be clear. The Individual Specific Protocols have nothing 
to do with protecting minors and everything to do with capitulating 
to the threats of unscrupulous and greedy lawyers and the 
whining of spokespersons for so-called victim support groups. I 
look forw~rd to the day when the Church in the United States 
regains its moral authority by standing up for what is right and 
just, rather than for what is seen to be politically correct and 
fiscally uncontroversial. 

So you once again have my signature, obtained by the most blatant 
form of coercion. Please send me a copy of the protocols with 
your signature and that of the Vicar for Priests, for my records, 
Soon you can start filling a file drawer with my Daily_Logs, which 
are as worthless to you as they are to me. 

I continue to pray for you as I do for the Church in the United 
States, whose vision has been blurred by the glare of media 
scrutiny. 

Sincerely, 

~ l/<Vniebff. ~ 
Rev • Dan i e 1 P. Bu c k 

cc. 
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. ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

MEMORANDUM 

Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 

Laura A. Neri-Palomino Ulf 

Daniel Buck 

Date: February 19, 2004 

P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

RECEIVED 

FEB 2 6 2004 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

Please sign and make a copy of the enclosed Individual Specific Protocols for Fr. Daniel 
Buck. Please return original copy to this office at your earliest convenience. 

I am also forwarding you a copy of a letter dated February 14, 2004 to Leah McCluskey 
for your file. 

Thank you. 

AOC 009161 



ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY REVIEW BOARD MEETING 
Saturday, February 21, 2004- 9:00 a.m. to 1 :00 p.m. 

AGENDA 

I. Approval of Minutes - January I 0, 2004 

II. Case Reviews 

III. Case Uodates: 

A 

B. 

IV. Monitoring Meetings/Monitoring Update 

v. 

A 
B. 
C. Daniel Buck (Withdrawn 1995)- PFR-01 
D. 
E. 
F. 
G. 
H. 

VI. Update on New Allegations Received 

The next scheduled Board Meeting is for Saturday, March 20, 2004 

AOC 009162 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

.February 26, 2004 

Dear Brother Priests, 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 60611 

Attached is a copy of the letter which the Cardinal sent to all priests in the Archdiocese. 
This is being sent to you to keep you in.formed about the communication that is being 
sent at this time. If you have questions, please feel free to contact Leah McCluskey, Tom 
Tivy or myself . 

.. ··Be assured of my prayers and support for you. The beginning of the season of Lent 
reminds us of the One who sustains us through the difficult times of our lives. May this 
Jesus be with each of you, now and always. ·· 

God bless you. 

Sincerely, in Chri.st, 

Rev. Jim T. Kaczorowski 
Vicar for Priests 

Cc: Leah McCluskey 
Rev. Thomas A. Tivy 

AOC 009163 
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.... · . 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop --.-~ 

February 26, 2004 

Dear Brothers in Christ: 

First, thanks to all of you who shared with your parishioners n copy of my February 15 
letter concerning the John Jay study in advance of that report's official release tomorrow. You 
will remember that there are actually two reports to be released tomorrow, both commissioned 
by the Bishops. The John Jay social science study will contain national statistics regarding both 
those abused and accused, as well as dollar amounts spent to respond to the crisis. TI1e National 
Review Board report will provide a coptext for the John Jay data. 

We have been asked to wait tintil the reports are officially released tomorrow to offer 
comment on them, when real figures and perspective become public. I am told that both reports 
will be available to be viewed by 10 a.m. Friday on the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops 
website (www.usccb.org, linked to our website at www.archchicago.org). I will meet with 
media tomorrow to respond to the reports in their entirety and at that time offer our own up-to
datc figures for the Archdiocese of Chicago about allegations made against clergy because of 
sexual abuse of children and youth since 1950. 

I am including in this fax an advance copy of a letter and attachment I would like you to 
share with your parishioners this weekend about the reports. (A clean copy of this letter will be 
available to you to download on Friday morning from the archdiocesan website, 
www.archchicago.org. in English, Spanish, and Polish.) We will share this same letter with news 
media at tomorrow's news conference. 

We will also be initiating a new service to access infonnation for the protection of 
minors and to assist those who may have been sexually abused by a priest. The service will allow 
self-identified individuals, upon request, to receive appropriate information, already made public 
in another forum, regarding whether there has been reason to suspect that a past or present priest 
of the Archdiocese of Chicago may have abused a minor. All those inquiring will receive a 
written response. For inquiries on 98% of archdiocesan priests, the information provided will 
simply include an ordination date and a description of a current assignment. It is likely that we 
will be asked to describe this service at the news conference. 

I was grateful to learn that some parishes are planning prayer services to coincide with 
the release of the John Jay report. because surely the issues raised by it are matters to be brought 
to prayer. I understand, too, that other parishes are planning discussions in which the report can 
be further evaluated. Because the release of this study could reopen some wounds among our 
people -- particularly among those who may have been abused ~- I encourage you to have on 
hand contact infonnation about how allegations of clergy sexual abuse can. be reported. 

Visit the Archdiocese of Chicago's offlelel home page on the World Wide Web 
. http://www.archchleago.org • 

:'.·· 
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No other group has faced the scrutiny involved in this type of study, and I know that this 
cannot be an easy time for you amidst the attention focused on the data that this report will 
conµlln. Yet, you arc the "face" of the Church within your parish communities, in times both 
easy and hard. So many of you have told me of the kindness of your parishioners who have 
expressed their personal support for your priestly ministry - and, like you, I take great comfort 

. from this support. 
' 

· My prayer for you today is the same one I pray for myself: that in our intentions and in 
our actions, we might be worthy of the trust placed i.n us by Jesus Christ and by those whom we 
serve in his name and with his authority. Thank you for your life and ministry as priests in the 
Archdiocese of Chicago. Please keep me in your prayers. 

Fraternally yours in Christ, 

---r~ t;,-A :..J.~ 
Francis Cardinal George; O.M.1. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

Visit the Archdiocese of Chicago's official home page on the World Wide Web 
http://www.arehehleago.org 
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3126424933 UICAR OF PRIESTS 

..0 / To:.· .. .,... ........ _~ 

FAX 
VICAR FOR PRIESTS OFFICE 

. 645 N. Michigan, Suite 543 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

From:~~ 

Fax Number: 

Date: c2( ~ 7 fa j. 
Number of pages including cover sheet: 1 

MESSAGE: 

011 P01 FEB 27 '04 10:47 

REClE~VlED 

FEB 2 7 2004 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

_URGENT _FOR YOUR REVIEW _REPLY ASAP _COMMENT 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
-orn-.~~o,-~-eM--ch-bi.abo--p--~~~~~~~----~ 

·: .. . 

February 27, 2004 

Dear Brothers and Sisters in Christ: 

Post OfOce Boii: 1979 
Chic.1j!o, Illinois 60690-1979 

Today the John Jay College of Criminal Justice in New York City released a nationwide 
social science research study, commissioned by the U.S. Bishops, on clerical sexual abuse of 
minors. The John Jay Study is a quantitative analysis based on confidential data gathered from 
almost every diocese, eparchy, and religious order in the U.S. on sexual abuse of minors by 
Catholic clergy from 1950 to 2002. The data wj]J be crucial in searching for the causes of 
clerical sexual abuse and in preventing it in the future. This is the study's purpose. A report by 
the National Review Board providing conte.xt. for the John Jay data will also be released today. 

Officials of the Archdiocese have already published basic data in two reports covering 
the periods l 950 to 1992 and 1993 to 2002. This information has been updated through 
December 31, 2003, and is shown on the attached information sheet. 

Archdiocesan records reflect that 2,513 archdiocesan priests served in the Archdiocese of 
Chicago between 1950 and 2003. The Archdiocese has found reason to suspect that, during these 
53 years, sexual misconduct with a minor occurred in 142 cases involving 55 Archdiocesan 
priests, about 2 percent of archdiocesan priests. Of the 55 prit;1sts, 13 are deceased, 22 have 
resigned from the priesthood and 20 are withdrawn from ministry. None is engaged in any 
public ministry. All cases have been reported to. the public authorities. . · 

Money spent because of clerical sexual abuse includes $26.9 million for victim 
assistance, settlements and support in the period 1950-2003. Beginning in 1992, the year the 
Bernardin Commission established procedures for dealing with clerical sexual misconduct, 
through December 21, 2003, $5.9 million was spent for treatment and monitoring of priests, and 
$5.9 million for legal expenses. Of the $5.9 million spent on legal fees, $1.3 million was spent 
to defend a priest and a school principal judged to be innocent by a civil jury. 

The Archdiocese of Chicago, complying with the definition of"al.legation" supplied by 
the John Jay Study, reported for the study all recorded notifications of clerical sexual misconduct 
with minors, whether or not they resulted in any iiivestigation or whether there was reasonable 
cause to suspect abuse had occurred. 

Since 1992, the Archdiocese of Chicago has addressed allegations of abuse of minors and· 
promoted healing of victims through .. an A$sistanc~ Ministry office, an independent Review 
Board, and a regular process for repqrting,abuse allegations to the civil authorities and the 
public. More recently, the Archdiocese created an Office for the Protection of Children and 
Youth. It oversees child abuse training programs and background screenings of over 

Visit the Archdiocese of Chicago's official home page on the World Wide Web 
http:J!www.aretiehicago.org 
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50,000 employees and volunteers. These measures have allowed us to reach out to victims and 
parish communities, to create safe environments for children and to remove from ministry any 
priest for whom there was reasonable' cause to suspect that sexual misconduct with a minor had · 
occurred. All of these initiatives will contirtue in our seminaries, schools, parishes and ministry 
offices. 

The bishops of the United States have kept the promises they made during and following 
their June, 2002, Dallas meeting. All offending priests have been removed from ministry; an 
independent study was undertaken to Wlderstand the extent and causes of clerical misconduct; 
and policies and procedures have been put in place in every diocese in the United States to deal 
with abuse allegations, to insure the safety of children and to communicate openly with the 
public. Most important of all, the care of victims has been fonnalized and wi.ll remain high on 
the agenda of the Church. 

The pubHcation of these results reminds us that some priests betrayed the trust placed in 
them by Christ, by the children He loves, and by families. Church leaders who failed to act on 
their behalf only added to the harm done. I again sincerely apologize to the victims and to their 
families for the anguish they have endured. I offer once again an invitation to anyone who has 
experienced sexual abuse by a pricstor deacon to bring this information to our attention by 
contacting the Office of Professionali ResponsibHity at 1-800-994-6200. 

The consequences of these failures have deeply affected the entire Catholic community. 
T know that many of you are angered,.and embarrassed, as am I. We can learn from the 
transgressions of the past, however, and make as sure as we can that no other child or young 
person goes through what those who.have been victims continue to suffer. 

You are always in my prayers. Please keep me in yours. 

Attachment 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbisho_p of Chicago 

Visit the Archdiocese of Chicago's offlciel home page on the World Wide Web 
http:/lwww.arehchlcago.org 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO • INFORMATION SHEET 

ACCUSED PRIESTS: HOW MANY, WHERE THEY 
ARE NOW, WHEN OCCURRED 
Tiie Archdiocese of Chicago found reasonable cause to suspect that sexual 
misconduet with a minor had occurred in 142 cases involving 55 Arehdioeesan 
priests In the period 1950·2003. None is currently in minisby. Most incidents 
occurred between 1970 and 1985. 

DATE OF INCIDENTS 
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TO REPORT A CASE OF ABUSE 

To tepott suspected S9X1Jal abuse of a minor by a 
priest or deacon -.presently or In Iha pest-- call: 

Leah McCluskey, MSW, LSW Admfn/8tretor 
Office of Professional Responsibility 

(800) 994-6200 
(Lake and Cook countl8s only) 

or (312) 751-5205 
Gond wtittBn ellagationa to: 

Leah McClu9kltY, Administrator 
Office of Professional Responsibility 

Archdiocasa of Chicago 
Po5t Office Box 1979 

Chicago, Ullnois 60890..1979 
Email: lmccluskey@an:hehlcago.org 

Fax: (312) 751-5279 

To report allegations directly to 
civil authoriHes, call: 

The Department of Children 
and Family Selvices (D.C.F.S.) 

(800) 252-2873 
Cook County Slate's Attorney 

(312) 603-5440 
Lake County Slate's Attorney 

(847) 377 -3000 

ACCUSED PRIESTS AS PART 
OF TOTAL POPULATION 
Archdiocesan records reflect that 2,513 
archdiocesan priests served in the Archdiocese 
between 1950 and 2003. Those priests for whom 
there was reason to suspect that they had engaged 
in sexual misconduct with a minor represent about 
two percent of the total number. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 
The Archdioc:ese has spent $38. 7 million on 
clerical sexual abuse since from 1950 to 2003. 

$5.9 million 
Legal Fees 

$5.9 million 

Treabnent and..__ 
monitoring 
of accused 

pnests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

March 1, 2004 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
Post Office Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

Enclosed you will find a copy of you Individual Specific Protocols signed by Leah McCluskey and Fr. 
James Kaczorowski. 

If you have any questions please contact Leahat 312-751-5205. 

Sincerely, 

Laura A Neri-Palomino 
Administrative Assistant 

Enclosure 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

March 1, 2004 

Rev. KennethR. Kaucheck, J.C.D. 
4771 JohnR. Road 
Troy, Michigan 48085 

Dear Fr. Kaucheck, 

COPY 
P.O. Box 1979 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-52.79 

Enclosed you will find a copy of Fr. Daniel Buck's Individual Specific Protocols signed by Fr. Buck, 
Leah McCluskey and Fr. James Kaczorowski. 

If you have any questions please contact Leah at 312-751-5205. 

Sincerely, 

Laura A Neri-Palomino 
Administrative Assistant 

Enclosure 
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FAX 
VICAR FOR PRIESTS OFFICE 

645 N. Michigan, Suite 543 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

To: a(>~ )XAt.~~~ 

From:a.rk~ 
Fax Number: 

Date: .3/t.rj~ 
Number of pages including cover sheet: yt' 

MESSAGE: 

041 P01 MRR 15 '04 16:42 

IRECEIV!Eo 

MAR 1 $ Z004 
AHCHOIOCESE , 

OFFICE OF PROFESSIO ,,Or CHICAGO 
NAL RESPONSIBILITY 

_URGENT _FOR YOUR REVIEW _REPLY ASAP ~COMMENT 

'I,. 
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OH: (312) 642·1837 
Fax: (312) 842-4933 

To: 

From: 

Date: 

Re: 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILUNOIS 60611 

MEMO 

Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert 
Most Reverend Edwin M. Conway 
Mr. Jimmy Lago 
Dr. Carol Fowler 
Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Reverend Thomas A. Tivy 
Reverend Daniel A. Smilanic 
Reverend Anthony Talarico 
Reverend Edmund J. Siedlecki 

Reverend James T. Kaczorowski 

March 15, 2004 

Residents at Koenig Hall 

041 P02 MAR 15 '04 16:42 

RlECEHVED 

MAR 1 5 2004 
ARCHDIOCESE 

OFFICE OF PROFESS/O OF CHICAGO 
NAL RESPONSIBIUTY 

Attached is a copy of the letter sent by Francis Cardinal George to each of the residents at 
Koenig Hall, Cardinal Snitch Retreat House. 
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Office of the Archbishop 

Rev. Daniel P. Buck 
P 0 Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060 

Dear Father Buck, 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

March 15, 2004 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, nlinois 60690-1979 

I would like to take this opportunity to infonn you that the Most Reverend Raymond E. 
Goedert will assume the responsibilities of interim monitor at the Cardinal Stritch Retreat 
House, Koenig Hall, effective Tuesday, March 16, 2004. While he serves in this 
capacity, Bishop Goedert will reside at the retreat house. I am deeply grateful to him for 
accepting this responsibility at the present time. As this transition occurs, I also wish to 

. thank Father Anthony Talarico for having served in the capacity of monitor for the past 
two or more years while, at the same time, performing his primary duties of administrator 
at the retreat house. 

Sometime within the next two weeks, Bishop Goedert, Father Jim Kaczorowski, my 
Vicar for Priests, and Ms. Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrator, 
will meet with the residents at Koenig Hall as a group and review the contents of the 
protocol. We are also inviting Father Talarico and Father Siedlecki to be present for this 
meeting since there will be occasions when they will function as monitor in Bishop 
Goedert' s absence. 

I am sorry this process is taking so much longer than I believed and expected it would. 
want to assure you of my prayers for you. Likewise, I ask that you pray for me. May this 
season of Lent be a time of special blessing for you. 

Sincerely, yours in Christ, 

f~euh 
Francis Cardinal George 
Archbishop of Chicago 

AOC 009174 



Cc: Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert 
Most Reverend Edwin M. Conway 
Mr. Jimmy Lago 
Dr. Carol Fowler 
Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski 
Reverend Thomas A. Tivy 
Reverend Daniel A. Smilanic 
Reverend Anthony Talarico 
Reverend Edmund J. Siedlecki 
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1215121 P1212 MAR 26 '1214 14:5~ 

!RECEIVED 

MAR 2 6 2004 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

J\.ffiMORANDUM oF nm MEETING oF MARCH 22~ 200K1EoF PROFESSIONAL REsP0Ns1a1L1n 

This i& a provisional draft of Wlutt took plaee in the poSt~meeting-meeting. Feel free to giw Ft. Keehan 
an:v comlCtions you tbinlc helpful and he will incorporate·thm. Needless U> say, written c:orrecti(IDS will be 
quWKl more accurately. 

Monday, March 22, 2004 
Two meetings were at the Secure LoCation. Jn tho first the ''volunllUY' residents had a very fi'ank 
diScussion with Fr. Kaciorowstd and Ms. McCluskey. Several issues were sur&.ced, including the details 

· of implementing nioniblring. 

During that di$cUSSion, Bimop Goedert proposed a discussion fuJloWing die meeting with Fr. 
Kacmrowsld and Ms. McCluskey. Most of the voluntary residents attended the seQOild meeting; 

Bishop Goedert; D. Buck, P. BoWJnan, E .. Siedlecki, 
J. Keehan, and s~veral others. 

1. Sishop Goedert suggested ~at a small group prop0!!41: practical flllSPStions on the implementation of 
the Arch~ monitoring protocQls. Bishop Ooedert offi:red. to convey such suggestions to 
the Review Board and Cardinal mr their c:onsidenation. 

2. After iJome discUSsion it was agreed that R. Kealey, D. Buck and J. Keehan would meet with Bishop 
Ooedert at 1 p.m. on Friday, Mal'.ch 26~ 2004 at the; ·Secnue Location. They woald mtempt to 
create a list ofptiwtical ~ons on the implementation of the .Archdiocesan monitoring 
pratocols. · 

3. Bishop Ooedert wmdd like the volmlwy residents to submit their hourly logs on a weekly basis, by 
passing them under the door of:Rooin 200. He said they should be submitt4d at the end of each 
week if that' is praetical. 

4. Bishop ~ clarified that any owmjgbt away ftom the secure !Caldon required filling out the 
Vacation lnfonnation Form in advan~ ~d •dinS it tO Ms. McCluskey (.fi!Jdng it if neccmary). 
the inmate is also to infunn Bi9hbj> GQEidl:irt of the overillgbt. 
Some arrangement can be made tor a i;egutar ovarnJght aWB)' •. 

S. Bishop Goodert does ~ot consider his role t.o ho one <>f granting permissions. 

6. Sishop Goedert distinguished DeeeHBl'y and prudent monitoring ftom 'What Pt>~ to~ more 
punitive or penal ~sions of monitoring. . 

7. P. Bowman obsf.rved that the monitoring apPQtS to be a public relations eampaign rather than a 
~to any real danger the vohmtm;t residents might present. 

8. The post.meeting meeting broke up at 9:30 p.m. 
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Francis Cardinal George, OMI 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

Dear Eminence: 

March 22, 2004 

Fr. Talarico has informed us that you will be meeting with us 
on Friday afternoon, Aoril 2. I have been looking forward to 
this meeting for a long time, since it has been a while since 
our last meeting. Unfortunately, I will be singing with the 
Musicam Sacram Choir in a program of Gregorian Chant and sacred 
polyphony at St. Xavier University at the same time as the 
get 0 together at the retreat house. This is a commitment I made 
several months ago, and since our choir is quite small, I caanot 
let down the other singers or our director by backing out of my 
commitment. I trust that my compatriots will ask all the oerti
nent questions and express our common anzieties and concerns, 

Please permit me to bring up another pressing issue. As you know, 
on July 31, 2003, you issued a dfecree forbidding me from 
"frequenting, visiting or inhabiting" my home shared with three 
classmates in Illinois. Since July 31 I have had no 
access to, or use of, the house for which I have paid $2380,00 
in utility and maintainence costs over the last eight months. 
But the psychological and spiritual costs have been much higher. 

On August 14, 2003, I wrote you a letter describing my disappoint
ment, sadness, and confusAion over your decision. In that letter 
I pointed out the factual errors in your decree, and I asked 
several soecif ic questlona about whether my false accusers were 
aware of the details of your decree. I received no answer. 

Here's whatts been happening since July 31, As expected, my 
classmates have not seen either of my false accusers in the 
interveening thirty-three Tuesdays, Their mother, the only 
family member mentioned in your decree who owns property in the 
area, has been absent most of the wintero All of the other 
nearby summer homes have been vacant, 

My classmates have been forced to handle all the household 
chores without me. Particularly challenging was the removal 
of the lake pier in preparation for winter, This is a four 
person job by nature, and Fr, Moran narrowly averted serious 
injury when he fell on the pier, Fortunately, he only suffered 
some ugly bruises, The spring installation of the pier, coming 
up somn, with be even more difficult and hazardous, 

Because of their generosity and concern for me, my housemates, 
my primary support group over the last thirty-five years, 
have spent a good chunk of almost every Tuesday with me. On 
most Tuesdays, they have just a few hours at the house before 
they get together with me for bowling, cards, dinner, and/or 
fellowship, Thus I am not the only member of the group whose 
access to the house has been severely limited, 
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I am awa~e that, .. s.e.veral months ago, the Archdiocese arrived at 
a monetary settlement with my false accusers and their slimey 
lawyer. While I am grateful that the Archdiocese was willing to 
spend an allegedly large sum of money on my behalf, I am deeply 
saddened that this money, which was intended for the purposes 
of the Kingdom, will instead increase the wealth of a greedy 
lawyer. Despite the best efforts of my ~orney, I have been 
unable to learn the details 9f this settlement. I am forced to 
speculate that lt would be unethical to enter into any aggreement 
concerning my ownership and use of my home without obtaining 
my input and consent. Further, my attorney informs me that settle
ments of this type usually preclude any further action in the 
civil courts. The bottom line ls that this unfortunate settlement 
should have no impact on my access to my home. 

In sumary- - -
- Since the continued restriction on my access to my home ls 
causing severe psychological, spiritual, physical, and finan
cial hardship for my classmates and I; and 
- Since the chance for interaction between my false accusers 
and me ls less than minimal; and 
- Since my false accusers have agreed to· end this nonsense 
in exchange for cold, hard cash; and 
- Since the canonleal processes are taking far longer than 
anyone expected; therefore 

I appeal to you again to reconsider your decree and to rescind it 
and its effects. 

I thank you for your attention to my concerns. These are dark 
days for our Church. I can only imagine the pressure you must 
feel. Even though I will be unable to be with you on April 2, 
know that I continue to want to work with you in finding a 
resolution to this nightmare. My prayers are with you, as I 
hope yours are with me. 

cc. Rev. Kenneth Kaucheck 
Mr. Patrick Reardon 
Rev. James Kaczorowski 
Rev. Mark Canavan 
Rev. Daniel Jarosewic 
Rev. Thomas Moran 

Sincerely, 

iYMV 
Rev. Daniel P. Buck 
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3125424933 VICP0 OF PRIESTS 

FAX 
VICAR FOR PRIESTS OFFICE 

645 N. Michigan, Suite 543 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

To:~~ 
From.: :J-ft-.-, ~r..Art.+-c~~:.... 

Fax Number: 

Date: 3 -J'3-0f 

Number of pages including cover sheet: ef./ 

MESSAGE: 

049 P01 M~R 23 '04 18:35 

_URGENT _FOR YOUR REVIEW ~REPLY ASAP _COMMENT 
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FAX 
VICAR FOR PRIESTS OFFICE 

645 N. Michigan, Suite 543 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

To:~ ~-/J.~ 

From: c:J). r -t1. 
Fax Number: 

Date: 

Number of pages including cover sheet:_3_ 

MESSAGE: 

URGENT FOR YOUR REVIEW REPLY ASAP COMMENT 

Attached you will find a copy of the letter being sent to you by Cardinal George. 

The original will reach you by mail. Be assured of my prayers for you. 

Fraternally, 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of the Auxiliary Bishop Emeritus 
Most Rev. Raymond E. Goeden 

TO: Father Kaczorowski 

FROM: Bishop Goedert 

RE: Father Dan Buck 

DATE: May 28, 2004 

MEMORANDUM 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 337-5952 
Fax: (312) 255-1019 

When you and I talked a few days ago, I didn't have my notes in front of me. I had met 
with Dan on May 14 and he raised several issues. I don't recall ifl covered all of them in 
our conversation, but I thought I would recap them for you just to make sure I had 
conveyed all Dan's concerns. 

1) Dan's main concern is with the decree forbidding him to go to the cottage which he 
owns with three or four other priests. Dan said that when he was told to go to the 
Retreat House after Dallas in 2002, he moved most of his belongings up to the cottage in 
•••• A decree was subsequently issued denying him any access at all to his 
belongings. Dan is also the one who does most of the manual labor around the cottage, 
so the decree creates problems not only for himself, but for the other owners as well. 

2) Dan wonders if some adjustment can be made in his protocols. Is there a possibility of 
allowing him to go to the cottage, at least once a week, as long as the other priests arc 
with him? There would surely be no danger to anyone and one of the priests could 
assume the role of monitor. This would enable Dan to have access to his personal 
belongings and would be beneficial to his co-owners as well. 

3) Dan wonders whether or not some sort of agreement was made with the lawyers about 
the cottage, either in the settlement document or verbally. If that is the case, Dan feels 
he should have been told about it. He would like a copy of the settlement if it contains 
anything about the cottage. Dan says that if he is forced out of the priesthood , he would 
have to use the cottage as his home, since he has nowhere else to go. 

4) Dan says that his lawyer has tried to obtain this information for him, but gets no 
response from the Diocese. Dan says he has written two letters to the Cardinal, but has 
received no response, or even an acknowledgment from anyone letting him know that 
the letters have been received. Can you help??? 
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Jun 02 04 03:21p 
Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 

TRAVELNACATION NOTIFICATION 

RECEIVED 

JUN 0 2 2004 
f7 t7 1 J t;o t1 t,, ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
n.e v, v (lnJ<:j r I lJ UCI( . . . DFF~CE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

( f41'tY. # 1) [name ?f cleric] has mform:c1 this office that he will be traveling to 

ll-7'1-7 ~I How111)} Ave. Hdwt11Jkee Wl ro~7 \ 
t!OO 02f- 0-UO!J- [destination address and contact phone number] from 

JJ J u}y ~OOlf [departure date] through Z'f-J t.1)y A00~return date]. . 

[name of 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

P tl1'ty #} [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

/see attached correspondence] 

1. Contacts with minors by ___ #_--')'------ [name of cleric] must be in the 

presence of __ #_""A ....... ...----- [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. 
;# '/ 

A [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 
-------~--

activities and whereabouts of -#} [cleric name] over -------
~ee Abave [aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to_· __ #.....__o.J ___ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for f/t!.a AbtJl!e. [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

PRA Signature: 

A Junt! l...OO'f 
v{ z.,( of 
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Jun 23 04 12:05p 
hR t H 847 566 6os~ECE'VED P. i Cardinal Strite etrea n 1 

JUN 2 3 2004 
TRA VELN ACA TION NOTIFICATION 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

[name of cleric] has informed this office that he will be traveling to 

____ [destmat1on address and contact phone number] from 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

# j [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

[see attached correspondence] 

I. Contacts with minors by ---#~) ____ [name of cleric] must be in the 

2. 

presence of ___ ~__,_/__..;;.. ___ [narne of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

# 6 [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

*! activities and whereabouts of L [cleric name] over 

[aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to # J 's (cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for 5e.~ Ab(21/f? (aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may a.rise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312) 751-5205. 

Cleric Signature: ~~..4J.;!.4L!l.dd:.&.CU..~:VVdlnate: ;<o r) utn e ZOOt 
PRA Signature: 

A copy of this document will be provided to the cl 1c. 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a c 
for Priests' Office. 

Date: & {v-t L!Jt± 
e 01iginal will be placed in the cleric's file 

II be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
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FAX 
VICAR FOR PRIESTS OFFICE 

645 N. Michigan, Suite 543 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

To:;(uJv ~~ 
From:~!~/~~ 
Fax Number: 

Date: h - ~f ·O / 

Number of pages including cover sheet: .Z1 

MESSAGE: 

_URGENT _FORYOURREVIEW _REPLY ASAP COMMENT 

c:L~-
(l~~dv~ ~ /c.e.:~~ 
~.o~~~~~ 

~(~tL) 
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TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 

06/29 02:04 
97518314 
00:00:38 
02 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 

TIME 
NAME 
FAX 
TEL 
SER.# 

ARCHDIOCESE OF G-IICAGO 
Office of 'Profci;sional Rcspon~ihility 
676 N. St. Clair, Suite 1910 
C:hicago, IL 60611 

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

TO: FROM' 

Rev. Daniel SmiJaoic Laura A. Ne.ti-Palomino 
DA'l'c: 

Tribunal 6/29/04 

06/29/2004 02:04 
PROFESSIONAL FITNESS 
312-7515279 
312-7515206 
BROM2J864224 

(312)751.-5205 
1 ·800-994-6200 

Fa11 (312)751-5279 

Fii)( NIJMrlP.R: TQThT. NC'l. c'W PAGES ll-ICLUl)TNG COVER.: 

312-751-8314 2 

PHO:-.lf'C NUMB!~'){, l'HON1' NUMSC:R: 

.312-751-8206 312-751-5206 
Rf'\: 

Memo 

0 f.OPY D l'LJ::J\SI) RF.VT'FiW D PLl::ASl:l CO'l>ofMr::'.NT 

0PLEASl3 'PROVTDR D FOR YOUR JN170RM' 11.TlClN 

DPLEAS.t::: CONJ'7lll.M liZI' SF.E A'l'l'At:Hl:='.D 

DPLI!.ASE SJGN .~ RR'I'UR.N 

F.t. Smila.nic, 

Leah asked that I fax you the following memo for your information. 
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. ~ ~ 
Jul 13 04 08:09p._(./ Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 p. 1 

RECEIVED 

JUL 1 ::t ?8rJ 
#/ p Gt f\'~Y. · ARCHDIOCESE DF CHICAGO 

TRA VELN ACATION NOTIFICATION 

f{ ~ v. 174lJ Je) Bu c.kr name of cleric] has informed this office that he will be tra~eifil~Ff&DFEssmNAL RESPDNs1s1urr 

P.O. Boll 6G.5' ()wo9so, l1i'cni9t1h 't-1967 
</fl</ T6fi- f't6't [destination address and contact phone number] from 

I ;l. Auf} Z,OO't [departure date] through I {[A ug'J()Olff.return .date]. 

~name of cleric] will be monitored by 

'/?Jv!J name oftrave1 monitor]. Party ::trz [name of 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

f?a rty #) [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

/see attached correspondence] . 

1. Contacts with minors by fa J\fy * J [name of cleric] must be in the 

presence or Pa rtv *;z [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations ,, .. 
and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. Pa/\ty *le [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

activities and whereabouts of Pabty # / [cleric name] over 

5ee A ho )te [aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date ofretum to. Party'#:} 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for Je~ ·/1h1111e [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at (312) 751-5205. 

PRA Signature: 

I 5 rlu) ZOO'f 
11 ~4lo4 

I ' 

A copy of this document will be provided to the cleric. T e or · al will be placed in the cle1ic's file 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a copy · 
for Priests' Office. 
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RECEIVED 
TRA VELN ACATION NOTIFICATION 

I? ·t #/ SEP 0 2 2004 
rq~ y . . . 

17 f"7 ' < 12' I J • • • • ·~~~CHDIQCESE OF CHICAGO ne v. V(Jl)JA I PUC 11 [name of clenc] has mformed this office that he will be ~f\fN1?-fl,!M§l.>10NAL RESPONSIBILITY 

Bef?t Re&t lnh 800 5W-9.6'f<f- · . 
ltZO~ W, ~fidu:t:h OgJ~n, t/.ttJh ilftOI [destination address and contact phone number] from 

f 0 0 <it 'MOL/- [departure date] throu.gh X.(J fkf 200]llreturn date]. 

___ ....,#.....--'-/ _____ [name of cleric]. will be monitored by 
#· 

name of travel monitor]. #A [name of ---------
travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

___ #_ ..... / ____ [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame . 

. [see attached correspondence] 

1. Contacts with minors by ___ *_·_/ ____ [name of cleric] must be in the 

presence of ___ *_ .... ;J_....,_ ___ [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided . 

. _#7 
2 .. -"'-'---fl'..... ____ [name of travel monitor] may be asked to ~ttest to the 

*/· .... 
'·• activities-and whereabouts of - [cleric name] ove~ 

_S_e_t!_A_b_tJ_Vi_<e __ [aforem.entioned time frame]. 

#/ 3. As previously noted, the date ofreturn to _ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for 5t!.6? AbCJVe [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contactPRA at [312] 751-5205. 

PRA Signature: 

in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a copy will be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office." ·· · · - · · · · · . · . · · : ··· · 
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Seotember 13, 2004 

Very Reverend John F. Canary 
Mundelein Seminary - University of St. Mary of the Lake 
1000 East Maple Avenue 
Mundelein Illinois 60060-1174 

Dear John: 

A few weeks ago I received your warm invitation to participate 
in Alumni Day activities, scheduled for Friday, _September 24th. 
While I confess that I have seldom attended Alumni Day in past 
years, I was looking forward to this year's gathering because 
I now live in your neighborhood and, frankly, my calendar ts 
not very crowded through no choice of my own. However, I have 
learned that Archdiocesan authorities have forbidden Fr. ~eter 

Bowman from commemorating his f lftleth anlversary of orlest
hood by concelebrating the Mass of Thanksgiving with his class
mates. 

I have come to know and admire Fr. Bowman as one of the finest 
priests ever to serve the Archdiocese of Chicago and its people. 
He has ministered with distinction in numerous oarish settings 
and administrative roles. He ts beloved by legions of parish
ioners, co-workers, and friends. He has certainly earned a 
peaceful and rewarding retirement. He may or may not have 
made a mistake many, many, many years ago. I don't know the 
details; they are none of my business. I choose to presume Fr. 
Peter to be innocent, since this ls the only appropriate 
response which ts faithful to the good news of the loving Lord. 
The Archdiocese chooses to presume Fr. Bowman guilty, and then 
punishes him when he ls unable to prove himself innocent. 

There ls great evil at work here. This has nothing to do with 
protecting children. This has nothing to do with justice and 
fairness, with healing and reconciliation. This has everything 
to do with cowering before mudslinging media and appeasing 
grand-standing spokespeople of so-called victims' support 
groups, working ln collusion with greedy lawyers. 

Fr. Bowman has decided not to participate ln Alumni Day 
because he recognizes the hypocrisy of joining ln a celebration 
of priesthood ln which he ts exoected to deny the priesthood 
which has been so fruitfully his for a half century. Since my 
presence might be seen as condoning this great injustice, I 
also will not attend. I continue to hope that Fr. Bowman's 
classmates will lodge some kind of strong protest against this 
insult to their brother priest. 
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Keep up your good work at the seminary, and reassure the semi
narians that the Lord Jesus will not allow this dark cloud to 
hang over his Church much longer. I believe with all my being 
that, sooner rather than later, we leaders of the Catholic 
community will relearn how to proclaim the gospel message 
clearly and forcefully, in season and out of season, and 
without fear of how it will play on the ten dclock news. 

With My Best Wishes, 

Rev. Daniel t>. Buck 

P.S. Through what I'm sure is a mix-up, I no longer receive 
"The Bridge". I miss ltl 

cc. His Eminence, Francis Cardinal George 
Most Reverend Raymond E. Goedert 
Reverend James T. Kaczorowski 
Reverend Joseph F. McDonnell 
Reverend Peter Bowman 
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ARCHDIOl--:ESE OF CHICAGO Co···.p.'ll: ... v ' ~.~, ' 
l . . 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago. Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

Cardinal Francis George, O.M.l 

Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administratog 

Buck, Rev. Daniel [Withdrawn] 

September 29, 2004 

Please refer to attached Memorandum dated April 25, 2003 summarizing a phone 
conversation with Mrs. mother of Mrs. and 
Mrs. . Both Mrs. - and Mrs. have formalized 
allegations of sexual misconduct against Rev. Daniel Buck. The Independent Review 
Board made separate recommendations that there is reasonable cause to suspect that the 
alleged misconduct occurred in both aforementioned matters. 

The attached memorandum is being forwarded your attention as a result of your request 
for such information from PRA's file. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Ministry 
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CODEOFCONDUCTACKNOWLEDGEMENTFORM 
Archdiocesan, Religious and Extern Priests 

Parish/School/Agency None 
oATE 0Gtobel'i f,, Z,OOt 
I have received a copy of the CODE OF CONDUCT FOR CHURCH 
PERSONNEL. I have read and understand the Code of Conduct, and I 
agree to abide by it. I have also read and understand the "Measures to 
Aid Observance of the Code of Conduct" and the "Practical 
Suggestions" and will employ them to help me observe the code of 
conduct. A violation of this code can result in disciplinary action, up to 
and including termination and/or removal from ministry. 

/P ,(.:;-/ I !l /j) 1-"J ? 
k7J!AI'; Va1!.t?r.,<ft fvuk_,< 

Signature l7 D 1 'l p· T.< j 
n e v ~tUJl& t ~ u uc:c}( 

Print Name 

1
. ) 1 

VO!)e 
Position 

.)('Archdiocesan o Extern 

o Religious Community--------------

The signed Code of Conduct Acknowledgement Form shall be kept in 
personnel files at the Pastoral Center. Please return the 
acknowledgement form to: 

Archdiocesan Priests: 
Office of the Chancellor 
Archdiocese of Chicago 

155 E. Superior 
Chicago, IL. 6061 l 

Religious/Extern Priests: 
Rev. Jeremiah Boland 

Archdiocese of Chicago 
155 E. Superior 

Chicago, IL. 60611 
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Office of lhe Archbishop 

ARCHDIC:X:J' QllCACO 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

Reverend Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
1000 East Maple A venue 
Mundelein, IL 60060 

Dear Dan, 

October 7, 2004 

In our last conversation, you raised the question of your being able to return to 
your summer home, at least to do repair work and maintain the house with the other 
~ts who own it with you. You told me at that time that Mrs.-he mother of 
-and ~ould not object to your coming to the house. 

I've asked the Victims Assistance Ministry to check into Mrs. -present 
disposition about your using the house. Their report back to me says that she is not 
comfortable Her comment is not in reference to the comfort 
of her family when they visit her; she spoke of her own personal comfort level. 

That being the case, I don't see how it's possible at this time to lift the 
prescription against your going to your house. Many things are still in process, and we 
can continue to pursue this question, but I'm afraid that I have to give you a negative 
response to your last request to me. 

You remain in my prayers; please keep me in yours. 

cc: Leah McCluskey 

S~~rsz:, h-
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.l. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~·~'~'~~~ ~~~~~'---~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Office of Legal Services 

John C. O'Malley 
Director 

Mr. Michael J. Howlett, Jr. 
Counsel to the State's Attorney 
Richard J. Daley Center 
69 West Washington Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 

Dear Mr. Howlett: 

November 16, 2004 

Confidential 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, 111inois 60690-1979 

Tel: (312) 751-5379 
Fax: (312) 751-5252 

e-mail: jomalley@archchicago.org 

RECEIVED 

NOV 1 9 2004 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILIT'r' 

Pursuant to your request, enclosed are copies of Individual Specific Protocols applicable to priests 
of the Archdiocese for whom the Archbishop has determined there is reason to suspect that theindividual 
priest may have engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor. The priests are: 

~ 

Please note I have deleted information related to therapy and spiritual direction for the reason of 
confidentiality. Further, have not signed the protocol, upon advice of 
canonical counsel, but I am advised by Leah McCluskey that they comply with the restrictions. 

If you have any questions, please let me know. 

JCOM:sm 

Enclosures 

cc: Rev. Edward D. Grace 
Rev. James T. Kaczorowski 
Ms. Leah McCluskey 

Very truly yours, 

~!:nf!J. 
Director of Legal Services 

SCDirs\03SC096\JCOM Cover letter for Individual Specific Protocols 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File 

P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 

From: 

Re: 

Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrato'° 

Monitoring 

Date: November 30, 2004 

PRA and Rev. James T: Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests traveled to the Cardinal Stritch 
Retreat House on November 29, 2004 and met with Rev. Edward Siedlecki. Fr. Siedlecki 
resides at the Retreat House. 

Due to the fact that Rev. Anthony Talarico will be on vacation from November 29, 2004 
through December 10, 2004, he will be unable to fulfill his duties as on-site monitor for 
those men who have been withdrawn from active ministry as a result of allegations of 
sexual misconduct. Fr. Kaczorowski and PRA met with Fr. Siedlecki to ask ifhe would 
agree to act as on-sit monitor while Fr. Talarico is on vacation. 

Fr. Siedlecki stated that he would act as monitor in Fr. Talarico's absence. PRA then 
went over the duties of on-site monitor with Fr. Siedlecki at his own request. Fr. 
Siedlecki was also agreeable to contacting Fr. Kaczorowski and/or PRA in the event of 
any of his awareness of any clear disregard/violation of the stated monitoring protocols. 

Fr. Siedlecki shared with Fr. Kaczorowski and PRA his own current medical issues. It 
was agreed that in the event that Fr. Siedlecki would not be able to fulfill the role as 
monitor due to a medical emergency, he will contact either Fr. Kaczorowski or PRA. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. Edward D. Grace, Vicar for Priests 

AOC 009194 



Brothers of the Christian Schools 

Christian Brothers of the Midwest 

Office of the Provincial __ JAN QJ_?Q~5 ___________ 
1 7650 S. County Line Road 

Burr Ridge, IL 60527-4718 
TEL 630 323 3725 
FAX 630 323 3779 

December 14, 2004 
francis-car r@cbmidwest .org 

Francis Cardinal George, OMJ 
Archbishop of Chicago 
P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

; 

Dear Cardinal George, 
- ·---·---·-

Blessings during this Christmas season. I hope your schedule permitted at least a little time for 
relaxation. 

I am writing to inquire about one of the Archdiocesan priests accused of sexual misconduct and 
the upcoming resolution of his future. I realize that you are not the one who is going to respond 
to these questions, but I also know that I need to be in touch with you initially. 

and Brother 
as mqmre a out t e possibility of Father Dan living in one of our communities. While 

on the face of things, that is fine, but we really need to dig a little deeper and get some answers 
to questions that we have before we even consider this request. 

I will list the questions and concerns that we have in hope that someone can respond to us. 

1. If we were to permit Father Dan to live in one of our houses, what would be our 
responsibility regarding supervision? It is our understanding that priests accused of abuse 
need to be strictly supervised. I am wondering ifthat would pertain if he is living in a 
community of Brothers. I don't believe that we have the capacity or the interest in taking 
on civil liability if we accept him into our community. 
What are the liability issues associated with priests in this category that our religious 
community would assume, or be expected to assume, if Father Dan lived with us? 
Would the Archdiocese agree to completely indemnify Christian Brothers of the 
Midwest, Inc./Brothers of the Christian Schools of the Midwest Province from any and 
all civil liability settlements and judgments, including attorney's fees? 

4. Our agreement with Praesidium is that we will develop a safety plan for each Brother 
who has abused minors at some time in his life. We are not in a position to take on the 
responsibility for such a plan for a diocesan priest. How would the Archdiocese deal with 
such a safety plan? 

AOC 009195 



5. Can a priest in this category celebrate Eucharist under any circumstances, e.g. for the 
Brothers in that local community? If the answer is yes, could he also celebrate for 
Brothers from other local communities (e.g., there is another community across the 
alley)? 
Will a priest like Father Dan need to be in regular counseling, and who is responsible for 
the cost of such counseling? 
A priest in Father Dan's situation, formally considered sexual offenders: would he have 
to be registered as a sexual offender wherever he lives? 

I suspect that we will have other questions before we make a decision, so whatever comments 
you have regarding the situation would be most helpful to us. Thank you for your assistance. 
Best wishes for a very blessed and a more encouraging New Year. 

Sincerely, 

/JuU0 
Brother 
Provincial 
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Dec 29 04 08:25p Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 p.1 

RECEIVED 

TRAVELNACATION NOTIFICATION DEC 2 9 2004 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
• . • . b]:_c;smNAl RESPONSIBILllf 

has rnformed this office that he will be ltm.~ifi~w 

estmation address and contact phone number] from 

---~-[departure date] through ~J4n 'llJO'f [return date]. 

~[name of cleric] will be monitored by 
. 4~ • . 

fhvJ, ame of travel monitor]. f 4/l ty :#A [name of 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

:ff/ [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

{see attached correspondence/ 

#L· l. Contacts with minors by -----f----- [name of cleric] must be in the 

presence of ___ #_· -"'fA~ ___ [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. ::J:t 7'_ [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

activities and whereabouts of ___ ff-_J ____ [cleric name] over 

--'S ...... e=-e""'-__._A~b ..... o"'-'-V-=e'--_ [aforementioned time frame]. 

#J 3. As previously noted, the date ofreturn to 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for Z. Je111 /..OO't [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

ClericSignaW.re:~ Date: .;\ '! /Z_e_c. 2tJO'f 
PRA Signatu1·e: ~ _ _ _ -~l~~ate: f { ? l () 5 

A copy of this document will be provided to the cleric Th original will be placed in the cleiic's file 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a copy be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office. 

. , 
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Feb 01 05 10:50a Cardinal StritchRetreat H 84? 566 6082 p. 1 

RECEIVED 
TRAVELNACATION NOTIFICATION FEB 0 1 2005 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
name of cleric] has informed this office that he will be tr~ta::ESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

destination address and contact phone number] from 

fi Fah ;600£ [departure date] through G Feb :AOO?i [return date]. 

. ~e of cleric] will be monitored by 
P(111t '# . 

BM, . e of travel monitor]. 'if'J [name of 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

*'J ----'------- [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

[see attached correspondence/ 

*! 1. Contacts with minors by ----+-l---- [name of cleric] must be in the 

2. 

:#"--, 
presence of ____ f6.---...~ __ [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

___ ::M:_,:_fZ_.__ __ [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

activities and whereabouts of ___ *_.i-/ ____ [cleric name] over 

--~-12--~=--..... &_b_()_V~E?~- [aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to __ ~_J ____ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for Se.a Above [aforementioned return date]. 

However; due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

PRA Signature: 

A co11y of this document will be provided to the cleii 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a cop 
for Priests' Office. 

ate: I Pab ZOOff: 
i-( 1 ( 0 s 

Th original will be placed in the cle1ic's file 
· be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
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\ MaryAnn Zrust -!iuc~,, 

From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Leah McCluskey 
,. Kaczorowski, James; 'Smilanic, Daniel 
3/1 /2005 1 ~29:44 PM 
Buck 

Hello Kaz and Fr. Smilanic--

It is Tuesday afternoon and there have been some developments this morning in regards to Fr. Buck and 
his existing Decree. Could both of you give me a call on Thursday when you return? I know that you both 
will be swamped upon your return. but I feel that we [and the Cardinal] may have to respond to this prior to 
the Cardinal leaving for Rome next week. 

Thanks. 

Leah 

CC: Zrust, MaryAnn 

Page 1 J 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 75l-5279 

www.archchicago.org 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

File - PFR-01 

Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrator0 

Buck, Rev. Daniel [Withdrawn] 

March 2, 2005 

PRA called the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House on March 1, 2005 ~ch 
~ony Talarico and Daniel Buck in connection with Mrs.
-phone call on March 151 [see file]. As Fr. Buck's monitor, PRA left a message 

for Fr. Talarico and asked for a return call PRA then asked the secretary if Fr. Buck was 
available. 

Once Fr. Buck came to the phone, PRA asked if he was at his lake house last week. The 
tone in Fr. Buck's voice immediately changed and he defensively responded, "I don't 
think I'm going to discuss that with you!" Surprised, PRA informed Fr. Buck of 
information received that morning that he was at his lake house the week before and 
again asked if he was there. Continually defensive, Fr. Buck asked who had called PRA 
and stated that he would not "discuss that" with PRA. 

Fr. Buck then began to rant that his canonical proceedings are "over" and that the decree 
was only valid until the end of such proceedings. PRA corrected Fr. Buck and stated that 
the decree is valid and as a result, he is forbidden to go to the lake house. PRA also 
informed Fr. Buck that his canonical case has not yet been completed. Fr. Buck then 
ranted that Cardinal George went to the retreat house in August [2004] and informed all 
of them [him and the other men who have pending canonical matters] that the canonical 
proceedings would be concluded in October [2004]. PRA informed Fr. Buck that she has 
no control over what the Cardinal has said or done, but again clarified for him that his 
canonical proceeding is not over and as a result, the decree that forbids him from being at 
his lake house is still valid. PRA then informed Fr. Buck that as per the decree, he is not 
to be at his lake house. 

Fr. Buck then complained that "someone at the Archdiocese isn't doing their job" and 
that he does not know what is going on with his case. PRA advised Fr. Buck to discuss 
any canonical concerns with either his advocate and/or Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Promoter 
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Memo"' File-PFR-01 
March 2, 2005 
Page 2 

of Justice. Fr. Buck then complained that "no one" shares any information with his 
canonical advocate. PRA again emphasized that Fr. Buck direct canonical 
questions/concerns to either his advocate, Fr. Smilanic, or Rev. Patrick Leggas, Judicial 
Vicar. 

Fr. Buck continued to express his frustration and mentioned to PRA that he is "tired of 
being harassed." PRA then asked Fr. Buck if he was ~RA was harassing 
him. Fr. Buck angrily stated that it was ''that family-]" that was 
harassing him and again asked who called PRA to say that he was at the lake house. 
PRA told Fr. Buck that obviously someone from ''that family " saw 
him there and called the Office of Professional Responsibility. It was explained to Fr. 
Buck that part of PRA's responsibility was to follow through to ask him if he was at the 
lake house and if so, he would be in violation of the decree. 

Fr. Buck eventually seemed to tire of the conversation and sounded extremely agitated. 
At one point in the conversation he spoke of the possibility of having to file a legal suit. 
PRA was not certain if he insinuated filing a legal suit against the 
Family or against the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

PRA did inform Fr. Buck that this matter would be communicated to his Vicar for 
Priests, Rev. James Kaczorowski, Fr. Smilanic, and Cardinal George. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Promoter of Justice 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Ministry 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, J.C.D., Canonical Advocate 
Patrick Reardon, Civil Attorney 
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ARCHDIOCESE. OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(314) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 75i-5279 

www.archchicago.org 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

File-PFR-01 !\) 
Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrator~ 

Buck, Rev. Daniel [Withdrawn] 

March 2, 2005 

PRA received a voice mail message from Mrs. on March 1, 
2005 requesting a return call regarding Rev. Daniel Buck. formalized her 
allegation of sexual abuse against Fr. Buck on September 22, 2002. Francis Cardinal 
George accepted the Review Board's recommendation that there was reasonable cause to 
suspect that the alleged abuse occurred on July 25, 2003. 

Upon returning Mrs.-phone call, she asked PRA the status of Fr. Buck's 
canonical case. Mrs.-also mentioned the decree that forbids Fr. Buck from being 
at his lake hoine that is located She shared that it was 
her understanding that Fr. Buck was not to be at his lake house until the end of the 
canonical trial, at which time she assumed that she would be notified of the outcome. 
PRA agreed with Mrs. hat accordlii. to the existing decree, Fr. Buck is not to be 
at his lake home. PRA also informed Mrs. hat Fr. Buck's canonical case is still 
pending. 

Mrs.- then informed PRA that her family saw Fr. Buck's car at his lake home on 
Tuesday, February 22, 2005. She stated that her family is familiar with Fr. Buck's car 
and license plate, and saw the vehicle at his lake home on February 22"d. Upon seeing Fr. 
Buck's car, one ofMrs.-older siblings went to the home and knocked on the 
door. As per Mrs. ~who was not Fr. Buck answered the door. Mrs. 
- sister then asked the man if Fr. Buck was at the lake home, to which he 
responded, "That's none of your business." When Mrs. -sister asked again if 
Fr. Buck was there and if he was going to be visiting the home again in the future, he 
responded, "That's none of your business." 

Mrs. - stated that she first left a message for her attorney 
decided to call PRA as well. 

but 
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Memo to File - PFR-0 I 
March 2, 2005 
Page2 

PRA first thanked Mrs.- for c~d again confirmed for her that Fr. Buck 
was not to be at the lake house. Mrs ..... was informed that Rev. James 
Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests and Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Promoter of Justice would be 
contacted by PRA about this ~n their return from vacation on Thursday, March 
3, 2005. PRA provided Mrs.~ith a v~explanation of canon law and the 
violation of an existing canonical decree. Mrs.-was informed that this incident 
would be communicated to Cardinal George and that he is the only person who could 
chose to impose a penalty against Fr. Buck for his apparent violation of the mentioned 
decree. 

Mrs.-appreciated the information provided to her. It was agreed that PRA would 
communicate with Mrs. ~e outcome of the matter of Fr. Buck going up to the 
lake house despite the existing decree. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Promoter of Justice 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Francis Cardinal George, 0.M.I. 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Ministry 
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' 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

March 8, 2005 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
P. 0. Box455 
Mundelein, Illinois 60060 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 75l-5279 

www.archchicago.org 

As you know, restrictions have been imposed on you as precautionary measures according to the 
norm of Canon 1722. These restrictions were confirmed by the Congregation for the Doctrine of 
the Faith, and were done also to rotect These measures include a restriction forbidding 
your presence on the property of Illinois or any other 

or 
in-Illinois. These restrictions remain in effect until all the canonical 

processes directed by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith are completed. 

It has come to the attention of the Vicar for Priests and the Profess~onsibility 
Administrator that you were present at in~ Illinois on or about 
Tuesday, February 22, 2005. This is a direct violation of the previously referenced restrictions. 

We have discussed this matter with Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. He has determined that 
your continued violation of the decree may cause anguish to your alleged victims and may put 
the Archdiocese of Chicago in jeopardy. For these reasons, Cardinal George instructed us to 
inform you that as a consequence of this violation, your salary of$20,808.00 will be reduced by 
10% effective March 11, 2005. If you continue to violate the referenced restrictions, your salary 
will continue to be decreased. 

If you have any questions or wish clarification, please contact Fr. Kaczorowski at [312] 642-
1837 or Ms. McCluskey at [312] 751-5205. 

Sincerely, 

·-z.~;t .. 
Re~s T. Kaczorows 
Vicar for Priests 

Cc: Francis Cardinal George, 0.M.I. 
Rev. George Rassas, Vicar General 

eah McCluskey 
Professional Responsibility Ad 

Dr. Carol Fowler, Director of Personnel Services 
Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, J.C.D., Canonical Advocate 
Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic, Adjutant Judicial Vicar 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 75l-5279 

www.archchicago.org 

MEMORANDUM 

To: File - PFR-01 

From: Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrato@ 

Re: Buck, Rev. Daniel [Withdrawn] 

Date: March 15, 2005 

~he Office of Assistance Ministry and PRA contacted Mrs. 
-via phone in regards to her March l, 2005 phone call regarding 
Rev. Daniel Buck [see file]. 

PRA informed Mrs that upon speaking with her on March 1, 2005, a phone call 
was made to Fr. Buck. During the phone call, PRA informed Fr. Buck that the canonical 
decree that forbids him from being at his lake home is valid and will continue to be valid 
until the end of his canonical proceedings. Mrs. -was also informed that PRA 
spoke with Rev. James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests and then with Francis Cardinal 
George, O.M.I. regarding this matter. As a result of Fr. Buck's violation of the 
mentioned canonical decree, Cardinal George imposed a penalty of dramatically reducing 
his salary. Fr. Kaczorowski also informed Fr. Buck that if he continues to violate the 
existing decree, Cardinal George would impose additional penalties upon him. 

PRA informed Mrs. -that this matter was communicated to Fr. Buck both 
verbally and in written form. 

Mrs. -expressed her appreciation for the phone call and for communicating the 
action taken by Cardinal George. She also expressed her relief that there were 
consequences for Fr. Buck's actions. 

Mrs. Flores and PRA invit~d Mrs.-to contact either at any time in the future with 
any questions or concerns. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Ministry 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 75l-5279 

www.archchicago.org 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

File - PFR-01 

Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrato~ 
Buck, Rev. Daniel [Withdrawn] 

March 17, 2005 

PRA received a return phone call from Rev. Anthony Talarico, current on-site monitor 
for Rev. Daniel Buck and other withdrawn priests of the Archdiocese of Chicago residing 
at the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House. PRA had first contacted Fr. Talarico on March 2, 
2005 in connection with Fr. Buck and the question of his presence at his lake home [see 
file]. 

When asked by PRA, Fr. Talarico stated that he does not have any knowledge of Fr. 
Buck going to his lake home in the recent past. PRA updated Fr. Talarico on information 
received in the Office of Professional Responsibility that Fr. Buck had violated the 
existing decree and gone to his lake home during the last week of February 2005. Fr. 
Talarico was also notified that Fr. Buck was informed that his canonical process is not yet 
completed, therefore the continued existence of the said decree. He stated that he did 
kriow that Fr. Buck was not happy that his pay had been recently reduced. 

At the end of the phone call, it was agreed that Fr. Talarico would notify PRA and/or 
Rev. James T. Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests of any time in the future when he is aware 
that Fr. Buck has gone or plans on going to his lake home. 

It was also agreed that in the future when Fr. Talarico will be away from the Retreat 
House for even one evening, he would notify PRA and/or Fr. Kaczorowski so that a 
temporary monitor could be identified [most likely Rev. Edward Sidlecki]. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. James Kaczorowski, Vicar for Priests 
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March 18, 2005 

Ms. Leah McCl~skey 
Professional Resoonsibility Administrator 
Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

Dear Ms. McCluskey: 

On March 9, 2005 I received a letter from your office imposing 
a punitive reduction of my salary due to an alleged violation 
of a restriction contained in Cardinal George's decree of July 
31, 2003. Even though your letter is brief, it contains numer
ous misstatements and errors. Therefore, I feel the only way 
to respond to it is by a line by line critique. 

First of all, I am troubled to find Fr. Kaczorowski's signa
ture at the bottom of a letter issued from your office, Your 
role in these matters must remaJn distinct and separate from 
that of the Vicar for Priests office, This clearly demonstrates 
the continuing role confusion and conflicts of interest 
between archdiocesan agencies. In the same vein, it is dis
tressing to see that a copy of your letter has been sent to 
Ms, Carol Fowler, While Ms, Fowler may need to be included in 
the process of reducing my salary, the details of my alleg~d 

offense are none of her business, This is a serious violation 
of confidentiality. 

The text of the letter begins " ••• restrictions have been 
imposed on you ••• according to the norm of Canon 1722." The 
pertinent part of Canon 1722 states: "The ordinary ••• can 
impose or prohibit residence in a given place or territory,,," 
Since Canon 18 holds that "Laws which establish a penalty or 
restrict the free exercise of rights ••• are subject to a strict 
interpretation", Canon l 722 has been inaopropriately invoked 
in these cir~umstances. I do not reside in I reside 
at the Stritch Retreat House. will 
become my residence only if the archdiocese succeeds in driving 
me from priesthood, Canon 1722, strictly interpreted, was 
never intended to restrict the free movement of the accused, 

"These restrictions were confirmed by the Congregation for the 
Doctrine of the Faith ••• " I have to take this on faith, since 
my advocate and I have never seen any documentation from the 
Vatican, 

" ••• and were done also to protect you, 11 Protect me from what? 
My false accusers have already accepted an obscene settlement 
from the archdiocese, If the archdiocese is aware of any 
specific threat to me, or has entered into any agreement with 
my false accusers concerning my house, such information has 
been steadfastly denied me and my advocate, I raised this issue 

P.O.Box 455 •Mundelein. lllinois 60060-0455 •Tel 847-566-6060 Fax 847-566-6082 
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in my letter to Cardinal George dated August 14, 2003. The 
letter received no resoonse. 

or 
letter continues the error of the Cardinal's decree, and I'm 
mot referring to the misspelling of the family name. If Canon 
I 722 has been misused concerning my house, the conceot of 
residence has been totally redefined for my false accusers. 
Neither Ms. - nor Ms. own any property in 
.... , they have never lived there, and they rarely visit. The 
fact that Mrs. name is not in bold print is, I would 
hope, an admission that she has no standing to dictate my 
comings and my goings. 

"These restrictions remain in effect until all the canonical 
orocesses ••• are completed." The last communication I received 
from the Cardinal concerning the canonical orocesses was at a 
meeting, and in a document, dated August 20, 2004. At that 
meeting my compatriots and I were told to prepare defense 
briefs within a month, and we w~re assured that the final 
decisions would come"as quickly as oossible". My advocate and 
I have received no farther communications over the last six 
and a half months. I have every reason to believe, and no 
evidence to the contrary, that the canonical orocess has been 
completed, and that the Cardinal's announcement of his deci
sion, for some unknown reason, has been delayed. 

the Vicar for Priests and 
dministrator that you were 
•• on or about Tuesday, Feb

ruary 22, 2005." Once again, your office has made the leap 
from unsubstantiated allegation to certitude. I have not 
admitted my oresence at my house. Apparently, my nosy 
neighbors aren't sure whether I w~s there, because one of 
my housemates reoorts that an unidentified woman showed up 
at the door demanding, "Is Father Buck here?• She wasn't sure 
of my whereabouts, but you and Fr. Kaczorowski are. 

The bias against me by your off lee and that of the Vicar for 
Priests has been consistent. In 2002, two women came forward 
with unsubstantiated allegations of abuse against me. Their 
testimony was vague and conflicting. It was not recorded 
according to canonical norms, was not notorized, and was 
not signed under oath. (My advocate covered the canonical 
violations in his letter dated July 1, 2003. That letter 
received no resoonse.) In addition, the testimony of one 
woman was corrupted by the presence of the other during the 
interview. There was no evidence, there were no witnesses, 
there was no proof. On the other hand, I vigorously denied 
the allegations in several interviews and in many oa~es of 
written testimony. Notwithstanding all of this, the Profess-
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tonal Fitness Review Board issued its "reasonable cause to 
suspect" findings. Within weeks the Chancellor was announcing 
my guilt and that of my compatriots in the media and in offi
cial documents. I'm also told that Vatican officials have 
found my guilt to be "clear and grave", although I've been 
refused access to any documentation of this. 

In its eagerness to appease alleged victims and their greedy 
lawyers and to kowtow to sensational media and the so-called 
viatims' support groups, the archdiocese has chosen to trample 
on the basic principles of canon and civil law and, more 
importantly, the Gospel of Jesus. 

"(Cardinal George) has determined that your continued vio
lation of the decree may cause anguish to your alleged 
victims ••• " There has been absolutely no evidence of anguish 
on the oart of my so-called victims or any of their family 
members for more than thirty years, This anguish only sur-
faced when their notorious lawyer was negotiating a lucrative 
settlement. The anguish is as bogus as the original allegations. 

" •• ,and may put the Archdiocese of Chicago in jeopardy," This 
jeopardy is possible only if the archdiocese made some kind of 
agreement with the alleged victims, perhaps as part of the 
settlement, Fr. Kaczorowski has assured me that there is no 
such agreement. Archdiocesan authorities must inform my tor
mentors that there is no legal or ebhical way that I can be 
deprived of my property rights indefinitely. 

" ••• your salary,,.will be reduced by 103 ••• "When I asked Fr. 
Kaczorowski how long this penalty will continue, he replied 
that it has no end, Figuring that I have ten years of service 
to the Church left before retirement, that comes out to a 
penalty of well over $20,000 for one unproven alleged viola
tion. I suooose that in an atmosphere of "zero tolerance", 
any conceot of the punishment fitting the crime has gone out 
the window. It's a good thing that Jesus would not counte
nance the notion of zero tolerance; otherwise St. Peter would 
have finished his career as a poor fisherman. 

The often-quoted Canon 1722 concludes with these words: 
" ••• all these measures must be revoked once the reason for 
them ceases; they also end by the law itself when the penal 
process ceases." While I would argue that justifiable reason 
for this punitive measure has never existed, I would hope 
that we could all agree that we look forward to the day, in 
the near future, when the final provision of this canon will 
take effect. 

If you have a~or wish clarification, please 
contact me at~ 

AOC 009209 



Sincerely, 

Rev. Daniel l>. Buck 

~IY~d.~ 
cc: Francis Cardinal George 

Rev. George Rassas 
Rev. Daniel Smilanic 
Rev. James Kaczorowski 
Rev. Kenneth Kaucheck 

Rev. Mark Canavan 
Rev. Daniel Jarosewic 
Rev. Thomas Moran 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

TO: Carol Fowler 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

MEMORANDUM 

FR: Fr. Jim Kaczorowski 

OT: March 29, 2005 

RE: Attached 

Attached is a letter written to Leah McCluskey, with cc's to me and various 
others, regarding Dan Buck. 

I am not sure you saw this letter, but felt you should since you are handling his 
interim salary. 

Thanks for all you do. 

God bless. 
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TRRNSMJSSJON-REPORT 

TIME MRR 29 '05 11: 56 
TEL NUMBER 3126424933 
NAME VICAR OF PRIESTS 

NBR DRTE TIME DURRTION PGS TO MODE STRTUS 

387 MRR.29 11:54 02/25 06 7519806 EC OK 
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Apr 21 05 11:43a Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 p. 1 

RECEIVED 

APR 2 I 2005 
( # J ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

TRAVELNACATION NOTIFICATION 

.R : · · · · DFiJCE Of PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 
~ V 

1 

[name of cl enc] has infonned this office that he ~l be trave11ng to 

HH.,'r7~ap11 16MN,1300~ 1A,Hount Ple4e4nt JA ( ~u~ Tau" 
''QO ''I-%b-'t7 [destination address and contact p one number] from 

A~ Hay 7.00f [departure date] through 30J14y lCJtJf[ [return date]. 

#J . 
ame of cleric] will be monitored by 

~/'(),-ame of travel monitor]. #A [name of 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

# / [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

f see attached correspondence/ 

1. Contacts with minors by ___ #_._} ____ [name ofcleric] must be in the 

2. 

presence of ___ #_ ..... A_....,..., ___ [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

:tf~ __ __,O.___,._ __ [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

activities and whereabouts of .;#-} [cleric name] over 
---~.----

[aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to __ :Jt_+J ___ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for Sae Abowi [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

Cleric Signature:. ate: ;{) A }2/' 'l.tJ() fF 
PRA Signature: ~ Date: l{ 'l ~l l 05 
A copy of this document will be provided to the ·ic. he miginal will be placed in the cleric's file 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a y will be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office. 

~4X ta: H~, Le4h HcCJiwkt9y 
8 )1'. 75'} ·-fA71 

f=!'tJ;n; R&~ Jlan/12} Duck 
8'-J-7 5"66-6(}!7.._ 

AOC 009213 



Ma~ 13 05 11:48a Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 5SS 608~ 1 
RECEIVEDP· 

TRA VELN ACA TION NOTIFICATION MAY I 3 2005 
( # J) ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

, OFFICE DF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY Re Vi Dem ;ttl E 8u& k [name of cleric] has informed this office that he will be traveling to 

Phlfla~allt Kttn ~ol't: ~a fflJY. ... ,-00/J 
~,C b4hleu 11/ibaio G · 1d'estination address and contact phone number] from 

'J..a·JUt1e ").()()ff [departure date] through J VftJ}y 'l.{JO!f [return date]. 

'1tt [name of cleric] will be monitored by 

Ko!! V. H<t/' = Ca~'i2il1 [name of travel monitor]. # J,. [name of 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

4:FJ ___ __,__ ____ [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

[see attached correspondence] 

l. Contacts with minors by ---*---1-/ ____ [name of cleric] must be in the 

2. 

#,~ presence of ___ _..,1.1-n___,._ ___ [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

#7 
___ _,.~'---->.---- [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

*1 activities and whereabouts of ___ ~----- [cleric name] over 

S ,;;....-~=--.Af-1.-11.b ...... o""""-L.tt __ e"--- [aforementioned time frame). 

3. As previously noted, the date ofretum to __ # __ / ___ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for Se~ fth11Ve [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

Cleric Signature:.J<LU~-W#~~'ll!:.I:.~lA~'Date: } 3 H4y '60(} fi 
Date: 5 { IPJ {OS PRA Signature: 

A copy of this document will be provided to the cl c. he original will be placed in the cleric's file 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a copy will be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
fo1· P1·iests' Office. 
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TRA VELN A CATION NOTIFICATION 

has informed this office that he will be traveling to 

estination address and contact phone number] from 

10 J una b@f[departure date] through u Jub~ 'J.llQ{f(retum date]. 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

#:! -----l'L---- [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

[see attached correspondence} 

1. Contacts with minors by ::J::F J [name of cleric] must be in the 

#'7. 
presence of ____ ~~ ___ [name oftravel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. ~ A [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

activities and whereabouts of *} [cleric name] over 

[aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date ofreturn to ___ #_,o_} ___ 's [cleric name] . 

residence has been scheduled for J~ AbaVtt [aforementioned return date]. 
I 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may b~ 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

ate: G cl un 2..00!f 
PRA Signature: (J /7/05 
A copy of this document will be provided to the e original will be placed in the cle1ic's file 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a C'9fl~llll be placed in. the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office. 
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TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

TIME 06/16/2025 15:37 
NAME OFF OF PROFES RESPON 

DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 

06/16 15:36 
918475666082 
00:00:27 
01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 

FAX 312-7515279 
TEL 312-7515206 
SER.# BROM2J864224 

Jun 16 05 02:50p Cardinal StritchRetr~at H 84? 566 6082 F • i 
RECEIVED 

TRA VE.LIV ACATION NOTIFICATION JUN l 6 2005 
ARCHOIOCm OF CHICAGO 

Clf..l<l-.,l.."'~~~''4.. .. name of cleric has informed this office that he will be tr~W~gP{lqFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

[destination addree:s and contact phone number] from 

17 J q.na 600[ [departure date] through _Jf_J t.ih4f<f)Oi£return date]. 

---*~i-..,--~- (name of cleric] will be monitored by 

f travel monitor]. ___ #.......xA;,_>---~ [n.ame of 

tra.vel monitor] has accepted the responsibil.ity of verifying the location and activities of 

·#1 
___ __J__ __ [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

[see attached correspondence] 

1. Contacts with minors by -·· # J ,,_ (name of cleric] roust be in the 

2. 

presence of '#'~-[name of travel monitorJ. Inappropr:iate situations 

and locations incot11patible with a p.ri.estly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

---*-"'6·-"--- [name of travel monitor) may be asked to attest to the 

activities 3J.l.d whereabouts of~~~*...,.. ,-f.J ____ [cleric Mlt\e] over 

Sea 4a_a_V .... C!.,.__[aforementioned time frame]. 

3 . .A3 ,previously not.ed, the dat€ ofreturn to~--·*} 's (cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for.'? e.e A have [aforementioned return date]. 
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Jun 16 05 02:50p Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 p. 1 

RECEIVED 

TRAVELNACATION NOTIFICATION JUN 1 6 2005 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

has informed this office that he will be tnWJHJlgPfl9FESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

[destination address and contact phone number] from 

17 J una 'Jl'JO[' [departure date] through JiJ t-tna;\00ff[return date]. 

# [naine of cleric]. will be monitored by 

f31' .of travel monitor]. #A [name of 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

*__,Jc__ ___ [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

[see attached correspondence/ 

#J 1. Contacts with minors by ________ [name of cleric] must be in the 

~ry 
presence of ___ ~"-~--- [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. ___ #_· _A~--- [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

*l activities and whereabouts of ___ --1-~---- [cleric name] over 

5~~e_ld~4 ..... J_J 6.......,._V=I!. __ [aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to ___ #"_+-} ___ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for ~e.e AhtJV,4 [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

Cleric Signature'l:t-t;f;!lktJu Date: J 6 J /,(/1. ;J,.Q(}f_ 
PRA Signature: __ (~ Date: ~ { f lf ( {) 5 
A copy of this document will be pl"ovided to the cleL~e original will be placed in the cle1ic's file 
in the Office of Professional Res110nsibility and a copy will be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office. 
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Jul 08 05 12:31p Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 . .E.. 1 
RECEIVEu 

TRAVEL/VACATION NOTIFICATION JUL 0 8 2005 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

OFFICE Of PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 
has informed this office that he will be traveling to 

i 

[destination address and contact phone number] from 

IO Ju} 'A<JOf' [departure date] through /'f J l1 )2,.0(Jf [return date]. 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

q:f;-/ [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

[see attached correspondeHce} 

1. Contacts with minors by ___ #__.)'----- [name of cleric] must be in the 

presence of __ ~_..K.A_,,_ ___ [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. '#°2'_ [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

#J activities and whereabouts of ___ _,_.__ ___ [cleric name] over 

Jt!t! ftb!{j Ve [aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to __ '*__,_/ ____ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for 'Jee /t},ove [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

PRA Signature: 

$Jul ~001£ 
Date: ----1.l l-=-<6 a....=-{ 05=---

A copy of this document will be provided to the cl ·ic. The original will be placed in the cle1ic's file 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a copy will be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Archbishop 

July 22, 2005 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060 

Dear Dan: 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

I have completed my review of the case of sexual misconduct with minors that has been 
pending against you. My decision is contained in the enclosed decree. 

I have also sent a copy of this decree to your advocate, so you might want to discuss this 
with him. 

Should you wish to appeal this decree, you may do so to the Congregation for the 
Doctrine of the Faith within the prescribed period of time. However, you will be expected to 
bear any of the expenses associated with such an appeal. 

I hope this will bring some conclusion to this matter which has been most difficult for 
both of us. Please be assured that you remain in my prayers; I ask that you keep me in yours. 

Sincerely yours in Christ~ 

~ ~ -r~ ~ .. 7 

Francis Cardinal George, 0.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

cc: Rev. Kenneth Kaucheck, Advocate 
Rev. George J. Rassas, Vicar General 
Rev. Edward Grace, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. Daniel A. Smilanic, Promoter of Justice 
Mr. Ralph Bonaccorsi, Assistance Minister 
Mr. Jimmy Lago, Chancellor 
Ms. Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrator 
Mr. John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of 1hc Archbishop 155 E. Superior Sr. 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

DECREE 

THE FACTS. 
Reverend Daniel Buck is a priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago who was ordained for 

this Archdiocese in 1971. He has served the Archdiocese in the following assignments as a 
parochial vicar: St. Luke (River Forest) from 1971-1976; Our Lady of Grace (Chicago) from 
1976-1979; St. Wenceslaus (Chicago) in 1979; St. Francis Borgia (Chicago) from 1979-1984; St. 
Thomas of Villanova (Palatine) from 1984 - 1989; St. Pius X (Stickney) from 1989-1995; St. 
Frances of Rome (Cicero) from 1995-2001; and St. Mary (Buffalo Grove) from 2001-2002. At 
the present time, he is not engaged in any public ministry and resides in a monitored setting at 
the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House in Mundelein, Illinois. 

In 1984, the parents of a minor brought a letter to the attention of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago concerning an inappropriate relationship between Father Buck and their daughter. This 
matter was handled according to the accepted procedures at the time. In I 995. the incident was 
again investigated because a relative of the accused had brought the incident to the attention of 
the Archdiocese. Again, the matter was dealt with according to accepted procedures at the time. 
After therapy, Father Buck was again assigned as a parochial vicar in the Archdiocese. Because 
of the Charter.for the Protection of Children and Young People and the subsequent Essential 
Norms adopted by the bishops of the United States and approved by the Holy See, Father Buck 
was again asked not to exercise any public ministry and to reside at the Cardinal Stritch Retreat 
House in Mundelein. He willingly and generously complied with this request. 

However, in October and again in November, 2002, two additional accusations of sexual 
misconduct were made against Father Buck. The matter was brought before the Professional 
Responsibility Review Board for an Initial Review. On January 11, 2003, the Professional 
Responsibility Review Board advised me that there seemed to be some semblance of truth to the 
two new accusations. A fourth allegation was made, but the accuser did not wish to formalize 
her complaint. 

In accordance with the Code of Canon Law, a preliminary investigation was undertaken 
on May 23, 2003 by my delegate, Leah McCluskey. After receiving her report, I shared the 
findings again with the Professional Responsibility Review Board, which advised me that they 
believed the matter ought to be referred to the Holy See, in accordance with the motu proprio 
Sacramenlorum Sanctitatis Tutela. 

I referred this matter to the Holy See on September 15, 2003, receiving a reply on July 
13, 2004 (P.N. 12/03 - 19658), dispensing from canonical prescription and instructing me to 
conduct an administrative penal process. I initiated this process on August 26, 2004, entrusting 
its instruction to Reverend Patrick R. Lagges. All the evidence and proofs have been gathered. 
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Father Buck has been cited according to the norm of law. l had already accepted his previous 
mandate for Reverend Kenneth Kaucheck to act as his advocate. Both Father Buck and his 
advocate, Father Kaucheck, have had an opportunity to review the acts of this case and have 
been allowed to comment on them. 

I have appointed two assessors to assist me in coming to a decision in this matter, in 
accordance with the prescriptions of the law and the directives of the Holy See. They have 
reviewed all the acts of the case and have presented me with their opinions. 

I have carefully reviewed all the acts of the case and listened to the opinions of the 
Assessors. Having prayed for the guidance of the Holy Spirit, I have now come to a decision on 
the following matter: 

ls Father Daniel Buck guilty of the delict described inc. 1395§2 (c. 2359§2 of the 
1917 Code of Canon Law); namely sexual misconduct with a minor? and 

insofar as this is true, what penalty ought to be imposed? 

THE LAW. 
Every society which is organized in the world must establish rules that govern how its 

members are to behave and what to do when its members don't behave in that way. This is no 
less true of the Church. It is for this reason that c. 1311 states, "The Church has the innate and 
proper right to coerce offending members of the Christian faithful with penal sanctions." 

However, the present Code, following upon the principle established by the bishops of 
the world that the number of automatic penalties should be reduced and only inflicted for the 
most serious reasons, recognized the wisdom of the fathers of the Council of Trent who wrote, 
"Let Bishops and other Ordinaries bear in mind that they are pastors and not prosecutors and that 
they ought to preside over those subject to them so as not to lord it over them, but to love them as 
children and brethren and to strive by exhortation and admonition to deter them from what is 
unlawful, that they may not be obliged should [their subjects] transgress, to coerce them by due 
punishments ..... But if on account of the gravity of the offense there is need of the rod, then its 
rigor is to be tempered with gentleness, judgement with mercy, and severity with clemency, that 
discipline, so salutary and necessary for the people, may be preserved without harshness and they 
who are chastised may be corrected .... " This was also enshrined in the 1917 Code of Canon 
Law as c. 2214§2. 

The present Code also emphasized that the imposition of penalties is to come only as a 
last resort. Canon 1341 admonishes bishops and other ordinaries not to begin penal proceedings 
until they have exhausted all other means of repairing scandal, restoring justice, and reforming 
the off ender. 

There are some crimes, however, that are so heinous that their effects reverberate through 
the whole Church. Jn such cases, the Holy See intervenes to issue particular legislation to ensure 
the unity of the Church is not harmed by the action of individual. 

Such is the case with clerical sexual abuse of minors. Canon 1395§2 states, "A cleric 
who in another way has committed an offense against the sixth commandment of the Decalogue, 
if the delict was committed by force or threats or publicly or with a minor below the age of 
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sixteen years, is to be punished with just penalties, not excluding dismissal from the clerical state 
if the case so warrants." Recognizing the gravity of this offense, and the long term effects that 
this has upon the victim, the Holy See issued particular legislation for the United States in 1994, 
defining the offense as applicable when any person under the age of eighteen was abused by a 
cleric. In 2001, this became the universal law of the Church with the promulgation of the motu 
proprio, Sacramentorum sanctitatis tutela. Further particular legislation in the United States, 
namely the Essential Norms.for Diocesan/Eparchial Policies Dealing with Allegations of Sexual 
Abuse ofMinors by Priests or Deacons has established dismissal from the clerical state as the 
normal penalty to be imposed in cases where clerics have been found guilty of the deli ct of 
sexual abuse of minors. 

Since c. 1342§2 prohibits the imposition of perpetual penalties by means of a decree, this 
would mean that normally a judicial trial would have to take place in order to impose the penalty 
prescribed by the Essential Norms. However, on 7 February, 2003, the Holy Father issued 
further legislation which granted to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith the faculty to 
issue decrees of dismissal from the clerical state. It allowed the Particular Congress of the 
Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, in cases which are "grave and clear", to allow some 
cases to "be treated under the summary process of can. 1720 by the Ordinary who, in case he is 
of the opinion that the accused should be dismissed from the clerical state, will ask the CDF to 
impose dismissal by decree." This was a derogation from Article 17 of Sacramentorum 
sanctitatis tutela, which states, "The more grave delicts reserved to the Congregation for the 
Doctrine of the Faith may only be tried in a judicial process." 

In this particular case, the Particular Congress of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the 
Faith, in permitting this case to be handled according to the summary judicial process, also 
included the provision that the Particular Congress would also consider imposing "some other 
perpetual penalty" recommended by the Ordinary. The Congregation has also granted a 
dispensation from prescription in this matter (see P.N. 12/03 - 19658) so that the action has not 
been extinguished. 

In determining whether a delict has been committed and a penalty ought to be imposed, 
the bishop must make three distinct decisions, according to cc. 1717-1720. First, he must decide 
whether there is some semblance of truth to the accusation ( c. 1717). According to the Essential 
Norms, he is to seek the advice of a diocesan review board which is to be established as a 
consultative body in each diocese to assist the bishop in making determinations in various stages 
of the process. 

Having made the decision that there is some semblance of truth to an accusation, the 
bishop must then conduct an inquiry either personally or through another in order to decide 
whether a further penal process is warranted in a case. In weighing the evidence presented from 
this investigation, the bishop must then decide whether further action is necessary in order to 
determine whether a delict has been committed and what penalty ought to be imposed. 

According to Sacramentorum sanctitatis lute/a, if he determines that further action is 
necessary, the bishop must refer the case to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith (see 
Article 13), seeking further direction as to how to proceed. The Congregation will then direct the 
bishop to initiate a judicial trial, to initiate an administrative process, or to provide for a 
resolution of the case in some other administrative manner. In the most egregious cases, the 
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Congregation has been granted the faculty to refer the case directly to the Holy Father for an ex 
officio dismissal from the clerical state. 

ln this particular case, the Congregation has directed me to proceed with an 
administrative penal process, according to c. 1 720, and, if the case warrants the imposition of a 
perpetual penalty, to refer the matter back to the Congregation for its consideration of my 
decision and the imposition of a perpetual penalty if the Congregation feels it is so warranted. 

Having taken the above into consideration, 
having carefully weighed the evidence and the proofs, 

having afforded the accused the right of defense through his legitimately mandated 
Advocate, 

having listened to the Reverend Promoter of Justice, and 
having consulted two experts in the law who have served as Assessors, 

I, Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I., Archbishop of Chicago, 
having only God before my eyes, 

and invoking the name of the Most Holy Trinity, 
do hereby declare, pronounce, and decree: 

Reverend Daniel Buck has been found guilty of the deli ct described inc. 1395§2 ( c. 
2359§2 of the 1917 Code); namely sexual abuse of a minor under the age of sixteen. l have 
reached moral certitude that Father Buck has committed this delict with three minors. The letter 
which he wrote and which is in the acts of the case clearly demonstrates that Father Buck was 
guilty of a violation of the Sixth Commandment of the Decalogue with his first accuser. With 
regard to two other accusers, I have found that Father Buck has exhibited behavior which is 
consistent with those who have sexually abused minors. First, he has engaged in behavior 
typically referred to as "grooming." Second, his defense that he continued to have a relationship 
with his accusers even after the alleged abuse took place does not prove the abuse did not take 
place. Many abusers continue to have a relationship with their victims even after the incident, 
since they had become "trusted friends" before the abuse took place. This, combined with the 
testimony of the two women who claimed they were abused by Father Buck, has convinced me 
that the abuse did indeed take place. 

Because of the seriousness of the offense, taking into account the circumstances of 
persons and things, and keeping foremost in my mind my obligation, enunciated by the Charter 
for the Protection of Children and Young People, to provide for the protection of children and 
young people in my diocese, I have determined that a canonical penalty is warranted in this case. 

Therefore, I make the following provisions in this case: 

Father Daniel Buck's faculties to minister as a priest of the Archdiocese are removed for 
a period often years. At the end of that period of time, this decree will be reviewed to see if it 
must be renewed or can be revised. However, Father Buck is permitted to celebrate Mass alone 
in his room, with no one else present. He may also celebrate the Sacrament of Reconciliation 
and the Anointing of the Sick in danger of death only. 
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Father Buck's salary shall be determined as that of an associate pastor, less any 
administrative expenses determined in particular law of the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

With regard to where Father Buck might live during this time and what activities he 
might be engaged in, I hereby designate the Vicar for Priests and the Professional Responsibility 
Administrator to work with Father Buck in determining these matters. They are also to establish 
a monitoring protocol so that Father Buck's activities may be supervised. 

Because of my concern for the scandal that might result from Father Buck frequenting the 
property he owns at in -Illinois_, I again forbid Father Buck 
from frequenting, visiting, or inhabiting this property. 1 encourage him to work for an equitable 
solution to this matter, however, in which case this prohibition may be lifted. 

I also dispense Father Buck from the obligation to wear ecclesiastical garb ( c. 284 ), and 
strongly urge that he not wear such attire. Furthermore, he is not to represent himself as a priest 
to those unknown to him and may not act as an agent of the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

I urge Father Buck to observe the prescriptions of canons 273 to 289 concerning the 
rights and obligations of clerics. That is, he is to show reverence and obedience to the Supreme 
Pontiff and to his Ordinary ( c. 273 ); to unite himself with the presbyterate of Chicago and 
promote the mission of the laity ( c. 275); to pursue holiness of life, especially by availing himself 
of daily prayer, monthly spiritual direction and an annual retreat; to pursue opportunities for 
continuing education (c. 279); to foster simplicity of life ( c. 282); and to foster peace and 
harmony based on justice ( c. 287). 

This decision shall be made known to Father Buck and to his Advocate at the earliest 
possible moment, as well as their right to appeal any decision of the Congregation for the 
Doctrine of the Faith to theferia quarta of that same Congregation. 

Given at Chicago, lllinois on the 22nd day of July, 2005. 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 

f ~- tacA-flAd' )~ 
Ecclesiastical Notary 
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8 Aug 2005 

Notes on Negotiations Concerning 
Rigel VI Inc., IL 

The "Rigel" House 

The house in , held in trust by Rigel VI Inc., was 
purchased in 1972 by six priests including Fr. Dan Buck, Departure 
and death have now reduced the number to four, The two-story house 
has three bedrooms and one and a half bathrooms, and a full base
ment adjoined by a one and a half car garage, It is situated on a 
narrow lot with lakefront frontage and a pier. All house infra
structure has been upgraded or replaced over the last thirty years, 
and the house is in very good condition, The most recent real 
estate tax bill listed the fair market value at $242,000; this is 
a conservative estimate. In addition, a new seventeen-foot oower 
boat was purchased in 2003. 

The bylaws of the trust stipulate that if a member leaves the 
partnership, he is not entitled to any reimbursment. Thus if Fr. 
Buck were to cease paying his share of monthly expenses, he would 
lose his entire investment. 

¥,There is no interest in selling the house in order to ourchase 
7 another, The.members of the corporation are no longer twenty

seven years old and ar~ not in a oosition financially (especially 
Fr. Buck) to afford the costs of moving and furnishing a new 
home, There is also a strong motivation not to give in to coertion. 

Because of the restricted storage space at Fr. Buck's current 
residence, he has moved many of his most valuable possessions to 
~· These include books, antique toys, and tools. Also he 
spent over twenty years building an extensive model railroad in 
the basement, worth many thousands of dollars. He has not had 
access to any of this property for more than two years. 

For thirty plus years the Rigel house has been used primarily as 
a Tuesday-day-off refuge, sometime spilling over into Monday 
evening or Wednesday morning. In the past there were summer vaca
tions of ten days to two weeks, although this has not happened in 
recent years. Afew of the members have hosted family gatherings 
over weekends or holidays, bvt Fr. Buck has not done this in 
many years. In any case this is a rare occurance. 

A few of the members have talked about retiring to the house; 
this was never Fr. Buck's intention. However, since his options 
for the future have been severely altered and his income cut, 
circumstances could force him to take full-time residence in 

This is not desireable but could become inevitable. 

Ordinary household chores and maintainance duties have been 
shared by the members over the years. Financial realities have 
forced the partners to be resourceful in their do-it-yourself 
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activities. Fr. Buck's special skills and attention to detail have 
been missed for the past two years. All members of the corporation 
have suffered because of his absence. 

Mrs·-House 

Mrs. purchased the home 
1999, at approximately the same time she in 
her daughters' abuser 
Prior to this she had 

Mrs, -attitude toward her neighbors at Rigel, and parti
cularly toward Fr. Buck, is puzzling. She has always been a 

thoughtful and friendly neighbor. Ms. __ l.!_~J.L.McClu·s···k·e·~ifies 
that Mrs, has "forgiven" Fr. Buck, and Mrs. -- tells of 
the hug Mrs. shared with him after their June~2002 conver-
sation, It is possible that her apprehension stems from her misun
derstanding of parts of that conversation, She may sincerely 
believe that Fr. Buck presents a current threat-to her grand
children, This of course is not true. All the members of Rigel are 
pledged to do whatever is neces'sa"T"y to relieve her apprehension. 

The bottom line is that none of the houses in the vicinity of the 
Priests' house have children as permanent occuoants, During at 
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least nine months of the year there are no children living in the 
immediate area. The children who do visit with their:parents during 
the summer do so mainly on weekends or for vacations of a week or 
two. 

Proposed Conditions 

There are a number of apparent goals which are desireable to the 
family, the Archdiocese of Chicago, and the partners 

sharing ownership of Rigel VI Incorporated. In order to achieve the 
common goals listed below, the priests suggest the following 
strategies: 

Goal #1: The Protection of Children 

Fr. Buck agrees to be monitored at ~by a classmate or 
another responsible adult. On those occasions when children are in 
the vicinity of Rigel, Fr. Buck pledges to remain inside his home. 
If he must leave for some reason, e.g. to go out to dinner, he will 
do so only In the close comoany of his classmates or another 
responsible adult. 

Goal #2: Avoldanc~ of Con~rontatlon~Between Accusers and Accused 

~
~ r.-~ /n.~t..,(,,__ .., 1"---1 ·1 ~ 1 ~---c; 

As agreed to pre~iously, when awa~e that either of his accusers 
and/or their mmedlate families are to be present, Fr. Buck will 
absent himself from his home. His classmates are agreeable to any 
reliable system of notification, 

Goal #3: Avoidance of Damaging Publicity 

The chance of bad publicity is minimized by the apparent unwill
ingness of the accusers to go public with their accusations, and 
by the absence of children living in the area. In short, there ls 
no story here. For their part, the members of Rigel VI pledge to 
avoid any contact with the press. 

Goal #4: Avoidance of Further Litigation 

Since the Archdiocese reached an out-of-court settlement with the 
accusers in the fall of 2003, and since Fr. Kaczorowski has test-
lf led that the house was not discussed in the settle-
ment, further litigation against the Archdiocese by the accusers 
would seem to be precluded. This ls the main ouroose of a settle
ment. In addition the accusers have had many ooportunltles to sue 
Fr. Buck and have not done so; there ls no reason to believe they 
would do so in the future even if they were able. The only real
istic threat of litigation Iles in the legal action Fr. Buck will 
be forced to pursue if his basic oroperty rights continue to be 
violated. 

Goa 1 #5: Mrs. - Comfort 

AOC 009227 



Even though it goes against the principles of Christian neighbor
liness, the oartners of Rigel VI Inc.~ to do al~ in their 
ower to avoid all contact with Mrs. lllllllland her family. 

If there are othe~ goals to be considered, the priests of Rigel stand 
ready to work toward their resolution. 

Rev. Mark Canavan 
8806 Ridgeland Ave. 
Oak Lawn IL 60453 

Rev • Dan i e 1 Buck 
Post Office Box 455 
Mundelein IL 60060 

Rev. Thomas Moran 
7939 w. 43rd St. 
Lyons IL 60534 
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Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck 
Our Lady Star of the Sea Church 
467 Fairford 
Grosse Pointe, Micht~an 48236 

Dear Ken: 

August 15, 2005 

Enclosed are the notes I out together to help with 
negotiations about my use cf my house. I out the fact 
sheets about the house and its surrounding area together 
in such a way that I feel even those on the other side 
of this controversy will be unable to take issue with 
these facts. 

My classmates have signed on with 
think their oarticioation 

I'm excited at the oossibility that we can end this intol
erable situation to everyone's satisfaction, but I'm 
concerned that we proceed in a careful and sensitive 
manner. My classmates and I were especially bothered by 

~al to end all contact with Mrs. -
........ suggested that the benefits of watchful neighbors 
to an elderly woman soending most of her day alone might 
be emohaslzed. Obviously, more planning is needed before 
we proceed. 

I've also enclosed a cony of a reminder note I sent to Ed 
Grace concerning my salary. My full nay was not restored 
in the oayroll of August 12. I'll be watching for the next 
check on August 26. 

As always, thanks for all your efforts on my bPhalf. 

Sincere Iv, 

/Q./, 

j,/CfAv 
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August 15, 2005 

Sai11t )'v1ary Pa-ris-h=-
Rev. Edwapd D. Grace 

-'--~~vicar for l>riests' Office 
-=-----=-....,"~' - 6 4 5 N • M l c h i g a n Av e • , S u l t e I~ 5 4 3 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Ed: 

My canonical advocate suggested that I remind you that, 
as agreed uoon in our meeting of August 3, my salary ls to 
be restored to "that of an associate oastor, less any 
administrative exoenses determined in particular law of 
the Archdiocese of Chicago." My calculations determine 
that my salary per pay oeriod, minus the 101. administrative 
expense and before anuity reduction, should be $793.83. 

I realize that the payrol1 of August 12 orobably occured 
too quickly for this adjustment to have been made, but I 
look forward to the oay check of August 26 to reflect the 
correction, 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Rev, Daniel P, Buck 

c. Rev. Kenneth Kaucheck 

AOC 009230 



Aug 18 05 11:53a Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 

TRAVEL/VACATION NOTJFICA TION 

p. 1 

RECEIVED 

AUG I 8 2005 
ARCHDIOCESE Of CHICAGO 

.IL-"1.1..J..J..=L_!_-J-"'WJU,,Ll-\l[name of cleric] has informed this office that he wi\l be ~idl'!JgltWssmf\/AL RESPoriisisiun 

estination address and contact phone number] from 

l 1Aug7-00fi [departure date] through 1/J AU(J /..00 !i [return date]. 

:f:F 
----;-~"'-+----··-- [name of cleric] will be monitored by 

name of travel monitor] # 7',____ __ [name of 

travel monitor) has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

---~~ .. L ________ [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. CQ py 
f.<;ee att.ached correspondence] of an original document from the files of 

:#= l OF~ICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 
1. Contacts with minors by ----·- [name of cl enc) mt~RM(}eESE OF CHICAGO 

presence of__ .:fF Z [name of travel monitor]. Inapproi#.!fel§iftifiMi!ok stamp! 
' DO NOT COPY 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. 
#{'/ __ _,,,f-'-',oe---- [name oft.ravel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

activities and whereabouts of 4-t_.J_ .~ _ [cleric name l over 

~/j)w U:..__.L..14.,___ [aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to *Fj ___ 's [cleric name) 

residence has been scheduled for Vea AbaJ/!1_ [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

To; 
Lce4h Hc:-C/u6k&y 
o J A. 7 'f) ~ f;zof} 
r4)t BIA. 7g1-7;z71 

f /'fJJrl; 
Rev, J/t1h/1J) P: 13'uc-k 
1lif'7 !J66 --60~fl 

?trx <ff1T7 !iG6~ (JOffZ 
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I Edward Grace - Dan Buck 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 

Edward Grace ~-_,,, 
McCluskey, Leah 
Dan Buck 

8/26/05 

Leah, 

I received a letter from Dan Buck referencing his Decree and requesting that his salary be increased to 
"Associate less 10%" as specified in the decree. I checked with Lagges to see if that was his intent in the 
wording of the decree. Pat said that it was and so I have asked Pat Cummings to arrange for Dan Buck's 
salary to be changed to reflect this. I have not yet discussed this with Dan because we have been playing 
voice mail tag. When I do I will point out to him that what has been restored may also be removed again in 
case of failure to observe the protocols. 

--c :i;,;i./ 
(/ /. Vl, 

CJ_/ u ~yt.) 
.1-vlc -
tJ 
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Our lady 
Star of the Sea 
467 Fairford 
Grosse Pointe Woods, Michigan 48236-2410 
(313) 884-5554 Fax: (313) 885-5591 

Very Rev. Patrick Lagges 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
155 Superior Street 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Dear Pat: 

August 28, 2005 

It is my hope that this letter finds you healthy and well. Since our last meeting I have 
worked with Fr. Dan Buck and his group to present a proposal through you to the Cardinal. This 
proposal was worked out following the meeting and discussion at the Stritch Retreat Center with 
the Cardinal. 

Since the Cardinal did encourage him to work for " ... an equitable solution to the matter" 
so that the prohibition could be lifted, His fraternity of priests are presenting the attached 
proposal to the Cardinal. 

Please do not hesitated to contact me if you have any questions or queries about the 
proposal. 

I pray that God will continue to bless your ministry. 

Fraternally, 

I~ 
Reverend Kenneth R. Kaucheck J.C.D. 
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MEMORANDUM 

OFFICE OF VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

TO: PATT V ANDERPLOW 

FROM: SISTER PAT 

DATE: AUGUST 29, 2005 

RE: FATHER DAN BUCK'S SALARY 

I AM WRITING AT TI-IE REQUEST OF FATI-IER ED GRACE. 

According to the decree for Father Dan Buck he is to receive an "Associate Salary less 

10%.". He had been receiving less than that amt. However he is now restored to the 

less 10% status. This was approved by Father Lagges. 

Please make the appropriate changes retroactive from August 1, 2005. 

Thank you for attending to this. 
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Sep 09 05 06:13p Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 p. 1 

RECE\VED 

_ [name of travel monitor]. __ 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

# ) [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

[see attaclzed correspo1ulencej 

1. Contacts with minors by #1· --+-·-----[name of cleric] must be in the 

presence of ___ # _ __.,A'--"'-..---· [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. ----·---~Z, ______ [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest lo the 

activities and whereabouts of __ ~:} _______ [cleric name] over 

!JAP~botre [aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to ____ #-j _____ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for 'JifJ.I} Atnlfe [aforementioned return date] 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

Date: 'l 5erz lOO/f 
, 111. /1 1~1 i '11 · "'21 I i ') · 

PRA.. Signature: l{/J,vvKJll/'-:~, ,-----Bate: --1µ1--__ {t-=0::...::5==----
A r.opy of this document will be prnvided to the dotlc. 1 e original will be placer! in the clcJic's file 
in the Office of Pl·ofessional Responsibility and a ~~~i be placed in the cleric's file in the Vical" 
for P1;ests' Office. 

F/11m'. Kt'!v, flttnfe) F!ue-k 
14-7 ff60~00#0 

F tlX ', 'ff/}-7 f 6 6 ~ 6 0 g A_ 
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Memo to File- PFR-01 
September 19, 2005 
Page2 

Fr. Kaucheck then asked Cardinal George about the existing decree, which states the 
initiation of a 10% reduction in Fr. Buck's salary. This decree was imposed as a result of 
Fr. Buck's [alleged] violation of the decree forbidding his presence at the aforementioned 
- home. In response to Fr. Kaucheck, Cardinal George clarified that Fr. Buck's 
current salary is that of an associate priest. Fr. Lagges then expressed that the August 3rd 
meeting was not a forum to argue the decree[ s] and that all appeals be made to Rome. 

When asked by Fr. Buck, it was clarified that Fr. Grace is his Vicar for Priests. Fr. 
Kaucheck then asked about Fr. Buck's current and future living arrangements. Both 
Cardinal George and Fr. Lagges spoke of the hope to move Fr. Buck and the other 
withdrawn priests [for the alleged sexual abuse of minors] out of the Cardinal Stritch 
Retreat House and to another monitored location. They also talked about the intent to 
have Fr. Buck and the other withdrawn priests be assigned to/engage in work that is not 
public ministry. 

When asked by Fr. Buck, it was confirmed that his current monitoring protocols would 
continue until they are revised in the future. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. Edward D. Grace, Vicar for Priests 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 75l-5279 

www.archchicago.org 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Date: 

MEMORANDUM 

File-PFR-01 

Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administra-0 

Buck, Rev. Daniel [Withdrawn] 

September 20, 2005 

Cardinal Francis George, 0.M.I., Rev. Patrick Lagges, Judicial Vicar, Revs. Edward 
Grace and Vincent Costello Vicars for Priests, and PRA traveled to the Cardinal Stritch 
Retreat House to meet with Rev. Daniel Buck on August 3, 2005. The meeting had been 
scheduled at the request of Cardinal George so that he could speak with Fr. Buck about 
the administrative penal process that he was instructed to conduct by the Holy See (P.N. 

12/03 - 19658)." 

Cardinal George began the meeting with a prayer and then provided Fr. Buck with a copy 
of the aforementioned decree [see file]. Fr. Buck had requested the presence of bis 
canonical advocate, Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, J.C.D. at the August 3rd meeting. Fr. 
Lagged provided Fr. Kaucheck with a copy of the decree. 

Cardinal George informed Fr. Buck that this matter was referred to the Holy See on 
September 15, 2003 and that the response was received from the Holy See on July 13, 
2004. The Cardinal also informed Fr. Buck that he has completed bis review of the case 
of sexual misconduct with minors that has been pending against him. Cardinal George 
read over and summarized the decree for Fr. Buck, specifically reading all of the 
provisions. 

Fr. Buck expressed bis surprise and disappointment to Cardinal George after receiving 
the decree and hearing the sanctions. At this point during the August 3rd meeting, Fr. 
Buck initiated a lengthy discussion concerning bis presence at his home located in II 
- Fr. Buck specifically asked who he would need to speak with regarding the 
existing decree forbidding bis presence at the home and bis wish to have the decree 
rescinded. In response to Fr. Buck's request, Fr. Kaucheck suggested a possible 
mediation around the matter and one that would include Fr. Buck, bis accusers, and 
Cardinal George. Cardinal George expressed bis willingness to be open to such 
mediation and suggested that the Vicar for Priests be involved in such a process as well. 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF ·CHICAGO 

Vicar General 

Rev. Marc Reszel 
St. Mary Parish 
10 N. Buffalo Grove Rd. 
Buffalo Grove, IL 60089 

Dear Father Reszel: 

September 23, 2005 

' 

Post Office Box J 979 
Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-8271 
Fax: (312) 337-6379 

As you know, Cardinal George has resolved eleven cases of priests heretofore 
temporarily removed from public ministry as a result of an allegation of abuse of a minor. 
In accord with our policies and practices, victims and the affected parish communities 
will be informed about the resolution of the cases. With that in mind, I ask that you share 
the enclosed letter \Vith your parishioners at Masses this weekend. 

I suggest you do so in a manner that, in your judgment, best suits your particular 
parish situation: pulpit am1ouncement (experience has demonstrated that such 
announcements are best made after Communion), bulletin announcement/insert, copies 
distributed after weekend Masses, or a combination of these. 

Thank you for your cooperation in fulfilling this request, even though it is with 
short notice. 

cc: Rev. Farrell Kane, O.Carm. 

Sincerely yours, 

1A~~ 
Reverend George J. Rassas 
Vicar General 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF -CHICAGO 

Vicor Generol 

September 23, 2005 

To the Parishioners of St. Mary Parish: 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-8271 
Fox: (312) 337-6379 

As you.know, some time ago Father Daniel Peter Buck was temporarily withdrawn 
from ministry following Cardinal George's acceptance of the advice of the Independent 
Review Board that there was reason to suspect that Father Buck engaged in sexual 
misconduct with a minor. According to Canon Law, this determination by the Review 
Board was forwarded to the Holy See for its review. This is to report to you that this 
process has been concluded. 

Specifically, the Holy See reviewed and confirmed Cardinal George's acceptance of 
the advice of the Review Board and authorized Cardinal George to resolve the matter 
administratively. Pursuant to that instruction, Cardinal George reviewed all of the 
information collected, listened to the opinions of canonical advocates, and sought advice 
from his own canonical advisors as well as from assessors who are canon lawyers 
independent of the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

Cardinal George has determined based upon the information presented that sexual 
misconduct did occur with a minor, and he has prohibited Father Buck from engaging in 
any public ministry, presenting himself as a priest, or acting as an agent of the Archdiocese 
of Chicago. 

It is my hope and prayer that while this announcement is yet one more reminder of 
a sad reality, it may also bring a measure of finality and peace to the people of St. Mary 
Parish. 

Please keep in your thoughts and prayers all those affected by the sin of abuse. 
They and all of you are daily in my prayer. 

cc: Rev. Farrell Kane, O.Carm. 

Sincerely yours, 

Reverend George J. Rassas 
Vicar General 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF ·CHICAGO 

Vicar General 

Rev. Raymond Yadron 
St. Thomas of Villanova Parish 
1201 E. Anderson Drive 
Palatine, IL 60Q74-4 l 4 7 

Dear Father Yadron: 

September 23, 2005 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751·8271 
Fax: (312) 337-6379 

As you lmow, Cardinal George has resolved eleven cases of priests heretofore 
temporarily removed from public ministry as a result of an allegation of abuse of a minor. 
In accord with our policies and practices, victims and the affected parish communities 
will be informed about the resolution of the cases. With that in mind, I ask that you share 
the enclosed letter with your parishioners at Masses this weekend. 

I suggest you do so in a manner that, in your judgment, best suits your particular 
parish situation: pulpit announcement (experience has demonstrated that such 
announcements are best made after Communion), bulletin announcement/insert, copies 
distributed after weekend Masses, or a combination of these. 

Thank you for your cooperation in fulfilling this request, even though it is with 
short notice. 

cc: Rev. Farrell Kane, O.Carm. 

Sincerely yours, 

Reverend George J. Rassas 
Vicar General 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF ·CHICAGO 

Vicar General 

September 23, 2005 

Post Office 13ox J 979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-J 979 

(312) 751-8271 
Fax: (312) 337-6379 

To the Parishioners of St. Thomas of Villanova Parish: 

As you,lmow, some time ago Father Daniel Peter Buck was temporarily withdrawn 
from ministry following Cardinal George's acceptance of the advice of the Independent 
Review Board that there was reason to suspect that Father Buck engaged in sexual 
misconduct with a minor. According to Canon Law, this determination by the Review 
Board was forwarded to the Holy See for its review. This is to report to you that this 
process has been concluded. 

Specifically, the Holy See reviewed and confirmed Cardinal George's acceptance of 
the advice of the Review Board and authorized Cardinal George to resolve the matter 
administratively. Pursuant to that instruction, Cardinal George reviewed all of the 
information collected, listened to the opinions of canonical advocates, and sought advice 
from his own canonical advisors as well as from assessors who are canon lawyers 
independent of the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

Cardinal George has determined based upon the information presented that sexual 
misconduct did occur with a minor, and he has prohibited Father Buck from engaging in 
any public ministry, presenting himself as a priest, or acting as an agent of the Archdiocese 
of Chicago. 

It is my hope and prayer that while this announcement is yet one more reminder of 
a sad reality, it may also bring a measure of finality and peace to the people of St. Thomas 
of Villanova Parish. 

Please keep in your thoughts and prayers all those affected by the sin of abuse. 
They and all of you are daily in my prayer. 

cc: Rev. Farrell Kane, O.Carrn. 

Sincerely yours, 

Reverend George J. Rassas 
Vicar General 
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Office of the Metropolitan Tribunal 
Rev. Patrick R. Lagges, J.C.D 
Phone: (312) 751-8384 
e-mail: plagges@archchicago.org 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Father Ed Grace 

155 E. Superior St. 
Chicago, Illinois li06! I 

Fax: (312) 751-8314 

RECEIVED 

SEP 2 6 2005 
Ms. Mayra Flores 
Ms. Leah McCluskey 

ARCHDiOCESE OF CHICAGO 
OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

FROM: 
RE: 
DATE: 

Father La es 
appeal of Cardinal George's decree 

3 eptember, 2005 

For-because their decrees were administrative, their appeals follow the 
pro~hical administrative recourse." This means that they have I 0 days from 
the issuance of the decree to appeal to Cardinal George to modify or amend his decree. Cardinal 
George has 3 O" days to consider it. If he doesn't say anything after thirty days or refuses. to 
change the decree, the appellant has 15 days to appeal to Rome. 

In essence, Cardinal George has done both: he did not respond within the 30 days (since for 
most of that time he was in Rome), and he later responded, refusing to change the decree. 

For those who had their cases settle by the administrative penal process (Buck, 
, their appeal would have to go directly to Rome within thirty days. 
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VINCENT PIERRI/DAILY HERALD 

Critics are concerned about priests living on the grounds of the 
University of SL Mary of the Lake In Mundelein recently removed 
by the Chicago Archdiocese on allegations of sexual misconduct. 1 

I 

Police want list of 1 

pun~f\~ed priests 
BY MADHU lo -o have that file in the police 
KRISHNAMURTHY department." 
AND BOB SUSNJARA Rose said any information on 
Daily Herald Staf!Wriim the priests would remain confi

dential. 
Mundelein officials want the An archdiocese official said 

Chicago Archdiocese to provide Tuesday the Mundelein police 
information on several priests request is under consideration. 
living on seminary grounds in "It's a very difficult conun-
the village who have been drum at the moment," said · 
removed from public ministry Colleen Dolan, archdiocese 
after allegations of sexual mis- director of communfcations and 
conductwithminors. public relations. "I would pre-

Nearly all the 11 priests ousted swne the lawyers would have to 
by Cardinal Francis George last look at the legalities of this 1 

week reside on the grounds of because you can't just put (the 
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Mtf~cleiffiptOfice want 
·list of punished priests 

BY MADHU 
KRISHNAMURTHY 
AND BO'B SUSNJARA 

Dail:f Herald Staff Writers 

. VINCENT PIERRI/DAILY HERALD 

Critics are concerned ~bout several. priests living on 
the grounds of the University of St Mary of the Lake 
in Mundelein recently removed by the Chicago Arch~. 
diocese on allegations of sexual misconduct. 

Mundelein officials want the 
Chicago Archdiocese to provide infor
mation on several priests living on 
seminary grounds in the village who 
have been removed from public min
istry after . allegatio'ns of sexual 
misconduct with minors. 

Cardinal Francis George last week 
reside on the grounds of University of 
St. Mary of the Lake off Route 176. 
Some of the .priests have lived there 
since 2002, but village authorities 
learned of it only recently, Police Chief 
Raymond J. Rose said. 

Some of the priests a:re in nursing 
homes, an archdiocese official said . 

Seven ·of the priests had ties to 
churches in Cook, Lake and DuPage 

Nearly all the 11 priests ousted by See UST on PAGE 13 
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monitored, according to church 

Cuntinue.d frOm Itige 1 . . reason for alarm about the 
. . . accused priests living on the 

counties. The allegations d·ate seminary grounds. · 
back 50 years, past the statute.of. "It's not like this just hap-

. limitations for criminal prosecu- pened last week," he. said. 
tion. "These people have been there 

Rose said the priests don't and there have been no prob-
• - • . • . • • , • ,..,., - _ _._ ___ 11 __ ,_ ----

receive regular counseling, 
Dolan said. The priests also can 
move out of the ·seminary and 
.leave the priesthood·at anytime, 
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~onitored, according to church 

reason for alarm about the ··receive regular counseling, 
accused priests living on the Dolan said. The priests also can 

counties. The allegations date · seminary grounds. · · . move out of the ·seminary and 
back so years, past the statute o~ "It's not like this just hap- leave the priesthood·at anytime, 

· limitations for criminal prosecu- pened last week," he. said. she said. · 

Ccmtinued frUm Ib.ge 1 

ti.on. "These people have been there But critics say the archdio-
Rose said the pi;iests don't and there have been no prob- cese's monitoring system does 

have to register as sex offenders, · lems to date. We actually have not work. One such priest 
but police would like to.: follqw far better ability to know what's accused of sexual misconduct, 1 

. the sru:p.e procedure and have going on with an organization of the Rev. John Callicott of 
their files available in the event . that nature than what's going on . Chicago, slipped under the 
of a future incident' He said the . up and doWil the streets of regu-· radar. · · 
village is aware of the archdio- · 1ar old; private Mundelein." Callicott was removed as 
cese's concern about the priests' ,Still others are calling for that pastor of Holy Angel& pansh on 

. privacy. . . . . information to be made pubij.c. Chicago's South Side in ?002 
"We're trying to find that Veteran. Lake County Chil_, amid accusations he engaged in 

middle ground that allC>Ws us to· dren's Advocacy Center sexual miscond.uct with two 
have the information, so the investigator Mark Pleasant said t.eenage boy~ in the 1970s at 
community is aware. that we . the public should know whether another chtircli. He was sent to 
have the information," he s.aid. the priests tindergo counseling the Universicy of St Mary of the 
"Should there e·ver: be any and the severity Of their sup- Lake. · 
reportS or concerns, we would · posed offenses. In January 2004, controversy . 
have . .that· file in the police "The whole problem here is · arose.when archdiocese officials 
department." the lack of information that is learned Callicptnvas traveling 

Rose said any information on available," said Pleasant, who from Mtindelein, at the invita
the priests would remain confi- . works for an arm of the Lake tion of Holy Angels officials, to 
dential. . . County state's attorney's office. talk to grade-school s'tudents 

An archdioc.ese official said "These people exist (tinder) a about sex. 
Tuesday the Mundelein police veil of secrecy~" ' "What they call monitoring 
r~quest is under consideration. . Dolan said the priests are not leaves a lot to be desired;" said 

"It's .a. very difficult conun- under house arrest but must Barbara Blaine, president of 
drum at the moment," said check fu with a inonitoi:' before Chicago-based Survivors Net
Colieen n·olan, archdiocese· leaving university grounds. At workofThoseAblised by Priests. 
director of cominunications ahd times, they may be accompanied "There is no way to monitor 
public relations. "I would pre- by~ chaperone. They are allowed these guys 24.hours a day." 
surne the lawyer~ would have to tb drive cars. They are forl;>idd~ . The cardinal has ordered a 
look at Jhe ~egalities of this from being alone with minors. church trial for Callicott's case. 
because you can't just put (the · Their living qu.arters were Dolan said there won't be a 

' priests') names on aJis.t." once a retre.at house now used repeat of that ca.se· because all 
Though the archdiocese has solely as a home for removed 

not released a full lis.t of the priests. It is separated by a lake 
removed priests' names, 9fficials from the seminafy campus. · 
there .confirmed a list obtained· "They are nbt mixed in wjth. 
by the Dany Herald It has been .the seminarians, and they defi
widely published; nitely should not make plans to. 

Mundelein police are asking go where there are children," 
for more than just names. Offi- Dolan said.· "Each one of them, 
cials want to know· how to . in order to maintain this 
identify the men, details qf the . process, have signed a docu- · 
allegations against them, and' ment to the cardinal saying that 
how they are being monitored. they will abide by thesf'. rules;" 
. Mundelein Mayor Kenneth The piiests are required to 
Kessler said while police are "lead a life of .prayer and 
being cautious; there is no penance." They should also 

Parishes have beert. inforri:ied of received a letter from the cardi-
the 11 priests' removal. · al ,, h they are ill a restrtcH 

" n. , s e s .. ai. • d. "The priests that They d 't b l · · Every.priest in the diocese . funcn· o~ ,e, ong m a are. up m Mundelein know that orung. 
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ARCHDIOCE.SE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 75l-5279 

www.archchicago.org 

MEMORANDUM 

From: 

File (;). V'-

Leah McCluskey, Professional Responsibility Administrate vJ 
To: 

Re: Cardinal Stritch Retreat House Residents 

Date: October 7, 2005 

Rev. Edward Grace, Vicar for Priests, Mr. John O'Malley, Director of Legal Services, 
and PRA traveled to the Mundelein Police Department today to meet with Mr. Raymond 
Rose, Chief of Police and Mr. Cameron Eugenis, Deputy Chief. The meeting was 
arranged to discuss those archdiocesan priests who have been withdrawn as a result of a 
substantiated allegation of the sexual abuse of a minor and currently reside at the 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House located in Mundeiein, Illinois. Chief Rose made it clear 
throughout the meeting that the discussion was not to include any withdrawn priest living 
in Mundelein who is already a registered sex offender. 

After preliminary discussion surrounding the process of a priest being withdrawn from 
ministry and the Review Board process, Mr. O'Malley informed Chief Rose and Deputy 
ChiefEugenis of the information that Francis Cardinal George had wished to share with 
the Mundelein police concerning the aforementioned priests. 

Chief Rose stated that basic information they would like to be provided on any priest 
removed from ministry and living at the Retreat House would be their date of birth, a 
picture of each man, and a picture of each man's car. Through further discussion, the . 
following information was also requested on each aforementioned priest: height, weight, 
eye color, hair color, social security number, driver's license number and expiration date, 
employment information, vehicle information [make, mode~ year, color, license plate 
number]-

It was also agreed that PRA would contact Chief Rose and Deputy ChiefEugenis via 
phone in the event that one of the aforementioned priests moves into or out of the Retreat 
House. 

PRA then verbally provided the following information on each withdrawn priest residing 
at the Retreat House, which was recorded by Chief Rose's secretary: name, date of birth, 
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Memo to File 
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Page 2 

date removed from ministry, and the date of the last substantiated allegation. PRA also 
verbally provided a basic summary of the monitoring protocol that each withdrawn priest 
has been asked to follow. 

Cc: Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
Rev. Edward D. Grace, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. Vincent Costello, Vicar for Priests 
John O'Malley, Legal Services 
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To: File 
From: Ed Grace <:f) 
Re: Dan Buck i_-./ 

Date: I 0/29/05 

I called Mark Canavan and spoke with him concerning Dan's proposal to resume use of 
his lake home. 

Mark Canavan is aware of Dan's proposal and supports it. 

He indicated there had been an estrangement between Mrs. mind all the priests 
since this came up. 

• I take that to mean that there is coolness and lack of contact rather than 
expressed hostility. 

• "They're ignored by-

He understood Dan could not be there alone. 
I also asked about the 3 priests willingness to give Mrs.-the notices referred to. 

I expressed to mark there were no guarantees Mrs~ould agree and ifthat was 
the fact I would inform the Cardinal. 

Finally, I also expressed to Mark this would take longer than Dan would wish, in any 
case. 
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[Edward Grace - Phone Number 

From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Mayra Flores 
Edward Grace 
11/1/20052:54:01 PM 
Phone Number 

Here is the phone number for Mrs. As I said, she is going to 
for a family event and won't be returning to her home until Saturday. I told her you would be calling her 
regarding Dan Buck, and she agreed to you calling her when she returns. 

Peace, 
Mayra 

Mayra Flores 
Assistance Ministry 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 
312/751-8267 
312/751-8307 (fax) 
mflores@archchicago.org 

Page 1 J 
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To: File 
From: Ed Grace 

Dan Buck 
11/21/05 

Re: 
Date: 

brotherof-
···and who have accused Dan Buck of abusing 

them. The accusations have been deemed credible by the Review Board and Cardinal 
George has accepted the Review Board's recommendation. 

As part of its temporary removal decree and protocol Dan was forbidden to be at the 
home he and three friends own in - IL. 

The pennanent Decree dated July 22, 2005 continues this prohibition but asks that some 
mutual agreeable accommodations be worked out so Dan could make use of this house if 
possible. 

To this end I contacted mother of the girls, and ananged a meeting with 
her at her home in - on 11122105. 

Today her son, ontacted me. He wishes me and the diocese to understand: 
1. Father Buck's actions have greatly damaged his entire family. 
2. It is hard for him to trust priests (Dan's fellow owners). 

• They were rude to who stopped to see if Dan was at the house 
when she saw his car there. 

• They showed her no respect - treated her like dirt. "It's none of your 
business if Dan is here". 

3. Dan's presence at the house would be a huge problem for the whole family. 
4. ~ants the diocese to know: 

• They don't trust Dan. 
• They would be frightened for all the kids .hildren have• 

grandchildren who would be visiting Grandmother. 

~ants us to be sure to understand: 
• one of the abused, who lives in - wants her voice to be 

heard in any discussions of a possible relaxation of Dan's prohibition. 
• The other woman, is also concerned. 

I assured .I would be willing to speak with either woman if either desired. He 
should check with them and let me know. 

I would not surprise them with a modification of the prohibition without notice. 

This is just the beginning of a process to see if an accommodation can be reached. 
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I raised the possibility of a supervised lday a week arrangement - he was NOT happy. 
But I pointed out that 

• The diocese has limited ability to constrain 
• If Dan resigned the priesthood he could legally move in there on a full time basis 
• We are attempting to reach an accommodation. 

2 
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To: 
From: 
Re: 

File /f' 
...... [/1 

Date: 11/21/05 

Dan Buck is very anxious to be allowed to return to his summer place. 

He has presented a suggested basis for negotiation with I will go to her 
home tomorrow (11/22/05) and look over the physical situation. 

• At least when he speaks with me, Dan approaches this as "Property Rights" 
matter. 

• 

• 

• 

He attempts to narrow the focus to himself and Mrs. -

His attempts at bein accommodating is to speak in tem1s ofremaining inside the 
house when Mrs. randchildren would be around, or, absenting himself 
when his accusers are around. 

He either does not understand, or wishes to gloss over the emotional and familial 
reality. 

1. The accusers mother, siblings and, I would guess, their ••••••• 
believe Dan did abuse the girls, 

2. are angry about it. 
3. are worried about danger to kids who are about from time to time 
4. don't necessarily trust the other priests as monitors 
5. are angry that vho investigated Dan's appearance at the house 

was rudely and insensitively treated. 
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I Edward Grace - le_tter to ~_r_. G_ra_c_e~-------------~~-------------------P_a.=..g_e_Tl_J 

From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

<egrace@archchicago.org> 
12/16/2005 11 :20:34 PM 
letter to Fr. Grace 

Here is the letter from could you please 
send this on to Leah and Myra, I don't have their email on this computer. 
Thanks. 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a letter, dated December 17, 2005, addressed to Father Edward Grace, 
Vicar for Priests of the Archdiocese of Chicago, written by Victim IM asking Fr. Grace to find 
an alternative place for Fr. Daniel Buck to retire, rather than the lake house that he co-owns with 
other priests near Victim IM's mother's home. Victim IM does not want Fr. Buck living near 
children or his alleged victims and their families. 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a letter, postmarked December 21, 2005, addressed to Father Edward 
Grace, Vicar for Priests of the Archdiocese of Chicago, written by a cousin of Victim IL and 
Victim IM, asking Fr. Grace to find an alternative place for Fr. Daniel Buck to retire, rather than 
the lake house that he co-owns with other priests near her home. 
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To: 
From: 

File --;; /. 
Ed Grace ··f/-77 

Date Dec.27,2005 

Ms-opposes Buck's return. 
• She expresses fear for the many family children •)who are around in the 

summer. 
• She alluded, in a non-threatening manner, to a possible tax-exempt status of 

the Buck house. I doubt this but will ask John O'Malley to check. 
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From: Edward Grace 
To: -Subject: Re: letter to Fr. Grace 

December 27, 2005 

Dear Mr 

My name is Father Edward Grace; I am a Vicar for Priests of the Archdiocese of Chicago. I am writing in 
response to your email dated December 17, 2005. Thank you for taking the time to directly share • 
~ts on this matter with me. Your brother .. and Sister-. and recently 
- have all spoken clearly on this matter, but I also want to hear from you. 

Please accept my sincere expression of sorrow and regret over the abuse ou and our sister 
sustained from a riest. 

it both angers and saddens me that you and your sister were abused in your 
own home by a priest guest. 

I think I should address some of the concerns expressed in your email: 

First of all, I wish to assure you that Dan Buck remains removed from ministry and living in a monitored 
setting. He remains subject to a monitoring protocol which includes a prohibition from being alone with 
minors under the age of 18 without the presence of another responsible adult. This protocol remains 
under the administration of Leah McCluskey, Director of the Office of Professional Responsibility. I must 
also, however, point out that our ability to coerce Dan Buck's compliance with our restrictions is limited. 
We can apply coercive measures as a condition for his continuing in a relationship with the Archdiocese. 
But we are not the Police or the Judiciary. He can, if he chooses, resign from the Priesthood and go where 
he pleases. It is because of this unpleasant reality that I am exploring the possibility of some sort of 
accommodation between the - and- families and Dan Buck lest he do something even less 
palatable about his living arrangements. 

Secondly, I emphasize that what I am doing is exploring possibilities. I hope to listen to all involved who 
wish to comment, realizing that those central to the discussion are you and your sister -

Thirdly, I assure you that both Leah and Mayra will be involved in this exploration. I very much value their 
professionalism and insight into these dreadful matters. I did, in fact, forward your email to Leah 
McCluskey and Mayra Flores when I received it December 17th. I do not seek to undo Leah's good work 
nor do I belittle the suffering you and your sister have experienced. 

Finally, I will share your letter, s letter, post marked 12/21/05, and my 
memorandum of the meeting I had with your Mother and your sister- in November with Cardinal 
George. 

On a slightly different note, Mayra has been out of the office on medical leave since the end of November. 
She is doing well and is expected back on January 9th. 

I hope that you and your family enjoyed a holy and Merry Christmas and that 2006 will be filled with God's 
blessing and happiness. 

Feel free to contact me at any time with your concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Edward D. Grace, 
Vicar for Priests. 

Page 1 I 
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\ Edwar-' f'Jr1:ln - Re: letter to Fr. Grace 

>>> 
Here is the letter from could you please 
send this on to Leah and Myra, I don't have their email on this computer. 
Thanks. 

CC: Flores, Mayra; McCluskey, Leah 
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Victim Statement Abstract: 

This abstract replaces a letter written by Victim IL, addressed to Leah McCluskey, Professional 
Fitness Review Administrator for the Archdiocese of Chicago, and dated January 8, 2006, in 
which Victim IL expresses her wish that she and her sister, Victim IM, have a say in the decision 
regarding Fr. Daniel Buck's requests to visit his lake home near the home of Victim IL's and 
Victim IM's mother. 
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To: 
From: 
Re: 
Date: 

File 
Ed Grace 
Buck Summer Residence 
1/25/06 

on the phone. 

1st I clarified for her that the Buck house was in fact on the tax rolls and has been for at 
least five years. 

2nd I reiterated that I was not seeking to foist Buck on the s but rather I 
was seeking the least difficult solution for all concerned. 

3rd I repeated that we lacked police or juridical power and I was seeking the least difficult 
resolution to the dilemma of buck's use of his vacation home. 

4th .repeated her strong opposition to Buck's presence at the home. 

51
h Apparently the-shad not objected to his presence before the y knew it was their 

cousins who had been the victims. 

6th However, having learned that their cousins, who are also neighbors of the Buck's, 
were victims, they feel the victims should not have to be confronted with their abusers 
(Buck's) presence when using their summer home or visiting their family. 

J1h I asked.to remember me to her mother, -·indicated her mother 
would be in contact when she retwns from - in the spring. 
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Jan 31 06 12:39p Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 
p. 1 

TRAVELfV ACA TION NOTIFICATION RECEIVED 

JAN 3 1 2006 
b Slname of cleric] has informed this office that he wil} be traveling to ARCHDIOCESE oF CHICllGO 

~~~_.. . OFACE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

es na on address and contact phone number] from 

3 F~h ltJM (departure dateJ through Cf reb fl.tJOG [return dateJ. 

# · name of cleric] will be monitored by 

{o~el monitor]. *;?.. [name of 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

#} (name of cleric] during the aforementioned time fr~me. COPY 
ot an ongmal document from the files of 

[see attached correspondenceJOfFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 
g.t ) [name of cleric) ARCHDfQCiSE OF CHICAGO 1. Contacts with minors by 

~? This is a red ink stamp! 
presence of ____ .,_D,_""" ___ [name of travel monitor]. lnappropridilQ;MQ.1i<.C0PV 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided. 

2. __ 1t:" __ ~"'~--- [name of travel monitor} may be asked to attest to the 

activities and whereabouts of ___ #_/_ [cleric name) over 

~A /1 h O }ff! [aforementioned time frame). 

3. As previously noted, the date ofreturn to. '#=} 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for <Jee Aborta [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

Cleric Signature:. Date: _2_l_J__an ;/) 0 OG. 
PRA Signature: 

1 
• ' ' · . v ·· . ' L_ Date: I { 3 \ I O{p 

~copy of this ~ocum~n_t will be provi_tl~c~ to the ~'I ·ic. T~0 Grigir::ll w_i!! be placed in the de1ic's file 
in the Office of P1·ofess1onlll Respons1b1l1ty and copy mil be placed m the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office. ___ / 
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Mother Doe 100, individually and as 
representative of the minor John Doe 100, 
on behalf of themselves and all others 
similarly situa~~ 

~ ........ . 'i 

APR I 8 2006 
ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

Plaintiffs, 

... ·. 
. ·.,~ 

vs. 06CH020l 7 
The Archdiocese. of Chicago cl/b/a The Catholic 
Bishop of Chicago, a corporation sole, 

Defendant 

CLASS ACTION COM.PLAINT 

NOW COMES the Plaintiffs, individually and on behalf of all others similarly situated, by and 

through their attorneys, JEFF ANDERSON & ASSOCIATES and KERNS, PITROF, FROST & 

PEARLMAN, to obtain declaratory and injunctive relief against Defendant, states as follows: 

INTRODUCTION 

I. 1bis Complaint seeks declaratory judgment and injunctive relief against the 

Archdiocese of Chicago. The Archdiocese of Chicago has established a policy of harboring and 

protecting suspected child molesting agents, thereby endangering numerous children in Illinois. 

The Archdiocese has information about a number of suspected child molesting agents that it has 

never disclosed to law enforcement or the public at large, thereby causing children such as John 

Doe I 00 to be harmed. Further, on infofm.ation and belief, the Archdiocese has a policy and 

(00030426.DOC} 1 
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practice of document destruction. lbis declaratory relief and injunction action seeks to have the 

Archdiocese produce all documents regarding the molestation of children by its agents for court 

supervision, to release the Dames of all agents a~cused of molesting children to the court and to . . . 

the public, and to enjoin the Archdiocese from destroying any documents regarding .suspected 

childhood sexual abuse by its agents. 

JURISDICTION AND VENlJE · 

2. 1bis Court has jurisdiction over this action because it seeks to redress violations 

of the plaintiffs' rights and to protect children in Illinoi~ that 'are in imminent clanger. Venue is 

proper because the Archdiocese resides in Cook County and the majority of the allegations 

herein involve occurrences in Cook County. 

PARTIES 

3. Plaintiff John Doe 100 is a minor. Mother Doe 100 is John Doe lOO's mother and 

legal guardian. At all times material, Plaintiff John Doe 100 was a resident of the State of 

Illinois. At all times material, Mother Doe I 00 was a resident of the State of Illinois. 

4. The identities of all Doe Plaintiffs are made known to Defendants through 

separate cover letter. 

5. Plainti~ a thirty five year old Chicago resident. ~as 

sexually molested as a child by ~religious order priest who was serving at a parish . 

within the Archdiocese at the time of the abuse. 

6. At all times material, the Catholic Bishop of Chicago, a Corporation Sole 

(hereinafter "Archdiocese of Chicago") was and is an Illinois corporation. Defendant has 

approximately eight hundred fifty four Diocesan priests s~rving in two counties in the State of 

{ 00030426.DOC) 2 
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lliinois. At all times material to the. complain~ Defendant Archdiocese was conducting business . 

in the State of Illinois. 

CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS 

7. Plaintiffs bring this action on behalf of themselves and, pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-

801, as the representatives of the class of persons who have been molested as children by an 

agent of the Archdiocese of Chicago and on behalf of those children who have not yet been 

abused, but who are in imminent danger of abuse because the Archdiocese has not released the 

names and files of agents that have beeil accused of molesting children or accused of 

iriappropriate sexual behavior with children to either the public or to the court. 

8. The Plaintiff class is so numerous that joinder of all members is impracticable. In 

its own self report, the Archdiocese asserted that there were 142 cases where they had reason to 

suspect that an agent had sexually molested a child. These numbers only include information 

that was reported to the Archdiocese. The underlying data for the results was not disclosed to the 

public. 

9. There are questions of fact or law common to the class, which predominate over 

questions affecting only individual members. The common questions of law or fact include, but 

are not limited to: whether the Archdiocese of Chicago has failed to protect children by not 

releasing the names of its agents who have been accused of molesting children to the public and 

law enforcement and whether the Archdiocese has or is destructing documents in order to cover 

up or conceal crimes against children by clergy serving in and/or employed by the Archdiocese. 

IO. The Plaintiffs will fairly and adequately protect the interests of the class. The 

interests of the plaintiffs are the same as those of all class members because they have all been 

{ 00030426.00C} 3 

AOC 009264 



sexually abused by an agent of the Archdiocese of Chicago or are in danger of being moleSted by 

an agent of the Archdiocese of Chicago because the Archdiocese's information is not public. All 

ha~e an interest in preventing the sexual abuse of any further children by agents of the 

Archdiocese of Chicago. 

11. A class action is an appropriate method for the fair and efficient adjudication of 

the controversy alleged in this complaint. The expense and burden of individual litigation would 

make it difficult or impossible for individual members of the class to redress the wrongs done to 

them. The cost to the court system of adjudication of such individualized litigation would be · 

substantial. Individualized litigation would also present the potential for inconsistent or 

contradictory judgments and would magnify the delay and expense to all parties and the court 

system. By contrast, the conduct of this action as a class action presents far fewer management 

difficulties, conserves the resources of the parties and court system, and protects the rights of 

each class member. In addition, the prosecution of separate actions by the individual members 

of the class would create a risk of inconsistent or varying adjudications with respect to individual 

class members which would establish incompatible standards of conduct for the defendant. 

ALLEGATIONS OF FACT 

12. (hereinafter ' was ordained a priest of the 

Archdiocese of Chicago in approximately 1994. 

13. At all times material~as employed by the Archdiocese . 

.. was an ordained Roman Catholic Priest educated, trained and ordained by, and 

.under the direct supervision, employ, agency and control of the Archdiocese. Among 

ties in his employment was to provide pastoral care and counseling for 
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members of his denomination. 

14. In approximately the winter of2000, a nun at Holy Family Church in Chicago 

rep?rted to the Archdiocese of Chicago tha 

down his pants in the sacriSty at Holy Family. 

ked a fourth-grade boy to pull 

l S. The nun reported this numerous times to the Archdiocese. 

16. On infomiation and belief, on one occasion when the nun reported it to the 

Archdiocese, an official told her that "if the parents aren't pushing it, let it go." 

17. After these reports, the nun made a final report to the Archdiocese, this one a 
' .. --·--- .. 

written report of ~... . . : ; ehavior. 

18. On information and belief, in 2000, the Archdiocese did not report 

to law enforcement, did not tell any of the parishioners at any of the parishes 

worked at in the past about the report, did not tell any of the parishioners at any of the parishes 

where .. worked after these reports, and did not tell any other children or parents 
··:.........':-

about the report. 

19. On information and belief, after the nun reported the abuse to the Archdiocese, 

ilie Archdiocese transferre~to another parish, St. Agatha's in Chicago. 

20. On information and belief, despite the report, the Archdiocese allowed 

~o teach at an Archdiocesan school and coach a boys. basketball team. 

21. In response to the clergy abuse scandal, the United States Catholic Conference of 

Bishops passed the Dallas Charter. 

22. On information and belief the Bishops passed the Dallas Charter in 2002. The 

Charter was only enforced, if at all, from within. There was no meaningful external non church 
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oversight over its enforcement 

23. Cardinal Francis George represented to the public that the Charter was a "zero 

tolerance" policy that committed them to removal of priests in child.hood sexual abuse cases. He 
I 

also represented to the public that a priest with even one act of sexual misconduct with a child 

should not be allowed in public ministry in order to protect children. 

24. In January of2003, the Archdiocese released a "Ten Year Report" that purported 

to give information about the Archdiocese,s efforts to stop childhood sexual abuse by clerics in 

the previous ten years. 

25. On information and belief, the Ten Year Report purports to give the current status 

of priests that were accused of molesting a child anytime from 1993 to 2003. The report 

indicates that no priest accused of abuse during that time period is in any form of ministry in the 

Archdiocese of Chicago. 

26. The Ten Year Report also states that officials of the Archdiocese have reported all 

allegations, including those not deemed credible, to the appropriate public authorities. 

27. On information and belief, the Archdiocese did not include~ the 

Ten Year Report. 

28. Also in response to the clergy abuse scandal, the United States Catholic 

Conference of Bishops agreed to participate in a selfreport survey conducted by the John Jay 

College. 

29. As part of the John Jay survey, each Diocese submitted the number of priests that 

had allegations of sexual misconduct with a minor within the particular Diocese. 

30. On information and belief there was no oversight over the inf onnation that was 
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given to ·the John Jay College. It was completely up to the particular Diocese to respond 

honestly. 

31. The John Jay College defined "allegation,'' as all recorded notifications of clerical 
' 

sexual misconduct with minors, whether or not they resulted in any investigation or whether 

there was reasonable cause to suspect abuse had· occurred. 

32. In 2004, the Archdiocese reported that it had re~Ii to believe that 55 priests had 

sexual misconduct with a minor. 

33. In 2004, Cardinal George and the Archdiocese represented to the public that there 

were no priests that were accused of childhood Sexual abuse that were in public ministry in the 

Archdiocese of Chicago. 

34. On information and belief, the Archdiocese did not includ~ the 

2004 John Jay numbers. 

35. On information and belief in Auiust of2005, the Archdiocese learned that law 

enforcement was investigating-- for childhood sexual abuse. 

36. On information and belief, in August of2005, the Archdiocese did not inform the 

law enforcement that a nun had reported that-ad acted in a sexually inappropriate 

manner with a child in 2000. 

3 7. On information and belief, just as it did in 2000, the Archdiocese did _not report or 

warn any of the parishioners, the public, or the parents at St. Agatha parish that law enforcement 

. was investigatin~for childhood sexual abuse. 

38. On information and belief, the Archdiocese elevate~to a position of 

authority in the Archdiocese on September 1, 2005. It appointed him as Dean of a Deanery of 
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the ArChdiocese. This is an honored, respected, an~ supervisory position within the 

Archdiocese. This meant that~ still at St. Agathas, but also had some 

sup,ervisory authority over roughly 20 parishes in the Archdiocese. 

39. The Archdiocese allowed--to remain at St-Agathas .and in the 

position of Dean until at least January of 2006, more four months after the Archdiocese received 

at least its second report of sexual misconduct against a minor b~ 

40. In January of 2006, Chicago law enforcement arrested~d charged 

· him with sexually molesting two boys on multiple occasions. 

41. On information and belief: the nun who reported the abuse to the Archdiocese in 

2000 was contacted by the Archdiocese the day befor~as arrested. The 

Archdiocese indicated to the nun that it did not have the nun's letter. 

42. On information and belief, the Archdiocese also stated publicly that it has no 

written record of the nun's reports or the actual letter. 

43. On information and belief, the Archdioceses and Dioceses across the United 

States, including the Archdiocese of Chicago, have been instructed to destroy documentation of 

sexual misconduct by priests and/or to send any of this material to the Holy See in order to claim 

it is immune from public discovery or disclosure. 

44. On information and belief, the Archdiocese has not released the names of the 55 

priests that it deemed as having reason to suspect committed sexual misconduct with children. 

45. On information and belief, the Archdiocese has also not released the names of any 

of the other clerics, lik~who were accused of sexual misconduct and are still in 

parishes, but not included in the Ten Year Report or the John Jay Survey. 
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46. Although the Archdiocese had riot released the names of offendeI'S, Some n~es · 
. . 

of ArchdioceSail clerics accused of sexual misconduct have been released during the course of 

liti~ation. These names were 'released in 2005: 

1) Richard ''Doc" Bartz 

2) Robert Becker 

3) R. Peter Bowman 

4) Daniel Buck 

5) Eugene Burns 

6) John Callicott 

7) William Cloutier 

8) Robert D. Craig 

9) John Curran 

10) Walter DeRoeck 

11) Jeremiah Duggan 

12) Richard Fassbinder 

13) Joseph Fitzharris 

14) Robert Friese 

15) James Hagan 

16) Daniel Mark Holihan 

17) Walter Huppenbauer 

18) Thomas Job 

19) Robert Kealy 
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20) John Keehan 

21) Thomas Kelly 

22) John "Jack" Keough · 

. 23) Joseph Kissane 

24) Leonard Kmak 

25) William Lupo 

26) Norbert Maday 

27) Robert Mayer 

28) Vincent McCaffrey 

29) Donald Mulsoff 

30) Thomas O'Gonnan 

31) James Ray 

32) John Robinson 

33) Kenneth Ruge 

34) Raymond Slaiba 

35) Marion Snieg 

3 6) ,Yictor Stewart 

3 7) Ralph Strand 

3 8) Thomas Swade 

39) Anthony Vader 

47. Names that have not previously been released but who, on information and belief, 

have been accused of sexual misconduct with a minor: 
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1) James Flosi 

48. There ~ also a number of religious order priestS who worked in the Aichdi~cese. 

On information and belief, the Archdiocese had control and/or supervision over these clerics 
\ . r . • 

while they were working in the Archdiocese.- On information and belief, the Archdiocese knows 

about these clerics' misconduct. On information and belief, those religious order clerics that 

have been accused of sexual misconduct are: 

1) Robert Berlet (Christian Brothers) 

2) Robert Brouillette (Christian Brothers) 

3) Vincent Bryce (Dominicans) 

4) George Dyer (Dominicans) 

5) Terrence Fitzmaurice (Benedictines) 

6) J obn Huels (Servite) 

7) Augustine Jones (Benedictines) 

8) Donald McGuire (Jesuits) 

9) John Murphy (Augustinians) 

10) Robert Murphy (Camelites) 

11) Michael O'Connor (Augustinians) · 

12) Jean Baptiste (J.B.) Ormechea (Passionists) 

13) Eusebio Pantoja (Claretians) 

14) Thomas Paramo (Claretians) 

15) Carlos Peralta (Salesians) 

16) John Powell (Jesuits) 
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17) Andrew Ronan (Servites) . 

18) Wilton Skiffington (Jesuits) 

19) Patrick.Strong (Augustinians) 

49. .--sexually molested John Doe 100 at some point between 

approximately 2000 and 2005, when John Doe 100 was a minor child. 

50. Neither John Doe 100 nor Mother Doe 100 knew that t4e Archdiocese had 

received reports about~exual abuse of children. 

COUNT I 
(Injunction -Release of Names) 

51. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege every paragraph of this complaint as if set forth in 

. ·Count I. 

52.. Plaintiffs bring Count I on their own behalf and on behalf of the class of similarly 

situated persons described in paragraph 7 of this" Complaint. 

53. The practices of the Archdiocese of Chicago have endangered numerbus children 

in the past and these practices will continue to put children at risk in the future. 

54. Plaintiffs and the class have the right to not be sexually molested by clerics of the 

Archdiocese of Chicago. 

55. The Archdiocese owes a duty to warn all children and their parents that come into 

contact with its clerics of allegations of sexual misconduct by the clerics because these children 

and their parents hold clerics in an esteemed position, which gives clerics virtually unlimited 

access to children. 

56. The Archdiocese also owes a duty to children and their parents to release all of 

the names of clerics against whom the Archdiocese has deemed to have credible allegations of 

(0003o42~.00C} 12 

AOC 009273 



sexual misconduct with children to the court and to the public at large. 

57. The Archdiocese also owes a duty to children and their parents to release all of 

th~ names of clerics. that have been accUsed. of sexual misconduct with ~hildren to the court and · 

to the public at large. 

58. Unless injunctive relief is granted numerous children in Illinois are at risk of 

being sexually molested by clerics of the Archdiocese. 

59. In order to ensure that children are protected and free from sexual molestation by 

clerics, the plaintiffs .and the members of the class are entitled to an injunction ordering that the 

Archdiocese do the following: 

a) Release the names of all 55 of the priests that it reported to the John Jay Survey to 

the court and to the public. 

b) Release the names of all other clerics, like.._, that were not included in 

the John Jay Sµrvey, but against whom the Archdiocese has received allegations 

60. 

Count II. 

61. 

of sexual misconduct by the cleric with children to the court and to the public. 

COUNT II 
(Injunction - Documents) 

Plaintiffs repeat and reallege every paragraph of this complaint as if set forth in 

Plaintiffs bring Count II on their own behalf and on behalf of the class of 

similarly situated persons described in paragraph 7 of this Complaint. 

62. On information and belief, the ~hdiocese still has documents that are evidence 

of crimes committed by clerics against children. 

63. The Archdiocese has a duty to the public at large and to law enforcement to not 
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· .. " 

:-I . . 

.... destI'O)' any ,documents that evidence a crime. 

64.. The Archdiocese has.a duty to children that were abused by clerics to not destr9y 

anyi documents relating to the sexual misconduct or alleged sexual misconduct of any cleric at 

anytime in the Archdiocese of Chicago. 

65. On information and belief the Archdiocese has destroyed documents and/or 

concealed documents and/or failed to give documents to law enforcement relating to sexual 

misconduct or alleged sexual misconduct by clerics of the Archdiocese. 

66. Unless injunctive relief is granted, children will be at imminent risk of being 

molested by clerics of the Archdiocese, law enforcement will be prevented from doing its job, 

and those children that have already been molested by clerics will have their rights negatively 

. affected. 

67. In order to ensure tl:tat children are protected and free from sexual molestation by 

clerics, the plaintiffs and the members of the class are entitled to an injunction ordering that the 

Archdiocese do the following: 

a) Turn over any document with any connection to any allegation of sexual 

misconduct by a cleric against a child to the Illinois Courts for supervision of . 

·these documents. 

b) Turn over any document with any connection to any allegation of sexual 

misconduct by a cleric against a child to law enforcement. 

c) Cease in the destruction or spoliation of any documents with any connection to 

any allegation of sexual misconduct by a cleric against a child. 

d) Cease to conceal or misplace any documents with any connection to any 
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68. 

Count ID. 

69. 

) 
....... ·· 

allegation of sexual misconduct by a cleric against a child. 

COUNT ill 
(Declaratory Judgment) 

Plaintiffs repeat arid reallege every paragraph of this complaint as if set forth in. 

Plaintiffs bring Count ill on their own behalf arid on behalf of the class of 

similarly situated persons described in paragraph 7 of this Complaint. 

70. There is an actual controversy between the plaintiffs and the members of the 

plaintiff class, on the one hand, and the Archdiocese, on the other hand, concerning whether the 

Archdiocese is adequately protecting children through its practices of not releasing the names of 

those clerics that have been accused of molesting children. 

71. There is also an actual controversy between the plaintiffs and the members of the 

plaintiff class, on the one hand, and the Archdiocese, on the other hand, concerning whether the 

Archdiocese is adequately protecting children through its practice of not removing a cleric that is 

accused of molesting a child from any position where the cleric has any contact with children. 

72. Finally, there is an actual controversy between the plaintiffs and the members of 

the pl~tiff class, on the one hand, and the Archdiocese, on the other hand, concerning whether 

the Archdiocese is adequately protecting children through its practices of destroying and/or 

concealing documents evidencing allegations of sexual misconduct by clerics. 

73. The plaintiffs and members of the plaintiff class are entitled to a declaration that 

the Archdiocesan practices of not releasing the names of clerics accused of sexual misconduct 

with minors, not removing clerics that are accused of sexual misconduct with children from 

positions where they have access to children, and by destroying and/or concealing documents, is 
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not adequate to protect children. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court grant the relief requeSted 

witbin this complaint or any other relief the Court deems just in order to protect children. 

Dated: January 31, 2006 

J~&m::: 
Illinois Bar# 6281587 
E-1000 First National Bank Building 
332 Minnesota Street 
St Paul, Minnesota 55101 
(651) 227-9990 

KERNS, PITROF, FROST & PEARLMAN, LLC 
Marc Pearlman 
Michael Brooks 
70 W. Madison Street, Suite 5350 
Chicago, IL 60602 
(312) 261-4550 
Facsimile: (312)261-4565 
Finn No. 38776 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

March 29, 2006 

Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, J.C.D. 
Our Lady, Star of the Sea 
467 Fairford 
Grosse Pointe, MI 48236 

Dear Fr. Bittner, 

P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 75l-5279 

www.archchicago.org 

Enclosed you will find a packet of information released by the Archdiocese of Chicago 
on Monday, March 21, 2006. This information was also provided your client, Fr. Daniel 
Buck at Cardinal Stritch Retreat House. 

If you have any questions please direct them directly to Leah McCluskey at 312-751-
5205. 

Sincerely, 

~~{)_ ~-fak.:.--" 
Laura A. Neri-Palomino 
Administrative Assistant 

Enclosure 
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ARCHDIOCESE Off CHICAGO 
-..!.:~~~~-~~~~~~~~~~ 

Offk' of Profe,,io~J R"poooibility I 
.. I 

I 

I 
l 
i 
i 

March 28, 2006 j 

Mr. Patrick Reardon 
221 N. LaSalle St. 
Suite 1938 
Chicago, IL 60601 

Dear Mr. Reardon, 

~a~~-~ 
Laura A. Neri-Palomino 
Administrative Assistant 

Enclosure 

i 

P.O. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751'-5279 

www.archchicago.org 
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From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Jimmy Lago 
Grace, Edward 
41312006 4:06:19 PM 
Re: Ad Hoc Committee on the consultants' reports 

Ed, thnks for the info from Fr. Buck. I will take that under advisement and consult with some of the 
members. What I don't want to reopen is whether there was misconduct or argue with someone as to how 
severe it was. 

jml 

>» Edward Grace 4/3/2006 2:08 PM >» 
April 3, 2006 

Jimmy, 

Fr. Dan Buck stated to me that he would like to volunteer to be a member of the ad hoc committee you 
have put together to advise on the Childers and Defenbaugh reports. Failing in that, he would like to 
address the committee at some time. His expressed rational is that it would be beneficial for the 
committee to hear from the men affected by the decicions taken. The men affected also feel it would be 
appropriate for their opinions to be heard. 

Ed Grace 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICACO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

April 3, 2006 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, lllinois 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

PO. l3ox 1979 
Chicago, Illinois h0h90-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
fox: (312) 75J-5279 

www.archchicilgo.org 

I want to thank you again for meeting with Revs. Vincent Costello and Edward Grace and 
myself at the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House on March 22, 2006 to review the enclosed 
Individual Specific Protocols [ISP]. 

As we discussed on March 22 11
d, I am returning the ISP and the related forms that we 

reviewed to you and have forwarded copies to your canonical advocate and civil attorney 
as well. I ask that you review and discuss the ISP with your counsel and then return the 
signed protocol to me no later than April 17, 2006. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at [312] 751-5205 or Fr. Grace 
at [312] 642-1837. 

Cc Rev. Edward Grace, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, J.C.D., canonical advocate 
Patrick Reardon, civil attorney 
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Mar 11 06 12:00p Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 F' • 1 

TRAVEL/VACATION NOTIFlCA TION 

I (#1) 
Re. Vi f417 I e) f; }3 Uu kname of cleric] has informed this office that he will be traveling to 

R.7 <T!1ove ~t, M;'nHi!~' HN fff'fO/ ; _ 
_G_ J ac ?371~3' ______ [destination address and contact phone number.I from 

V B __ ~J) 'lJ)_()_G_ (departure date] through _'f-1ljWJ16~Jreturn date). 

# J .. rname of cleric] \Vilt be monitored hy -----'----- (# ) ' .. 
i;z f' 1,J . ] # :;z [ J: l! ptJ, [name o travel' monitor. _______ (!\, _____ name OJ 

travel monirnr] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and sct~PV 

# [ _ [name of cleric} <luring the aforementio1~UMif~nm document from the files ot 

------ . [see att;hed cmmpomkn.cef QFACE ~~~:~~;;~~~i :~:~SIB\lITT 
1. Contacts with minors by L [name of cleric] musi\rtllsr,sla:ll'ed ink stampl 

;ft= <7------ ------ _ DO NOT COPY 

presence of rf'-"c------ [name of travel monitor]. Inappropriate situations 

and locations incomp?.tible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avoided 

2. ___ :W L---- [name of trnvel monitor] may be nskecl rn attest to the 

#") 
activities and whereabouts of _________________ !cleric 1rnmej over 

_S eoJih.tJ.JLe. __ rarorementionect time fr:::rneJ 

3. As previously noted, the date of return to ______ * 1._ _____ . __ 's [cleric name] 

residence lrn.s been scheduled for '{il'2. t} __ /lhtJJ/J3- [aforementioned rerurn date]. 

However, due to we3ther conditions or emergencies t!rnt rnay arise, the date may be 

changed In the event of suc:b a. circumstance, should the origi_nal plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA ::it [312) 75 i-5205. 

MAR 1 j ZOO'~ 
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.... _.. .. ~ ..... 
" (;;o~,.r·, 

· ... jhe 1ndividit.a1Specific Proto~ols (ISP) i~plement. th~ prim~y ·goal of prnr~wti~g 'the safety cifminors ... 
Aqditiohally, the ISP protects the. int.egrity cif the. Church and serves as ~ ·safegu~d for individual priest . 
6.i deacon. As loI1g.asJhe cleric is' a client of the Office· of Professional Responsibility, he will be subject 
to ~ppropriafo prntocols, restrictions and monitoring under the authprity .of the Vicar for Priests an}l · 
supei-Vised by the Professional Responsibility Administrator (PRA). The agreement o(a priest or dea~on. 
to abide by these profocols is not understood to prove the truth o{any· allegation and is not intendecUo be 
ap. adm!ssi~n cif guilt' for any detict or crime, whether in Canori Law, or State and Federal Law. This 
agreement repre$ents the cooperation of the cleric with his bishop as he exercises his pastoral office. (e.g., 
Canons 369 ruid ~92}. . . ..· . · 

. Thjs ISP for ·'0eAJ. ·-·~, . rQVl<K--·· . is as foiloV.:s.(P.RA tb ·iP:it!af~_ll ~_hat apply): 
. . . ·. ~ ' ' ' ~ ' . '~.. .. . . 

'!. . ·The client. is restii~t.ed from: befog' alo.ne with a minor'' or m!nors, that is' :anyorte ~der. th6 .age of . · 
18,. . thout the presence of another responsible adult. . . . . . . " . . 

. 2. 

3 .. 

4. he "Clergy Daily Log" fo be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the monitor. The 
is a tool that is used for the protection of minors, the cleric, the monitor and the Archdiocese. 

Although it identifies time periods, it is intended to provide a general record of the day rather than 
a detailed clock. · If you are describfo.g an off-site activity, please include your destination and the 
general plirpose''i:if the visit ·or activity. For example, it is enough to indicate that you did personal 
shoppi11g ~t a given. S}iopping Center rath~r tJ:ian tpe details of each individual store. How~ver; if 

. yoiir self-description is challenged or a complaint is lodged with. the Archdioc~se; some 
· . . documentation and verification may be necessary to sufficiently address .the situation. · 

5. @bide by the assignm~~t ofresidence to fl,J{r/,,w.Af 9-vt /u0 r!:thLAf: fWUc;e, 
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6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

nJMust complete and submi! the "Trave!Nacation Agreement", and obtain concurrence with ~greement, prior to a scheduled departure. In the event of a prolonged stay in a particular 
location, the Archdiocese is required to notify the Ordinary of that place of your presence there. 

~ Attendance at a recommended support group 
(please indicate specific support group). Recommended frequency of __ times per week/month 
(please circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy 
Daily Log" forms. 

No inappropriate use of computers, software, Internet capabilities, communications tools or video 
technology. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees apply as they do to all Archdiocesan 
personnel. vv. ~ll{?- clv<J,ec; '~'VOf- OW V\ tA. V0 1VV'/ ~f.r:.,y 

No ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other Sacrament or 
Sacrament!il without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests. FY. ~& e,~pVi ... <'.'.S.<;ec;( 
IS~~ I (J() VI U'A"Vt<; w I o/\M <.. ·- V\tiL4, ~ lUVl tv VP ( ·iew . l3d 6-, V't:t ve). 

Refrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a 
priest/deacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the 
'.clerical shirt'). 

On-site visits by the PRA and the VP annually to include a meeting with the cleric. 

This Individual Specific Protocol is to be reviewed annually with PRA, VP, and the cleric. Also, there 
can be additional, written notations tailored to the needs of a specific situation which are signed by all 
parties and appended to this document. Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve 
consultation with the cleric, his monitor, the PRA, and the VP. The cleric, his monitor, the PRA, or the 
VP can initiate the discussion for change or alteration, or request that this Individual Specific Protocol be 
reviewed by the Professional Responsibility Review Board. At the discretion of any of the parties, the 
legal and/or canonical counsel of the cleric may be involved in the discussions. 

Additional, written notations appended to this document? no D 
(Revised l /XII/04) 
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Name: 

Address: 

Date of Birth: 

Current age: 

Name of civil attorney: 

ACCUSED 

Rev. Daniel Buck 

Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
Mundelein, IL 

-60 

Patrick Reardon 

Date of Ordination [of accused): 5/12/7 l 

Location: Mw1delein 

Age at ordination: 26 

Assignment location of accused: N/ A 

Status of a r~cused: Withdrawn from ministry 

ACCUSER 

NIA 

Name of c~.nonical advocate: Rev. Ke1meth R. Kaucheck, J.C.D. 

Date allega·tion received by PRA: 8/8/95 

Date allegation formalized with PRA: 12/7 /95 

Date of inii:ial incident of alleged abuse: 1981 

Date of las1t incident of alleged abuse: 

Approximate number of incidents of alleged abuse: more than one 
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Brief summary of alleged abuse: initially touching over clothes, later touching under 
clothes; -was in her early and mid teens at the time of the abuse 

Brief summary and date of response from accused: 6/19/95; Fr. Buck admitted 
inappropriate sexual contact 

Stage of disposition by Professional Responsibility Review Board: Supplementary 
Review on 5/23/02-reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct took place, 
therefore a substantiated allegation 

Additional allegations made by accuser: None 
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ADDITIONAL ALLEGATIONS AGAINST ACCUSED 

Name of accuser: 

Date of Birth: 

Current age: 

Name of civil attorney: NIA 

Date allegation received by PRA: 6/24/02 

Date allegation formalized with PRA: 

Date of initial incident of alleged abuse: 1980/1981 

Date of last incident of alleged abuse: 198011981 

Approximate number of incidents of alleged abuse: one 

Brief summary of alle 0 ed abuse: Mother of alle es Buck put his hand 
under the back ofliiiiiiiibl~~se and gave her a back rub. 12 years old at 
the time. PFRA i~ to come forward with allegation. declined to 
meet with PFRA [Professional Fitness Review Administrator, now Professional 
Responsibility Administrator]. 

Brief summary and date of response from accused: no response by Fr. Buck, as no 
formal allegation was ever received from -

Stage of disposition by Professional Responsibility Review Board: NIA 

Additional allegations made by accuser: None 
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ADDITIONAL ALLEGATIONS AGAINST ACCUSED 

Name of accuser: 

Date of Birth:-

Current age: 41 

Name of civil attorney: -

Date allegation received by PRA: 9/13/02 

Date allegation formalized with PRA: 9/27 /02 

Date of initial incident of alleged abuse: 1972 

Date of last incident of alleged abuse: 1977 

Approximate num her of incidents of alleged abuse: several 

Brief summary of ~buse: 1972-1977, age 8-13, fondling of chest and genitals, 
backrubs. Mother --has confronted Fr. Buck who, she says, admitted to fondling 
o- She also stated that her mother said that Buck stated he could not be prosecuted 
because he is protected by the statute of limitations. 

Brief summary and date of response from accused: 9/30/02; Fr. Buck denied the entire 
allegation 

Stage of disposition by Professional Responsibility Review Board: Concluded 7/03; 
reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred 

Additional allegations made by accuser: None 
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ADDITIONAL ALLEGATIONS AGAINST ACCUSED 

Name of accuser: 

Date of Birth:-

Current age: 42 

Name of civil attorney: -

Date allegation received by PRA: 9/16/02 

Date allegation formalized with PRA: 4111/03 

Date of initial incident of alleged abuse: 1973 

Date of last incident of alleged abuse: 

Approximate number of incidents of alleged abuse: several 

Brief summary of alleged abuse sister of victim, alleges abuse 
(fondling of chest and genitals, backrub) by~ ••••••• 

Mother -has confronted Buck who, she says, 
admitted to fondling of She also stated that her mother said that Buck stated he 
could not be prosecuted because he is protected by the statute of limitations. 

Brief summary and date of response from accused: 5/ 12/03 ; Fr. Buck denied the entire 
allegation 

Stage of disposition by Professional Responsibility Review Board: Concluded 7/03 ; 
reasonable cause to suspect that the alleged misconduct occurred 

Additional allegations made by accuser: None 

/ r;· .:/ ' ' ' 

\. I/' Ii ··i ' ·" . -----r; ) : ,, I /, ,,/ i ! /1 

Signature of PRA: 11J~. /_(;' i/~-'{/ ilG'c' /J / 0/--1\/"·_, U Date: 
1 111, ·" I! /•< · · V v U \,IU_, ·, 
' \l/ ' " (.../V ' •' I · .. ) '/ / \ 

/ \ 
; I 
\ .. ...____/ 

.. , . j'- · Y·1 f3 ()((' 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Office of Professional Responsibility 

April 27, 2006 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, Illinois 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

P.O. Box 1979 
Chic;igo, Illinois 60690-1979 

(312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 75l-5279 

www.archchicago.org 

Enclosed with this letter is a copy of your current completed and signed Individual 
Specific Protocol. Please note that copies of this document have also been sent to your 
canonical advocate, civil attorney, Vicar for Priests, and to your on-site monitor Deacon 
Richard J-ludzik. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at [312] 751-5205. 

Sincerely, 

-f;;~jyflY1dJZwkt~u· -----
1Qr«'~c1uskey 
Professional Responsibility Adminis ator , 

Enclosure 
---.... _,.. .. 

Cc: Rev. Edward Grace, Vicar for Priests j 
Deacon Richard Hudzik, On-site Monitor 
Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, J.C.D., Canonical Advocate 
Patrick Reardon, Civil Attorney 
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Jun 14 06 11:47a Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 p. 1 

TRAVELNACATION NOTIFICATION 0 
(~/ ~~ - t-.H: 

1\2 v' Van ; ? ~Ub kt name of cleric l has informed this office that he wil,I be trav~~ 4 ~1J06 
"\'" "":sr. Gr CH\Cl\GD 

111'1" :,.1,,c S?ONSIBIL\Tf 
nation address and contact phone 1\\Ul*OfiliJl©moNALRE 

tdeparture date] through '3 J Id Jy zoo~ [return date]. 

----- [name of cleric] will be monitored by 

name of travel monitor]. _____ #'_A ____ [name of 

travel monitor] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

___ "#"__,]'------[name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

/see attached correspondence] 

1. Contacts with minors by __ *_}.__ ____ [name of cleric] must be in the 

!1resence of_ #~-------[name of travel monitor]. Inappropiiate situations 

and locations incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are IO be avoiaea. 

2. ----*-"--A~ __ [name of travel monitor] may be asked to attest to the 

activities and whereabouts of ___ #_,__) ____ [cleric name] over 

s~a A bova [aforementioned time frame]. 

:'\~ ;'!'.,,_,;,...m1~, nntP.d the rlate of return to # / ____ 's [cleric name] 

residence bas been scheduled for See Above [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312) 751-5205. 

PRA Signature: 

A copy of this document will be provided to ti.le cl ic. 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a opy wil 
for Priests' Office. 

Post-it• F<!" Note 7671 

To 
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[ Edward Grace - Re: Buck Salary Question 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 

July 17, 2006 

Leah, 

Edward Grace 
McCluskey, Leah 
Re: Buck Salary Question 

upon scrounging through my Buck file, which I happen to have had returned from archives, I found the 
folowing: 

In a letter dated March 8, 2005 signed by you and Kaz, Buck's deduction from salary was raised from 10% 
to 20% because he had gone to his house in Ingleside contrary to the provisions of his preliminary decree. 

August 3, 2005 the Cardinal et al went to the Retreat House to present the final decree to Buck and the 
others. The Decree presented to Buck recited that his salarry would be that of an associate less 10% 

Buck pointed this out and asked that we clarify this with Fr. Laggas, who wrote the Decree. Pat agreed 
that his intent was a reduction of 10% - not the 20% that had been in effect since the since March 3, 2005. 

I will inform Carol Fowler and Pat Vander Plow of this and have Buck's salary restored to Associate less 
10%. 

Ed 

>» Leah McCluskey 7 /17 /2006 1 :43 PM »> 
Fr. Grace, 

I did get your message about Dan Buck's salary. I am not certain of the percentage of deduction--1 would 
suggest looking at the last decree, probably some time before the August 2005 meeting that FEG had with 
all of the men withdrawn who reside at CSRH. Let me know if you don't have the decree, and I can ask 
Laura to check our files. 

Leah 

Page 1 I 
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Sep 08 06 05:14p Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 

TRA VELN ACA TION 
NOTE: This form must be submitted to PRJ 

p. 1 

In event of an emergency need, contact PR, -7 Fax#</ 

Rev,VttnieJ P,8uckf'4=F)' . ---.----.-----
~-~--~- [name ~ cdrlc] has informed this office that he WJll be traveling to 

HdiJ4y !hn C4,f?i+"I P/4zq 300 J gtr-eet 
~ac.rame11tc C,difcM1411' '1%-0JMdestination address and contact phone numM~VED 

3 /,/ 4 t'; 0 (}(;' [depm1me date] thrnugh / h' }/ 0 V 2.QOGrretum date]. SEP O B 
2006 

J name of cleric] will be chaperoned by ARCHD:OlESE OF CHil:t,GQ 

(#7) # OFFICEOFPROFESSIONALRESPul\S/D1ll11' 

nameof~?l'aperone). A [name of 

chaperone] has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and activities of 

#} [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time frame. 

[see attached correspondence/ 

1. Contacts with minors by ::ft. J (name of cleric] mustH A the 

tL;uPY 
presence of # J.... [name of chaperon~ a'ff~flRfi~MUftMtffYtdffPthe files Of 

locations incompatible with a ~riestly lifestyle are tOEftc.EIJfcP.ROFESSIONAl RESPONSIBILI 
2. #" 2 [name of chaperone] may be asked to ~RC~~!~~ESE PF CHICAGO a~ilf 1s a red ink stamp! 

activities and whereabouts of .:tf-- / [cleric name] ~v~rf\.IOT COPY 

[aforementioned time frame]. 

3. As previously noted, the date ofreturn to rt:f} 's [cleric name) 

residence has been scheduled for Jee /lPa11e [aforementioned return date]. 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312] 751-5205. 

Cl,.ic Signature: ate: fl_ :}e p ZQ..O G If.NJ: ~ 
PRA Signature: Date· 1 [ t \ t O& ~ 
A copy or this document will be provided to the cl ric. e orig:1rnl will :e pla;ed in the cleric's file 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a opy w· be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office. 
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Sep 20 06 02:46p Cardinal StritchRetreat H 847 566 6082 

fl"dl1/: R~v,Jlt1n1e P, /Jud< 'lO Sep ~006 Tl1: H~, L~4 J1c6Juo ty 
gt/-7 v66-GOU5 -a1;z 771-!f~o~ 

F11x glj-7 oG6-~()d~ TRAVELNACATIONNOTIFICATION f=ctX ~/~ 7f)-f'7..79 
NOTE: This form must be submitted to PRA three weeks prior to planned departure 

In event of an emergency need, contact PRA or Vicar for Priests to discuss travel 

[destination address and contact phone number] from / Lf OctlOOG [departure date] 

will be chaperoned by 

the chaperone at the following phone number prior to departure The 

identified chaperone has accepted the responsibility of verifying the location and r.. 
nECEIVED 

activities of #} [name of cleric] during the aforementioned time 
SEP 2 0 2006 

p. 1 

frame. Ar;C~:~.:JC.':St Of C.':!G~'.'J 

l. Contacts with minors by #I [name of cleric] mc~;f;ROfESSIDNALRESfOi,;:;::: 

presence of the identified chaperone. Inappropriate ~ig~im.d •moot from the files of 

incompatible with a priestly lifestyle are to be avJl!Jl.CE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY 
. . . ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

2. The identified chaperone may be asked to attest to the actlvlt~iWl4 w\16tPMW~~Rfp! 

#J 00 NOT COPY 
[cleric name J over the aforementioned time period of travel. 

#l 3. As previously noted, the date of return to __ ____,~,__ __ 's [cleric name] 

residence has been scheduled for 'Jee A.have [aforementioned return date). 

However, due to weather conditions or emergencies that may arise, the date may be 

changed. In the event of such a circumstance, should the original plans be 

substantially changed, please contact PRA at [312) 751-5205. 

PRA Signature: 

A copy of this document will be provided to the c ric. he original will be placed in the cleric's Ile 
in the Office of Professional Responsibility and a copy will be placed in the cleric's file in the Vicar 
for Priests' Office. 

Revised 3/27/06 
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Rev. Edward Grace 
Vicar of Priests Office 
645 N. Michigan Ave., Suite 543 
Chicago Illinois 60611 

Dear Fr. Grace: 

Seotember 22, 2006 

As you know, in October of 2005 you received a document 
containing "Notes on Negotiations Concerning Rigel VI Inc.", 
the home owned by three. classmates and myself. This 
document, drawn uo in August, 20b5, had previously been perused 
and approved by Rev. Kenneth Kaucheck, my canonical advocate, 
and Rev. Patrick Lagges, Chicago's Judicial Vicar. I submitted 
this proposal for negotiations in response to Francis Cardinal 
George's admonition contained in his decree of July 2005: "! 
encourage (Fr. Buck) to work for an equitable solution to this 
matter, in which case this orohibition may be lifted." Perhaps 
naively, my canon lawyer and I felt that these words indicated 
a willingness on the part of the Archdiocese to supoort a 
compromise which would achieve, at least oartially, the goals 
of all concerned parties. 

After significant time had passed without me hearing from vou, 
I contacted you at your office. You expressed extreme negativity 
over the possibility of any compromise, but eventually agreed 
to a meeting with my classmates and me to discuss the details 
of our proposal. That meeting took place at your office on 
~warch 15, 2006. We presented tactics which would eliminate the 
possibility of any contact between me and my false accusers and 
any children belonging to their extended families. We also 
showed how contact could be minimized with the few fanily 
members who actually live in • We urged the appointment 
of an independent negotiator who would attempt to balance the 
goals and desires of the Archdiocese, the family, and ourselves.· 
Your response was perplexing. While you readily agreed that 
neither this family nor the Archdiocese has any legal basis to 
restrict my access to my property since I, of course, have 
never been convicted of anything, you dismissed as inconsequential 
any question of legal or moral rights. The overriding factor for 
you was the anger of this family toward me and my classmates. 
You also alluded to the family's implied or stated threat to 
alert the press to the situation. The remote possibility of 
media involvement in this controversy is of no great concern to 
me, since, sensationalism aside, I am clearly in the right. 
Additionally, the Archdiocese could quickly short-circuit any 
news story by stating, quite truthfully, that continued 
restrictions on my movements cannot be justified since, even if 
I were guilty of these outrageous 30-plus-year-old charges, 
there is abundant evidence that I currently present no danger 
whatsoever to minors. Unf~rtunately, because the Archdiocese 
has decided my guilt with~ut benefit of evidence, witnesses, 
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proof, or judicial process, it has painted itself into an 
untenable corner, 

In spite of your reluctance, my classmates and I convinced you 
to proceed with the process. You said you would call me to 
further refine the details, After another extended period of no 
communication, I called you. I admit that the memory of that 
phone conversation ls still painful to me because I struggled, 
unsuccessfully, to control my anger and frustration, At one 
oolnt I even suggested a face-to-face meeting between me and 
one or both of my false accusers as a possible start to the 
healing that ls so needed in this situation, Like so many of my 
other suggestions, you dlsmisse~ this one since you, like my 
archbishop, are certain of my guilt, The upshot of this conver
sation was your promise to set up a meeting between you and 

and~ ln order to see whether there 
was any openness t~scusslon, While- I was somewhat 
bewildered over the inclusion of Mrs, llllltn this process, 
was buoyed up by her consistent support, expressed to me ln the 
past and to my classmates more recently. At the end of our 
conversation you promised to contact me with the results of 
your meeting, 

As of this date, I have received no communication from you, 
I find it hard to believe that during the past several months 
you have been unable to have the meeting with Mrs.-and 
Mrs ....... slnce they've been living a few hundred feet apart 
all summer, I also don't want to believe that you·felt the 
results of the meeting too unimportant to share with my classmates 
and me, 

At this point I am reluctantly beginning to accept the truth of 
what my friends have been telling me for a long time: that the 
archdiocese, because of its fear of pressure grouos and the 
press, will not lift a finger to see that justice ls done or 
the gospel ls defended, Barbara Blaine and her band of lawyers 
have triumphed beyond her wildest dreams, 

We have placed our home of 34 years uo for sale, and we are 
currently looking for a comparable replacement house. This ls 
proving as difficult as we predicted. Interestingly, during the 
summer Mrs. told one of my classmates tmt one of her 
daughters wants to buy our house, Aside from the question of 
how she was aware we might choose to sell, I can now understand 
an unexpected motive for her new-found reluctance to speak on 
my behalf, as well as another motive for the original false 

Now they are 
taking advantage of the archdiocese's cowardice to advance their 
olan. Needless to say we will do our best to sell our home to 
someone else, but if we are forced to sell to these evil oeople, 
we will do so for too dollar, It will orovide some satisfaction 
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to recover a substantial portion of the money this family 
extorted from the archdiocese in their undeserved settlement. 

Fr. Grace, at our meeting you assured my classmates and me that 
this family and the archdiocese would have no problem with my 
presence at my home if it was for the purpose of moving out. I 
take you at your word, and I need your notification that I can 
now begin the process of packing. As you know, I have more 
valuables at my house than my three housemates combined. The 
dismantling and careful packing of my model railroad alone will 
take many days. Additionally, since I am the only member of our 
group who is involuntarily unemp~~yed, and since I live much 
closer to the house than the others, I will have to spend 
substantial time in the moving orocess. I ask you to inform our 
neighbors to expect my presence; because at this time of year 
as always .there are no children anywhere in the vicinity, I 
trust there will be no objection. Also, please inform Ms. 
McCluskey of my changed situation; I can ill afford another 
arbitrary reduction in oay. 

My classmates have urged me to ask for your guarantee in writing 
that this relocation will out an end to archdiocesan harrassment 
concerning our olace of relaxation and retreat. We are reluct
antly willing to move once; we will not move again. 

There ls great urgency in this request. I look forward to your 
response at the earliest possible moment. 

Sincerely, 

'27 • ~. ,, /'> i /,!If) 8 ,//A~ JA,&1r"-;' D ct/J'VU/V-:x; r llVU1./fv 
Rev • Dan le 1 P • Buck 

cc. Francis Cardinal George 
Rev. Patrick Lagges 
Rev. Kenneth Kaucheck 
Ms. Leah McCluskey 
Rev. Mark Canavan 
Rev. Daniel Jarosewic 
Rev, Thomas Moran 
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Rev. Joseph Jackson 
St. Ignatius Parish 
6559 N. Glenwood Ave. 
Chicago, Illinois 60626 

Dear Fr. Jackson: 

September 25, 2006 

I presume you remember the ugly situation that unfolded on 
Saturday, December 3, 2005, a date I will never forget. At 
literally the last moment I was informed by Vicar of Priests 
Fr. Edward Grace that he was forbidding me from singing in the 
chorus in your annual Messiah performance, This was totally 
unexpected because the archdiocese was fully aware of my parti
cipation in the Messiah choir for the previous two years, and 
was also informed about the month of rehearsals leading up to 
the 2005 concert, Since this w~s clearly a split-second decision 
on the part of Fr. Grace, I challenged him to oresent the matter 
for revue by higher archdiocesan authorities, I also appealed 
the legitimacy of the decision to Judicial Vicar Fr. Patrick 
Lagges. Both men assured me that the situation would be 
analyzed by the council of the Cardinal's advisors, 

Well here it ls ten months later and I have heard nothing, If 
any further discussions occured, I am unaw~re of their outcome, 
if any. I~m afraid this ls typical of the communication , or lack 
of it, between the archdiocese and those priests it wants to 
pretend don't exist, Policies are promulgated on the fly, not 
based on fairness or Gospel values, but out of fear of oressure 
groups and the press. Barbara Blaine has realized her wildest 
dreams. 

You might be interested in some of my activities since December 
2005. I've sung at such diverse locations as St. Linus Church, 
Oak Lawn; St. Mark Episcopal Church in Svanston; the Pickwick 
Theatre, Park Ridge; Holy Innocents Church in Chicago; and St. 
James Episcopal Cathedral. Just a week ago I joined a group of 
lawyers and judges in the Chicago Bar Association Symohony 
Orchestra's 20th Anniversary concert presentation of Beethoven's 
Ninth Symohony in the Grand Ballroom of Navy ?ier. Even though 
the media covered the concert, nobody had any interest in the 
priest in the tenor section. In the corning months I will be back 
at Holy Innocents and the Pickwick in addition to St. David 
Anglican Church in Glenview, St. B'arbara in Brid~eport, St. 
Vincent Ferrer in River Forest~- and possibly Holy Family on 
Roosevelt Road and St. Joseph in Wilmette. All of these musical 
endeavors have been, and continue to be, reported to archdiocesan 
authorities by means of the d~meaning daily logs we leper oriests 
are required to submit. 
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All of this leads me to the inescapable conclusion that if you 
had not had a problem with my Messiah particioation, the arch
diocese would'mt have had a problem. In these matters local 
Church authorities have shown themselves to be nrimarily 
reictive and rarely oroactive. 

Within a matter of weeks, I imagine Messiah rehearsals will be 
starting up all over again. While I personally feel this Handel 
masteroiece is suffering from serious overexoosure, there's no 
denying it tirinps in the crowds. Because I very much admire and 
e~joy as a conductor and a person, and because I 
find the chorus she has out together to be a talented and 
delightful bunch, I would very much like to particioate again 
in the concert this year. 

So it comes down to this. If you would rather not have my 
supoort in your major parish fundraiser, please-let me know as 
soon as possible. I have plenty of choral activities to keep me 
occupied, and I will not allow myself to be humiliated in this 
way again. I promise you I will not bother you further. 

Sincerely, 

Rev, Daniel r>. Buck 

cc, Rev, Edward Grace 
Rev • Tl a tr 1 ck Lagge s 
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FAX 
VICAR FOR PRIESTS OFFICE 

645 N. Michigan, Suite 543 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

p /c, /l__ .kl 5 
. /1 /l '-//( /J l' . T /_ ,:~ .,a,,..-. r 8 r_ J 0. {( /' h ,<::._. 0 ,hi ) ' '- '-

/'~ ,? ' 

From: V -~.-e--

--z r-1~- ? J CJ ")_ Fax Number: --r-

Date: j j;_ ~ /o t 

Number of pages including cover sheet:__5-1 

MESSAGE: 

_URGENT _FOR \'OUR REVIEW _REPLY ASAP _COMMENT 
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From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Mayra Flores 
Edward Grace; Leah McCluskey 
9/27/2006 3:18:05 PM 
DB 

- Her concerns that Fr. Buck will prolong the "packing time". She asks how long will he be given to pack 
his belongings and vacate the premises? Her family is expected to gather for Thanksgiving. Will he be 
out of the house by then? 

- She doesn't trust that he will abide by his restrictions. She commented that her mother has told her that 
she has seen a "car pull into the garage" and the "basement lights on in [Fr. Buck's] house for long 
periods of time in the night" - both are unusual since the housemates don't use the garage and they don't 
normally go into the basement (because the model train is the only thing down there). While she 
speculates that because her mother was able to identify Fr. Buck's car by his license plate last time (and 
alerted the archdiocese), she doesn't have proof that it is Fr. Buck that is pulling up to the garage or in the 
basement. 

- She would like to know if he will be monitored - other than by housemates - while at the house packing? 
She would have more confidence in the monitoring if, say, a vicar were monitoring Fr. Buck rather than the 
housemates. 

- When Fr. Buck submits his schedule for going to the house, she would appreciate being alerted 
beforehand so that her family could avoid "running into [him]". She says that her family members continue 
to visit the mother. She said, as a matter of fact, that she was scheduled to visit the mother today (Sept. 
27). 

- She does not want Fr. Grace to speak to her mother on Fr. Buck's behalf as he did in the past. Her 
mother commented to her that she felt "pressured" by the conversation given her past relationship with Fr. 
Grace. 

Ms. was appreciative of the call, but worries that Fr. Buck is going to "take advantage" of the 
situation by "wasting time" or "dragging out" the packing so he can spend time in the house. 

I said I would consult with you and follow up with her. Please advise. 

Peace, 
Mayra 

Mayra Flores 
Assistance Ministry 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 
312/751-8267 
1-866/517-4528 (toll free number) 
312/751-8307 (fax) 
mflores@archchicaqo.org 

CC: Ralph Bonaccorsi 
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MEMO 

To: File 
From: Ed Grace 
Re: Dan Buck 
Date: Oct. 4, 2006 

This A.M. I spoke with Dan Buck concerning: 

1. Sale of house: so far 1 low-ball offer - nothing solid yet - could happen any time. 

2. Concerning packing: He would like written authority authorization to pack with 
the specifics of when etc. he could be there. 

3. I informed him that I would discuss it with th~ 
My feeling is some combination of weekdays during the day, 9:00 A.M. 
to 5:00 P.M. for example. 

4. He reported his concern about a new place, i.e. that he would "not be bothered by 
the diocese there" He was particularly concerned about changes in the monitoring 
protocol by the ad hoc committee. 

I said, "Currently overnight you would need a monitor. I cannot tell you what 
future monitoring polices could be initiated by the ad hoc committee." 

This should be discussed at -· 
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\ Edward _Grace - Re: DB 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 

October 4, 2006 

Hello Mayra, 

Edward Grace 
Flores, Mayra 
Re: DB 

I certainly agree that the ~nd Buck are on bad terms. I also realize that Buck's behavior has been 
the problem. None the less, I'm somewhat perplexed by the issue of "monitoring" Buck while he is 
packing. If he were staying overnight at the house he would have to be appropriately monitored. However, 
I don't think he is subject to monitoring on day excursions. I think he is required to submit a log of his 
activity, but he does not have to be accompanied by a monitor. I have left a message asking Leah to give 
me a call when she finishes with the auditors. I would like to discuss this with both of you as soon as 
possible. Unfortunately, today I have a test scheduled for 12:00 noon in Arlington Heights. 

I do appreciate that this is a particularly awkward situation. However, having some third party monitor 
there would be extremely awkward. Who would it be? How much time will be required for the business of 
packing up and preparing for the move? 

I will be very glad when Buck is gone from there, but I suspect that it will be rocky time with significant 
unhappiness. 

I'm~ now and listen to him, and then I will try to get in contact with the-I presume 
that __..is the family member I should contact. 

Ed Grace 

»> Mayra Flores 10/4/2006 8:46 AM »> 
Fr. Grace, In consideration of both Fr. Buck's and the~amily's interests during the selling/moving 
process I thought it would be a good starting point to~ther this brief outline. Fr. Buck is entitled to 
retrieve his personal possessions from the home in -· The-recognize this, and don't want 
to stand in the way of his moving from the home, nor making it unreasonable/inconvenient for him to do 
so. At the same time, certain episodes over time has lowered their trust and heightened their anxiety: o 
When Fr. Buck was first confronted with t~ation, he visited Mrs o garner her support for him" 
against" her daughters. o The-also believe that he either misinterpreted or, in fact, 
purposely misrepresented parts of the conversation with Mrs. which she has contradicted. o 
After protocols were imposed on Fr. Buck, he violated some of them by visiting his vacation home -
adding to the mistrust of the process. It was the - that reported the incident to 
Archdiocesan officials. o Since the case has unfolded, the relationship between the family and 
Fr. Buck's housemates has become strained, and the family is not confident that the housemates can 
serve as appropriate monitors to Fr. Buck during the packing of personal items from the home. o 
Throughout this case, there has been a lot of "he said, she said". In my opinion, the-request for a 
neu~rty monitor during Fr. Buck's visits/packing is mutually beneficial to both parties (Fr. Buck 
and-- A monitor would maintain firm boundaries for both parties as a safeguard. The 
would like to know the schedule of packing so that they can adequately and appropriately prepare 
beforehand. I am sure the will appreciate any efforts to make the transition as smooth as possible 
for all concerned. 

Peace, 
Mayra 

Mayra Flores 
Assistance Ministry 
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\ Edward G:·ace : Re: DB 

Archdiocese of Chicago 
Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 
312/751-8267 
1-866/517-4528 (toll free number) 
312/751-8307 (fax) 
mflores@archchicaqo.org 

CC: McCluskey, Leah; Smilanic, Daniel 
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MEMO 

To: File 
From: Ed Grace 
Re: Dan Buck 
Date: 10105106 

This P.M. I met with Leah McCluskey and Mayra Flores concemin 
the Buck Group from their summer home 

Dan Buck wishes to be present at the home to pack. 

Mrs.-and Myra have spoken concerning the move. 
She apparently would like Buck to be monitored while he is present packing and wishes 
there to be some limits on the process. 

I suggested that Buck be given permission to be present at the home on Tuesdays and 
Thursdays for 4 weeks. This would give him eight days there and would mean the others 
would likely be present at least on Tuesdays. 

Mayra wishes to present this to 
the option of speaking with me. 

I expect some opposition from -

efore I speak with her and offer-

I indicated to Leah and Mayra that this suggestion is n.aca t in concrete and could be 
modified to fit circumstances and they should be sure nderstands this. 

After I hear from- will contact Dan Buck. 

I will also infom1 the Cardinal that I am giving Buck permission to be there. 
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I expect that there will be questions which arise as you prepare for the sale of your 
property. Feel free to contact me with any questions which come up. If you cannot reach 
me at the office, try my cell phone: 1-312-720-397 4. 

Sincerely, 

Rev. Edward D. Grace, 
Vicar for Priests 

CC: 
Leah McCluskey 
Mayra Flores 
James Serritella 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

October 12, 2006 

Daniel Buck 
Post Office Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060 

Dear Dan, 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

Following our recent conversation I had a phone conversation on October 11th with Mrs . 
. The purpose of this conversation was to inform her that you had the permission 

of the Diocese to be present at your summer home on ten week days for the purpose of 
packing your belongings in preparation for the anticipated sale of the property. I informed 

that initially you have permission to be present on the following days 
between the hours of 9:00 A.M. and 4:00 P.M.: 

Tuesday, October 1 ih 
Tuesday, October 20th 

Friday, October 20th 
Friday, October 27th, and 
Friday, November 3rd. 

I informed her that you and I would agree on the remaining days that you would be on the 
property after you had a chance to examine your own schedule. I also informed -
•••that you thought you would need more than the ten days I had granted. 

In addition, I agreed that I would consult in advance with onceming the 
additional days you will be at the property. The purpose for this, of course, is to prevent 
any inadvertent encounters. 

While you ~r home, I ask that you do not contact either -

-or-

Finally, I offer an additional thought for your consideration. I suggest that you begin your 
packing work with your model railroad set up. I imagine the model railroad is the 
personal belonging that you would be most reluctant for anyone else to pack. I assume 
that you would be more comfortable having a moving company pack other belongings, if 
time should ever become a serious constraint. 
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I expect that there will be questions, which arise as you prepare for the sale of your 
property. Feel free to contact me with any questions, which come up. If you cannot reach 
me at the office, try my cell phone: 1-312-720-3974. 

Sincerely, 

Rev. Edward D. Grace, 
Vicar for Priests 

CC: 
Leah McCluskey 
Mayra Flores 
James Serritella 

AOC 009313 



October 1 2, 2006 

Daniel Buck 
Post Office Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060 ftii.v (( 

r' [ 
D D ~i ear an, Ii 

I 
Following our recent conversation I had a phone conversation with Mrs. -arr 
Oetebu t:i-91. The purpose of this conversation was to inform her that you had the 
permission of the Diocese to be present at your summer home on ten week days for the 
purpose of~ belongings in preparation for the anticipated sale of the property. 
I informed_... that initially you have permission to be present on the following 
days between the hours of 9:00 A.M. and 4:00 P.M.: 

Tuesday, October 1 ih 
Tuesday, October '2lf 

Friday, October 201
h 

Friday, October 2ih, and 
(Friday, November 3rd_) 

I informed her that you and I would agree on the remaining days that you would be on the 
prope1iy after you had a chance to examine your own schedule. I also informed -
•••that you thought you would need more than the ten days I had granted. 

In addition, I agreed that I would consult in advance with concerning the 
additional days you will be at the property. The purpose for this, of course, is to prevent 
any inadvertent encounters. 

While you are at your summer home, I ask that you do not contact either······ 
-or 

Finally, I off er an additional thought for your consideration. I suggest that you begin your 
packing work with your model railroad set up. I imagine that is the personal belonging 
that you would be most reluctant for anyone else to pack. l assume that you would be 
more comfortable having a moving company pack other belongings, if time should ever 
become a serious constraint. 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

October 13, 2006 

Daniel Buck 
Post Office Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060 

Dear Dan, 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

Concerning my letter of October 12, 2006: 

Please note the typographical error in the list of days when you may be at your summer 
home. The second Tuesday on the list should be noted as October 24th - not October 20th. 

I apologize for any inconvenience this error may have caused you. 

Sincerely, 

Edin<-/)!~~-
Rev. Edward D. Grace 
Vicar for Priests 

CC: 
Leah McCluskey 
Mayra Flores 
James Serritella 
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Rev. Edward Grace 
Vicar of Priests Office 
645 N. Michigan Ave., Suite 543 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Dear Fr. Grace: 

October 30, 2006 

Over the last couple of weeks I have gotten a good start at 
packing and moving my many possessions from mv home in 
-· I am writing to make suggestions for the additional days 
I will need to continue the orocess. 

I was surprised to see the restriction on the hours during the 
days to 9:00AM to 4:00PM, something that never came uo in our 
conversations. My first reaction was that the evil lady in 

had decreed that I am more dangerous after dark; 
however, since you repeatedly say that you called her only to 
inform her of the archdiocese's deci~ion, the choice must have 
been yours. I had intended to work into the evenings; this 
restriction will guarantee that I will be unable to complete 
my efforts in the time you had proposed. 

You also listed Friday, November 3 as one of the five days, a 
date never mentioned in our conversation. Since this is the day 
before my early morning departure to a conference in Sacramento, 
Californiag I doubt that I will be able to soend more that a 
couple of hours, if any, at the house that ~ay. 

I'm sure your suggestion on the order of my packing is well
intended; however, because of financial considerations, we will 
use a moving company only for transporting the things we cannot 
move; my classmates and I will do all oacking. This points uo 
once again the necessity of my involvement in the actual move, 
My classmates are concerned about your oresumotion that they 
can devote unlimited time away from their oarish work fo~ this 
forced relocation. 

I have no desire to have any contact with members of this extended 
family, Please tell them to stay away from my chssmates and myself. 

Here are suggested additional days up to the end of the year. 
Since my classmates generously continue to find a way to get 
together with me; in soite of tne restrictions placed upon me, 
on our Tuesday days off, a!l Tuesdays from November 28-to 
December 26 are acceptable. Other possible days are as follows: 
Friday, November 17; Thursday, November 30; Thursday, December 7 
and/or Friday, December 8; Thursday, December 14 and/or Friday, 
December 15; Thursday, December 21 and/or Friday, December 22; 
Thursday, Decmber 28 and/or Friday, December 29. 
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I look forward to your written response to these suggestions when 
I return from my California trip on November 16. 

Sincerely, 

Rev • Dan l e 1 r . Buck 

P.S. I would appreciate it If all correspondence to me would be 
addressed to Rev. Daniel Buck, All other archdiocesan off ices 
and agencles,~ludlng the Cardinal and the nrofessional Fitness 

Administrator, extend me this courtesy. I would expect no less 
respect from the Vicar of Priests Off ice. 

cc. Rev, Kenneth Kaucheck 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

November 14, 2006 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
Post Office Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Dan, 

I am responding to your letter of October 30, 2006 and a phone conversation I had with 
Dan Jarosewic on November 11th. 

You have permission to be at your home on the following days for the purpose 
of continuing to pack your belongings in preparation for the anticipated sale of your 
property. 

Tuesday, November 28th 
Tuesday, December 5th 

Thursday, November 30th 
Thursday, December ih 

Because your letter of October 30th indicated that Friday, November 3rd had not been a 
useful packing day I will not count November 3rd as one of the ten days you were allowed 
for packing. The 4 dates listed above, therefore, bring to 8 the number of days now 
allocated leaving 2 remaining. Please let me know if any of the above dates are not 
useful. 

Thank you for your continued cooperation in avoiding contact with the-and 
-families. 

Sincerely, 

t~;)~ 
Rev. Edward D. Grace 

CC: 
Mayra Flores 
Leah McCluskey 
James Serritella 

AOC 009318 



Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

November 21, 2006 

Rev. Daniel Buck 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

Post Office Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Dan, 

In my letter of November 14th I noted that you could be at your 
continue packing your belongings: 

home to 

Tuesday, November 28th 
Tuesday, December 5th 

Thursday, November 30th 
Thursday, December 7th 

Subsequently we spoke on the phone and you indicated that December ]1h had become 
problematic and you were pressed for time to complete packing by December 13 for a 
closing. Therefore we agreed to modify the above schedule so that you can be at your 
•••home on the following days from 9:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. for the purpose of 
continuing your packing: 

Tuesday, November 28th Thursday, November 30th 
Monday, December 4th Tuesday, December 5th Wednesday, December 6th 

The five dates listed above, therefore, bring to 9 the number of days now allocated for 
your packing. There will still be one day of the original 10 available 

Thank you for your continued cooperation in avoiding contact with the-and 
-families. 

Sincerely, 

Edltvtt.__f2 ~ ~~ 
Rev. Edward D. Grace 

CC: 
Mayra Flores 
Leah McCluskey 
James Serritella 
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Off: (312) 642-1837 
Fax: (312) 642-4933 

December 22, 2006 

Rev. Daniel Buck 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

VICAR FOR PRIESTS 

645 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE, SUITE 543 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60611 

Post Office Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Dan, 

You left me a voice mail for me on December 81
h, requesting permission to be at your 

home in on December 13th to be present while the movers removed your 
possessions. As I mentioned in the voice mail message I left for you, I did not receive this 
message until December 15th. Somehow, I'm not sure how, your message went directly 
into my saved message file and I did not open it until after the date in question. At any 
rate, I again apologize for any inconvenience this may have caused you. And of course, 
there is no problem with you having been there that day even though I did not get back to 
you. 

I trust that the closing and the move went well. Please drop me a note for our file to 
confirm that your closing and move took place. I hope that you and your classmates are 
able to find a congenial place to replace the -property and that you and they are 
able to enjoy the new property in quiet possession. 

My best wished to you and yours for a Merry Christmas and a joyful 2007. 

Sincerely, 

Z/~ 
Rev. Edward D. Grace 
Vicar for Priests 
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Office of Professional Responsibility 

Leah R. McCluskey, MSW, LSW 
Administrator 
312-751-5205 
Jmccluskey@archchicago.org 

ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 

Patricia J. Zacharias, LCPC, CADC, CEAP 
Assistant Administrator 
312-867-8793 
pzacharias@archchicago.org 

January 19, 2007 

Rev_ Daniel P. Buck 
P_O, Box 455 
Mundelein, 111inois 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

1-800-994-6200 
312-751-5279 (fax) 

I am writing to you in regards to the TRA VELN ACA TION NOTIFICATION form 
that you have agreed to fi]] out and return to me three weeks prior to any planned 
overnight absence from your residence of the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House. Upon 
fi11ing out the form, please provide a copy to Deacon Richar_d Hudzik prior to sending it 
to my office_ This is to ensure that Deacon Hudzik is aware of your planned overnight 
absence in the event that he does not receive a copy of the notification form from my 
office prior to any planned departure. I have enclosed a blank copy of the notification 
form with this Jetter. 

Rev_ Edward Grace and I will be in contact with you regarding any future additional 
changes to your Individual Specific Protocol, Daily Log, and/or Travel/Vacation 
notification forms. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at [312] 7 51-
5205_ 

Leah McCluskey 
Professional Responsibility Adm-

Enclosure 

Cc Rev. Edward Grace, Vicar for Priests 
Deacon Richard Hudzik 
Rev_ Kenneth R. Kaucheck, J_C_D_, canonical advocate 
Patrick Reardon, civil attorney 
Rev_ Daniel A. Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office for the Protection of Children and Youth 

Office of Assistance Ministry 
Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review 
Safe Environment Office 

P. 0. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

312-751-5254, general 
312-751-8307, fax 

HAND DELIVERED 

April 13, 2007 

Deacon Richard Hudzik 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, Illinois 60060-0455 

Dear Deacon Hudzik, 

Enclosed with this letter is a copy of the summary of allegations of the sexual abuse of 
minors against Rev. Daniel P. Buck that have been received by the Office for Child 
Abuse Investigations and Review to date. You will also find copies of the most recent 
"Clergy Daily Log" and "TravelNacation Notification" forms that Fr. Buck will be 
directed to use as a client of this office. 

As you know, one of our Vicars for Priests Rev. Edward Grace and myself will schedule 
a meeting with Fr. Buck in the near future to review with him his updated Individual 
Specific Protocol [ISP]. Once I have a signed copy of Fr. Buck's updated ISP, I will 
forward a copy to you for your information and records. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at [312] 751-5205. 

SinDely, ~ ~" 
I~ ; • 

~ vo~> 
Leah McCluskey e 
Director, Office for Child Abus Inve tigations and Review 

Cc Rev. Edward Grace, Vicar riests 
Rev. Daniel Smilanic, Cardinal's Delegate to the Review Board 
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7 May 2007 ti~~ 
Very Reverend John Canary 
Vicar General Archdiocese of Chicago 
133 E Superior St 
Chicago, IL 60611 

. ~al L1 
~L;;:~,:r r W {)fl~ 1 C-'!( 

Dear Father Canary, cJL-Y,?.-/ . /JvX.v .G· ~ ~ 0 f;' 
I really want to address the Cardinal directly. However, I have no address for him. 
Yours was the address I found on the archdiocesan web site .. -~ haye! __ ~rjtt~-~-!-~Q .. 
letters to the Cardinal.. Neither one was acknowledged at all. I assume they are 
lost in the vast bureaucracy of the post office (or the archdiocese). 

I just listened to the Cardinal's interview on WBEZ, public radio in Chicago. In 
referring to the "priest sex abuse scandal," the Cardinal mentioned that he meets 
often with the "victims" of abuse. I would like to ask him why he doesn't afford his 
brother priests who have been accused (som~ falsely) the same attention. Are 
they not also "victims?" wt.. '( 
I hope you would pass this letter on to the Cardinal, or at least share my question 
with him. · ---··-·-·-·---·-·- -·-··------·-·---

Your brother in Our Lord, 

I I 'U' 
I~ IE l~ CE [J WI CE r· .... \ 
~ ~ 8 2007 lJ1) 

OFFICE OF VICAR GENERAL 
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May 25, 2007 

Dea 

My name is Father Vince Costello and I am the Co-Vicar for Priests in the Archdiocese 
of Chicago. Perhaps you remember me from the days when your brother, Dan, and I 
served together at St. Francis Borgia Parish several years ago. I am writing to you 
because on Monday, May 21 5

\ Father John Canary, the Vicar General, shared your letter 
with me. I know that Cardinal George has read it as well. I was asked to follow up with 
you. 

I am very aware that these last several years have been difficult for your family, .. , 
especially for your brother. I appreciate your loyalty to him. In your letter you make 
reference to some priests who were falsely accused. I have been asked to inquire of you 
as to whether you have any specific information that might lead to the exoneration any of 
our men who have been removed from ministry. If you know of anything that might be 
helpful please contact me at your earliest convenience. 

You also referred to His Eminence's statement that he has often met with people who are 
victims of the priests' abuse scandal and you questioned whether he was willing to give 
the same attention to the priests who have been accused. I know that Cardinal George 
cares very deeply about his priests, even the ones who have been removed from ministry 
because of the provisions in the Dallas Charter. When I first began my ministry in the 
Vicar's Office in 2005 I was with the group that accompanied His Eminence when he 
visited with each of the men at Stritch Retreat House. To the best of my knowledge the 
Cardinal has never refused to meet with any of his priests who seek to make an 
appointment with him. If I am incorrect in this regard please let me know and I will 
speak about this matter with Cardinal George. 

Brother - please know I wish you well in your ministry. I hope the upcoming 
summer months will bring you a bit of a respite. 
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Once again, if you have any specific information about any of our priests who have been 
accused of sexual misconduct with minors and have been removed from ministry please 
contact me. 

Cc: Cardinal George, Father John Canary 

Sincerely yours, 

Rev. Vincent F. Costello, 
Co-Vicar for Priests 
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Office for the Protection of Children and Youth 
Office of Assistance Ministry 
Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review 
Safe Environment Office 

Rev. Daniel P. Buck 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, Illinois 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck, 

May 30, 2007 

P. 0. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

312-751-5388 
312-751-8307,fax 

I wanted to thank you again for taking the time to meet with Rev. Edward Grace and 
myself last week to review the enclosed Individual Specific Protocols [ISP]. 

As we discussed on May 251
\ I am returning the ISP and the related forms that we 

reviewed to you and have forwarded copies to your civil attorney and canonical advocate 
as well. I ask that you review and discuss the ISP with your counsel and then return the 
signed protocol to me by June 13, 2007. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at [312] 751-5205 or Fr. Grace 
at [312] 642-1837. 

Sincerely, 

ti!~ 
Director, Office for Child 

Enclosures 

cc Rev. Edward Grace, Vicar for Priests 
Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, J.C.D., canonical advocate 
Patrick Reardon, civil attorney 
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The Individual Specific Protocols (ISP) implement the primary goal of promoting the safety of minors. 
Additionally, the ISP protects the integrity of the Church and serves as a safeguard for individual priest 
or deacon. As long as the cleric is a client of the Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review, he 
will be subject to appropriate protocols, restrictions and monitoring under the authority of the Vicar for 
Priests and supervised by the Director of the Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review 
(Director). The agreement of a priest or deacon to abide by these protocols is not understood to prove the 
truth of any allegation and is not intended to be an admission of guilt for any delict or crime, whether in 
Canon Law, or State and Federal Law. This agreement represents the cooperation of the cleric with his 
bishop as he exercises his pastoral office (e.g., Canons 369 and 392). 

This ISP for Rev. Daniel Buck is as follows (Director to initial all that apply): 

I. The client is restricted from being alone with a minor or minors, that is anyone under the age of 
18, without the presence of another responsible adult. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

The "Clergy Daily Log" to be completed on a daily basis and co-signed by the on-site 
ervisor. The log is a tool that is used for the protection of minors, the cleric, the on-site 

supervisor and the Archdiocese. Although it identifies time periods, it is intended to provide a 
general record of the day rather than a detailed clock. If you are describing an off-site activity, 
please include your destination and the general purpose of the visit or activity. For example, it is 
enough to indicate that you did personal shopping at a given Shopping Center rather than the 
details of each individual store. However, if your self-description is challenged or a complaint is 
lodged with the Archdiocese, some documentation and verification may be necessary to 

.J\\iently address the situation. 

(~Abide by the assignment ofresidence to Cardinal Stritch Retreat House, Mundelein, IL. 
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6. ~ ·ust complete and submit the "TravelNacation Agreement," and obtain concurrence with 
~;eement, prior to a scheduled departure. In the event of a prolonged stay in a particular 
location, the Archdiocese is required to notify the Ordinary of that place of your presence there. 

7. ~ Attendance at a recommended support group 
(please indicate specific support group). Recommended frequency of __ times per week/month 
(please circle one). Attendance at a recommended support group is to be reflected on "Clergy 
Daily Log" forms. 

8. No inappropriate use of computers, software, Internet capabilities, communications tools or video 
technology. The standards articulated in the Policies and Procedures of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago and the Handbook For Archdiocesan Employees apply as they do to all Archdiocesan 
personnel. 

9. No ministerial participation in the public celebration of the Eucharist or any other Sacrament or 
Sacramental without the prior, written permission of the Vicar for Priests. 

I 0. Refrain from wearing any garb that would give the appearance of, or seem to infer, a 
priest/deacon who has canonical faculties and is currently assigned to some ministry (e.g., the 
'clerical shirt'). 

11. On-site visits by the Director and the VP annually to include a meeting with the cleric. 

This Individual Specific Protocol is to be reviewed annually with the Director, VP, and the cleric. Also, 
there can be additional, written notations tailored to the needs of a specific situation which are signed by 
all parties and appended to this document. Any change or alteration to this agreement will involve 
consultation with the cleric, his on-site supervisor, the Director, and the VP. The cleric, his on-site 
supervisor, the Director, or the VP can initiate the discussion for change or alteration, or request that this 
Individual Specific Protocol be reviewed by the independent Review Board. At the discretion of any of 
the parties, the legal and/or canonical counsel of the cleric may be involved in the discussions. 

I have reviewed, understand, and agree to all of these individual specific Protocols. 

Signed: fleAc f%At.id//l~Date: J Jun "l._()(J7 
K , I I '3 t~neJ ~ ndeJl Pu /\e~ -

Printed Name:~V, /24.D If! e 8 UC ( f/ ea~eefef' to Leffel'.; 

Signature of Direct~ Date: "-,/S {OJ 
Signature of VP: ';) Date: .P /q fe )2-
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Additional, written notations appended to this document? yes D no D 
(Revised 4/5/07) 
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[ Edward Grace - Buck's ad_9ress 

From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Hello Fr. Grace, 

Leah McCluskey 
Grace, Edward 
6/5/2007 2:23:46 PM 
Buck's address 

The address for Fr. Buck's new summer home is: 

I know you asked for this a while ago--sorry for just getting it to you. 

Leah 

Page 1 I 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office for the Protection of Children and Youth 

Office of Assistance Minisoy 
Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review 
Safe Environment Office 

P. 0. Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

312-751-5388 
312-75,1-8307, fax 

June 12, 2007 

Rev. Daniel Buck 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Fr. Buck 

Enclosed with this letter is a copy of your current completed and signed 
Individual Specific Protocol. Please note that copies of this document have also been 
sent to your Canonical Advocate, Civil Attorney, and to the Vicar for Priests. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at [312) 7 51-5205. 

Enclosure 

Cc: Rev. Edward Grace, Vicar for Priests 
Patrick Reardon, Civil Attorney 
Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck, JCD 

n@<OI 
"t Le h McCluskey 

Director, Office for Child Ab e 
Investigations & Review , 
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I! Leah McCluskey - Re: Dan Buck 

From: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Dick, 

Leah McCluskey 
Hudzik, Richard 
6/26/2007 9:12:31 AM 
Re: Dan Buck 

Thank you for the information. 

I am aware that Fr. Buck and ~do ha.at has been described to me as a positive friendship 
as adults. I know this as Mrs. usband was a member of the 1 when I first began 
five years ago and expressed a e and his wife do have a friendship with him. 

Take care, 

Leah 

Leah McCluskey, MSW, LSW 
Director, Office for Child Abuse Investigations and Review 
737 N. Michigan Ave., Suite 900 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 
Office: [312) 751-5205 
Fax: (312) 751-5279 
lmccluskey@archchicago.org 

»> Richard Hudzik 6/21/2007 1 :59 PM »> 
Leah: I do not know if this is significant or not but, at a minimum, I thought it odd and worthy of being 
passed on to you. 

At 5:50PM on June 19, 2007, I took a message from a woman who identified herself as - and 
she asked to speak with Dan Buck. I advised her that I would be happy to take a message, as Dan does 
not have a telephone in his room. She said she was returning his call and that he had her number. Her 
name rang a bell with me and I checked his file for the materials you had sent to me. I see that a 
.. is one of his accusers. I assume, but do not know, that the caller and the accuser are the same 
person. 

I thought this contact would be something for you to evaluate. 

I gave Dan the message from Ms. II and he has said nothing to me about it. 

Let me know. 

Dick 

Deacon Richard F. Hudzik 
Director 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
P.O. Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 
www. stritch retreat. orq 
tel 847.566.6060 
fax 847.566.6082 

Page 11 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office of the Chancellor 
Jimmy M. Lago 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, lllinois 60690-1979 

312-751-5382 
Fax: 312-751-5381 

April 9, 2008 

Reverend Daniel Buck 
Cardinal Stritch Retreat House 
PO Box 455 
Mundelein, IL 60060-0455 

Dear Father Buck, 

This letter is to update you on actions we are taking to upgrade our monitoring and 
supervision program. For the past year, we have been reviewing the recommendations from the 
con~mltants we hired in 2006 as well as the Ad Hoc Committee who worked with us this past 
year to redesign our programs for oversight and compliance. We are now in the process of· 
implementing improvements to both of these programs. 

We have engaged Dr. Monica Applewhite, former president of Praesidium, Inc., the 
national accrediting body for religious communities seeking to comply with the Charter for the 
Protection of Children and Youth and Essential Norms, to design and recommend an individual 
protocol with each removed priest. Secondly, we have hired a new compliance supervisor, Ms. 
Shawnte Jenkins, to oversee compliance with these agreements and protocols. 

The Vicar for Priests and members of the Office for the Protection of Children and Youth 
will be in contact with you to discuss these changes. 

Please give them your cooperation. 

cc. Cardinal Francis George 
Fr. John Canary 
Fr. Vince Costello 
Fr. Ed Grace 
Jan Slattery 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF CHICAGO 
Office for the Protection of Children and Youth 

December 2, 2008 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-197? 

312.867.2595 
Fax: 312.751.8251 

I agree to return the Individual Specific Protocols to the Archdiocese of Chicago Compliance 
Supervisor at the downtown office located at 737 N. Michigan by 5:00 pm Thursday December 
4, 2008. 

~ Alov 01 
Date 
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INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOLS: DANIEL 

BUCK. 

Implementation Date Date of Review 

·November 15, 2008 February 15, 2008 

HISTORY OF ASSIGNMENTS 

Date of Birth: 

Ordained: 1971 

1971 - St. Luke, River Forest 

1976 - Our Lady of Grace, Chicago 

· 1979- St. Wenceslaus, Chicago 

1979 - St. Francis Borgia, Chicago 

1984- St. Thomas of Villanova, Palatine 

1989-:- St. Pius X, Stickney 

1995 - St. Frances of Rome, Cicero 

2001 - St. Mary, Buffalo Grove 

2002..: Removal from ministry 

HISTORY OF ABUSE ALLEGATIONS·: SUBSTA.NTIATED AND NON-SUBSTANTIATED. 

Allegation 1. In January-of 1985, the mother of a 15-year-old girl reported to the Vicar for Priests; 
Father Ventura, that she was disturbed by the Daniel Buck's continuance of an inappropriate 
relationship.with her daughter. She encloseq. a copy of a letter she sent to Daniel Buck insisting 
that he "have no further contact, either in person, by letter, or on the phone" with her daughter. 
The relationship reportedly began when the girl was 11, lasted until she was 17 years old and 
iricluded back rubs, touching breasts and genitals. In 1995, the girl's-subr:nitted a letter 
written by Daniel Bu.ck in June of 1984 that included references to their inappropriate, sexual 
relationship. The girl who was involved has continued to have a relationship with Daniel Buck 
and is in contact with him now. This allegation was substantiated. 

Allegation 2. In July of 2002 the mother of on alleged female victim reported that wl1en her daughter was 
12 or 13 years old, in 1980 or 198 L Doniel Buck rubbed her bock under her blouse. He reportedly did this in 
front of her por~nts and her mother confronted him, telling him he was giving .girls the wrong ideas about 

· ·. Individual Specific Protocols 
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·sexuality. The family reporied that after that they avoided Daniel Buck. The family 
and the alleged victim elected not to move forward with formalizing the allegation with the ·Archdiocese. 

. . . ,· . 

. . 

Allegations 3 and 4. In. April of 2003, the mother of two women reported that.Daniel Buck molested her 
two daughters. The allegations ·were subsequently formalized by the two girls (now women) who reported 
that when the youngest was apprpximately ten years old and the eldest was l l years old, Dani er Buck 

· . v.isit.ed in their home on a number of occasions. She reported that. - he came and gave th~m 
backrubs and that he would begin by rubbing under their shirts and then 
move to the chest area: One of the girls reporied that he also touched her genital area. The two women 
reported that this· activity began when they were in fourth and fifth grade and lasted until they were in 
seventh and eighth grade. These a[legations were found to be substantiated. 

CURRENT CANONICAL STATUS. 

On July 22, 2005, His Eminence, Francis Cardinal George issued a decree which established that 

Cardinal George, in consultation with the Promoter of Justice and two Assessors, found Daniel 

Buck guilty of the grave delict described inc. 1395 § 2 of the 1917 Code, namely sexual abuse of 

a minor under the age of .sixteen. This conclusio!1 was reached, under the direction of the 

Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, through an administrative penal process in 

accordance with .c. 1720. Because an administrotive penal process does not provide for a 

perpetual penalty to be imposed, Daniel Buck's decree provided for a ten year penalty. His 

faculties to minister as a priest of the Archdiocese were removed for the ten year period and he 

was directed to live under an established monitoring protocol. At the end of the ten years (in 

July 2015) the decree is to be reviewed to see if it must be renewed or can be revised. 

CURRENT LIVING ARRANGEMENT AND INVOLVEMENT WITH MINOH.S. 

·Daniel Buck is currently living in the Cardinal Stritch Retreat house with 8 other members of the 

archdiocesan priesthood who have been removed from ministry due to sexual abuse of minors. 

Daniel Buck leaves the retreat house for the day and night every Tuesday to visit a house on the 

lake that he owns with 3 other priests with whom he has been friends for many years. All three of 

the priests are reportedly aware of his situation; all are in good standing with the Archdiocese of 

Chicago. Daniel Buck also leaves the retreat house to rehearse and perform in choruses and 

choirs, to go out for dinner, to attend theatre and occasionally to visit friends in their homes. 

Daniel Buck reported that he sometimes visits with families who have minor children, but not 

often. His involvement with these families will be addressed in the Risk Reduction Strategies that 
follow. 

. . . . 

Individual Specific; Protocols 
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RISK MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES 

STATEMENT OF PROBLEM 1: SEXUAL OFFENSE? .AGAINST MINORS WHILE TN MINISTRY 

RISK REDUCTION STRATEGY 

With a prudent companion who is present 

from the time he arrives until the time he 

leaves, Daniel Buck is permitted to spend time 

with families who have minor children. This 

includes time in their homes or in public 

places. Such contact must be disclosed and 

logged for review by his Compliance 
Supervisor. Failure to disclose contact with 

minors will be considered a serious violation of 

protocols. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited at all times from 

being alone with anyone under the age of 

25. 

METHOD OF VERIFICATION 

Verification with Community 

Support Network. 

Oversight by Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Unannounced verification 

{telephone, in-person visits, 

GPS) of daily Jogs. · 

Daniel Buck is required to log out his Verification by Complianc·e 

whereabouts on the "Clergy Daily Log Sheet" Supervisor. 

daily as he leaves the Cardinal Stritch Retreat 

House. 

Daniel Buck is required to complete the Verification by Compliance 

"Request for Travel"·and receive.approval in Supervisor. 

accordance with its timelines and 
procedures, prior to. any trips or overnight 

stays away from the residence. 

Daniel Buck is required to return to his 

. residence no later than l 0 pm, unless 

previously approved by his Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification-by Compliance 

Supervisor and site monitor. 

Daniel Buck is required to allow his Verification by Compliance 

Compliance Supervisor access to his house Supervisor and site monitor. 

located at IL for the 

purposes of verification. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from exercising 

priestly "ministry in all forms, including, but not 
Verificatior\ with Community 

COMMENTS. 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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limited to public celebration of Mass. wearing Support Network. 

_the Roman Collar or other symbols of ministry. 
Unannounced verification 

wearing _clerical garb (or any garb that 
{telephone, visits) of daily 

denotes priesthood or ministr)i). and 
logs. 

introducing or calling himself "Father" or " 

"Reverend". .. 

RISK REDUCTION STRATEGY METHOD OF COMMENTS 

VERIFICATION 

Daniel Buck will provide to his Compliance Completion of Community 

Supervisor a listing of the close friends and Support Network form 

relatives who support him. including contact 

information. for the purpose of verifying his 

adherence to the protocols and ensuring his 

ongoing support and accountability (to be 

submitted within 5 business days of 

implementation of protocol). ' 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from attending Verification with Community 

liturgy, or any aspect_ of parish community life Support Network and 
at any parish in which he has served.in unannounced verification 

ministry. He is also prohibited from being of daily logs. 

involved with or part of any Roman Catholic . 

parish council or parish leadership effort. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with Community 

communicating or contacting by telephone, Support Network and 
email. birthday card, text or lett.er with unannol)nced verification 

anyone under the age of 25. · of daily logs . 
. . 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from spending time Verification with Community 

at the lake house located at Support Network and 

- IL when there are guests under the unannounced verification 
age of 25. of daily logs .. 

Daniel Buck will spend one evening each Verification by Retreat 

week at the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House, House Director. 

participating in an evening meal. faith sharing 
and group meeting . 

. . 

Daniel Buck will continue to work with his Verification by Compliance 

·Individual Specific Protocols 

AOC 009337 



5 

Supervisor. 

RISK REDUCTION STRATEGY METHOD OF COMMENTS 

VERIFICATION 

Daniel B·uck is prohibited from providing Verification with support 

spiritual direction, pastoral care, counseling network. 

and all other forms of ministry that may be 
Unannounced verification 

provided by laypersons. 
of daily logs. 

lri the event that a minor initiates contact with Verification by Compliance 

Daniel Buck, he is required to remove himself 
\. 

Supervisor. 

from the situation immediately and inform his 

employer and Compliance Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to continue his . Verification by Compliance 

volunteer wmk at the Illinois Railroad Museum Supervisor. 

that does not involve any level of interaction 

with minors, pending a verification of this site 

by his Compliance Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to continue his Verification by Compliance 

involvement with all-adult choruses and Supervisor. 

choirs, pending verification of the sites and 

activities by his Compliance Supervisor. 

(Verification priority will be given to the Choir 

that rehearses at the Junior High School in the 

evenings). 

Daniel Buck is prohibited. from any form of Verification with support 

work or volunteerism or visiting of vulnerable network. 

· adults that. is not approved by Compliance 
.. 

-Supervisor. - Unannounced verification 

of daily logs. · 

Daniel Buck is prohibited.from viewing, Verification by 

downloading or otherwise possessing Archdiocesan or 

pornography or sexually explicit materials of contracted Information 

any kind. Computer is subject to remova_I from Technology Personnel and 

Individual Spe~ific Protocols 
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site for veri.fication purposes. 

o.nline chat, social.networking involvement, 

and other internet'relationships, as well as 

sites visited are subject to r~view by hi~ 
Compliance Supervisor (with designated , . 

Information Technology Personnel) for the first 

six mont.hs of the program. The need for 

ongoing review will be evalu.atedfollowing 

this period of time. 

RISK REDUCTION STRATEGY 

Daniel Buck will meet every two weeks with 
Compliance Supervisor at his residence the 

Cardinal Stritch Retreat House. 

Compliance Supervisor .. 

Verification by 

Archdiocesan or 

contracted Information -

Technology Personnel and 

Compliance Supervisor. 

METHOD OF 

VERIFICATION 

Verification by Compliance 

Supervisor. 

CONSEQUENCES FOR NON-COMPLIANCE WITH THE PROTOCOLS. 

6 

COMMENTS 

Depending on the gravity of the instance of rion~compliance. any of the following consequences may apply: 

• Immediate voluntary polygr?ph to determine whether abuse may have occurred. 

• Restriction from visits to lake house located at IL. 

• Restriction from travel. 

• Change of residence. 

• Implementation of routine polygraph verification. 

• Canonical action, up to and including involuntary removal from the priesthood .. 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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SIGNATURES. 

/./' r~n~ ' 
Signed: ___ .~_(!.L.~---~-· __ -_--b=--1-=-~~---=---· ____ Date: ~CJ 4 

Printed Name:_~-- ~--·_(~~--~~·~~~~~· ~------------~ 
Signature of Vicar for Priest: ~ d ~· Dote lo<_/oz/~r 

, I 

Signature of Ecclesiastic Notary: _A_~--~---------'Date: 12.( 2--( Oy 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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COMMITMENT TO PARTICIPATE IN COMMUNITY SUPPORT 

The Rornan Caiholic Archdiocese of Chicago l1as iniiiated a progrcim of support and accountability for tl1e priesfs of 

the Archdiocese who have bee.n removed from ministry due to their sexual misconduct with minors. The program is 

voluntary in that a priest may choose to participate or may ~hoose to leave the priesthood. Daniel Buck has 

expressed his desire to engage in this program, fully recognizing it will mean a significant increase in accountability 

and a decrease in his overall levels of privacy. This is seen as. a positive sign, as openness to support arid intervention 

by others is one of the essential components for long-term abstinence from sexuc::il offending. 

The Archdiocese has asked Doniel Buck to identify the friends and family members who would.be willing and able to 

offer support and accountability to him as he moves through his daily life. You were among those he identified. 

If you are willing to accompany Doniel Buck in this way, the following is asked of you: 

1. That you review Daniel Buck's history of allegations and substantiated offenses, 

2. That you review his Individual Specific Protocols, which tell you what he is permitted to do and what he is not, 

3. That you agree to support Daniel Buck through interrupting high-risk behaviors (such as his attempting to be 

alcine with a minor) if they occur and informing his Compliance Supervisor of any other concerns or violations 

of the protocols, · 

4. That you agree to on-going, open communication with Daniel Buck's Compliance Supervisor so that any 

problems may .be identified and addressed before they become serious. 

8 

I am personally grateful to you for considering what can only be considered a ministry to Daniel Buck and fbr the 

support you have offered him thus far. If, for any reason, you do not wish to participate in ihis program, please do not 

feel an obligation and please do.not turn to the pages that follow which contain confidential information. If you 

would like to move forward with the commitment to participate, please indicate with your signature below. Once you 
have reviewed all of the information, you will have· another opportunity to indicate your willingness to move forward. 

. - . 
Thank you once again for considering this important work. 

Signature and date 

I have a commitment to support Daniel Buck in his personal program of wellness . I am willing and able to assist him in 

avoiding situations that could lead to further sexual misconduct and further harm to others, including 
misinterpretations of his behavior or false allegations of abuse. · 

Signature and date 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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Dec. 3. 2008 11:50AM Cardinal Stritch Retreat House No.4411 P. 1 

TtJ; fih4wnt1 J~hkfhs JJi 751 ... 1507 F"~m: Ru,fl11ni1/9~8'f7fGG .. eOI~ 
. COMMUNITY SUPPORT NETWORK FOR DANIEL BUCK 

Name Relationship Contac;t information 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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His Eminence Francis Cardinal George O.M.I. 

Archbishop of Chicago 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

10 December 2008 

Dear Cardinal George: 

My client, Reverend Dan lei Buck, a priest of the Archdiocese of Chicago, is in receipt of a new set of 

Individual Specific Protocols which were signed by you on 12-02-08. Fr. Buck has signed the Protocols and has 

delivered them to the Archdiocese. 

Father Buck has raised concerns In these new Protocols which violate the decree you issued to him on 22 

July 2005. 

The new set of Protocols has imposed a "'!ore stringent penalty on him without any further dilects on his 

part, thereby violating the principle an.d spirit of the July 2005 decree. A penalty imposed cannot be made more 

burdensome through the introduction of a new Protocol without the declaration of a new decree based on 

newfound allegatlons of a serious crime. There are no new allegations. Father Buck has maintained a life of 

prayer. ongoing education, simplicity of life and has fostered peace and harmony.· 

For example, the 2005 decree dispenses Fr. Buck from the obligation to wear ecclesiastical garb (c.284) 

and strongly urges him not to wear such attire. Also, he is not to represent himself as a priest to those unknown to 

him and may not act as an agent of the Archdioc·ese. The se~ere restrictions in the new Protocol on Fr. Buck's 

clothing, public activities, and personal Identification go far beyond the provisions of the decree. 

' Additionally, the 2005 decree urges Fr. Buck to observe the prescriptions of canons 273 to 289 concerning 

the rights and obligations of clerics. In contrast to this, the new Protocol not only demands that Fr. Buck pretend 

to not be a priest, but he ~lso "is prohibited from ... all other forms of ministry that may be provided by lay 

persons." Again, this represents a drastic expansion of the prohibitions found In the 2005 decree. 

Also, the decrease in his monthly salary has violated the July 2005 decree. The decree ordered that his 

salary shall be that of an associate pastor less administrative expenses. Less than six months ago, members of your 

staff arbitrarily decreased his salary. Again, In violation of your decree of July 2005. 

Father Buck seeks re-dress of these issues through the office of your Vicar for Priests. 

Keeping you in prayer, I remain, 

Cc: Very Reverend John F, Cana.rv- Vicar General 

Reverend Patrick R. Lagges :- Judicial Vicar 

Reverend Edward D. Grace-Vicar for Priests 

Ms. Shawnte Jenkins - Compliance Supervisor 

Fraternally Yours in Christ 

Reverend Kenneth R. Kaucheck J.C.D. 
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Office of the Cardinal 

ARCHDIOC' CHICAGO 

Reverend Kenneth R. Kaucheck 
Our Lady Star of the Sea Parish 
467 Fairford 
Grosse Pointe Woods, MI 48236-2410 

Dear Father Kauchek, 

December 19, 2008 

Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-1979 

I received your letter of December 10, 2008 in which you expressed your concerns 
about the new protocol that was established for Father Daniel Buck. 

I would like to begin by explaining the context of Father Buck's situation. On July 22, 
2005, I issued a decree that said that I found Father Buck guilty of the delict of c. 1395§2 with 
three minors. The Essential Norms for the United States stipulate that for even one such 
offense, a priest is to be permanently removed from ministry and, unless there are special 
circumstances present, removed from the clerical state. Rather than ask the Congregation for 
the Doctrine of the Faith to impose the penalty of dismissal on Father Buck, I allowed Father 
Buck to remain in the priesthood and to live what has been called "a life of prayer and 
penance." The Vicar for-PrieSfflvas delegated to determine the specifics of that life; Father 
Buck's stipend for sustenance was subject to the particular law of the Archdiocese of 
Chicago. 

I am very grateful to Father Buck for his cooperation with the details of the precept 
during the last three and a half years. He has also been very helpful to the other priests who 
were removed from ministry and are residing with him at the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House. 
He has been particularly solicitous for the more elderly priests and has assisted them in some 
of the things that they cannot do for themselves. 

However, it has also become clear to me that original protocols established for priests 
found guilty of the delict of c. 1395§2 needed to be refined and that the "life of prayer and 
penance" needed to be more carefully specified. For example, although the Essential Norms 
required that I remove Father Buck from all ministry, the initial set of protocols did not make 
specific what this entailed. Questions came up from time to time as to what was permitted 
and what was not permitted. The new set of protocols now make specific what is already 
contained in the Essential Norms, i.e. that any priest who has been found guilty of the delict 

· of c. 1395§2 may not engage in any ministry at all, whether it is specifically priestly or also 
open to lay people. 
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In addition, while the July 22, 2005 decree stated that Father Buck was dispensed from 
the obligation to wear clerical garb and encouraged not to do so, and that he was not to 
identify himself as a priest, the new protocols provide more specific examples of what was 
meant in the decree. Once again, this was in response to questions that were being asked and, 
in some cases, behavior that was called into question. Rather than having the priest accused 
of violating protocols that he did not know he was violating, I thought it best to be more 
specific as to what was meant in the original decree. 

I do not view these new protocols as establishing any new penalties for Father Buck. 
They simply spell out more specifically what was meant in the original penalty. They were 
established so that both Father Buck and the Compliance Supervisor, Shawnte Jenkins, clearly 
understand what are acceptable activities and what are not acceptable. In other words, the 
new protocols fall within the provisions of the July 22, 2005 decree which stated that Father 
Buck, the Vicar for Priests and the Professional Responsibility Administrator (now under the 
Office for the Protection of Children and Youth) work together to determine in what activities 
Father Buck may engage. 

Similarly, the July 22, 2005 decree states that Father Buck's stipend can be adjusted 
according to administrative expenses. Over the past three years, we have gotten a better idea 
of how much it is costing us to house the removed priests at the Cardinal Stritch Retreat 
House and to provide -and other support services for them. I feel it is a matter of 
justice to the Archdio~l as to the victims of clerical sexual abuse, that the priests 
share some of the burden of this support. I believe the amount Father Buck is receiving each 
month is sufficient to provide for his needs. 

I hope this gives you a sufficient explanation as to the new protocols that were 
established for Father Buck and for the other priests who have committed the delict of 
c. 1395§2. Should you have any further questions, I will try to provide you with the 
information you need. 

Thank you again for your representation of Father Buck in this matter. 

cc: Very Reverend John F. Canary 
Reverend Edward Grace 
Ms. Shawnte Jenkins 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

f~LLt~ 
Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Archbishop of Chicago 
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5 Feb 09 

To: Shawnte Jenkins, Monica Applewhite, et al 

From: Rev. Daniel Buck 

Re: 15 Feb Review of Individual Soecific Protocol for Daniel 
P,uck 

In preparation for the 15 Feb review of ~y protocol, I have 
out together an overview of the oatts of the orotocol that I 
feel need to be revised or corrected. I will pres~nt these 
matters in the order they aryoear in the orotocol, 

I. History of Allegations 

Setting aside for the time heing the whimsical use of the word 
"substantiated", the oaragraoh on Allegation .1 should include 
the fact that the alleged victim, a women now approaching her 
fortieth birthday, has consistently denied that she was abused. 
Her testimony was never sought out in the archdiocese's so
called investigation, A note should be included under this 
allegation and under the others that I continue to deny the 
allegation. 

Allegation 2 should be eliminated from the orotocol for two 
reasons. First, as admitted by the victim assistance minister 
in 2002, the action described, if it did indeed occur, does not 
c o.n st i tut e abuse • Second, the a 11 e ~ e d v i ct i m "e le ct e d not to 
move forward 11 because no abuse occurred. Including this alle~ation 
in the protocol gives a false imoressinn .to anyone reading it, 
In reality this allegation does not exist. 

Speaking oE false imoressions, Alle~~tions 3 and 4 are narti
cularly egregious. Since no time frame is given for the 
alleged abuse, the reader could conclude that these alleged 
incidents were the most recent. In ooint of fact the abuse is 
alleged to have taken place in the middle 1970's. And when the 
archdiocese was informed of this alleged offense 30 years later, 
the messenger was not a mother but rather a notorious lawyer 
whose motives are well-known. The fact that, as a former Vicar 
of Dr~ests told me, the first contact was made in the form of 
a threat from this lawyer puts an entirely different spin on 
these allegations. I have, of course, consistently denied them. 
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II. Risk Management Strate~ies 

- Ten PH Curfew -

In the course of the lengthy interview with Ms, Applewhite and 
Ns. Jenkins on 28 Aug 08, I was repeatedly told that my parti
cipation in music and theatre and other cultural activities 
was a healthy outlet for my talents and interests. However this 
curfew effectively makes these activities at least difficult if 
not impossible. Most olays begin at 7:30 or 8:00PM; concerts do 
the sa~e. They don't end until 10:00 or.10:30. 'While I'm negoti
ating for approval of late arrival, the good tickets disappear 
and oerformances sell out. I request that this curfew be elimi
nated or at least oushed back to midnight. 

- Introducing or Callin?.; Himself "Father" or ·"Reverend" -

This prohibition is theologically and canonicaily flawed and 
practically unworkable. All of my friends and relatives know 
who and what I am, and I will not lie to new oeople I meet. I 
don't put much stock in titles (I never have), but I will not 
and can not deny the call I received from the Lord and his 
Church thirty-eight years ago, 

- oroviding ••• all other forms of ministry that may be 
provided by laypersons -

Thfs prohibition is so vague as t~ be meaningless. It also is 
an affront to my responsibility as a good Catholic. It certainly 
has nothing to do with the protection of children. I strenuously 
object to the further restriction of 4 Dec 08 which prohibits 
my singing in a choir at a Catholic church, In a few cold words 
you have eliminated something that has been an important part of 
my oersonal spirituality for over fifty years. 

III. Another Important Matter 

My canonical advocate, Rev, Kenneth R. Kaucheck J.C.D., on 10 
Dec 08 sent a letter to Cardinal George and other archdiocesan 
officials oointing out several examples in which my individual 
soecific protoc~l violates the spirit and the letter of the 
Cardinal's decree of 22 Jul 05, Some of these .~atters are covered 
in my preceding ~bjections. Not part of the protocol is the 
continuing unjust and unwarranted decrease in mv salary, for 
which I have yet to receive any proper documentation, 

To date, neither Fr. Kaucheck nor I have received any resoonse 
to this letter. The courtesy of a reply would be appreciated. 
(A cooy of the letter is enclosed,) 

Respectfully submitted, ~ ~~P, ~· 
cc. Rev. Kenneth R. Kaucheck 
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June 22, 2009 

Recommendations for Individual Specific Protocol- Daniel Buck 

-Include timeframes for allegations three and four. 

-Daniel Buck to attend monthly meetings at the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House. 
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7 July 2009 

Francis Cardinal George, O.M.I. 
Office of the Archbishop 
Archdiocese of Chicago 
Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

Your. Eminence, 

Thank you very much for your letter of 26 June 2009. I appreciate your taking the time to respond to my 
letter of 5 June 2009. 

With all due respect for your office, I think your treatment of my brother, and others, is "built on sand." 
You state "Dan has three subst;:intial allegations of sexual misconduct with a minor accepted as fact by 
the review board." I think your review board is way off course. · 

The first accusation was made in 1984, 25 years ago. The accusation came from the parent of a 
parishioner. The alleged victim~was not interviewed. Neither the archdiocese nor civil authorities thought 
it necessary to remove Dan from ministry. Years later, when the alleged victim was interviewed, the 
accusation was denied. 

In the mid nineties, the archdiocese changed its policies. e-faithfulfy-clidcnf- · 
that the archdiocese asked and was repeatedly found to be no dange'r to minors. 

In 2002, at the urging of Barbara Blain and her misguided followers, the archdiocese again changed 
policies~ Dan's name was unjustly published in the papers as having been accused of sexual abuse. 
Shortly thereafter using questionable and largely discredited methods, 
was able to come up with two sisters. These women made accusations that they had suffered abuse at 
the hands of my brother. The alleged abuse is said tci have happened in the ?O's. That is 30 years ago. 

I can't believe that you and your review board can't spot ·the possibility of fraud here. These "victims" 
have become rich, as has their lawyer. 

It is not possible to prove that my brother is not guilty of any· accusation this old. It should be up to the 
accusers to prove their case. Otherwise my brother is innocent. 

You are the leader of the archdiocese and the Bishop's Conference. I believe you are an honest man. 
~ope you will put a stop to this assault on the Church by those who would rob it of its treasure, both 
financial and ta.lent. 

.;' .. 

sincerely, 

,fl' 
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January 30, 2010 

His Eminence Francis Cardinal Geor~e, 0,M,I, 
Post Office Box 1979 
Chicago, Illinois 60690 

Dear Cardinal George, 

As you may recall, one of the concerns raised in our meeting 
with you and Fr, Collins at the Retreat House on August 
19, 2009 revolved around financial shortfalls, Since then 
the situation has certainly not imoroved and , in many 
ways, has worsened, I struggle to nav m1 personal bills 
without dippin~ into my limited savings, which I had 
honed would be available to suoplement my reduced earni~~s 
in my retirement years, The transoortatlon money •hich i 
spend to travel 150 miles a week to nonsensical -
doesn't help the situation, Sinee the clergy ministerial 
allowance is unavailable to me, I am unable to attend most 
of the fine continuing education ev~nts held at· the 
seminary. Without helo from the Archdiocese, I will 
probably be absent from the next Priests' Convo~at.ion~ 

Speaking of retirement, my current financial predicament 
will have long-term negative effects since, as I understand 
it, my social security earnings are based on my income 
in the last several years of my working life. 

I can acceot the argument that, because I am no longer 
engaged in sacramental ministry (through no choice of my 
own), I am not entitled to an associate pastor's salary. 
On the other hand, I find it hard to believe that a 
m i n i s try of ''or ayer and penance " has no more v a 1 u e t ha n 
a subsistence stinend, I note that the recently nublished 
2010-2011 salary schedule for diocesan priests in parishes 
includes a modest increase, presumably to cover a risin~ 

cost of living which affects me a~ much as it does mv 
brother priests. In light of this I would like to offer two 
conservative prooosals: 

1. Set our comoensation at $2000 less than the startin~ 
salary of an as~ociate pastor, which in fiscal year 
2010-2011 would be $20,820, 

or 
2, Increase our current compensation of $18,600 by a modest 

$50 per pay period, resulting in an annual stipend of 
$19,900. 

I very much appreciate your "kind consideration of this 
matter, Please know that you remain in my orayers. We would 
greatly enjoy another visit from you at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

flPt;;ij~~ cc. Rev, John Collins 

P.O.Box 455 • Mundelein, Illinois 60060-0455 • Tel 84 7-566-6060 Fax 84 7-566-6082 
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INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOLS: DANIEL BUCK 

IMPLEMENTATION DATE 
October 30, 2008 

HISTORY OF ASSIGNMENTS 

Date of Birth: -

Ordained: 1971 

1971- St. Luke, River Forest 

1976 - Our Lady of Grace, Chicago 

1979 - St. Wenceslaus, Chicago 

1979 - St. Francis Borgia, Chicago 

1984 - St. Thomas of Villanova, Palatine 

1989 - St. Pius X, Stickney 

1995 - St. Frances of Rome, Cicero 

2001- St. Mary, Buffalo Grove 

2002 - Removal from ministry 

DATE OF REVIEW 
December, 2010 

HISTORY OF ABUSE ALLEGATIONS: SUBSTANTIATED AND NON-SUBSTANTIATED. 

ALLEGATION 1. 

In January of 1985, the mother of a 15-year-old girl reported to the Vicar for Priests, Father Ventura, that she was 
disturbed by the Daniel Buck's continuance of an inappropriate relationship with her daughter. She enclosed a 

copy of a letter she sent to Daniel Buck insisting that he "have no further contact, either in person, by letter, or on 

the phone" with her daughter. The relationship reportedly began when the girl was 11, lasted until she was 17 

years old and included back rubs, touching breasts and genitals. In 1995, the girl's -submitted a letter written 
by Daniel Buck in June of 1984 that included references to their inappropriate, sexual relationship. The girl who 

was involved has continued to have a relationship with Daniel Buck and is in contact with him now. This allegation 

was substantiated. 

ALLEGATION 2. 

1 

In July of 2002 the mother of an alleged female victim reported that when her daughter was 12 or 13 years old, in 1980 or 

1981, Daniel Buck rubbed her back under her blouse. He reportedly did this in front of her parents and her mother confronted 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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him, telling him he was giving girls the wrong ideas about sexuality. The family reported that after 

that they avoided Daniel Buck. The family and the alleged victim elected not to move forward with formalizing the allegation 

with the Archdiocese. 

ALLEGATIONS 3 AND 4. 

2 

In April of 2003, the mother of two woman reported that Daniel Buck molested her two daughters. The allegations were 

subsequently formalized by the two girls (now women) who reported that when the youngest was approximately ten years old 

and the eldest was 11 years old, Daniel Buck visited in their home on a number of occasions. She reported that-he 

came and gave them backrubs and that he would begin by rubbing under their shirts and then 

move to the chest area. One of the girls reported that he also touched her genital area. The two women reported that this 

activity began when they were in fourth and fifth grade and lasted until they were in seventh and eighth grade. These 

allegations were found to be substantiated. 

CURRENT CANONICAL STATUS. 

On July 22, 2005, His Eminence, Francis Cardinal George issued a decree which established that Cardinal George, in 

consultation with the Promoter of Justice and two Assessors, found Daniel Buck guilty of the grave delict described 

inc. 1395 § 2 of the 1917 Code, namely sexual abuse of a minor under the age of sixteen. This conclusion was 

reached, under the direction of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, through an administrative penal 

process in accordance with c. 1720. Because an administrative penal process does not provide for a perpetual 

penalty to be imposed, Daniel Buck's decree provided for a ten year penalty. His faculties to minister as a priest of 

the Archdiocese were removed for the ten year period and he was directed to live under an established monitoring 

protocol. At the end of the ten years (in July 2015) the decree is to be reviewed to see if it must be renewed or can 

be revised. 

CURRENT LIVING ARRANGEMENT AND INVOLVEMENT WITH MINORS. 

Daniel Buck is currently living in the Cardinal Stritch Retreat house with 5 other members of the archdiocesan 

priesthood who have been removed from ministry due to sexual abuse of minors. Daniel Buck shares a house in 

with 3 other priests with whom he has been friends for many years. All three of the priests are reportedly 

aware of his situation; all are in good standing with the Archdiocese of Chicago. Daniel Buck also leaves the retreat 

house to rehearse and perform in choruses and choirs, to go out for dinner, to attend theatre and occasionally to 

visit friends in their homes. Daniel Buck reported that he sometimes visits with families who have minor children, 

but not often. His involvement with these families will be addressed in the Risk Reduction Requirements that 

follow. 
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STATEMENT OF PROBLEM 1: SEXUAL OFFENSES AGAINST MINORS 

WHILE IN MINISTRY 

METHOD 01' VERIFICATION KNOWN VIOLATIONS PROGRESS TO DATE RISK REDUCTION 
SINCE 8/15/08 

REQUIREMENT 

With a prudent companion who is Verification with Full Compliance 

present from the time he arrives Community Support 
No known violations of Daniel Buck is believed to be in 

until the time he leaves, Daniel Network. this protocol. full compliance with this 
Buck is permitted to spend time 

Oversight by Compliance requirement. He is still 
with families who have minor 

interested in visiting with 
children. This includes time in Supervisor. 

-in her home with 
their homes or in public places. 

Unannounced minor children present. 
Such contact must be disclosed 

and logged for review by his verification (telephone, 

compliance Supervisor. Failure to in-person visits, GPS} of 

disclose contact with minors will doily logs. 

be considered a serious violation 

of protocols. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited at all 

times from being alone with 

anyone under the age of 25. 

Daniel Buck is required to log out Verification by Compliance 

his whereabouts on the "Clergy Compliance Supervisor. 
2/15/09 On 2/15/09 provided inaccurate 

Daily Log Sheet" daily as he leaves 
information on his Clergy Daily 

the Cardinal Stritch Retreat House. 
Log. Generally log sheets are 

appropriately completed. 

Daniel Buck is required to Verification by Full Compliance 

complete the "Request for Travel" Compliance Supervisor. 
No known violations of All requests have been made in 

and receive approval in 
this protocol. accordance with timeliness and 

accordance with its timelines and 

procedures, prior to any trips or 
procedures. 

overnight stays away from the 

residence. 

Daniel Buck is required to return Verification by Full Compliance 

to his residence no later than Compliance Supervisor 
No known violations of Daniel Buck regularly requests 

lOpm, unless previously approved and site monitor. this protocol. curfew extensions. 
by his Compliance Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is required to allow his Verification by Full compliance 

Compliance Supervisor access to Compliance Supervisor 
No violations during Daniel Buck has allowed 

his house located at- and site monitor. 
this reporting period. Compliance Supervisor access to 

- IL for the purposes of 
his house located a~ 
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- IL for the purposes of and site monitor. this reporting period. his house located a--

verification. • 
Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with Daniel Buck continues Non Compliance 

exercising priestly ministry in all Community Support to identify himself as 
In a letter dated 2/5/09 he 

forms, including, but not limited to Network. "Father" on some reported that he will "not lie" to 
public celebration of Mass, 

written programs for new people that he meets by 
wearing the Roman Collar or other Unannounced 

singing performances. not calling himself "Father". 
symbols of ministry, wearing verification (telephone, 

The connotation of this letter is 
clerical garb (or any garb that visits) of daily logs. 

that he is not in compliance 
denotes priesthood or ministry), 

with this requirement. Because 
and introducing or calling himself 

this is a specific requirement of 
"Father" or "Reverend". 

the Charter for the Protection of 

Children and Young People, this 

is a violation of the Charter. 

Daniel Buck will provide to his Completion of No violations of this Full Compliance 

Compliance Supervisor a listing of Community Support protocol. 
Daniel Buck provided 

the close friends and relatives who Network form Compliance Supervisor with 
support him, including contact 

contact information of close 
information, for the purpose of 

friends and family. 
verifying his adherence to the 

protocols and ensuring his ongoing 

support and accountability. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with No known violations Full Compliance 

attending liturgy, or any aspect of Community Support of this protocol. 
There are no known reports of 

parish community life at any Network and Daniel Buck 
parish in which he has served in unannounced verification 
m"inistry. He is also prohibited 

of daily logs. 
from being involved with or part 

of any Roman Catholic parish 

council or parish leadership effort. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with No known violations Full compliance 

communicating or contacting by Community Support of this protocol. 
There have not been any known 

telephone, email, birthday card, Network and incidents of Daniel Buck 
text or letter with anyone under unannounced verification communicating by telephone, 
the age of 25. 

of daily logs. email birthday card, text or 

letter with anyone under the 

age of 25. 

Daniel Buck reports that he 

does not own a cell phone or 

computer and foes not access 
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Daniel Buck is prohibited from 

spending time at the lake house 

located atlllllllllllllll 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from 

providing spiritual direction, 

pastoral care, counseling and all 

other forms of ministry that may 

be provided by laypersons. 

Verification with 

Community Support 

Network and 

unannounced verification 

of daily logs. 

network. 

Unannounced 

verification of daily logs. 

In the event that a minor initiates Verification by 

contact with Daniel Buck, he is Compliance Supervisor. 
required to remove himself from 

the situation immediately and 

inform his employer and 

Compliance Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to Verification by 

continue his volunteer work at the Compliance Supervisor. 
Illinois Railroad Museum that does 

not involve any level of interaction 

with minors, pending a verification 

of this site by his Compliance 

Supervisor. 

No known violations 

of this protocol. 

not known to have 

violated this 

requirement, he has 

self reported that he 

refuses to comply. 

No known violations 

of this protocol. 

No known violations 

of this protocol. 

5 

the internet. 

Full compliance 

There have been no known 

incidents of Daniel Buck having 

guests under the age of 25 at his 

lake house. 

Daniel Buck has reported that as 

a Catholic he cannot be 

prohibited from participating in 

lay ministry. What, if any, lay 

ministries he is ·involved with is 

unknown. 

Full Compliance 

There have been no known 

incidents of Daniel Buck having 

contact with a minor. 

Full Compliance 

The Railroad Museum does have 

many opportunities for 

interactions with minors. Daniel 

Buck's disclosure to the 

administration and Board of 

Directors, as well as his 

adherence to the requirement 

to avoid tours and other direct 

interactions with minors are 

essential for risk management. 

Because the Museum is a child

oriented destination and is also 

a considerable distance from 
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Daniel Buck is permitted to Verification by 

continue his involvement with all- Compliance Supervisor. 

adult choruses and choirs, pending 

verification of the sites and 

activities by his Compliance 

Supervisor. (Verification priority 

will be given to the Choir that 

rehearses at the Junior High 

School in the evenings). 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from any 

form of work or volunteerism or 

visiting of vulnerable adults that is 

not approved by Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from 

viewing, download·1ng or 

otherwise possessing pornography 

or sexually explicit materials of 

any kind. Computer is subject to 

removal of site for verification 

purposes. 

Online chat, social networking 

involvement, and other internet 

Verification with support 

network. 

Unannounced 

verification of daily logs. 

Verification by 

Archdiocesan or 

contracted Information 

Technology Personnel 

and Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification by 

Archdiocesan or 

relationships, as well as sites contracted Information 

visited are subject to review by his Technology Personnel 

Compliance Supervisor (with and Compliance 
designated Information 

Technology Personnel) for the first 

six months of the program. The 

need for ongoing review will be 

evaluated following this period of 

time. 

Supervisor. 

No known violations 

of this protocol. 

No known violations 

of this protocol. 

No known violations 

of this protocol. 

No known violations 

of this protocol. 

6 

the retreat house, it will 

continue to fall in the category 

of "day trip". 

Full Compliance 

Daniel Buck continues to be 

involved with adult choruses 

and choirs. 

Full Compliance 

There have been no reported 

incidents of Daniel Buck visiting 

with vulnerable adults. 

Full Compliance 

There are no Incidents of Daniel 

Buck possessing pornography. 

Full Compliance 

Daniel Buck reports that he 

does not own a computer and 

does not have access to a 

computer or the internet. 
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Daniel Buck will meet every two 

weeks with his Compliance 

Supervisor at his residence the 

Cardinal Stritch Retreat House. 

RISK REDUCTION 

STRATEGY 

Verification by 

Compliance Supervisor. 

METHOD OF 
VERIFICATION 

Verification with group 

facilitator. 

Daniel Buck is required to attend Verification by Compliance 

monthly meetings at the Cardinal Supervisor. 

Stritch Retreat House. 

No known violations 

of this protocol. 

KNOWN VIOLATIONS 
SINCE 8/09 

No known violations 

of this protocol. 

No known violations 

of this protocol. 

7 

Compliance 

As demonstrated in recorded 

sessions with the Compliance 

Supervisor, Daniel Buck 

continues to openly express 

hostility toward the system of 

accountability and toward the 

Compliance Supervisor as an 

agent of the system. Little 

progress has been made toward 

more productive interactions 

and meetings. 

KNOWN VIOLATIONS SINCE 

8/15/08 

Full compliance 

Daniel Buck attends scheduled 

meetings. 

Full Compliance 

Daniel Buck attends 

meetings as scheduled. 
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REPORTING PERIOD: DECEMBER, 2008- DECEMBER, 2010 
Daniel Buck's overall progress in the Prayer and Penance Program has been satisfactory. 

Daniel Buck spends a considerable amount of time away from the retreat house. While it appears that he is engaged in healthy 

social activities more monitoring and verification is required to provide accountability and manage risks. His brother Br. 

frequently accompanies him and acts as a Prudent Companion. Daniel Buck continues to openly express 

hostility toward the system of accountability and the Compliance Supervisor as an agent of the system of supervision. In a 

letter dated 2/5/09 Daniel Buck states that not even a Bishop has the authority to decree that he cannot be involved in any 

kind of ministry including that which may be provided to laypersons. Further, in reference to the protocol" Daniel Buck is 

prohibited from exercising priestly ministry in all forms, including, but not limited to public celebration of Mass, wearing the 

Roman Collar or other symbols of ministry, wearing clerical garb (or any garb that denotes priesthood or ministry), and 

introducing or calling himself "Father" or "Reverend", Daniel Buck states that he will "not lie" to new people that he meets by 

not calling himself "Father". The connotation of this letter is that he is not in compliance with this requirement. Daniel Buck 

reaffirmed these points on 4/23/10 when he resubmitted this letter. Considerable time and energy in - meetings 

with Compliance Supervisor has been expended on complaining about the Archdiocese and the system of supervision. 

Progress will continue to be limited as long as the focus remains on external factors rather than the internal struggles and 

needs. 
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INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOLS: DANIEL BUCK 

IMPLEMENTATION DATE DATE OF REVIEW 

December, 2010 December, 2011 

RISK REDUCTION REQUIREMENT METHOD OF VERIFICATION DATE OF DATE OF REVIEW 
IMPLEMENTATION 

With a prudent companion who is present Verification with 

from the time he arrives until the time he Community Support 
12/10 12/11 

leaves, Daniel Buck is permitted to spend Network. 
time with families who have minor children. 

This includes time in their homes or in public Oversight by 

places. Such contact must be disclosed and Compliance Supervisor. 

logged for review by his Compliance 
Unannounced 

Supervisor. Failure to disclose contact with 

minors will be considered a serious violation verification (telephone, 

of protocols. in-person visits, GPS) of 

Daniel Buck is prohibited at all times from 
daily logs. 

being alone with anyone under the age of 25. 

Daniel Buck is required to log out his Verification by 
whereabouts on the "Clergy Daily Log Sheet" Compliance Supervisor. 

12/10 12/10 
daily as he leaves the Cardinal Stritch Retreat 

House. 

Daniel Buck is required to complete the Verification by 
"Request for Travel" and receive approval in Compliance Supervisor. 

12/10 12/11 
accordance with its timelines and procedures, 

prior to any trips or overnight stays away 

from the residence. 

Daniel Buck is required to return to his Verification by 

residence no later than 11:00 pm, unless Compliance Supervisor 
12/10 12/11 

previously approved by his Compliance and site monitor. 
Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is required to allow his Verification by 
Compliance Supervisor access to his house Compliance Supervisor 

12/11 
located at IL for the and site monitor. 

12/10 

purposes of verification. 

Individual Specific Protocols 

AOC 009359 



Daniel Buck is prohibited from exercising 

priestly ministry in all forms, including, but 

not limited to public celebration of Mass, 

wearing the Roman Collar or other symbols of 

ministry, wearing clerical garb (or any garb 

that denotes priesthood or ministry), and 

introducing or calling himself "Father" or 

'
1Reverend". 

Daniel Buck will provide to his Compliance 

Supervisor An updated listing of the close 

friends and relatives who support him, 

including contact information1 for the 

purpose of verifying his adherence to the 

protocols and ensuring his ongoing support 

and accountability. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from attending 

liturgy, or any aspect of parish community life 

at any parish in which he has served in 

ministry. He is also prohibited from being 

involved with or part of any Roman Catholic 

parish council or parish leadership effort. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from 

communicating or contacting by telephone, 

email 1 birthday card, text or letter with 

anyone under the age of 25. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from spending time 

at the lake house located a-

- IL when there are guests under the 

age of 25. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from providing 

spiritual direction, pastoral care, counseling 

10 

Verification with 

Community Support 
12/10 12/11 

Network. 

Unannounced 

verification (telephone, 

visits) of daily logs. 

Completion of 

Community Support 
12/10 12/11 

Network form 

Verification with 

Community Support 
12/10 12/11 

Network and 

unannounced 
verification of daily 

logs. 

Verification with 

Community Support 
12/10 12/11 

Network and 

unannounced 

verification of daily 

logs. 

Verification with 

Community Support 
12/10 12/11 

Network and 

unannounced 

verification of daily 

logs. 

Verification by 

Compliance Supervisor. 
12/10 12/11 

Verification with 
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and all other forms of ministry that may be support network. 12/10 12/11 

provided by laypersons. 
Unannounced 

verification of daily 

logs. 

In the event that a minor initiates contact Verification by 

with Daniel Buck, he is required to remove Compliance Supervisor. 
12/10 12/11 

himself from the situation immediately and 

inform his employer and Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to continue his Verification by 

volunteer work at the Illinois Railroad Compliance Supervisor. 
12/10 12/11 

Museum that does not involve any level of 

interaction with minors. He is allotted 30" 

Day Trips" per year to be used specifically for 

trips to the Railroad Museum. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to continue his Verification by 

involvement with all-adult choruses and Compliance Supervisor. 
12/11 

choirs, pending verification of the sites and 12/10 

activities by his Compliance Supervisor. 

(Verification priority will be given to the Choir 

that rehearses at the Junior High School in 

the evenings). 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from any form of Verification with 

work or volunteerism or visiting of vulnerable support network. 
12/10 12/11 

adults that is not approved by Compliance 

Supervisor. Unannounced 

verification of daily 

logs. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from viewing, Verification by 
downloading or otherwise possessing Archdiocesan or 

12/10 12/11 
pornography or sexually explicit materials of contracted Information 
any kind. Computer is subject to removal of Technology Personnel 
site for verification purposes. 

and Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Online chat, social networking involvement, Verification by 
and other internet relationships, as well as Archdiocesan or 

12/10 12/11 
sites visited are subject to review by his contracted Information 
Compliance Supervisor (with designated Technology Personnel 
Information Technology Personnel) for the 

and Compliance 
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first six months of the program. The need for Supervisor. 
ongoing review will be evaluated following 

this period of time. 

Daniel Buck is encouraged to continue 

with current life of prayer and spiritual 

support. 

Compliance Supervisor. 

Verification with group 

facilitator. 

Verification by 

Compliance Supervisor. 

12/10 

12/10 

12/10 

12/10 

12 

12/11 

12/11 

12/11 

12/11 
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CONSEQUENCES FOR NON-COMPLIANCE WITH THE PROTOCOLS. 

Depending on the gravity of the instance of non-compliance, any of the following consequences may apply: 

• Immediate voluntary polygraph to determine whether abuse may have occurred. 

• Restriction from visits to lake house located at IL. 

• Restriction from travel. 

• Change of residence. 

• Implementation of routine polygraph verification. 

• Canonical action, up to and including involuntary removal from the priesthood. 

Date: t/p.r /il 
I 

Date: a · I 'I l.O 11 Signature of Ecclesiastic Notary: ~ ~~ 
~- I U-0~ . ~· ~-

Signature of Cardinal: _ _le:_.__'-_ -______ 
1

_ ~-=------------- Date:(T ~ hi ( 
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INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOLS: DANIEL BUCK 

IMPLEMENTATION DATE 
December, 2010 

HISTORY OF ASSIGNMENTS 

Date of Birth: -

Ordained: 1971 

1971 - St. Luke, River Forest 

1976 - Our Lady of Grace, Chicago 

1979 - St. Wenceslaus, Chicago 

1979 - St. Francis Borgia, Chicago 

1984 - St. Thomas of Villanova, Palatine 

1989 - St. Pius X, Stickney 

1995 - St. Frances of Rome, Cicero 

2001- St. Mary, Buffalo Grove 

2002 - Removal from ministry 

DATE OF REVIEW 
January, 2012 

HISTORY OF ABUSE ALLEGATIONS: SUBSTANTIATED AND NON

SUBSTANTIATED. 
ALLEGATION 1. 

1 

In January of 1985, the mother of a 15-year-old girl reported to the Vicar for Priests, Father 

Ventura, that she was disturbed by the Daniel Buck's continuance of an inappropriate 

relationship with her daughter. She enclosed a copy of a letter she sent to Daniel Buck insisting 

that he "have no further contact, either in person, by letter, or on the phone" with her 

daughter. The relationship reportedly began when the girl was 11, lasted until she was 17 years 

old and included back rubs, touching breasts and genitals. In 1995, the girl's. submitted a 

letter written by Daniel Buck in June of 1984 that included references to their inappropriate, 

sexual relationship. The girl who was involved has continued to have a relationship with Daniel 

Buck and is in contact with him now. This allegation was substantiated. 
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ALLEGATION 2. 

In July of 2002 the mother of an alleged female victim reported that when her daughter was 12 

or 13 years old, in 1980 or 1981, Daniel Buck rubbed her back under her blouse. He reportedly 

did this in front of her parents and her mother confronted him, telling him he was giving girls 

the wrong ideas about sexuality. The family reported that after that they avoided Daniel Buck. 

The family and the alleged victim elected not to move forward with formalizing the allegation 

with the Archdiocese. 

ALLEGATIONS 3 AND 4. 

In April of 2003, the mother of two women reported that Daniel Buck molested her two 

daughters. The allegations were subsequently formalized by the two girls (now women) who 

reported that when the youngest was approximately ten years old and the eldest was 11 years 

old, Daniel Buck visited in their home on a number of occasions. She reported that -

he came and gave them backrubs and that he would begin by 

rubbing under their shirts and then move to the chest area. One of the girls reported that he 

also touched her genital area. The two women reported that this activity began when they 

were in fourth and fifth grade and lasted until they were in seventh and eighth grade. These 

allegations were found to be substantiated. 

CURRENT CANONICAL STATUS. 

On July 22, 2005, His Eminence, Francis Cardinal George issued a decree which established that 

Cardinal George, in consultation with the Promoter of Justice and two Assessors, found Daniel 

Buck guilty of the grave delict described inc. 1395 § 2 of the 1917 Code, namely sexual abuse of 

a minor under the age of sixteen. This conclusion was reached, under the direction of the 

Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, through an administrative penal process in 

accordance with c. 1720. Because an administrative penal process does not provide for a 

perpetual penalty to be imposed, Daniel Buck's decree provided for a ten year penalty. His 

faculties to minister as a priest of the Archdiocese were removed for the ten year period and he 

was directed to live under an established monitoring protocol. At the end of the ten years (in 

July 2015) the decree is to be reviewed to see if it must be renewed or can be revised. 

CURRENT LIVING ARRANGEMENT AND INVOLVEMENT WITH MINORS. 

Daniel Buck is currently living in the Cardinal Stritch Retreat house with 2 other members of the 

archdiocesan priesthood who have been removed from ministry due to sexual abuse of minors. 

Daniel Buck shares a house in with 3 other priests with whom he has been friends for 

many years. All three of the priests are aware of his situation and ISP; all are in good standing 

with the Archdiocese of Chicago. Daniel Buck also leaves the retreat house to rehearse and 

perform in choruses and choirs, to go out for dinner, to attend theatre and occasionally to visit 

friends in their homes. Daniel Buck does not report that he visits with families who have minor 
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children. He reports that he has not encountered anyone under the age of 25 during this entire 

reporting period. However, stated that he cannot always tell if someone is under the age of 25 

or not. 

HISTORY OF NONCOMPLIANCE 

3 

In a letter dated 2/5/09 Daniel Buck states that not even a Bishop has the authority to decree 

that he cannot be involved in any kind of ministry including that which may be provided to 

laypersons. Further, in reference to the protocol" Daniel Buck is prohibited from exercising 

priestly ministry in all forms, including, but not limited to public celebration of Mass, wearing the 

Roman Collar or other symbols of ministry, wearing clerical garb (or any garb that denotes 

priesthood or ministry), and introducing or calling himself "Father" or "Reverend", Daniel Buck 

states that he will "not lie" to new people that he meets by not calling himself "Father". The 

connotation of this letter is that he is not in compliance with this requirement. Daniel Buck 

reaffirmed these points on 4/23/10 when he resubmitted this letter. 
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STATEMENT OF PROBLEM 1: SEXUAL OFFENSES AGAINST MINORS WHILE IN 
MINISTRY 

RISK REDUCTION METHOD OF KNOWN VIOLATIONS PROGRESS TO DATE 
VERIFICATION SINCE DECEMBER 

REQUIREMENT 2010 

With a prudent companion Verification with None during this Full Compliance 

who is present from the time Community Support reporting period. 
Daniel Buck is 

he arrives until the time he Network. 
leaves, Daniel Buck is 

believed to be in full 

permitted to spend time Oversight by compliance with this 

with families who have Compliance 
requirement. He is 

minor children. This includes 
still interested in 

Supervisor. 
time in their homes or in 

visiting with 

public places. Such contact Unannounced -in her home 

must be disclosed and verification with minor children 

logged for review by his (telephone, in-person present. This has 

Compliance Supervisor. visits, GPS) of daily 
been discussed with 

Failure to disclose contact logs. 
with minors will be 

considered a serious 

violation of protocols. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited at 

all times from being alone 

with anyone under the age 

of 25. 

Daniel Buck is required to log Verification by None during this Full Compliance 

out his whereabouts on the Compliance reporting period. 
Daniel Buck complete 

"Clergy Daily Log Sheet" daily Supervisor. log sheets as 
as he leaves the Cardinal 

Stritch Retreat House. 
required. 

Daniel Buck is required to Verification by None during this Full Compliance 

complete the "Request for Compliance reporting period. 
All requests have 

Travel" and receive approval Supervisor. been made in 
in accordance with its 

timelines and procedures, 
accordance with 

prior to any trips or 
timeliness and 

overnight stays away from 
procedures. 

the residence. 

Daniel Buck is required to Verification by None during this Full Compliance 

return to his residence no Compliance reporting period. 

later than 11:00 pm, unless 
Daniel Buck regularly 

Supervisor and site requests curfew 
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previously approved by his 

Compliance Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is required to 

allow his Compliance 

Supervisor access to his 

house located at •••• 

llllllllllll1Lforthe 

purposes of verification. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited 

from exercising priestly 

ministry in all forms, 

including, but not limited to 

public celebration of Mass, 

wearing the Roman Collar or 

other symbols of ministry, 

wearing clerical garb (or any 

garb that denotes priesthood 

or ministry), and introducing 

or calling himself "Father" or 

"Reverend". 

Daniel Buck will provide to 

his Compliance Supervisor a 

listing of the close friends 

and relatives who support 

him, including contact 

information, for the purpose 

of verifying his adherence to 

the protocols and ensuring 

his ongoing support and 

monitor. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor and site 

monitor. 

Verification with 

Community Support 

Network. 

Unannounced 

verification 

(telephone, visits) of 

daily logs. 

Completion of 

Community Support 

Network form 

None during this 

reporting period. 

Consistent 

violation, refusal 

to comply. 

None during this 

reporting period. 

extensions.• 

usually acts as 

chaperone. 

Full compliance 

Non Compliance 

In a letter dated 

February 5, 2009 he 

reported that he will 

"not lie" to new 

people that he meets 

by not calling himself 

"Father". The 

connotation of this 

letter is that he is not 

in compliance with 

this requirement. 

Because this is a 

specific requirement 

of the Charter for the 

Protection of Children 

ond Young People, 

this is a violation of 

the Charter. He has 

not disclosed that his 

position on this has 

since changed. 

Full Compliance 

Daniel Buck provided 

Compliance 

Supervisor with 

contact information 

of close friends and 

family. 
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accountability. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited Verification with None during this Full Compliance 

from attending liturgy, or Community Support reporting period. 
There are no known 

any aspect of parish Network and reports of Daniel Buck 
community life at any parish unannounced being present at a 
in which he has served in 

verification of daily Parish in which he 
ministry. He is also 

logs. served in ministry. 
prohibited from being 

involved with or part of any 

Roman Catholic parish 

council or parish leadership 

effort. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited Verification with None during this Full compliance 

from communicating or Community Support reporting period. 
There have not been 

contacting by telephone, Network and any known incidents 
email, birthday card, text or unannounced of Daniel Buck 
letter with anyone under the 

verification of daily communicating by 
age of 25. 

logs. telephone, email 

birthday card, text or 

letter with anyone 

under the age of 25. 

Daniel Buck reports 

that he does not own 

a cell phone or 

computer and does 

not access the 

internet. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited Verification with None during this Full compliance 

from spending time at the Community Support reporting period. 
There have been no 

lake house located at. Network and known incidents of 
IL when unannounced Daniel Buck having 

there are guests under the 
verification of doily guests under the age 

age of 25. 
logs. of 25 at his lake 

house. 
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~~···~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~- ~~~~ 

I 

~- ~~~ -~~ -~ -~~~ - -~ -~~~~- --

Daniel Buck is prohibited Verification with While Daniel Buck Non Compliance 

from providing spiritual support network. is not known to 
Daniel Buck has 

direction, pastoral care, have violated this reported that as a 
counseling and all other Unannounced 

requirement, he Catholic he cannot be 
forms of ministry that may verification of daily 

has self- reported prohibited from 
be provided by laypersons. logs. 

that he refuses to participating in lay 

comply. ministry. What, if 

any, lay ministries he 

is involved with is 

unknown. 

In the event that a minor Verification by None during this Full Compliance 

initiates contact with Daniel Compliance reporting period. 
Dan Buck reports that 

Buck, he is required to Supervisor. he has never 
remove himself from the 

encountered a minor 
situation immediately and 

during this reporting 
inform his employer and 

period. 
Compliance Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to Verification by None during this Full Compliance 

continue his volunteer work Compliance reporting period. 
The Railroad Museum 

at the Illinois Railroad Supervisor. does have many 
Museum that does not 

opportunities for 
involve any level of 

interactions with 
interaction with minors. He 

minors. Daniel Buck's 
is allotted 30" Day Trips" per 

disclosure to the 
year to be used specifically 

administration and 
for trips to the Railroad 

Board of Directors, as 
Museum. 

well as his adherence 

to the requirement to 

avoid tours and other 

direct interactions 

with minors are 

essential for risk 

management. 

Because the Museum 

is a child-oriented 

destination and is 

also a considerable 

distance from the 

Individual Specific Protocols 

AOC 009370 



8 

retreat house, it will 

continue to fall in the 

category of "day 

trip". 

His brother 

acts 

as chaperone. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to Verification by None during this Full Compliance 

continue his involvement Compliance reporting period. 
Daniel Buck continues 

with all-adult choruses and Supervisor. to be involved with 
choirs, pending verification 

adult choruses and 
of the sites and activities by 

choirs. 
his Compliance Supervisor. 

(Verification priority will be 

given to the Choir that 

rehearses at the Junior High 

School in the evenings). 

Daniel Buck is prohibited Verification with None during this Full Compliance 
from any form of work or support network. reporting period. 

There have been no 
volunteerism or visiting of 

vulnerable adults that is not Unannounced reported incidents of 

approved by Compliance verification of daily Daniel Buck visiting 

Supervisor. logs. 
with vulnerable 

adults. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited Verification by None during this Full Compliance 

from viewing, downloading Archdiocesan or reporting period. 
There are no 

or otherwise possessing contracted incidents of Daniel 
pornography or sexually Information Buck possessing 
explicit materials of any kind. 

Technology pornography. 
Computer is subject to 

removal of site for 
Personnel and 

verification purposes. Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Online chat, social Verification by None during this Full Compliance 

networking involvement, and Archdiocesan or reporting period. 
Daniel Buck reports 

other internet relationships, contracted that he does not own 
as well as sites visited are Information a computer and does 
subject to review by his 

Technology not have access to a 
Compliance Supervisor (with 

Personnel and computer or the 
designated Information 

Technology Personnel) for 
Compliance internet. 
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the first six months of the 

program. The need for 

ongoing review will be 

evaluated following this 

period of time. 

Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck will meet every Verification by 

two weeks with his Compliance 

Compliance Supervisor at his Supervisor. 
residence the Cardinal 

Stritch Retreat House. 

None during this 

reporting period. 

Partial Compliance 

As demonstrated in 

recorded sessions 

with the Compliance 

Supervisor, Daniel 

Buck continues to 

openly express 

hostility toward the 

system of 

accountability and 

toward the 

Compliance 

Supervisor as an 

agent of the system. 

Some progress has 

been made toward 

more productive 

interactions and 

9 
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Verification with group None during this 

facilitator. reporting period. 

Daniel Buck is encouraged to Verification with 

continue with current life of Compliance Supervisor. 

prayer and spiritual support. 

10 

meetings. 

Full compliance 

Daniel Buck attends 

Mass regularly at St. 

Mary of the 

Annunciation in 

Mundelein. 
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REPORTING PERIOD: DECEMBER, 2010- JANUARY, 2012 
Daniel Buck's overall progress in the Prayer and Penance Program has been satisfactory. 

Daniel Buck's open expression of hostility toward the system of accountability and the 

Compliance Supervisor as an agent of the system of supervision has improved slightly 

during this reporting period. Considerable time and energy in therapy and meetings 

with Compliance Supervisor has been expended on complaining about the Archdiocese 

and the system of supervision. Slight progress has been made toward more productive 

interactions and meetings with Compliance Supervisor. Dan Buck maintains that he is 

committed to the priesthood and wants to remain a priest however his increased 

hostility toward the Archdiocese and the Catholic Church may be perceived as 

maintains no encounters with anyone under the age of 25 and denies having any sexual 

thoughts or feelings 

Daniel Buck spends a considerable amount of time away from the 

retreat house, he appears to be engaging in healthy social activities more. His brother 

Br. frequently accompanies him and acts as a Prudent Companion. 

Individual Specific Protocols 

AOC 009374 



12 

INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOLS: DANIEL BUCK 

IMPLEMENTATION DATE 

January, 2012 

RISK REDUCTION 

REQUIREMENT 
With a prudent companion who is 

present from the time he arrives until 

the time he leaves, Daniel Buck is 

permitted to spend time with families 

who have minor children. This 

includes time in their homes or in 

public places. Such contact must be 

disclosed and logged for review by his 

Compliance Supervisor. Failure to 

disclose contact with minors will be 

considered a serious violation of 

protocols. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited at all times 

from being alone with anyone under 

the age of 25. 

Daniel Buck is required to log out his 

whereabouts on the "Clergy Daily Log 

Sheet" daily as he leaves the Cardinal 

Stritch Retreat House. 

Daniel Buck is required to complete 

the "Request for Travel" and receive 

approval in accordance with its 

timelines and procedures, prior to 

any trips or overnight stays away 

from the residence. 

Daniel Buck is required to return to 

his residence no later than 11:00 pm, 

unless previously approved by his 

Compliance Supervisor. 

METHOD OF 
VERIFICATION 

Verification with 

Community 

Support Network. 

Oversight by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Unannounced 

verification 

(telephone, in-

person visits, GPS} 

of doily logs. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor and site 

monitor. 

DATE OF REVIEW 

January, 2013 

DATE OF DATE OF 

IMPLEMENTATION REVIEW 

January 2012 January 2013 

January 2012 January 2013 

January 2012 January 2013 

January 2012 January 2013 
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Daniel Buck is required to allow his Verification by January 2012 January 2013 

Compliance Supervisor access to his Compliance 
house located at- Supervisor and site 
- IL for the purposes of monitor. 
verification. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with January 2012 January 2013 

exercising priestly ministry in all Community 
forms, including, but not limited to Support Network. 
public celebration of Mass, wearing 

the Roman Collar or other symbols of Unannounced 

ministry, wearing clerical garb (or any verification 

garb that denotes priesthood or (telephone, visits) 
ministry), and introducing or calling of daily logs. 
himself "Father" or "Reverend". 

Daniel Buck will provide to his Completion of January 2012 January 2013 

Compliance Supervisor an updated Community 
listing of the close friends and Support Network 
relatives who support him, including 

form 
contact information, for the purpose 

of verifying his adherence to the 

protocols and ensuring his ongoing 

support and accountability (to be 

submitted within 5 business days of 

implementation of protocol). Those 

listed will be contacted for 

verification and training purposes. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with January 2012 January 2013 

attending liturgy, or any aspect of Community 
parish community life at any parish in Support Network 
which he has served in ministry. He is and unannounced 
also prohibited from being involved 

verification of daily 
with or part of any Roman Catholic 

logs. 
parish council or parish leadership 

effort. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with January 2012 January 2013 

communicating or contacting by Community 
telephone, email, birthday card, text Support Network 
or letter with anyone under the age and unannounced 
of 25. 

verification of daily 

logs. 
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Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with January 2012 January 2013 

spending time at the lake house Community 
located at IL Support Network 
when there are guests under the age and unannounced 
of 25. 

verification of daily 

logs. 

Verification by January 2012 January 2013 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with January 2012 January 2013 

providing spiritual direction, pastoral support network. 
care, counseling and all other forms 

of ministry that may be provided by Unannounced 

laypersons. verification of daily 

logs. 

In the event that a minor initiates Verification by January 2012 January 2013 

contact with Daniel Buck, he is Compliance 
required to remove himself from the Supervisor. 
situation immediately and inform his 

employer and Compliance Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to continue Verification by January 2012 January 2013 

his volunteer work at the Illinois Compliance 
Railroad Museum that does not Supervisor. 
involve any level of interaction with 

minors. He is allotted 30" Day Trips" 

per year to be used specifically for 

trips to the Railroad Museum. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to continue Verification by January 2012 January 2013 

his involvement with all-adult Compliance 
choruses and choirs, pending Supervisor. 
verification of the sites and activities 

by his Compliance Supervisor. 

(Verification priority will be given to 

the Choir that rehearses at the Junior 

High School in the evenings). 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from any Verification with January 2012 January 2013 
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form of work or volunteerism or 

visiting of vulnerable adults that is 

not approved by Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from 

viewing, downloading or otherwise 

possessing pornography or sexually 

explicit materials of any kind. 

Computer is subject to removal of 

site for verification purposes. 

Online chat, social networking 

involvement, and other internet 

relationships, as well as sites visited 

are subject to review by his 

Compliance Supervisor (with 

designated Information Technology 

Personnel) for the first six months of 

the program. The need for ongoing 

review will be evaluated following 

this period of time. 

Daniel Buck will meet every two 

weeks with his Compliance 

Supervisor at his residence the 

Cardinal Stritch Retreat House. 

support network. 

Unannounced 

verification of daily 

lags. 

Verification by 

Archdiocesan or 

contracted 

Information 

Technology 

Personnel and 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification by 

Archdiocesan or 

contracted 

Information 

Technology 

Personnel and 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 
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Daniel Buck is encouraged to 

continue with current life of 

prayer and spiritual support. 

Verification with 

group facilitator. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

16 

January 2012 January 2013 
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CONSEQUENCES FOR NON-COMPLIANCE WITH THE PROTOCOLS. 

Depending on the gravity of the instance of non-compliance, any of the following consequences may 

apply: 

• Immediate voluntary polygraph to determine whether abuse may have occurred. 

• Restriction from visits to lake house located at IL. 

• Restriction from travel. 

• Change of residence. 

• Implementation of routine polygraph verification. 

• Canonical action, up to and including involuntary removal from the priesthood. 

SIGNATURES. 
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COMMITMENT TO PARTICIPATE IN COMMUNITY SUPPORT 

The Roman Catholic Archdiocese of Chicago has initiated a program of support and accountability for the 

priests of the Archdiocese who have been removed from ministry due to their sexual misconduct with 

minors. The program is voluntary in that a priest may choose to participate or may choose to leave the 

priesthood. Daniel Buck has expressed his desire to engage in this program, fully recognizing it will mean 

a significant increase in accountability and a decrease in his overall levels of privacy. This is seen as a 

positive sign, as openness to support and intervention by others is one of the essential components for 

long-term abstinence from sexual offending. 

The Archdiocese has asked Daniel Buck to identify the friends and family members who would be willing 

and able to offer support and accountability to him as he moves through his daily life. You were among 

those he identified. 

If you are willing to accompany Daniel Buck in this way, the following is asked of you: 

1. That you review Daniel Buck's history of allegations and substantiated offenses, 

2. That you review his Individual Specific Protocols, which tell you what he is permitted to do and what he is 

not, 

3. That you agree to support Daniel Buck through interrupting high-risk behaviors (such as his attempting 

to be alone with a minor) if they occur and informing his Compliance Supervisor of any other concerns or 

violations of the protocols, 

4. That you agree to on-going, open communication with Daniel Buck's Compliance Supervisor so that any 

problems may be identified and addressed before they become serious. 

I am personally grateful to you for considering what can only be considered a ministry to Daniel BUck and 

for the support you have offered him thus far. If, for any reason, you do not wish to participate in this 

program, please do not feel an obligation and please do not turn to the pages that follow which contain 

confidential information. If you would like to move forward with the commitment to participate, please 

indicate with your signature below. Once you have reviewed all of the information, you will have another 

opportunity to indicate your willingness to move forward. Thank you once again for considering this 

work. 

Ji 

Chancellor 

I have a commitment to support Daniel Buck in his personal program of wellness. I am willing and able to 

assist him in avoiding situations that could lead to further sexual misconduct and further harm to others, 

including misinterpretations of his behavior or false allegations of abuse. 

Signature and date 
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Community Support Network for Daniel Buck 

Name Relationship Contact information 
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March 15-17, 2013 Fr. Joseph Cox, OSB 
Tuning up for Easter- To get ready for the 
resurrection of Jesus at Easter, we need to get in 
shape. This retreat will look at patience, forg1veness, 
gratitude, judging others and conversion. If we try 
to tune up in these areas, we will be closer to Jesus 
and each other, and better prepared to receive new 
life. ($225 single, $375 double) I 

I ~arrh 27-31, 2013 Very Rev. ~~s ~binson, OSB 
, (Holy Week Retreat) 

/ / Reflections on the Triduum- The experience of 
/ / the Sacred Triduum forms the background for the 
i / conferences, reflection sessions and prayer 
i / experiences. Emphasis will be given to the 

! exploration of different Christian traditions in 
· ··celebrating the Three Days. Included will be a 

celebration of the Divine Liturgy (Byzantine Rite) 
and the burial service of Good Friday evening. 
($395 single.(!650 double}) . 

April 12 .. 14, 2013 Fr. Noel Mueller, OSB 
Paschal Peace: The Essential Easter Gift- During 
this most festive season of Easter, this retreat will 
explore the Paschal accounts in the various 
Gospels and apply them to our everyday lives. 
Jesus' gift of paschal peace is for all humankind. As 
Christians, we are called to be instruments of. this 
peace. ($221 single, $375 double) 

April 18-21, 2013 Fr. Adrian Burke, OSB 
Secretaries and Parish Administrators Retreat 
Parish secretaries serve as the liaison between the 
pastor and the people, as a conduit fo.r 
information, as a hub for operational elements of . . . _ .. ,.. . . . 

\ 
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.has~ the rc.1p0mibility of verifying the location end actiYities of the 1mvmng 

cln during- the aforementioned time .&!me, as well aa sMuring that the traveling cleric 

. wJll be SJ)eNiln,g the ldentl!ed O'/tmights In the same residenoe as him/bet. ldentt!ed 

chaperone else ~ the respomihility of tmetvenq in mr observed ln!ppropristc 

be~wfih~ and~to Compllmco Supcrviaor. 

1. CoJ1f8ds with minors by die 1meling cleric; must be in the px=ence of the idmuffied 

almpetone. ~ sitllati.o~ and locstions inoompaiible with a priestly 

Jiftstyle are to be ~ded andrepormd to Compliance ~. 

2. The idemified cJJ.a.pmone may be med to attest to the activities and ~bouts of 

uavetmg cleric ovw tbe a.t'orementioned time P=fiod of ttavel • 
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Kenneth Budzikowski - Re: Nonpayment of June Rent 

From: Miriam Patrick Cummings 

To: Buck, Daniel; Jenkins, Shawnte 

Date: 6/11/2013 7:02 AM 

Subject: Re: Nonpayment of June Rent 

This is not paid through the Vicars office. 

Sister Pat 

Sister Pat Cummings 

Associate Director 

Vicar for Priests 

312-534-1837 

» > Daniel Buck 6/10/2013 4:31 PM » > 

When I returned to my apartment on Saturday evening, there was a notice of an 
attempt to deliver a certified letter to me. I went to the post office today to pick up the 
letter, only to find that it was a notice of termination of tenancy at due to 
nonpayment of rent. Since the termination would become official tomorrow (five days 
after the notice was sent), I went directly to my local bank branch to get a cashier's 
check for the rent plus late penalty and then brought the check to the office. 

Payment of rent is due on the first of the month, with a five day grace period. After 
that a $100 late penalty kicks in. Since I had a credit in my account for moving in a 
couple of days later than first anticipated, the $100 was reduced by $51. 79. Thus my 
check to was in the amount of $853.21. (Since I do not have easy access to 
either a copier or a fax machine, I can mail you a copy of my resident balance sheet 
and my cashier's check receipt in a few days if you wish.) 

I am concerned that this embarrassing incident not reoccur. Please let me know what 
I need to do to rectify the problem, and to obtain reimbursement for my emergency 
expense. 

Thank you. 

file:///C:/U sers/kbudzikowski/ AppData/Local/Temp/XPgrpwise/51 B6CB96AOC2P ARPO... 6/17/2013 
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CONSEQUENCES FOR NON-COMPLIANCE WITH THE PROTOCOLS. 

Depending on the gravity of the instance of non-compliance, any of the following consequences 

may apply: 

• Immediate voluntary polygraph to determine whether abuse may have occurred. 

• Restriction from visits to lake house located at 

• Restriction from travel. 

• Change of residence. 

• Implementation of routine polygraph verification. 

• Canonical action, up to and including involuntary removal from the priesthood. 

SIGNATURES. 

Signed: 

Date: 4 {t Zt!/3 

Date: ___...s:'--1-1-4/; ~'-+-'--"It 31<.....-

Signature of Vicar for Priest:-C.,~ 

Signature of Ecclesiastic Notary: _Jur._ 1 a 
~~ C .. -.e ~ /\ ~, ~ "10 "'lA/'J SignatureofCardinal:_'_l,A._~-_-------~--.....___-·-=---D.ate:(J" J'.J dV• 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOLS: DANIEL BUCK 

IMPLEMENTATION DATE 
January, 2012 

HISTORY OF ASSIGNMENTS 

Date of Birth:-

Ordained: 1971 

1971- St. Luke, River Forest 

1976 - Our Lady of Grace, Chicago 

1979 - St. Wenceslaus, Chicago 

1979 - St. Francis Borgia, Chicago 

1984 - St. Thomas of Villanova, Palatine 

1989 - St. Pius X, Stickney 

1995 - St. Frances of Rome, Cicero 

2001- St. Mary, Buffalo Grove 

2002 - Removal from ministry 

DATE OF REVIEW 
May, 2013 

HISTORY OF ABUSE ALLEGATIONS: SUBSTANTIATED AND NON

SUBSTANTIATED. 
ALLEGATION 1. 

In January of 1985, the mother of a 15-year-old girl reported to the Vicar for Priests, Father 
Ventura, that she was disturbed by Daniel Buck's continuance of an inappropriate relationship 
with her daughter. She enclosed a copy of a letter she sent to Daniel Buck insisting that he 
"have no further contact, either in person, by letter, or on the phone" with her daughter. The 
relationship reportedly began when the girl was 11, lasted until she was 17 years old and 
included back rubs, touching breasts and genitals. In 1995, the girl's-submitted a letter 
written by Daniel Buck in June of 1984 that included references to their inappropriate, sexual 
relationship. The girl who was involved has continued to have a relationship with Daniel Buck 
and is in contact with him now. This allegation was substantiated. 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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ALLEGATION 2. 

In July of 2002 the mother of an alleged female victim reported that when her daughter was 12 

or 13 years old, in 1980 or 1981, Daniel Buck rubbed her back under her blouse. He reportedly 

did this in front of her parents and her mother confronted him, telling him he was giving girls 

the wrong ideas about sexuality. The family reported that after that they avoided Daniel Buck. 

The family and the alleged victim elected not to move forward with formalizing the allegation 

with the Archdiocese. Thus, this allegation was not substantiated. 

ALLEGATIONS 3 AND 4. 

In April of 2003, the mother of two women reported that Daniel Buck molested her two 

daughters. The allegations were subsequently formalized by the two girls (now women) who 

reported that when the youngest was approximately ten years old and the eldest was 11 years 

old, Daniel Buck visited in their home on a number of occasions. She reported that••••I 

he came and gave them backrubs nd that he would begin by 

rubbing under their shirts and then move to the chest area. One of the girls reported that he 

also touched her genital area. The two women reported that this activity began when they 

were in fourth and fifth grade and lasted until they were in seventh and eighth grade. These 

allegations were found to be substantiated. 

CURRENT CANONICAL STATUS. 

On July 22, 2005, His Eminence, Francis Cardinal George issued a decree which established that 

Cardinal George, in consultation with the Promoter of Justice and two Assessors, found Daniel 

Buck guilty of the grave delict described in c. 1395 § 2 of the 1917 Code, namely sexual abuse of 

a minor under the age of sixteen. This conclusion was reached, under the direction of the 

Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, through an administrative penal process in 

accordance with c. 1720. Because an administrative penal process does not provide for a 

perpetual penalty to be imposed, Daniel Buck's decree provided for a ten year penalty. His 

faculties to minister as a priest of the Archdiocese were removed for the ten year period and he 

was directed to live under an established monitoring protocol. At the end of the ten years (in 

July 2015) the decree is to be reviewed to see if it must be renewed or can be revised. 

CURRENT LIVING ARRANGEMENT AND INVOLVEMENT WITH MINORS. 

Daniel Buck is currently living in a private apartment located at 

- He shares a house in with 3 other priests with whom he has been 

friends for many years. All three of the priests are aware of his situation and ISP; all are in good 

standing with the Archdiocese of Chicago. Daniel Buck also leaves the retreat house to rehearse 

and perform in choruses and choirs, to go out for dinner, to attend theatre and occasionally to 

visit friends in their homes. Daniel Buck does not report that he visits with families who have 

minor children. He reports that he has not encountered anyone under the age of 25 during this 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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entire reporting period. However, stated that he cannot always tell if someone is under the age 

of 25. 

HISTORY OF NONCOMPLIANCE 

In a letter dated 2/5/09 Daniel Buck states that not even a Bishop has the authority to decree 

that he cannot be involved in any kind of ministry including that which may be provided to 

laypersons. Further, in reference to the protocol" Daniel Buck is prohibited from exercising 

priestly ministry in all forms, including, but not limited to public celebration of Mass, wearing the 

Roman Collar or other symbols of ministry, wearing clerical garb (or any garb that denotes 

priesthood or ministry), and introducing or calling himself "Father" or "Reverend", Daniel Buck 

states that he will "not lie" to new people that he meets by not calling himself "Father". The 

connotation of this letter is that he is not in compliance with this requirement. Daniel Buck 

reaffirmed these points on 4/23/10 when he resubmitted this letter. 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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STATEMENT OF PROBLEM 1: SEXUAL OFFENSES AGAINST MINORS WHILE IN 

MINISTRY 

RISK REDUCTION METHOD OF KNOWN VIOLATIONS PROGRESS TO DATE 

REQUIREMENT 
VERIFICATION SINCE DECEMBER 

2012 

With a prudent Verification with None during this Compliance 

companion who is present Community Support reporting period. 

from the time he arrives Network. 
Daniel Buck does 

until the time he leaves, not report that he 

Daniel Buck is permitted 
Oversight by visits with families 

to spend time with 
Compliance who have minor 

families who have minor Supervisor. children. He reports 

children. This includes that he has not 
Unannounced 

time in their homes or in encountered 
verification 

anyone under the public places. Such (telephone, in-person 
contact must be disclosed visits, GPS) of daily 

age of 25 during 

this entire reporting and logged for review by logs. 
his Compliance period. However, 

Supervisor. Failure to stated that he 

disclose contact with cannot always tell if 

minors will be considered someone is under 

a serious violation of the age of 25. 

protocols. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited 

at all times from being 

alone with anyone under 

the age of 25. 

Daniel Buck is required to Verification by None during this Full Compliance 
log out his whereabouts Compliance reporting period. 

on the "Clergy Daily Log Supervisor. 

Sheet" daily as he leaves 

the Cardinal Stritch 

Retreat House. 

Daniel Buck is required to Verification by None during this Full Compliance 
complete the "Request for Compliance reporting period. 

Travel" and receive Supervisor. 

approval in accordance 

with its time lines and 

procedures, prior to any 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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trips or overnight stays 

away from the residence. 

Daniel Buck is required to Verification by 

return to his residence no Compliance 

later than 11:00 pm, 

unless previously 

approved by his 

Compliance Supervisor. 

Supervisor and site 

monitor. 

Daniel Buck is required to Verification by 

allow his Compliance Compliance 

Supervisor access to his Supervisor and site 

house located at. monitor. 

the purposes of 

verification. 

IL for 

Daniel Buck is prohibited 

from exercising priestly 

ministry in all forms, 

including, but not limited 

to public celebration of 

Mass, wearing the Roman 

Collar or other symbols of 

ministry, wearing clerical 

garb (or any garb that 

denotes priesthood or 

ministry), and introducing 

or calling himself "Father" 

or "Reverend". 

Verification with 

Community Support 

Network. 

Unannounced 

verification 

(telephone, visits) of 

doily logs. 

• 
None during this 

reporting period. 

None during this 

reporting period. 

Consistent 
violation, refusal 

to comply. 

Page IS 

Full Compliance 

Full compliance 

Non Compliance 

In a letter dated 

February 5, 2009 he 

reported that he 

will "not lie" to new 

people that he 

meets by not calling 

himself "Father". 

The connotation of 

this letter is that he 

is not in compliance 

with this 

requirement. 

Because this is a 

specific 

requirement of the· 

Charter for the 

Protection of 

Children and Young 

People, this is a 

violation of the 

Charter. He has not 

disclosed that his 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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position on this has 

since changed. 

Daniel Buck will provide to Completion of None during this Full Compliance 
his Compliance Supervisor Community Support reporting period. 

a listing of the close Network form 

friends and relatives who 

support him, including 

contact information, for 

the purpose of verifying 

his adherence to the 

protocols and ensuring his 

ongoing support and 

accountability. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited Verification with None during this Full Compliance 
from attending liturgy, or Community Support reporting period. 

any aspect of parish Network and 

community life at any unannounced 
parish in which he has verification of daily 

served in ministry. He is logs. 

also prohibited from being 

involved with or part of 

any Roman Catholic parish 

council or parish 

leadership effort. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited Verification with None during this Full compliance 
from communicating or Community Support reporting period. 

contacting by telephone, Network and 

email, birthday card, text unannounced 

or letter with anyone verification of daily 

under the age of 25. logs. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited Verification with None during this Full compliance 
from spending time at the Community Support reporting period. 

lake house located at• Network and 

IL unannounced 

when there are guests verification of daily 

under the age of 25. logs. 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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Daniel Buck is prohibited 

from providing spiritual 

direction, pastoral care, 

counseling and all other 

forms of ministry that may 

be provided by 

laypersons. 

In the event that a minor 

initiates contact with 

Daniel Buck, he is required 

to remove himself from 

the situation immediately 

and inform his employer 

and Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is permitted 

to continue his volunteer 

work at the Illinois 

Railroad Museum that 

does not involve any level 

of interaction with minors. 

He is allotted 30" Day 

Trips" per year to be used 

specifically for trips to the 

Railroad Museum. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification with 

support network. 

Unannounced 

verification of daily 

logs. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

---- ---------

• 
None during this 

reporting period. 

While Daniel Buck 

is not known to 

have violated this 

requirement, he 

has self- reported 

that he refuses to 

comply. 

None during this 

reporting period. 

None during this 

reporting period. 
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Full Compliance 

Non Compliance 

Daniel Buck has 

reported that as a 

Catholic he cannot 

be prohibited from 

participating in lay 

ministry. What, if 

any, lay ministries 

he is involved with 

is unknown. 

Full Compliance 

Full Compliance 

The Railroad 

Museum does have 

many opportunities 

for interactions 

with minors. Daniel 

Buck's disclosure to 

the administration 

and Board of 

Directors, as well as 

his adherence to 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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Daniel Buck is permitted 

to continue his 

involvement with all-adult 

choruses and choirs, 

pending verification of the 

sites and activities by his 

Compliance Supervisor. 

(Verification priority will 

be given to the Choir that 

rehearses at the Junior 

High School in the 

evenings). 

Daniel Buck is prohibited 

from any form of work or 

volunteerism or visiting of 

vulnerable adults that is 

not approved by 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification with 

support network. 

Unannounced 

verification of daily 

• 

None during this 

reporting period. 

None during this 

reporting period. 

Page IS 

the requirement to 

avoid tours and 

other direct 

interactions with 

minors are essential 

for risk 

management. 

Because the 

Museum is a child

oriented 

destination and is 

also a considerable 

distance from the 

retreat house, it 

will continue to fall 

in the category of 

"day trip". 

His brother 

acts as chaperone. 

Full Compliance 

Full Compliance 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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Compliance Supervisor. Jogs. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited Verification by None during this Full Compliance 
from viewing, Archdiocesan or reporting period. 

downloading or otherwise contracted 

possessing pornography Information 

or sexually explicit Technology 

materials of any kind. Personnel and 

Computer is subject to Compliance 

removal of site for Supervisor. 

verification purposes. 

Online chat, social Verification by None during this Full Compliance 
networking involvement, Archdiocesan or reporting period. 

and other internet contracted Daniel Buck reports 

relationships, as well as Information that he does not 

sites visited are subject to Technology own a computer 

review by his Compliance Personnel and and does not have 

Supervisor (with Compliance access to a 

designated Information Supervisor. computer or the 

Technology Personnel) for internet. 

the first six months of the 

program. The need for 

ongoing review will be 

evaluated following this 

period of time. 

iiliiillll None during this 

reporting period. 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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Daniel Buck will meet Verification by None during this Partial Compliance 
every two weeks with his Compliance reporting period. 

Compliance Supervisor at Supervisor. As demonstrated in 

his residence the Cardinal recorded sessions 

Stritch Retreat House. with the 

Compliance 

Supervisor, Daniel 

Buck continues to 

openly express 

hostility toward the 

system of 

accountability and 

toward the 

Compliance 

Supervisor as an 

agent of the 

system. 

None during this Full compliance 
reporting period. 

Daniel Buck is encouraged Verification with Daniel Buck attends 

to continue with current Compliance Mass regularly at St. 

life of prayer and spiritual Supervisor. Mary of the 

support. Annunciation in 

Mundelein. 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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REPORTING PERIOD: JANUARY, 2012- MAY, 2013 

Daniel Buck's overall progress in the Prayer and Penance Program has been satisfactory. 

Daniel Buck's open expression of hostility toward the system of accountability and the 

Compliance Supervisor as an agent of the system of supervision has remained the same 

during this reporting period. 

Daniel Buck remains hostile and resentful toward the Archdiocese of Chicago and the 

Catholic Church. It is unclear why he maintains his commitment to a church he 

describes as "evil". 

- Daniel maintains no encounters with anyone under the age of 25 and denies 

having any sexual thoughts or feelings, this will be verified via the Abel risk assessment 

and clinical polygraph. Daniel spends a considerable amount of time away from the 

retreat house; he appears to be engaging in healthy social activities. He is scheduled to 

move from the retreat house on May 13, 2013 to a private apartment located at

IL. Daniel has a healthy relationship with his brother 

who supports him in this program and routinely serves as a prudent 

companion. 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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INDIVIDUAL SPECIFIC PROTOCOLS: DANIEL BUCK 

IMPLEMENTATION DATE 

May, 2013 

RISK REDUCTION 

REQUIREMENT 
With a prudent companion who is 

present from the time he arrives 

until the time he leaves, Daniel 

Buck is permitted to spend time 

with families who have minor 

children. This includes time in 

their homes or in public places. 

Such contact must be disclosed 

and logged for review by his 

Compliance Supervisor. Failure to 

disclose contact with minors will 

be considered a serious violation 

of protocols. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited at all 

times from being alone with 

anyone under the age of 25. 

Daniel Buck is required to log out 

his whereabouts on the "Clergy 

Daily Log Sheet" daily as he leaves 

his residence and email to his 

Compliance Supervisor. He must 

electronically log in his return as 

well. 

Daniel Buck is required to 

complete the "Request for Travel" 

and receive approval in 

accordance with its time lines and 

procedures, prior to any trips or 

METHOD OF 

VERIFICATION 

Verification with 

Community 

Support Network. 

Oversight by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Unannounced 

verification 

(telephone, in-

person visits, GPS) 

of doily Jogs. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

DATE OF REVIEW 

May, 2014 

DATE OF DATE OF 

IMPLEMENTATION REVIEW 

May 2013 May 2014 

May 2013 May 2014 

May 2013 May 2014 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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overnight stays away from the 

residence. 

Daniel Buck is required to return Verification by May 2013 May 2014 

to his residence no later than Compliance 

11:00 pm, unless previously Supervisor and site 

approved by his Compliance monitor. 

Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is required to allow Verification by May 2013 May 2014 

his Compliance Supervisor access Compliance 

to his Apartment and Supervisor and site 

house located at monitor. 

-IL. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with May 2013 May 2014 

exercising priestly ministry in all Community 

forms, including, but not limited Support Network. 

to public celebration of Mass, 

wearing the Roman Collar or Unannounced 

other symbols of ministry, verification 

wearing clerical garb (or any garb (telephone, visits) 

that denotes priesthood or 
of daily logs. 

ministry), and introducing or 

calling himself "Father" or 

"Reverend". 

Daniel Buck will provide to his Completion of May 2013 May 2014 

Compliance Supervisor an Community 
updated listing of the close Support Network 
friends and relatives who support form 
him, including contact 

information, for the purpose of 

verifying his adherence to the 

protocols and ensuring his 

ongoing support and 

accountability (to be submitted 

within 5 business days of 

implementation of protocol). 

Those listed will be contacted for 

verification and training purposes. 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with May 2013 May 2014 

attending liturgy, or any aspect of Community 

parish community life at any Support Network 

parish in which he has served in and unannounced 

ministry. He is also prohibited verification of daily 

from being involved with or part logs. 

of any Roman Catholic parish 

council or parish leadership effort. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with May 2013 May 2014 

communicating or contacting by Community 

telephone, email, birthday card, Support Network 

text or letter with anyone under and unannounced 

the age of 25. verification of daily 

logs. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with May 2013 May 2014 

spending time at the lake house Community 

located at Support Network 

- IL when there are and unannounced 

guests under the age of 25. verification of daily 

logs. 

Verification by May 2013 May 2014 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification with May 2013 May 2014 

providing spiritual direction, support network. 

pastoral care, counseling and all 

other forms of ministry that may Unannounced 

be provided by laypersons. verification of daily 

logs. 

In the event that a minor initiates Verification by May 2013 May 2014 
contact with Daniel Buck, he is Compliance 

required to remove himself from Supervisor. 

the situation immediately and 

inform his employer and 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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Compliance Supervisor. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to Verification by May 2013 May 2014 

continue his volunteer work at the Compliance 

Illinois Railroad Museum that Supervisor. 

does not involve any level of 

interaction with minors. He is 

allotted 30" Day Trips" per year to 

be used specifically for trips to the 

Railroad Museum. 

Daniel Buck is permitted to Verification by May 2013 January 

continue his involvement with all- Compliance 2014 

adult choruses and choirs, Supervisor. 

pending verification of the sites 

and activities by his Compliance 

Supervisor. (Verification priority 

will be given to the Choir that 

rehearses at the Junior High 

School in the evenings). 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from any Verification with May 2013 May 2014 

form of work or volunteerism or support network. 

visiting of vulnerable adults that is 

not approved by Compliance Unannounced 

Supervisor. verifica.tion of daily 

logs. 

Daniel Buck is prohibited from Verification by May 2013 May 2014 

viewing, downloading or Archdiocesan or 

otherwise possessing contracted 

pornography or sexually explicit Information 

materials of any kind. Computer is Technology 

subject to removal of site for Personnel and 

verification purposes. Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Online chat, social networking Verification by May 2013 May 2014 
involvement, and other internet Archdiocesan or 

relationships, as well as sites contracted 

visited are subject to review by his Information 

Compliance Supervisor (with Technology 

Individual Specific Protocols 
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• 
designated Information 

Technology Personnel) for the 

first six months of the program. 

The need for ongoing review will 

be evaluated following this period 

of time. 

Daniel Buck will meet bi-weekly 

with his Compliance Supervisor at 

his residence. 

Daniel Buck is to bring current 

credit card statements and phone 

bills to bi-weekly meetings with 

Compliance Supervisor for review. 

Daniel Buck is encouraged to 

continue with current life of 

prayer and spiritual support. 

Personnel and 

Compliance 

Supervisor . . 

Verification by 

Verificatiqn by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Verification by 

Compliance 

Supervisor. 

Page I 16 

May 2013 May 2014 

May 2013 May 2014 

May 2013 May 2014 

May 2013 May 2014 
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COMMITMENT TO PARTICIPATE IN COMMUNITY SUPPORT 

The Roman Catholic Archdiocese of Chicago has initiated a program of support and accountability for the 

priests of the Archdiocese who have been removed from ministry due to their sexual misconduct with 

minors. The program is voluntary in that a priest may choose to participate or may choose to leave the 

priesthood. Daniel Buck has expressed his desire to engage in this program, fully recognizing it will mean 

a significant increase in accountability and a decrease in his overall levels of privacy. This is seen as a 

positive sign, as openness to support and intervention by others is one of the essential components for 

long-term abstinence from sexual offending. 

The Archdiocese has asked Daniel Buck to identify the friends and family members who would be willing 

and able to offer support and accountability to him as he moves through his daily life. You were among 

those he identified. 

If you are willing to accompany Daniel Buck in this way, the following is asked of you: 

1. That you review Daniel Buck's history of allegations and substantiated offenses, 

2. That you review his Individual Specific Protocols, which tell you what he is permitted to do and what he is 

not, 

3. That you agree to support Daniel Buck through interrupting high-risk behaviors (such as his attempting 

to be alone with a minor) if they occur and informing his Compliance Supervisor of any other concerns or 

violations of the protocols, 

4. That you agree to on-going, open communication with Daniel Buck's Compliance Supervisor so that any 

problems may be identified and addressed before they become serious. 

I am personally grateful to you for considering what can only be considered a ministry to Daniel BUck and 

for the support you have offered him thus far. If, for any reason, you do not wish to participate in this 

program, please do not feel an obligation and please do not turn to the pages that follow which contain 

confidential information. If you would like to move forward with the commitment to participate, please 

indicate with your signature below. Once you have reviewed all of the information, you will have another 

opportunity to indicate your willingness to move forward. Thank you once again for considering this 

important work. 

Jan Slattery 

Office for the Protection of Children and Youth, Director 

I have a commitment to support Daniel Buck in his personal program of wellness. I am willing and able to 

assist him in avoiding situations that could lead to further sexual misconduct and further harm to others, 

including misinterpretations of his behavior or false allegations of abuse. 

Individual Specific Protocols 

AOC 009407 



e 
5 a-me fJ a-me -r l-11f ormatlotl 1

19 

Signature and date 
a 6 Pf'e vi oll:? l t'G t; ~1 'I-() ec ()~ 

Community Support Network for Daniel Buck 

Name Relationship Contact information 

Individual Specific Protocols 

AOC 009408 



• • Page I 17 

CONSEQUENCES FOR NON-COMPLIANCE WITH THE PROTOCOLS. 

Depending on the gravity of the instance of non-compliance, any of the following consequences 

may apply: 

o Immediate voluntary polygraph to determine whether abuse may have occurred. 

o Restriction from visits to lake house located at IL 

o Restriction from travel. 

o Change of residence. 

o Implementation of routine polygraph verification. 

o Canonical action, up to and including involuntary removal from the priesthood. 

SIGNATURES. 51~ne3c/ undtJti P t/J'e&& 

,tJMtU,// fl,_ ~ Date: /it d Y CL LJ 
v 

Signed: 

j}qn/&I P, B'uuk 
Date:~ ft Ztf /.:J 

Date: ____..~'-+-4-1/;VJ._i 3....__ 

Signature of Vicar for Priest: ;f:..,~ 

Signature of Ecclesiastic Notary: -hr:t a 
~~ C-e...:L 1" ~,' ~Jo ;kJ'!'J 

Signature of Cardinal:---------~---'"'-------_Date: Qtf .I 
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