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Vicar for Clergy Database
Clergy Assignment Record (Detailed)

Rev Walter Fernando
265 South Lake Street #240

Los Angeles, CA 90057

Current Primary Assignment

Living Privately

Birth Date 4/24/1944

Birth Place Ragama, Sri Lanka
Diaconate Ordination

Priesthood Ordination 1/25/1973

Diocese Name _ Archdiocese of Los Angeles
Date of Incardination 2/24/1986

Religious Community

Ritual Ascription Latin

Ministry Status Retired with No Faculties
Canon State Diocesan Priest

Begin Pension Date

1/25/1973

Voice phone (213) 484-7111 ext. 6040
Seminary National, Ampitiya, Kandy, Sri Lanka
Ethnicity Sri Lankan

Fingerprint Verification and Safeguard Training

Date Background Check
Virtus Training Date

Age: 68
Deanery: 22

Incard Process (]

Assignment History

Assignment
Living Privately, Retired with No Faculties

St. Basil Catholic Church, Los Angeles Resident, Administrative Leave

Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary Catholic Church, Pasadena
Associate Pastor (Parochial Vicar), Active Service

St. Gregory the Great Catholic Church, Whittier Associate Pro Tem, Active
Service

Cathedral Chapel, Los Angeles Associate Pastor (Parochial Vicar), Active
Service .

St. Rose of Lima Cathotic Church, Simi Valley Associate Pastor {Parochial
Vicar), Active Service

St. John Baptist de la Salle Catholic Church, Granada Hills Associate
Pastor (Parochial Vicar), Active Service

Beginning Date Completion Date

8/1/2009
2/19/2004 7/31/2009
7/1/1992 2/19/2004
5/3/1992 6/30/1992
7/2/1990 5/2/1992
8/1/1986 7/1/1990
11/30/1981 7/31/1986
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St. Hilary Catholic Church, Pico Rivera Associate Pastor (Parochial Vicar), 3/1/1981 11/29/1981
Active Service
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TO: File

FROM: Monsignor Crafg A. Cox
RE: Father Walter Fernando
DATE: 13 June 2002

I spoke with Father Fernando at St. John’s during the continuing education week. He informed
me that he had learned from the parish secretary that two police. detectives stopped by the rectory
wanting to speak to him. The secretary informed the dectives he was away for the week of
continuing education. They left a card and asked Father Fernando to be in touch with them. The
detectives did not indicate the reason for their desire to speak with Father Fernando.

In speaking with me, Father Fernando expressed a fear that perhaps he was under investigation
for some form of misconduct. He stated that approximately twenty years previously, he had
crossed boundaries with a woman who was interested in entering the convent. According to him,
this never amounted to more than placing his arm around her while they saw a movie together.
She did enter the convent for a time and later left. A couple of years ago, this woman phoned
him and they spoke by telephone.

I indicated that the detectives might be seeking to speak to him about totally different matters. I
suggested that he attend the workshop being given byREPACTED and chat with him afterwards to
seek advice.
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CONFIDENTIAL

Clergy Misconduct Case: - Fernando

REDACTED Interview
Rev. Walter Fernando
Assumption of the BVM Church
2640 E. Orange Grove Blvd.
Pasadena, CA 91107-2632
(626) 792-1343

Wednesday, 12 February 2003
Vicar for Clergy Offices

Atc. 1:00 p.m., in the company of Monsignor Craig Cox, I met with and interviewed Father
Walter Fernando in regard to the allegation of misconduct conveyed to the Archdiocese by the
attorney(s) representing REDACTED

Before I started the formal interview, Msgr. Cox reminded Fr. Fernando of his civil and
canonical rights to retain counsel and not to incriminate oneself. Fr. Fernando indicated that he
had conferred withREDPACTED  and, acting upon his advice, was present only to listen and to
take notes and not to respond to any allegations at this time.

I began by verifying some factual information — namely, that Fr. Fernando’s first assignment in
the Archdiocese of Los Angeles was at St. Hilary’s in Pico Rivera, from 3/81 through 11/81, and
that he was ordained in Sri Lanka in 1973. Father indicated that he served at three parishes in Sri
Lanka, as associate pastor in two and as parish priest (pastor) in the third.

I asked him what led to his coming to the United States. He answered somewhat at length,

stating first that he had always wanted to come. Another Sri Lankan priest friend of his, =< ->A¢TEP
was already here, and also REDACTED  REDACTED | There was a change of leadership

in his home archdiocese. He was in a kind of rural parish and did not think his talents were

suitably employed. He asked for and was granted permission to come on trial to Los Angeles for

two years. At the end of that period his archbishop asked him to return. Fr. Fernando was in
Granada Hills at the time (St. John Baptist de 1a Salle) and was happy there, so he wrote home

asking for an extension. When his bishop refused, he spoke with Msgr. Rawden, who advised

him to write again. Msgr. Rawden added his own request to this second letter, and this time the
archbishop agreed.

Father indicated that he was incardinated in the Los Angeles Archdiocese after about 5 or 6
years. His home bishop told him that he needed to stop asking for extensions, that if he was
happy here, he should stay, or otherwise come back to Sri Lanka. So he filed the formal request.

He became a citizen of the U.S. roughly six years ago. His family is still in Sri Lanka.

As his arrival at St. Hilary was at an unusual time of year (March) and his stay there was rather
short, he was asked why he was assigned there and why then. He replied that with his last name
of Fernando, the archdiocesan authorities thought he knew Spanish, but he did not. Rather than

55198
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being assigned for a trial period, he believes it was a miscalculation on the authorities’ part,
which was then corrected. He had stayed at Immaculate Conception for a month before he was
given his first assignment.

He indicated that including himself a total of four priests lived at St. Hilary’s rectory, the pastor
REDACTEDZDACTED  REDACTED and a student priest whose name he could not recall. There were
three priests including himself at Granada Hills, the pastorREDACTED  andREDACTED
REDACTED as associate.

Having filled in this background information, I then presented to Fr. Fernando the details, such .
as we knew them, of the allegation against him (see attached printout). I indicated that we do not
know if the complainant’s last nameREPATEP{g her married name or maiden name. He gave no
sign of recognition when I stated the name; this includes the first name REPACTED. which to me is
an unusual name and so I was looking for his reaction. I also indicated that we do not know her
age, only that she alleges that she was a minor when the abuse occurred. I read through the
complete list of items constituting the “nature of abuse.”

After presenting all the details, I asked him if he wished to make any statement or response. He
repeated his opening statement, that on the advice of his attorney, he did not want to say
anything at this point of the process. He did take written notes of the allegation details.

Msgr. Cox indicated that while we fully understand his decision not to say anything at this time,
it is our hope that he will eventually make some response, either coming back in person or by
letter. As an example, it would be helpful if he could indicate whether he even knows or knew
the claimant, and how old she was,

At this point I ended the formal interview and left.

sk ke s i e o e sl ok ke s ofe e of o ok

Fr. Fernando’s demeanor was cordial and cooperative. He was quite aware of the seriousness
of the allegation, but did not exhibit overt anxiety. Iwas not aware of significant body language
reactions to any of the information I conveyed. He seemed subdued, yet he also expressed
appreciation at finally being able to learn the nature of the accusation against him. I did not
detect any emotional defensiveness, rather just an appropriate level of concern.

REDACTED
REDACTED ACTED REDACTED
55199
Fernando Interview, 2/12/03 Page 2 of 2
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L0ess

Church/Parish Estimated Frequency of Abuse Nature of Abuse
Dates/Abuse :
Blessed Sacrament | 1966 through 1968 { Approx. once every 3 { Rubbing and massaging of minor's shoulders and back over
months; during clothes
holidays, more Fondling of minor’s buttacks (skin to skin)
frequently; after mid- | Rubbing and massaging of minor's body from buttocks and then -
night mass on to lower back {skir to skin)
Christmas eve Give minor candy bars while fondling
Initially St. Hilary 1980 through 1981 | Several times Kissing (on the mouth, French kissing)
Parish; and possibly : Hugging in sexual manner
St. John Baptiste de Fondling of minor’s buttocks over ciothes
la Salle Parish Rubbing or massaging of minor’s body aver clothes
Rubbing and massaging of minor's breasts (skin to skin)
Rubbing or massaging of minor’s body (skin to skin)
Kissing of minor's neck, face, and breasts (skin to skin)
Perpetrator put finger In minor's vagina (skin to skin)
Masturbation of perpetrator (skin to skin)
Perpetrator tried to force minor to eral copulation him
Pre-sexual grooming (giving special attention, movies, inviting to
play music)
Initially St. Pius X~ 1976 through 1977 { Approx. 3 times Kissing on the cheek
Church; then Santa Long hugs
Clara Church Fondling of minor’s genitals (skin to skin)
- Perpetrator masturbated himself in presence of minor
Pre-sexual grooming (trips, movies, dinners, money)
Santa Clara Church | 1979 On daily basis for 6 to . } Always hugging .

7 days; before that,
aiways hugging

Fondling of minor’s genitals over clothes

Rubbing or massaging of minor's body over clothes
Fondiing of minor's genitals (skin to skin)
Masturbation of minor (skin to skin)

Rubbing or massaging of minor's body (skin to skin)

Pre-sexual grooming (trip to Hawaii)

Page 10 of 43

WNAOINDS




RCALA 0024

{6, CoNFIDENTIA @C@p}y

RE DACTED Los Angeles 3424
MEMORANDUM California Wilshire -
90010-2241 Boulevard
TO: Cardinal Mahony
FROM: REDACTED : \VIA78
SUBJECT: Preliminary Investigations — W. Fernando, "FPACTED
DATE: 13 February 2003

Yesterday I conducted the formal interviews of Fathers Walter Fernando and REDACTED in
connection with allegations of sexual abuse of a minor: The records of those interviews are
enclosed. :

In both cases they declined to make any response to the allegations. REDACTI®™ Seclined even to

answer factual questions about who his fellow residents were at his first assignment at Holy
Family in Orange. They were acting, appropriately in my opinion, on the advice of their civil
legal counsel. Since they made no claims one way or the other about the allegations, there was
no basis for me to formulate an opinion about their credibility. '

There will be no opportunity to pursue further investigation in either case until (1) access to the
complainant becomes possible and/or (2) the accused priest chooses to make further statements. -
Accordingly, I recommend that each preliminary investigation be suspended until either
eventuality occurs.

Copy: Msgr. Craig Cox, Vicar for Clergy

55196
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March 7, 2003

Msgr. Craig Cox
Vicar for Clergy

- 3424 Wilshire Boulevard

Los Angeles, CA 90010-2241
Dear Msgr. Cox:

| am wiiting 1o you in regard to the charges made against
me byREPACTED  yoy indicated to me that she has claimed
that | put my finger in her vagina, masturbated her, and
attempted to force her into oral sex. | categorically deny any and
all of those claims.

Thank you for the opportunity to be heard regarding those
matters.

Yours in Christ,

Walter Femando

55195
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Cardinal Roger Mahony
FROM: REDACTED ] Chair REDACTED

Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board

RE: Recommendation of the Clergy Misconduct 0vers:ght Board
Reverend Walter FernandcREDACTED

DATE: - Aprit 25, 2003

The case of Father Walter Fernando was first considered at the CMOB meeting on
January 22, 2003. At that time Monsignor Cox reported that in June of 2002 Father

- Fernando informed him that two detectives from the Los Angeles Police Department had
stopped by the rectory looking for him while he was on vacation. They left a business
card, but no information. LAPD would only state that there was an open investigation.
Father Fernando told Monsignor Cox that he didn’t know what they were concerned
about but that it could be an incident which occurred some 20 years ago when he placed
an arm around a woman while they were watching a movie together. There had never
been any complaints. The CMOB discussed the case and recommended at that time
that no action be taken until further information was obtained. For some reason, this
recommendation was not reported to you at that time.

We returned to Father Fernando’s case on March 26, 2003. Msgr. Cox reported that
Father Fernando's name recently appeared on the list of alleged perpetrators and
purported victims in the class action suit currently in mediation. The information stated
that Father Fernando had abused a young girl from 1980-81 by pre-sexual grooming,
French kissing, hugging in a sexual manner, fondling her buttocks and
rubbing/massaging of her breasts both over clothes and skin to skin, kissing her neck,
face and breasts, putting a finger in her vagina, her masturbation of him skin to skin, and
his trying to force oral copulation. The abuse was alleged to have occurred several
times at the theater, in the car and at a park. o

Father Fernando met withREDACTED and Monsignor Cox on February 12,
2003. Upon advice of counsel, he did not respond except to verify dates concerning his
service as a priest. On March 7, 2003, he responded to the charges in writing and
denied any and all claims that he put his finger in her vagina, masturbatad her and
attempted to force her into oral sex. His letter did not mention the other charges listed in
the print out.

The Board took a vote on the foliowing two options: 1) that Father Fernando be put on
administrative leave immediately, o 2) that the Vicar for Clergy’s office seek further
information from Father Fernando and the alleged victim, including, but not necessarily
limited to, the victim's birth date, and report back as soon as possible, but in no event
later than the June 11, 2003 CMOB meeting (60 days). Of the nine Board members
present at the time of the vote, eight voted for Option 2 and one abstained.

Contin L o~ 2 W% c
BT P L st
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May 8, 2003
Msgr. Craig Cox
Vicar for Clergy

3424 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90010-2241

Dear Msgr. Cox:

| am writing at your request to clarify my position regarding
specific charges of sexual misconduct.

| deny each of the specific behaviors alleged. | deny having
had any sexual activity with "EPACTED Although | do not know
what allegations she might allege in the future, | absolutely affirm
that | have obeyed my vow of celibacy.

Thank you for the opportunity to be heard regarding those
matters.

ours in Christ,
Lo (0 o o

Walter Fernando

72014
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REDACTED | REDACTED
REDACTED

September 25, 2003

Dear Craig,

I am enclosing the billing statement for Walter Fernando. The evaluation
was mailed tcREPACTED  on September 23™.

Let me know if I can be of any further assistance regarding Fr. Fernando.
The other evaluations are almost complete and will follow shortly.

I keep you in my prayers daily. I hope your vacation recharged your
batteries (or at least put some life back into them).

Thank you for the referrals. They are very much welcomed.

Sincerely,
REDACTED

92533
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01/12/04 MON 17:28 FAXREDACTED el

REDACTED

Jannary 12, 2004

Via Facsimile and U.S, Mail
REDACTED

e

" Rer REDACTED
DearREDACTED

I received your message from Friday, January 9, 2004, regardingREDACTED It is my
understanding that you are requesting that REDACTED  submmit herself to a short interview so that
the church can determine whether Father Walter Fernando should be removed from active ministry.
Quite frankly, 1 have no idea why Father Fernando has not been removed from ministry pending an
investigation. -

We will agree to an interview., However, the interview will have io be conducted in the
¢vening, sometime around 6:00 p.m. Please provide several available dates to me, and I will check
withREDACTED op her availability.

I would like fo also request that Father Fernando’s file be produced to us.

SincerelyREDACTED
REDACTED
REDACTED ’
;. REDACTED
REDACTED

92499
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REDACTED

From: REDACTED

Sent: Monday, January 12, 2004 2:43 PM
To: REDACTED REDACTED
Subject: ADDITION

REDACTED

Second sentence, third graf should read:

All INFORMATION ABOUT aliegations made against him have come from second- and third-hand sources.

REDACTED
RREDACTED
Roman Catholic Archdiocese of Los Angeles
3424 Wilshire Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90010-2248

REDACTED

—---QOriginal Messaqe-----
From: REDACIED

Sent: Monday, January 12, 2004 2:41 PM
To: REDACTED REDACTED
Subject: follow up

_REDACTED
Hi

| left you messages on each of your phone extensions. Here are some comments for your story.

The Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board has reviewed Father Fernando's case. Their initial recommendation was that
there was insufficient information that required them to recommend the drastic step of placing Father Fernando on
administrative leave. Father Fernando's case remains open, however, and will be reviewed when CMOB meets this
week.

Father Fernando continues to deny the allegations of sexual misconduct that have been made against him. All
allegations made against him have come from second- and third-hand sources. We continue to ask from REDACTED
REDACTEDthat she forward to us the court-ordered sworn statement of the alleged victim. So far, she has not produced
this document. We have also askedREDACTED _ to allow us to interview her client so as {0 better determine the
case's essential facts. Again, we have heard nothing fromREDACTED

We would also like to review any information the police have that may support their statement fo the Los Angeles
Times, and later to us, concerning Father Fernando. We want to find ways to work together with law enforcement so
that we can better achieve the goal we both share - the protection of our chiidren.

What we have so far then, is a 23-year-old allegation with no first-hand sworn testimony to support it and no further
allegations of abuse of any kind from anyone who has been associated with Father Fernando, past or present. The
parish community has been aware of Father Fernando's situation, but not even this level of open discussion has
produced other allegations of any type.

Zero tolerance is the standard that applies to priests who have been found to have abused a minor. We abide by that
standard as it appears in the Charter and in our own policies. There is no one in ministry that we know of in the
Archdiocese of Los Angeles who has been found to have abused a minor.

We are abiding by the policies and procedures as set forth in the Charter. The Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board,
comprised mostly of laypeople - two of whom are parents of boys abused by a priest, and one who is a victim of
sexual abuse - will continue to evaluate Father Fernando's case. Careful consideration of the rights of all parties as
this review goes forward should not obscure the resolve of the Archdiocese and the Clergy Misconduct Oversight

1
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Board to protect our children.
REDACTED ¢4l me when you get the chance.

Off the Record: According to the lawsuit, the alleged victim's dob REDACTED Tne alleged abuse took piace in
1981. | believe you told me you thought the victim was 14 or 15 at the time of abuse. You might want to check that
out.

REDACTED

Roman Cathalic Archdiocese of Los Angeles
3424 Wilshire Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 80010-2248

REDACTED

2 92498
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Cardinal Roger Mahony
FROM: REDACTED REDACTEBEDACTED
REDACTED  ~ =~
RE: Recommendation of the Clergy Misconduct Oversight Boai d

Reverend Walter Fernando REDACTED

DATE: 14 January 2004

The CMOB met today and continued our discussion of Father Fernando, especially in light of the
lawsuit filed against him on December 9, 2003 and the article in today’s Los Angeles Times.

Father Fernando’s case was discussed by the Board on January 22, 2002 and March 26, 2003. I
submitted a report summarizing the case and our discussions and conclusions on April 25, 2003,
At that time we felt that we needed additional information before we could come to a conclusion
and recommmended that the Vicar for Clergy’s office seek further information from Father
Fernando andREDACTED the alleged victim. You concurred with our recommendation
provided that this process proceed forward at once.

Since that memorandum, Father Fermando wrote a letter more specifically denying each of the
claims made byREDACTED as stated in very summary fashion on the spreadsheet supplied by her
attorneys. Those are the same behaviors alleged in the lawsuit. Father Fernando also underwent
a psychological evaluation as recommended by the Board, the results of which are in his file,

REDACTED the psychologist who conducted the evaluation, concluded that while it is
impossible for him to determine if the acts complained of occurred as Father Fernando described
them, his profile was not consistent with an individual who would lie to an evaluator or of an
individual who is capable of deceit,

Today, we had a lengthy and thoughtful discussion. The members of the Board are very
concerned about protecting children and young people and will not hesitate to recommend that a
priest be removed from ministry and put on administrative leave if credible information is
presented to support such action. We concluded, however, that the filing of an unverified lawsuit
or the publication of a newspaper article are not, in themselves, sufficient to automatically trigger
removing a priest from ministry and putting him on administrative leave.

The allegations made byREPACTED in her lawsuit, if true, are very serious and describe behaviors
which are abusive and which would justify permanently removing Father Fernando from all
ministry. Unfortunately, up to this point, these are only allegations that have come to us
indirectly and without the kind of specificity that allows an appropriate investigation to nroceed.

92495
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REDACTED

Memorandum Regarding Reveren,
Page 2

Therefore, because of the paucity of information, the members of the Clergy Misconduct

Oversight Board recommend the following:

1. That FatherREDACTEDnot be placed on administrative leave at this time pending further
and intense efforts to obtain additional information to verify the truth of REDACTED
allegations. He may yet need to be placed on leave depending on the results of the next
two recommendations.

2. ThatREPACTED be interviewed without delay. We were advised at our meeting that her
attorney has agreed to a limited interview. We recommend that this interview be
scheduled as quickly as reasonably possible and urge thatREDACTED or another
professional investigator conduct this interview.

That you authorize me, in my capacity as Chair of the Clergy Misconduct Oversight
Board, to write to Deputy District AttorneyREDACTED to obtain whatever
materials have been developed by the police and the District Attorney in the course of
their investigation. We understand that the Archdiocese has already made a similar
request but without success. However, if the Board is to act responsibly we need all the
information we can get and it’s unreasonable for the District Attorney or the police to
withhold information that will assist us in our work.

W

4, That you authorize me, in my capacity as Chair of the Board, to write directly to"=PACTEP

REDACTED: 5 attorney to request an interview withREPACTED and/or to enlist her cooperation
and consent to the release of the information developed by the District Attorney and the
police if the interview and the request for information in Recommendation Nos. 2 and 3
are not forthcoming. ‘

Monsignor Cox informed us that he will make an announcement to the parishioners at Father
REDACTED  cyrrent parish this weekend. This accords with our current policy.

The Board intends to review this matter again at our next meeting. Further recommendations
may be forthcoming after that review.

Thank you.

cc: Msgr. Craig A. Cox

92496
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Statement for Weekend Masses at Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary Parish,
Pasadena
Wednesday, January 17-18, 2004
Regarding Reverend Walter Fernando

As you know, in August of 2002, the Los Angeles Times published an article on sexual
misconduct by Catholic priests and, among many others, named your Associate Pastor, Father
Walter Fernando, as someone who allegedly engaged in the sexual abuse of a minor. On that
occasion, Monsignor Moretti made an announcement in the parish indicating that while officials
of the Archdiocese were aware that an investigation was being conducted, we had not received
any complaint of misconduct by Father Fernando at that time.

Earlier this week, on Wednesday, January 14, 2004, The Times published another article
focusing specifically on Father Fernando. Additionally, a lawsuit was filed in December
charging Father Fernando with abusive behavior.

Prior to this, there had never been any complaint about Father Fernando. He has denied any
sexually abusive conduct with the person who filed the lawsuit or, for that matter, with anyone
else. There is only one person who has made any claim against Father Fernando. Only on this
past Wednesday has she consented to being interviewed by an investigator of the Archdiocese.
Up to this point, she has not submitted written responses to a questionnaire as part of the court-
ordered mediation process. We have asked to see the results of the police investigation so that
we can know and assess any evidence the police may have obtained. We still hope that the
police and District Attorney will release this information to us.

Our Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board has considered the case of Father Fernando on several
occasions. Up to the present, the information available to us has been hearsay in nature and
without the kind of detail that would enable the Archdiocese to investigate more fully, or enable
Father Fernando to present a reasonable defense. As a result, the Board has not recommended
that Father Fernando be placed on administrative leave. It has recommended a number of steps
that either have been or are being pursued.

Cardinal Mahony is committed to assuring that children and young people are safe. He has
pledged that when it is determined that a priest has engaged in sexual misconduct with a minor,
that he will be permanently removed from ministry. That pledge has been implemented. The
fact that a lawsuit has been filed or a complaint made to the police does not mean that Father
Fernando has acted in an abusive fashion. All people, priests included, must be presumed
innocent until there is proof to the contrary. At the same time, the Church takes allegations of
this sort seriously -- precisely because we want to uncover the full truth and then act in accord
with the truth. Therefore, we will continue to seek all available information.

We will continue to keep you informed of developments. We ask that you please pray for
everyone involved -- people who have been harmed by sexual abuse, priests, and those

conducting the investigations. Thank vou.

Monsignor Craig A. Cox

92489
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Declaracion para las Misas del fin de semana
en la Parroquia de St. Hilary, Pico Rivera
17-18 de enero, 2004
Respecto al asunto del Reverendo Walter Fernando

Quizas recuerden que en el mes de agosto de 2002, el periddico Los Angeles Times
publicd un articulo sobre la mala conducta sexual por parte de sacerdotes Catolicos y,
entre otros, nombrd al Padre Walter Fernando como uno que, segin las alegaciones,
habia participado en el abuso de una persona menor de edad. El Padre Fernando entonces
servia como asociado pastor en la parroquia de St. Hilary desde marzo hasta noviembre
del 1981. Cuando se publicé el articulo en el mes de agosto del 2002, los oficiales de la
Arquididcesis sabian solamente que se habia iniciado una investigacién pero no habian
recibido de ninguna persona una queja de mala conducta por parte del Padre Fernando en
aquel tiempo.

El dia miércoles de esta semana, 14 de enero, 2004 el Los Angeles Times publico otro
articulo sobre la persona del Padre Fernando. Ademas, una demanda se entabld el mes de
diciembre acusando al Padre Fernando de comportamiento abusivo. La mala conducta,
segun tal, ocurrié durante el periodo de servicio del Padre en la parroquia de St. Hilary.
Fue una sola queja que fue presentada contra el Padre Fernando.

De acuerdo con nuestro compromiso de proteger a nifios y jévenes, el Cardenal Mahony
ha pedido una investigacion de fondo de esta acusacion por un ex-agente del FBI. Los
resultados de esa investigacion serdn presentados al Cardenal Mahony y a los miembros
del Comité Arquidiocesano de Supervisién de Casos de Mala Conducta, cuyo presidente
es un juez jubilado de la Corte Superior. Ademaés, el Comité se compone de catorce
personas de los cuales doce son laicos.

Si alguien tiene informacion que puede facilitar esta investigacidn, le suplicamos que la
presente, Pueden comunicarse al respecto con el Monsefior Craig Cox, el Vicario para el
Clero, o con el investigador, el sefiorREDACTED Si se les
olvida este ntiimero, pueden conseguirlo en las oficinas de su parroquia.

Se ha comprometido el Cardenal que la Arquididcesis haga todo lo posible para que
ustedes sientan la plena confianza que sus hijos estan seguros. Hacia este fin, él esta
totalmente comprometido a remover del ministerio cualquier sacerdote que ha abusado
sexualmente a un menor de edad. Estamos comprometidos a tomar y recibir estas
acusaciones muy en serio — precisamente porque queremos descubrir la plena verdad y,
por consecuencia responder de acunerdo con la verdad. De nuevo, invito a cualquier
parroquiano quien tenga alguna informacidn que la presente para ayudarnos.

Por fin, les pido que recen por todas las personas involucradas — personas dafiadas por el
abuso, por las sacerdotes, y por las personas dirigiendo las investigaciones.
Gracias.
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Statement for Weekend Masses at St. Hilary Parish, Pico Rivera
January 17-18, 2004
Regarding Reverend Walter Fernando

As you may recall, in August of 2002, the Los Angeles Times published an article on sexual
misconduct by Catholic priests and, among many others, named Father Walter Fernando, as
someone who allegedly engaged in the sexual abuse of a minor. Father Fernando was an
Associate Pastor at St. Hilary in March through November of 1981. When the article was
published in August of 2002, officials of the Archdiocese knew only that an investigation was
being conducted and had not received any complaint of misconduct by Father Fernando at that
time.

Earlier this week, on Wednesday, January 14, 2004, The Times published another article
focusing on Father Fernando. Additionally, a lawsuit was filed in December charging Father
Fernando with abusive behavior. The alleged misconduct is said to have taken place during the
time of his service here at St. Hilary. Only one complaint has been lodged against Father
Fernando.

In keeping with our commitment to protect children and young people, Cardinal Mahony has
arranged for this complaint to be investigated very thoroughly by a former FBI agent. The
results of that investigation will be provided to the Cardinal and to the Clergy Misconduct
Oversight Board, headed by a retired Superior Court judge and consisting of fourteen members,
twelve of whom are lay persons.

If any parishioners have information to report that might assist in the investigation of this matter,
we urge you to come forward. You may contact either Monsignor Craig Cox, Vicar for Clergy,
or the investigator, REPACTED If you forget this number, you may
request it at the rectory office at any time.

The Cardinal has dedicated himself and the Archdiocese to do all that is possible to assure our
children and young people are safe. Towards this end, he has pledged to remove from ministry
any priest who is determined to have sexually abused a minor. We are committed to take
allegations of this sort seriously -- precisely because we want to uncover the full truth and then
act in accord with the truth. Again, I invite any parishioner who may have information to come
forward to assist us.

Finally, I ask that you please pray for everyone involved -- people who have been harmed by
sexual abuse, priests, and those conducting the investigations. Thank you.
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. SELTEN
Cox, Msgr. Craig A. VT
v S I E
From: Cox, Msgr. Craig A. F1ne e
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2004 1:44 PM ( — L
To: REDACTED
Subject: Message forREDACTED

| found this email address in the Annuario Pontificio. | ask whoever receives this to forward it toREDAQTED
REDACTED

DearREDACTED

| am the Vicar for Clergy of the Archdiocese of Las Angeles in California. | need to be able to either communicate with you
via a private email address or arrrange to speak with you on the phone. Would you please be so kind as to contact me at
your earliest possible convenience? This is a matter of some delicacy and urgency.

My telephone isREDACTED
Thank you for your kind attention to this matter. May God bless you!

Msgr. Craig A. Cox
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Cox, Msgr. Craig A.

From: Cox, Msgr. Craig A.

Sent: Friday, January 23, 2004 10:28 AM
To: REDACTED

Subject: Your Assistance

DearREDACTED

Thank you so much for your email. | regret to have to inform you that there has been an accusation of sexual misconduct
with a minor lodged against Father Walter Fernando. This charge dates back to his first year in this country, 1981.

It is our understanding that you visited the United States in 1981 and traveled with Father Fernando on a vacation that
included, among other destinations, a trip to the Grand Canyon.

It is critical for our investigation to determine whether or not this vacation trip occurred and to ascertain, as closely as
reasonably possible, the exact dates of the trip. Any type of documentary verification, as well as your own recollections,
would be most helpful to us. For example, if you have entries in your passport verifying your presence here at that time,
receipts from the trip, entries in a diary or journal, dated photographs, etc., these could be most helpful It is our
understanding that you stayed in a number of parishes and with familes during this trip. Any recollection about the places
and persons with whom you stayed would be most helpful.

1 hate to burden you, but there is an urgency that we move forward with our investigation as promptly as possible.
Therefore, | would appreciate a return email as quickly as possible. If you have documentation, could you have notarized
copies made and have them sent by a fast delivery service (e.g., DHL, FedEx) to me at the following address:

Msgr. Craig A. Cox

Archdiocese of Los Angeles

3424 Wilshire Boulavard

Los Angeles, CA 90010

U.S.A.

My office will be happy to reimburse you for any expenses you incure in preparing and shipping the documents to us.

We have retained the services of a professional investigator in this matter, aREDACTED He and | would also
welcome an opportunity to talk with you on the phone if you believe that would be helpful in your communications with us,

I look forward to your response. May God bless you in your ministry.
Yours in Christ,

Msgr. Craig A. Cox

Vicar for Clergy
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CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
INVESTIGATIVE REPORT
ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT

January 23, 2004

Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando
CMOB-027

Report of REDACTED

REDACTED made an accusation of sexual abuse against Father Walter
Fernando to the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) in April 2002. has never
personally lodged a complaint with the Los Angeles Archdiocese but the office of her
attorney REDACTED communicated it to the Archidiocese. Based on her
accusation the following individuals were interviewed and records were reviewed

between January 14, 2004, and January 27, 2004:

1. Monsignor John A. (Archie) Rawden (Retired), former Chancellor Los Angeles
Archdiocese

REDACTED T T

Lol VALY U AL dr e V1 A i ke Sy e e e v e e+

16. Monsignor Craig A. Cox, Vicar for Clergy

Fernando is a 59-year-old Sri Lankan-American who was ordained in Sri Lanka in 1973
and came from Sri Lanka to the Los Angeles Archdiocese in 1981. His initial assignment
in the Archdiocese was at Saint Hilary’s Church in Pico Rivera, reporting March 1, 1981.
He served there until November 29, 1981, and was then transferred to Saint John Baptist
de la Salle where he served until July 31, 1986. Since then he has served at four other
parishes in the Archdiocese and has not had any complaints lodged against him other than
the one that is the subject of this report. He has been an associate pastor at each of his
assignments.

92475

IX 000022



REDACTED

The allegations made by against Fernando are contained in a Complaint filed in Los

Angeles County Superior Court on December 3, 2003, Pertinent parts of the complaint

state:

"™ wes a minor during the alleged acts perpetrated upon her.

. She alleges Fernando molested minor parishioners and that the Archdiocese was
aware of it.

. The specific acts involving Femando and her included:

French kissing

Hugging

Fondling buttocks over clothing

Rubbing and massaging breasts and body

Kissing neck, face and breasts

Digital vaginal penetration

Forced masturbation of Fernando

Attempted forced oral copulation of Fernando

Sexual grooming

N

W

PO th 0 RO O P

A request has been made to T for an interview of by a representative of the

Archdiocese, preferably one of the investigators. This is one of the recommendations of
the Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board, however, despite initially indicating she might
allow thisREDACTED hag not at this time.

REDACTED Certificate of Baptism certifies that she was born on REDACTED

REDACTED was married to REDACTED
ReUACTED

Fernando advised Monsignor Craig A. Cox that the LAPD wanted to talk to him
(Femando) while both were at Saint John’s Seminary attending a continuing education
week the first week of June 2002. He told Cox that about 20 years ago he crossed
boundaries with a woman interested in entering the convent. They went to a movie
together and he put his arm around her. She later entered the convent but left within a
few years.
Sometime after this the archdiocese became aware that ™™ was making an allegation
against Fernando and based on this he was interviewed by Cox and REPACTEREDACTED
REDACTEDgn February 12, 2003. Prior to this interview Fernando retainedREDACTED
as his attorney and although he answered all questions pertaining to him personally and
historically he acted on™"“"®" advice and refused to answer questions regarding the
allegations made against him by REDACTED ____  noted that Fernando’s demeanor was
cordial and cooperative and that he exhibited an appropriate level of concem. Later in
letters dated March 7, 2003, and May 8, 2003, that Femando addressed to Cox he denied
“each of the specific behaviors alleged.” He also wrote, “T absolutely affirm that T have
obeyed my vow of celibacy”.
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On January 21, 2004, Monsignor John A. (Archie) Rawden (retired) was telephonically
contacted. He stated that in 1981 he was the Chancellor for the Archdiocese and
responsible for the transfers of the priests. At that time he lived in the rectory of
Immaculate Conception Church which was across the street from where the chancery. It
was a large rectory and often priests coming into the Archdiocese stayed there prior to
being assigned to a parish. He could not recall Fernando.

On January 16 and 17, 2004,""“""REDACTED was
telephonically interviewed. He is currently Associate Pastor at Our Lady of Lourdes
Church and advised that he has known Father Walter Fernando for about 35 years, since
their days in the seminary in Sri Lanka. He has always known him to be an honorable
man both in Sri Lanka and in the United States. He REDACTEDpreceded Walter in coming
to America and when Walter arrived they spent a good deal of time together. He and his
brother "="“""REDACTED would spend each Wednesday with REPACTED a5 that
was their day off then. *¥PA°™®P did not have a California driver’s license for several
months after he arrived and they drove him to various locations around Southern
California. They often visited and had dinner at other Sri Lankan homes in the area.
Walter was initially assigned to Saint Hilary’s in Pico Rivera but as he recalls he did not
stay there as long as it was originally intended. The reason for this might have been
because of his surname he was believed to be a Spanish speaker and he was not. He was
then transferred to Saint John Baptist de la Salle in Granada Hills. He does not recall any
parishioners at Saint Hilary’s that **“™ was close to or spoke about and the name
REDACTED means nothing to him, Nor does he recall ***“™ mentioning any Saint
Hilary parishioner visiting him at Saint John’s. He described®™*“™as a reserved soft-
spoken person that in his opinion would not force himself on anybody or in any way
violate his vows. He was very surprised to hear that"*P*“™was accused of any
impropriety. He believes that the first summer Walter was in America another Sri
Lankan priest,REDACTED visited this country and they traveled together.™ " is
now a bishop in Sri Lanka and he has a cousin that lives in the Torrance area named
REDACTED whom they visited her on occasion back then. He advised his brother
is now in ministry in New York.

On January 20, 2004, ="““REDACTED (not related to Walter) was
telephonically interviewed. He is cuurently the hospital chaplain at Long Beach
Memorial Hospital, Long Beach, New York, and resides in the rectory at Saint Ignatius
Church in Long Beach, New York. He stated that he was assigned to Saint Michael’s
Church in Los Angeles in 1981 when Father Walter Fernando arrived from Sri Lanka.
He knew Walter in Sri Lanka and knows that he had a good reputation there. He knows
this because there is only one seminary in the country and relatively few priests and if
someone does something untoward it becomes known throughout the religious
community. Also theREPACTED) would not have written a letter of recommendation for him,
which was required. He REPACTED game to the U.S.A. in 1976 for a change and a more
challenging ministry. He explained that Sri Lanka is a small country with few
‘opportunities and he came here to broaden his experiences within the Church. He
believes Walter came for the same reasons but probably with a bit of apprehension since
he was leaving all of his family and most of his friends. When Walter arrived in Los
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Angeles he stayed at the Immaculate Conception rectory with Monsignor Archie
Rawden. He was then sent to Saint Hilary’s. He remermbers that Walter did not drive at
that time since he did not have a California driver’s license and he and his brother, “*°*“™"
REDACTED , would drive to Walter’s church and pick him up each Wednesday their
day off. They would visit other Sri Lankans that resided in the area and frequently have
dinner in their homes. One of these was REDACTED whose cousin, REDACTED

is now a Bishop in Sri Lanka. In 1981 he was a priest from the same diocese as them i in
Sri Lanka and he visited the United States. "™ and Walter traveled to the Grand
Canyon that summer as well as other places but he could not recall exact times and
places. He was very surprised when he heard of the allegations made against Walter as
he has always been a quiet gentleman and has a reputation for that. He never did
anything indiscreet while they were together and he reiterated they spent a good deal of
time together in 1981, He cannot remember Walter ever mentioning REDACTED  or any
other parishioner from Saint Hilary’s nor does he recall him ever mentioning a former
parishioner visiting him after he was transferred to Saint John’s.

On January 21, 2004,REDACTED  was telephonically interviewed and advised she
knows Father Walter Fernando and recalls that he and her cousin RFPACTEPREDACTED

took a vacation together in 1981 when "™ visited the United States. She cannot
remember the dates they traveled but believes they visited the Grand Canyon and Las
Vegas. Back then she frequently saw the Sri Lankan priests that lived in the Los Angeles
area, including Fernando, and they were all good men. She could offer no other
information of value.

On January 17, 2004, REDACTED s telephonically interviewed and on January 20
was personally contacted at Saint Hilary’s. She is currently teaching at Saint Benedict’s
Grammar School in Montebello but has been employed at Saint Hilary’s in some
capacity, part time or full time since 1985. In the mid-1980s she worked in the office and
now does some secretarial work and maintains the archived records of the parish.
Although she was not working in the parish when Walter Fernando was an Associate
Pastor at Saint Hilary’s she was a parishioner and remembers him. She also knew
REDACTED as they both were in the parish youth choir. ©o- - played the flute in the
choir. This was after"™ ™ graduated from high school and before she went into the
convent. After sheREDACTED T re joined the group. Before™ - graduated
from high school and joined the choir she worked in the rectory part-time answering the
telephones and the door. This was on the weekends and in the carly evenings. A search
of pay records failed to locate any for - which makesREPACTED eligve that since she
was part-time she was paid in cash and no records were maintained. REDACTEDdescribed
" a5 a needy person who had a troubled family life. She seemed lonely and REPACTED
family was uninvolved with her activities. REDACTEDalso said ’fhatREDACTED has had financial
problems for years, Less than two years after leaving the conv ent™ " was married and
it might have been to the first person she dated. REDACTED id not believe the marriage
lasted four years and™™ had three daughters as a result of it. " toldREPACTED g4
her husband was having an affair and that after the divorce she felt like a failure again
and questioned where to go from there. **™ never mentioned Fernando to her or anyone

else as far as she knows. She remembered Fernando as a gentle, reserved, docile person
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and felt if anything did occur between - ._._ and him she probably instigated it. Ifhe
made any advances on herREDACTED feels "™ would have told someone. She cannot
recall any birthday or any other type party for *™™“™ in the rectory. She hasnot seen "
in over a year and does not know where she is living or if she is employed. She does
know one of her daughters has a serious health problem. Her daughters went to Saint
Hilary’s school at one time, REDACTED was the parish secretary in 1981 but she is
now very elderly and feeble. In 1985 REDACTED  became the parish secretary and™=>* ™
later met her when both had children in school at Saint Hilary’s. REDACTED is the
current parish business manager and does not know ™" personally but requested
REDACTED]ocate old pay roll records for her. She does not know who asked REPACTED 4o
provide them. She also checked parish records dating back to 1981 for vehicles,
expenses, retreats, training or anything else regarding Fernando with negative results.

The only thing she could locate from that time period were Sunday parish bulletins. The
full time rectory employee at that time wasREDACTED  who is now deceased. "= C =°
REDACTED _  also worked as a junior, or part-time, secretary the same time that ™"
did and she also played guitar in the youth choir. She might be able to provide some
mformation. REDACTED was the housekeeper in 1981 and is now
84 years old and residing at Nazareth House. She might remember something, as she
knew bothREDACTED ~ She frequently talked t"*™ and was fond of her and
never mentioned toREDACTED that had a relationship with a priest. Her mother was
the only person other than the priests that was allowed in their private quarters and she
would not allow anyone else to violate their space.

On January 20, 2004, the Saint Hilary’s Sunday Parish Bulletins for 1981 were reviewed.
The March 8™ one welcomed Fernando to the tgarish. On April 26 his name is listed on
the cover as a parish priest. On November 29 it announces he is being transferred to
Saint John’s. On December 13™ he is no longer named on the cover as a parish priest.

The bulletins for that year indicate that =" “"""EDACTED  was the pastor and that

associate pastors were "~ EDACTED | and Father REDACTED is
deceased andREPACTED eft the Archdiocese May 23, 1985, apparently to return to his
Diocese in Enugu, Nigeria. Parish records reflecf®™* "™ married REDACTED ton

February 21, 1987, and the marriage was declared null and void on April 12, 1994.

On January 16, 2004, T EDACTED Pastor at Our Lady of the Rosary Church,
was telephonically contacted. He advised that he was an associate pastor at Saint
Hilary’s in 1981 and remembers Father Walter Fernando there. He recalled Fernando as
a hard working priest that was very gentle and quiet and definitely never saw him do
anything of a suspicious nature. He could not remember anyone in the parish that
Fernando was particularly close to. He had recently come from Sri Lanka and he
socialized with other Sri Lankan priests on his day off. He recalls that they came to pick
him up and that they would go to various places in the area. He cannot recall if Fernando
was assigned a vehicle but believes that he probably was. He did not recall when
Fernando’s vacation was or if he took a parish car when he went. He did not remember
REDACTED
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On January 21, 2004, ““REDACTED principal of Saint Hilary’s School was
telephonically contacted. She advised that REDACTED  did not attend Saint Hilary’s
School but that her children did for a period of time. She knew her as a parent of a
student and nothing more. Her children were withdrawn from the school she believes for
financial reasons.

On January 21, 2004, REDACTED , business manager, Saint Hilary’s Church, was
telephonically contacted. She advised she does not know Father Walter Fernando or
REDACTED . She learned of"¥PA°™Pname in this matter from her pastor and advised
that a state agency had requested payroll records fo™™ in July 2003 but there were no
records.

On January 21, 2004, REDACTED  was interviewed at Nazareth House. She advised
that she was the housekeeper at the rectory of Saint Hilary’s Church when Father Walter
Fernando was assigned there. He was a very quiet nice man who she liked a lot. He
related well to the parishioners and they liked him. REDACTED  was a junior secretary
in the rectory and answered the telephone and the front door. She was in high school and
worked part-time. She was a hard worker and helped to support her family, Before she
entered the convent she discussed it withREDACTED and he later told REPACTED that
he did not think she would make it in religious life. *>*“™is now an interpreter in the
court system in Los Angeles and she believes that ™™ continues to help support her
parents. She knew of no connection between Fernando and "™ Nobody was allowed
in the priests’ quarters but her, not even the parish secretary. She did not remember any
type party for™**™™ in the rectory.

On January 21, 2004, REDACTED ~was interviewed at the
Nazareth House. He remembered Father Walter Fernando as one of his associate pastors
at Saint John’s and that he was an excellent, obedient young man. He was given the
hospital ministry and worked very hard at it. He has no recollection of anything that
would reflect poorly upon Fernando. The only female he remembers visiting Fernando
was another Sri Lankan. He characterized him as “one of my prized young men.”

On Jamuary 21, 2004. REPACTEREDACTED . was telephonically interviewed. He is
currently pastor of REDACTED and was an REDACTED at Saint
John’s in 1981 when Father Walter Femando arrived. He was a very reserved gentleman
and he was never suspicious of Fernando for any reason. He has called appropriate
people for the activities of others over the years but not Fernando. He cannot recall any
parishioners from Saint Hilary’s visiting Fernando at Saint John’s.

On January 21, 2004, Monsignor Timothy J. Dyer, REDACTED , Was
telephonically interviewed and advised he was the Vicar for Clergy m 1990 and 1992
when Father Walter Fernando was transferred from Cathedral Chapel and Saint Gregory
the Great Churches after what appears to be abbreviated stays. He could not recall why
these transfers were made but is certain that if there was a serious problem behind them it
would be noted in Fernando’s file.
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On January 22, 2004, a meeting was held with LAPD Lieutenant REDACTED Officer
in Charge of the Juvenile Division and LAPD OfficerREDACTED  genior detective of
the cleric abuse task force. They advised they were not at liberty to release any portions
of their case relating to Father Walter Fernando including the transcript of the monitored
telephone call between Fernando andREDACTED This would be against their policy
and could be harmfiul to a future case if another victim comes forward since the®™P*°™=P
case can be used for corroboration. Due to the Stogner Decision Fernando will not be
prosecuted in this matter but 2™ opined that the telephone call corroborated REPACTED
claims. REPACTED will contact Deputy District Attorney"-PACTED {5 obtain his
opinion on allowing the transcript of the call to be viewed by the Archdiocese and advise
once this decision is made.

On January 15, 2004REDACTED advised in a
memo that REDACTED  REDACTED
‘REDACTED

On January 17 and 18, 2004, a statement was read at all week end Masses at Saint
Hillary’s that Father Walter Fernando was named in a law suit accusing him of sexual
abuse while assigned to that parish. It requested any parishioner with information
regarding this matter to contact the Archdiocese and left Monsignor Craig A. Cox’s
telephone nmumber. No contact has been made.

On January 21, 2004, REDACTED pansh secretary at Saint Hilary’s from 1983 until
1998 advised that she had no information of value relating to this matter.

The REDACTED issue of the Los Angeles Lay Catholic Mission contains an article
stating that the REDACTED named REDACTED 45 5 sexual abuse
victim handing out leaflets at the Sherman Oaks Galleria. The pamphlets informed
victims of sexual abuse by priests that they could bring suit against perpetrators for the
duration of 2003 and urged them to contact the Church.

On January 27, 2004,REDACTED

e-mailed™ ™ the following information. He has known Femnando since 1964 and they
attended the seminary together, Between roughly September 5™ and 18™ 1981 he and
Fernando traveled by car to the Grand Canyon. They also spent time in Flagstaff,
Arizona, and Las Vegas, Nevada, on the trip which took four or five days. Fernando was
assigned to Saint John Baptist de 1a Salle at the time.
A public records database search was done on" " and provided no information of value
in this matter.
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Analysis and Observations

This allegation was made 21 years after the act supposedly took place.

There are no independent witnesses named by as having ever observed any of the
alleged activities. Therefore much of the investigation set forth above revolves around
character evaluation of the parties by those that knew them at that time as well as now.

"™ had a difficult childhood and as a young woman left religious life and had a failed
acrimonious marriage.

She is raising™“™ daughters at least one of which has a REDAGTED
She has had financial difficulties throughout her life.

Fernando was assigned to Saint Hilary’s on March 1, 1981, and remained there until
November 30, 1981.

Fernando did not drive for a couple of months after arriving at Saint Hilary’s due to a
lack of a valid driver’s license.

Although the LAPD advised that in their opinion Fermnando corroborated 0

allegations in the recorded telephone call REDACTED on another occasion said the call
“seemed to corroborate her account.”

REDACTED ] gth ¢ i+ day was .REUDAC‘TED _

No other complaints have been lodged against Fernando.

These issues have a bearing on this analysis but without more information it cannot be

determined at this time, with any level of certainty, whether the alleged activities took
place or not.
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Timeline Regarding Father Walter Fernando
April 24, 1944.. . Walter Femando bom in Ragama, Sri Lanka
January 1, 1973.. .Fernando ordained for Diocese of Colombo, Sri Lanka
March 1, 1981...Fernando assigned to Saint Hilary’s Parish, Pico Rivera
REDACTED 1981.. REDACTED 18% birthday
November 29, 1981...Fernando leaves Saint Hilary’s
November 30, 1981...Fernando assigned to Saint John Baptist de la Salle, Granada Hills

REDACTED

January 1983.. enters convent

March 27, 1985... " leaves convent

February 24, 1986...Fernando incardinated in Los Angeles

July 31, 1986...Fernando leaves Saint John’s

August 1, 1986.. . Fernando assigned to Saint Rose of Lima, Simi Valley
REDACTED 1987.. ™ narries REDACTED  at Saint Hilary’s

July 1, 1990.. Fernando leaves Saint Rose

July 2, 1990.. Fernando assigned Cathedral Chapel, Los Angeles

June 12, 1991..REDACTED file for divorce

May 2, 1992.. . Fernando leaves Cathedral Chapel

May 3, 1992.. .Fernando assigned Saint Gregory the Great, Whittier

June 30, 1992...Femando leaves Saint Gregory

July 1, 1992...Fernando assigned Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary, Pasadena
April 12, 1994, REDACTED  marriage declared null and void by Catholic Church

REDACTED

April 2002... reports molestation to LAPD

REDACTED

May 2002.. makes monitored telephone call to Fernando
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June 13, 2002...Fernando advises Monsignor Craig A. Cox LAPD wants to talk to him

August 18, 2002...Los Angeles Times article names Fernando as being under
investigation

August 30,2002...0fficer REDACTED advisessREDACTED LAPD has open
case on Fernando

REDACTED

January 1, 2003.. identified in Los Angeles Times as abuse victim perREDACTED
REDACTED
January 1,2003.. 7" appears on list of plaintiffs

January 22, 2003...CMOB discusses matter but has few facts and takes no action
February 12, 2003...Fernando interviewed by Cox and REDACTED

March 7, 2003.. .Fernando sends Cox letter denying most serious charges

March 26, 2003...CMOB discusses matter and requests more information be obtained
May 8, 2003...Fernando sends second letter to Cox denying all allegations

January 14, 2004... L.A. Times article details case against Fernando and that he is still in
ministry

January 14, 2004...CMOB discusses matter and requests expedited investigation
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Page 1 of 2
REDACTED )
(~piLe
Cox, Msgr. Craig A.

From: Cox, Msgr. Craig A.
Sent:  Tuesday, January 27, 2004 8:26 AM
To:  REDACTED

Subject: RE:
REDACTED

Thank you very much for your reply, | lock forward to receiving the materials you are sending. This helps us
verify timelines so that we can better assess the claim being made.

May God bless you in your minisiry.

Msgr. Craig A. Cox

From:REDACTED

Sent: Monday, January 26, 2004 8:52 PM
To: Cox, Msgr. Craig A.
Subject:

27.01.2004
Attn. Msgr. Craig A. Cox
Dear Msgr. Cox,

1 aREDACTED

From 1978 - 1982 I was reading for a Post-Graduate Degree in London and was a resident priest
at Our Lady of Lourdes, 373, Bowes Road, London N11 1AA.

On the 30™ of August 1981, I travelled from Gatwick Airport to Los Angeles by Laker Sky Train
an Air Plane (Refer photocopies of passport pgs 22 & 34). I was not staying in a parish nor with

families during this tour. I only stayed with my 1% cousin, mother's brother's daughterREDACTED

and her husbandREDACTED | Present address: REDACTED California
REDACTED Tglephone: REDACTED | I stayed with them till the 25% of September, arrival at
Gatwick Airport (Refer Pg.24).

I have known Fr. Walter Fernando from 1964. From 1965 - 1967 we were seminarians at the
National Seminary, Ampitiya, Sri Lanka. In 1967, I was sent to Rome by the then Card.
Archbishop of Colombo. When I was at Torrance, I contacted Fr. Walter Fernando, who was an
Associate Pastor in a Church dedicated to St. John the Baptist De La Salle (hope I am correct).

In September 1981, roughly between the 5™ and the 181 September, we went on trip, only the
two of us to the Grand Canyon by car. We stayed the night in a place called Flagstaff; saw the
Grand Canyon and went to Las Vegas and stayed with a friend - theREDACTED ‘s from Sri

Lanka. We stayed only one day at Las Vegas. The whole trip took only 4 to 5 days maximum
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and I returned to London on 250 September 1981, arrival at Gatwick Airport (Pg. 24)

On the 5% of February 1982, I once again visited Los Angeles (Pg. 24) and stayed till 270
February 1982, embarkation and arrival from Heathrow Airport (Pgs 24 & 35). This time I paid a

visit to Mexico on 14% February 1982 - 19® February 1982 (Pgs 16 & 34). During this period, I
may have met Fr. Walter, but did not go on a tour with him.

I hope this information would be sufficient, I am sending the photocopies of the relevant passport

pages by fax REDACTED to you and through registered express air mail. If you need to talk to
me over the phone, you may contact me on one of these lines. REDACTED
FREDACTED

May God bless you and your work,

Yours in the Lord,
REDACTED

REDACTED

REDACIED
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CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED

INVESTIGATIVE REPORT

ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT

February 1, 2004

Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando

Interviewee: REDACTED (Protect Identity Upon Request)
Interviewer:REDACTED

Date of Interview: January 29, 2004

REDACTED was telephonically interviewed and provided the following
information:
REDACTED
REDACTED
REDACTED
REDACTED
REDACTED REDACTED

was a priest at Saint Hilary’s who both she and knew. When it became
public that he had abused REDACTED , who they both knew also, they discussed it. On
one of these occasiond™ " asked her if she remembeted Father Walter Fernando and

she told™™ ™ that her memory of him was very faint. © " then told her that he had
abused their relationship. When she asked™™™ what she meant by thaf™ " refused to
detail what had happened and was clearly embarrassed by it. This was the only time it
was mentioned and she could not say with any accuracy when it happened except that it
was after the™***“™* incident became public and at least a year ago. They have a mutual
friend, REDACTED , who now lives in Moreno Valley. About the same time
REPACTED mentioned Fernando to her she was talking tofFPACTED apd REDACTED related thatREDACTED
had asked her also if she rememberecX=PACTED  She cannot recall whatREDACTED
response was. It surprised her that *“™ would say something like that about a priest.

The incident with Fernando took place while™ was working in the rectory. She did
not believe that "™ would make something like this up but at the time it did not occur
to her that the abuse was sexual in nature. She assumed thaf®®*“™had told him
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something in confidence and he repeated it to someone else or something like that. At
the time she was a fairly close friend of * —C " ~and she wondered why she had not told
her sooner than she did.

REDACTED . . .
She has not seen in over a year and she lost track of her. She is not even certain as
» » - y
to where she is living or working. She described ™™™ as a very quiet and shy person.
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Office of . 3424 Los Angeles
Archdiocese of Los Angeles Vicar for Clergy Wilshire California
{213)637-7284 Boulevard 90010-2241
TO: Presbyterate of the Archdiocese
FROM: Monsignor Craig A. Cox, Vicar for Clergy
RE: Priests in Active Service Named in Lawsuits
DATE: 1 February 2004
My brothers,

As you know, many lawsuits were filed in the month of December alleging sexual abuse of minors
on the part of priests, brothers, religious and others working for the Church. These filings are
public records, available to the media and to any other person who wishes to obtain the
information. Being named in a lawsuit, however, is not of itself proof of misconduct. Therefore,
among those named are a number of priests who, for many different and weighty reasons,
continue in their assignments and remain in good standing,

After intense consultations that involved these priests, the Council of Priests, as well as others, we
concluded that the best course of action was for us to inform the parishioners of the parishes
where these priests continue to serve that their priest had been named in a lawsuit. We concluded
that being open and bringing accurate information directly to our parishioners was wise and
necessary. This was a painful decision, especially for the priests involved.

Therefore, 1 wanted to inform you that over the last several weekends, announcements were made
in the parishes where these priests continue to serve. At this difficult moment, and with the
consent of those listed, I want to commumcate to you the names of these brother priests. They

are; "EPACTEIREDACTED — . Father Walter Fernando,
REDACTED Monsignor Richard Loomis, " *EDACTED
REDACTED

I ask that you please keep them in your prayers as they deal with the allegations made in these
lawsuits. Clearly, supporting one another in our Presbyterate is not at odds with having a
profound empathy for those who were harmed by the evil of sexual abuse, especially those who
were abused by a priest. Thus, T ask that you keep all victims of sexual abuse in your daily prayer.
Thank you.
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CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
INVESTIGATIVE REPORT
ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT

February 4, 2004

Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando
Interviewee: REDACTED

Interviewer: REDACTED

Date of Interview: February 2, 2004

REDACTED  was contacted at Saint John’s and conducted a tour of the rectory and
surrounding area.

She pointed out that the area behind the rectory was made into a gathering area, or plaza,
in 1991. Prior to that it was a parking lot and if a priest did not park in the garage he
could have easily parked there and it would have been convenient to the priests’ private
entrance into the rectory.

Leaving this area is a walkway between the church and the rectory that leads to the
private entrance on the west side of the rectory. Entering this door a hallway goes about
ten feet and then there is left turn and an immediate left turn into a sitting room. Thisis a
private sitting room and a door from it leads directly into a bedroom. Entering the
bedroom looking at the wall to the left is a window. Currently the head of the bed is
under the window but™**°™° advised the previous occupant had the head of the bed
immediately to the left as one entered the room. If the bed was configured in that manner
the chest of drawers and mirror on the far wall would be at the foot of the bed. REPACTED
stated that particular piece of furniture had been positioned that way as long as she had
been there, which was since the early 1990s.

She was not working at the parish when Father Walter Fernando was there but believes
this room was more than likely his. The other associate pastor suite is across the hall.

REDACTED provided blue prints for the rectory.
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CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
INVESTIGATIVE REPORT
ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT

February 4, 2004
Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando

Interviewee: REDACTED
REDACTED

Interviewer: REDACTED
Date of Interview: February 2, 2004

REDACTED was interviewed and provided the following information:

She contacted REPACTEREDACTED
REDACTED __ regarding REDACTED He advised that “™"""REDACTED

REDACTED el
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CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
INVESTIGATIVE REPORT
ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT

February 6, 2004

Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando

Interviewee: ReDACTEDzDACTED

Interviewer:REDACTED

Date of Interview: February 5, 2004

REDACTEREDACTED .was telephonically interviewed and provided the following
information:

When Father Walter Fernando came to Saint John Baptist de la Salle Church in Granada
Hills in 1981 as an associate pastor he was assigned a room in the rectory. On entering
the rectory from the priests’ entrance off of the walkway between the rectory and church
there is a hallway. Straight ahead a few feet is another hallway to the left and then
immediately to the left a door into the sitting room that 1s part of the suite in which
Fernando lived. There is also a bedroom and bathroom in that suite.

There was parking in the rear of the rectory at that time and no door in the rear of the
rectory opening to that parking area. At that time there was no exit door on that end of
the rectory.

REDACTED

The name : means nothing to him.

REDACTED

3)
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. CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
INVESTIGATIVE REPORT
ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT

February 8, 2004

Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando
REDACTED

Supplemental Report of REDACTED
Reference Report Dated January 23, 2004

The morning of January 29" REDACTED telephonically advised that he had spoken
withREDACTED the counsel for REDACTED  and that""™ would be
available for an interview that evening. I telephonically contacted > who advised
that ®®*= would meet with me at the REDACTED located at
REDACTED at 6:00 p. m. that evening. She also said that an
associate of hers REDACTED  would be there to make RED"CTEDrnore comfortable. She
put no restrictions on the interview and only asked it not drag on for several hours. She
was assured it would not.
At 5:45 p. m. I identified myself to™"°"*® and we exchanged business cards. He was
sitting in a relatively private booth in the restaurant and"  had gone to the rest room.
Shortly thereafter she returned and*=""“"™ " introduced me to her. At that point he

REDA
requested no questions be asked regarding damages in the suit * bad filed. He was
assured that was not the intent of the interview. ““™ then provided the following

information:

She met Father Walter Fernando in either late 1980 or early 1981 at Saint Hilary’s
Catholic Church in Pico Rivera. She was 17, a senior at Saint Paul’s High School and
working at Saint Hilary’s as a junior secretary in the rectory. She was very active in the
parish at that time. She taught a Confraternity of Christian Doctrine (CCD) class in her
junior and senior year in high school and was In the junior choir where she sang and
played the flute. She characterized herself as an unattractive nerd while in high school
who had few, if any, friends and was the subject of verbal abuse. She had a 4.0 grade
point average and some of the students may have resented her for that. Her home life
was also troubled and she enjoyed being at the parish, as it was a refuge for her. She
began volunteer work in the rectory during her junior year and between her junior and
senior year she was hired as a junior secretary and began to receive a salary.

The priests at Saint Hilary’s at that time were the pastorREDACTED  ywho is now
deceased;REDACTED REDACTED  and Fernando. She could not be
certain if a REDACTED P was there at that time or came shortly after
Fernando left. She thought he might have been there a short time while Fernando was
there as she recalled ™™ and REDACTED had rooms downstairs in the rectory andREDACTED
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[¥*T®and Fernando were upstairs. As a junior secretary she came to the rectory directly

from school. The school bus had a stop at the church making it convenient for her and
she reported to work wearing her school uniform. She would work as late as 9:30 p. m.
at times on week nights and also on weekends. She was restricted to working not more
than 25 hours a week. REDACTED who was attending California State University
at Los Angeles, was also working there and trained™ " but other than the training they
were not there together as one would normally relieve the other. There was another
junior secretary for a short time but she was fired due to talking to her boyfriend on the
telephone at work. " not only did not have a boyfriend but did not date until years
later after leaving the convent. Her duties included doing parish clerical work and
answering the telephone and door. She placed the priests” messages in bexes that were
next to where she sat. She normally ate her dinner in the kitchen but on occasion was
invited to eat in the dining room with the priests.

The rectory was quiet in the evening and normally only she and the priests were there. It
was not uncommon for them to come by to check their mailboxes for messages.
Fernando began to strike up conversations with her in the evening when they were alone.
These talks became increasingly longer and friendlier. The first thing she recalls that was
a bit unusual was one evening he began to shoot rubber bands at her. Late one Sunday
afternoon in perhaps April 1981 Fernando suggested they go to the parish hall behind the
church and he would play his violin and she her flute. They were there alone with a
piano near the stage and she played her flute and sang. Then he played the violin and
brought out music and sang a love song entitled, “Drink To Me Only With Thine Eyes™.
She felt this was a strange selection for him to pick since it was a love song. They were
there about an hour.

Shortly after the parish hall incident she was alone at her desk one evening wearing her
high school uniform. Fernando showed her a book and suggested that she read it. She
turned the book over and read a synopsis of the story on the rear cover. It was about a
priest who was having an affair and she gave it back to him. He inquired as to why she
did not want to read it and she told him that she did not think that priests should do that
sort of thing. He then explained to her there was a difference between celibacy and
chastity. According to him celibacy meant simply that priests were precluded from
marriage. Chastity was a vow that only priests that were in a religious order took along
with poverty and obedience. Since he was a diocesan priest chastity did not pertain to
him and he only had to remain celibate that is not marrying. Nobody had ever explained
this to her and she was confused but since he was a priest she accepted what he said.
Nevertheless she did not read the book and cannot remember the title.

Not long after the book incident, while still in high school, either on his day off or on the
weekend he mentioned that he wanted to see a movie and asked her to accompany him.
She rarely went to movies and since he was a priest and was showing her attention she
readily accepted. He drove to her house, honked the horn and she came out. This is the
procedure he used whenever he came to pick her up in the future. He never came into the
house to talk to her parents or siblings. Her parents did not object to her going and she
believes they felt good about it since they thought she was in the safe care of a priest.

N
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. They drove down Rosemead Boulevard to Downey the city that adjoins Pico Rivera to
the south. They went to the Showcase Theatre located next to a Farrell’s Ice Cream
Parlor. Neither structure is any longer there as it is now a shopping center. He sat to her
left during the movie and during the movie reached over and initially patted her hand. He
then reached his arm around her shoulder and put his hand on her breast and began to rub
it. She stared straight ahead and not knowing what to do she did not do or say anything.
The movie was near its conclusion when this happened and when it finished she asked
him to hand her a sweater she placed on the seat next to him. When she did this he
abruptly leaned down and gave her a hard kiss on the lips. She had never been kissed on
the lips before and she was shocked and emotional. She told him she had to go to the
ladies’ room and excused herself. When she returned to him she was still in shock and
they proceeded back to the car. She cannot recall the name of the movie. The vehicle
was a white parish car that Fernando used and she does not know if it was assigned to
him or not. As he was leaving the parking lot he backed into another car and continued
to drive away. She called his attention to it since it was very apparent but he told her not
to worry about it and left. He was quiet after the movie and little if anything was said on
the drive home. He did not come into her house when he brought her home either.

Not long after the movie incident, while she was still in high school, they returned to the
same parking lot. She cannot recall the reason they were there but he parked in front of
Farrell’s and laid his head in her lap. While in this position he pulled her head down and
kissed her. This was a longer kiss than the one in the movie and he put his tongue in her
mouth. After the kiss he took her home.

On another occasion while she was still in high school, probably on a Saturday, he took
her to the Los Angeles County Arboretum. She wore her hair in bangs and she recalled
that she had braces on her teeth then. It was a warm day and she wore a white dress that
she made and white sandals. As in the other described incidents he did not wear his
clerical clothes. He brought a camera and took about five photographs during the day
which he later showed to her. He did not give her any of them and she has no idea where
they are now. He did not feel comfortable driving on freeways and so he drove home on
Rosemead Boulevard. This route passed through the Whittier Narrows and a large park
at Legg Lake. He pulled into the parking lot at Legg Lake and parked. He wanted to
take a walk and so they did for a while and then they stopped at a picnic table and sat
down. He began to kiss and fondle her. It was dark and they were there for about an
hour. This time he put his hand inside her blouse and bra so he was rubbing the skin of
her breast. They then returned to the car and drove home.

After the first Legg Lake incident they returned there and once again he was not in
clerical garb. This time it was in the evening and the light was very dim. He was sitting
in the driver’s seat and she was in the front passenger seat when he unzipped his pants
and exhibited his erect penis outside of his pants. She had never seen a penis before and
did not want to look but did see it as she glanced over. He then told her to kiss his penis
and when she said, “No Father”, he tried to force her and instructed her to do it. When
she did not he took her left hand in his, put in on his penis and began to masturbate. He
was breathing hard and kept repeating, “Do it! Do it!” This continued until he ejaculated
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and her hand was covered with fluid. He then gave her a napkin or something similar to
clean up with.

It was sometime after the second Legg Lake incident she remembers being on the school
bus approaching the Saint Hilary’s rectory when some of the girls noticed Fernando
walking on the street. He was dressed in black wearing white shoes and they thought he
resembled a penguin and giggling commented to that effect. At that time she felt a great
deal of shame and fear wondering if anyone could tell by looking at her what she had
done with him. She did not know of anyone who had ever observed them, either from the
parish or anywhere else, during one of these incidents but she had these thoughts
nonetheless. She remembers being confused with her emotions because most of the time
he was kind to her, paid attention to her and showed her affection. Nobody else did this.

Sometime after these incidents Fernando was transferred to Saint John Baptist de la Salle
in Granada Hills. She had never been to Granada Hills and it sounded very affluent to
her and she thought he had done very well. Once he was there he called her and said he
was happy there and wanted her to visit. He drove to her house and took her back to the
Saint John’s tectory. This first trip she brought her flute. He parked in the rear of the
rectory in an area that appeared to be for the priests. They then entered what she thought
was a back door and immediately to the left was a sitting room. From this room was a
door that entered into his room. The first trip there she played her flute in the sitting
room.

The second time he brought her there they went into his room. As they entered his room
there was a bed to the left of the door. At the foot of the bed was a dresser with a mirror
above it. The room was carpeted and to the left of the dresser was a chair. There was a
window on the left wall entering his room. He had her disrobe when they were in his
room but she kept her slip on. He pulled down her slip and bra and kissed her breasts and
sucked on her nipples. They laid on the bed on top of each other and side-by-side and
she could feel his erection but she did not know if he ejaculated during their activity. She

- asked him why he did not undress and he responded that he did not want her to become
pregnant.

During one of these episodes she asked him why he did not leave the priesthood and he
said that was the only thing he knew and that he could do nothing else. He mentioned
that in the seminary in Sri Lanka the seminarians were discouraged from touching
themselves and were given some type of implement to tuck their shirts in so they would
not touch themselves in that area of the body. He told her that his Sri Lankan first name
isREPACTEDand that the name Fernando came from the Portuguese that settled that area of
Sri Lanka. He never mentioned his family or why he came to America. She met some of

the other Sri Lankan priests who were his friends but never had a conversation with them.
She estimated that she traveled to Granada Hills on perhaps ten occasions and similar
things happened that were previously described. Only one time, during her last visit, did

he have her take all of her clothes off including her undergarments. They laid on the bed
that time and he “spooned” her. She described that as lying closely side-by-side. He
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would always do the touching and she neither wanted to nor did touch him. She was
always in a passive state during these encounters and is unaware if he ejaculated since he
was wearing his clothes,

After he instructed her to dress he always went to the kitchen and brought her back ice
cream. He knew she liked ice cream and she would sit in the chair in his room and eat it
and then he drove her home. One time as they both stood in front of his mirror he took a
roman collar from a dresser drawer and put it on her. After they both looked at it for a
few moments in the mirror he took it off and put it back. Neither one of them said
anything. During these visits she met the housekeeper once, who she could only describe
as an Anglo female. This woman knew that she and Fernando were in his room together
behind closed doors. Another time she met a priest at the doorway of the sitting room
and he had several lay people with him. She was simply introduced as a friend by
Fernando.

He sent her two letters while he was at Saint John’s. The first one mentioned that he
went to an outdoor play and after that had a sore throat. He said that one kiss from her
would cure it. The second letter was just before she entered the convent and he told her
how brave she was to do that. She had not seen him in quite awhile and believes she
probably told him about her plans for the convent during her last visit with him. She
entered the convent on January 9, 1983. She does not have either letter or any other
document from that era with the exception of an old address book with Fernando’s
telephone number in Granada Hills. She did not have that with her.

She was never in Fernando’s room at Saint Hilary’s while he was there. At times she
would assist the housekeeper delivering laundry to the priests’ room. She could not
recall seeing any type of unusual marks or scars on Fernando’s private parts but said he
was very dark skinned and had hairy arms. Another recollection was that he frequently .
wore mismatched clothes.

Due to the confused state of mind she was in and lack of close friends she did not confide
in anybody at the time these events happened and not until 2002 did she reveal it. It was
while she was reading an article in one of the weekly news publications, perhaps Time or
Newsweek, about a Catholic priest abuse victim that was a musician and had thought
about entering the seminary that all of these memories came flooding back to her. She
was at work and became very distraught. Driving home that is all that she thought of and
when she arrived her brother immediately noticed there was something wrong. When he
inquired as to what was bothering her she blurted out what occurred. He told her that she
needed some help. They then searched Fernando’s name on the internet and determined
he was still an active priest. On learning this she was horrified and concerned that he
might have preyed on others and was continuing to do so. Shortly after that she
approached an attorney acquaintance and confided in her. She gave her the telephone
number of the appropriate unit in the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) and about
one week later she filed a complaint with them.
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Regarding the consensually monitored telephone call she made to Fernando at the behest
of the LAPD she does not have a copy or a transcript of it. She has never listened to the
recording or seen a franscript. She not only has no problem with the Archdiocese
listening to the conservation she desires that this be done. She and"™ ">, advised that
REDACTED would be told of this and it was requested they askREPACTED to call Detective

REDACTED or Lieutenant REDACTED 1o facilitate the Archdiocese obtaining a copy.
In the call Fernando immediately acknowledged remembering her and did not seem
surprised that she was calling him. She told him she was upset at the news coming out of
Boston regarding the clerical sexual abuse cases. She asked him if he remembered what
happened between them and mentioned specific acts and ptaces they happened. He
responded that he did although as she recalls there were a couple of things he claimed not
to remember. He acknowledged thinking about it over the years and when she mentioned
specific sexual activity between them he agreed that it occurred. The letters were also
mentioned and he recalled them. He continually asked for her forgiveness, said he was
sorry and told her that he went to confession and received absolution. He also said that
he thought she was older and that it was in the heat of passion. She pointed out to him
that she was in high school and he regularly saw her in her high school uniform and that
since it happened on a number of times it could not have been a momentary passionate
impulse. He mentioned that he was young but she pointed out he was 37 years old in
1981. He also said that she treated him nicely, was helpful to him and that he loved her.
She asked if he loved her why he had hurt her so badly. He also told her he had not done
anything like that to anyone else. She finally said that she forgave him and he felt
relieved at that. He asked her if she had told anyone else about what he had done and she
said that she had not. He asked her to pray for him and to call him again in the future.
The call was then terminated.

On reflection she now feels his behavior was predatory and calculated and emphasized
her fear that he might have done this to someone else and her desire that he be relieved of
his ministry. It tormented her to know that he was in a position that allows him to this
again,

"™ became emotional at times when recounting the details set forth above. She
advised early in the interview that there was one incident she had a particular hard time
with and that it might upset her enough when she described it that she would not be able
to continue. It was suggested that she relate that at the end of the interview. This was
acceptable to her and this is what she recounted. She could not give a time frame for
when this happened, before or after his transfer to Saint John’s, but remembered they
parked in the parkine lot at Rio Vista Elementarvy School on Coffman-Pico Road in Pico
Rivera. REDACTED ) There were a line of
skinny trees that blocked the view of the parking lot from the street and these trees have
since been removed. After he parked there, without any foreplay, he put his finger into
her vagina. This was very painful and she told him that and kept repeating, “Father,
Father, ...” It was very traurnatic to her and that is all she remembers.

She reiterated that she was always taught to be permissive, passive and respectful of
adults especially priests and she never thought of saving no to his abusive activities.
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Even now she finds it very difficult to talk about. She never saw him do anything like
this to anyone else and she is not aware of him abusing anyone else.

REDACTED  REDACTED _  of Saint John Baptist de la Salle Church, was contacted
on February 2, 2004, and conducted a tour of the rectory and surrounding area.

She pointed out that the area behind the rectory was made into a gathering area, or plaza,
in 1991. Prior to that it was a parking lot and if a priest did not park in the garage he

- could have easily parked there and it would have been convenient to the priests’ private
entrance into the rectory.

Leaving this area is a walkway between the church and the rectory that leads to the
private entrance on the west side of the rectory. Entering this door a hallway goes about
ten feet and then there is left turn and an immediate left turn into a sitting room. Thisisa
private sitting room and a door from it leads directly into a bedroom. Entering the
bedroom looking at the wall to the left is a window. Currently the head of the bed is
under the window butE*°™EP adyised the previous occupant had the head of the bed
immediately to the left as one entered the room. If the bed was configured in that manner
the chest of drawers and mirror on the far wall would be at the foot of the bed. ' ="
stated that particular piece of furniture has been positioned that way as long as she has
been at Saint John’s, which is the early 1990s.

She was not working at the parish when Father Walter Fernando was there but believes
this room was more than likely his. The other associate pastor suite is across the hall.

REDACTED - .
provided blue prints for the rectory.

REDACTEREDACTED was telephonically interviewed on February 5, 2004, and
provided the following information:

When Father Walter Fernando came to Saint John Baptist de la Salle Church in Granada
Hills in 1981 as an associate pastor he was assigned a room in the rectory. REDACTED
was the other associate at that time and described that on entering the rectory from the
priests’ entrance off of the walkway between the rectory and church there is a hallway.
Straight ahead a few feet is another hallway to the left and then immediately to the left a
door into the sitting room that is part of the suite in which Fernando lived. There is also a
bedroom and bathroom in that suite.

There was parking in the rear of the rectory at that time and no door existed into the rear
of the rectory from that parking area.

REDACTED

The name means nothing to him.
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REDACTED

Archdiocese of Los Angeles was interviewed on February 2, 2004, and provided the
following information:

She contacted "=P*°TEIREDACTED Vice-Principal at Saint Paul High
School in Santa Fe Springs regardingREDACTED ~ He advised that ™" was an

outstanding student and very active in the music program when she attended Saint Paul’s.
She won several scholastic awards when she graduated.

REDACTED (protect identity upon request) was telephonically interviewed
on January 29, 2004, and provided the following information:

She met REPACTED  when they sang in the junior choir at Saint Hilary’s in 1979-1980.
SheREDACTED  was in the seventh grade and™“™ was about four years older. In her

sophomore year she began work at the parish as a junior secretary and™™™ was leaving
to enter the convent. "™ trained her and their tenure at the rectory overlapped briefly.
While™ " was in the convent she only saw her once when ™™

was home on vacation
and she came by the rectory to say hello.

"™ Ieft the convent in about 1985 and when she came home began to sing in the choir
again and they became reacquainted. They became fairly close friends as her husband
(boy friend at that time) was a friend of REDACTED who "™ was dating and later
married. She thoughtREPACTED wwaq 4 nice person and she does not know the reason for
their divorce. She and her husband are the godparents of " oldest daughter REDACTED

REDACTED  yas a priest at Saint Hilary’s who they both knew. When it became public

that he had abusedREDACTED who they both knew also, they discussed it. On one of
these occasions” . asked her if she remembered Father Walter Fernando and she told
"™ that her memory of him was very faint. © " then told her that he had abused their
relationship wher™™*“™"worked in the rectory. She asked ™ what she meant by that
but ™™™ refused to detail what had happened and was clearly embarrassed by it. This
was the only time it was mentioned and she could not say with any accuracy when it
happened except that it was after the™  incident became public and at least a year

ago. They have a mutual friend, REDACTED who lives in Moreno Valley.
About the time mentioned Fernando to her she was talking toREPACTED and REDACTED
related that ™"

had asked her also if she remembered Fernando. She cannot recall what

REDACTED response was. It surprised her that™"™ would say something like that about a
priest.

REDACTED

She does not believe : would make something like this up but at the time it did not
occur to her that the abuse was sexual in nature. She assumed that "™ had told him
something in confidence and he repeated it to someone or something like that. At the

time she was a fairly close friend of ™ and wondered why ™™ had not told her
sooner than she did.
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REDACTED
She has not seen in over a year and has lost track of her. She does not know where

REDACTED . . . - " REDACTED .
is living or working. She described as a very quiet and shy person.
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REDACTED

From: REDACTED
To: REDACTED ) _
Sent: Monday, February 09, 2004 8:37 AM
Subject: Report

Dear REDACTED

| am relying on your word that you will ook into the Sri Lanka mat@er.

Please find attached your report with our changes in bold and underlined:

January 30,2004

Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando
Interviewee: REDACTED

Interviewer:

Date of interview: Januarv 29, 2004

Place of interview: REDACTED

The morning of January 299REDACTED telephonically advised me that he had spoken withREDACTED _the counsel for
REDACTED and that™ ™ would be available for an interview that evening. T telephonically contacted "4T= 1o advised that™

swould meet with me at the Marie Callender™s noted above at 6:00 p. m. that evening. She also advised that an associate of hers REDACTED
REDACTED vyl be there to make™ ™ more comfortable. She put no restrictions on the interview and only asked it not drag on for several

REDACTED . . . , _— :
bours because as very emotional about this, and a long interview would be too stressful She was assured it wouold not.

REDACTED . . -
At3:43 pom. [identified myself to and we exchanged business cards. He was sitting in a relatively private booth in the restaurant

REDACTED
and had gone to the rest room. Shortly thereatter she returned and "™ intraduced me to her. At that point he requested no
AT
questions he asked regarding damages in the suit™<™ had filed, He was assured that was not the intent of the interview. then
provided the following mformation:

She met Father Walter Fernando mn either late 1980 or early 1981 at Saint Hilarv s Catholic Clwireh in Pico Rivera. She was 16 or 17.a
senior at Saint Paul s High School and svorking at Saint Hﬂm $ as a junior secretary in the rectorv. She wag very active in the parish at
that time. She taught a Confraternity of Christian Dostrine (CCD) elass in her junior and sepior vear in high school and was in the youth
choir where she sang and plaved the flute. She characterized herself as an unattractive nerd in high school who had few. if any. friends
and wag the subject of verbal abuse. She had a 4.0 grade point average and some of the students may- bave resented her for that. Her home
life was also troubled and she enjoved being ot the parish. as it was a refuge for her. She began volunteer work in the rectory during her
junior vear and between her junior and senior vear she was hired as o junior secretary and began to recerve a salary.

REDAC
The priests ot Saint Hilary s at that time were the pe astor REPACTED (o 5 is now deceased: | """ REDACTED REDACTED. and
Fernando. She could not be certain if }REDACTED named REDACTED a5 there at that time or came shortly after Fernando lett.
She thought he might have been there a short time while Fernando was there as she recatled™ ™ and REPACTED had rooms downstairs in
the rectory and REDACTEDREDACTED 31 Fernando were upstairs. As a junior seeretary she came to the rectory directly from sehool. The school
bus had a stop at the chorch making It convenient for her and she reported to work wearing her school uniform. She would work as late as
F:)E [;/(\ L. m.at times on week nights and also on weekends. She was restricted to w orking not more than 23 hours a week. REDACTED
S0 70 who was attending Whittier College initially and later California State University at Los Angeles. was also w ommg there
{strilge: and trained ™™ but other than the training) but thev were not there together as one would normally relieve the other. There was
another junior secretary for a short time but she was fired due to talliing to her boviriend on the telephone at work. Price not onfy did not
have a boviriend but did not date until vears later after leaving the convent. Her duties included doing parish clenical work and answering
the telephone and door. She placed the priests” messages in hoxes that were next to where she sat. She normally ate her dinner in the
kitchen but on occasion was invited fo eat in the dining room with the priests.
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The‘ rectory was quiet in the evening and normally only she and the priests were there. It was not uncormmon for them to come by to check '
their mailboxes for messages. Fernando began to strike up conversations with her in the evening when they were alone. These talks

became increasingly longer and friendlier as time went on. The first thing she recalls that was a bit unusual was one evening he began to
shoot rubber bands at her. Late one Sunday aftemoon in perhaps March or April 1981 Fernando suggested they go to the parish hall
behind the church and he would play his violin and she her flute. They were there alone with a piano near the stage and she played her

flute and sang. Then he played the violin and brought out music and sang a love song entitled, “Drink To Me Only With Thine Eyes”. She
felt this was a strange selection for him to pick since it was a love song. They were there about an hour.

Shortly after the parish hall incident she was alone at her desk one evening. She is not completely sure but she may have been wearing
her high school uniform. Fernando showed her a book and suggested that she read it. She turned the book over and read a synopsis of the
story on the rear cover. It was about a priest who was having an affair and she gave it back to him. He inquired as to why she did not want
to read it and she told him that she did not think that priests should do that sort of thing. He then explained to her there was a difference
between celibacy and chastity. According to him celibacy meant simply that priests were precluded from marriage. Chastity was a vow
that only priests that were in a religious order took along with poverty and obedience. Since he was a diocesan priest chastity did not
pertain to him and he only had to remain celibate, that is not marry. Nobody had ever explained this to her and she was confused but since
he was a priest accepted what he said. Nevertheless she did not read the book and cannot remember the title.

Not long after the book incident, while still in high schoeol, either on his day off or on the weekend he mentioned that he wanted to see a
movie and asked her to accompany him. She rarely went to movies and since he was a priest and was showing her attention she readily
accepted. He drove to her house, honked the horn and she came out. This is the procedure he used whenever he came to pick her up in the
future. He never came into the house to talk to her parents or siblings. Her parents did not object to her going and she believes they felt
good about it since they thought she was in the safe care of a priest. They drove down Rosemead Boulevard to Downey the city that
adjoins Pico Rivera to the south. They went to the Showcase Theatre located next to a Farrell’s Ice Cream Parlor which were part of the
Stonewood Shopping Center. Neither of those structures is any longer there as it has since been converted into an indeor shopping
center. He sat to her left during the movie and during the movie reached over and initially patted her hand. He then reached his arm
around her shoulder and put his hand on her breast and began to rub it. She stared straight ahead and not knowing what to do she did not
do or say anything. The movie was near its conclusion when this happeped and when it finished she asked him to hand her a sweater she
had placed on the seat next to him to his left. When she did this he abruptly leaned forward and gave her a hard kiss on the lips. She had
never been kissed on the lips before and she was shocked and emotional. She told him she had to go to the ladies’ room and excused
herself. When she returned to him she was still in shock and they proceeded back to the car. She cannot recall the name of the movie. The
vehicle was a white parish car that Fernando used and she does not know if it was assigned to him or not. As he was leaving the parking
lot he backed into another parked car and continued to drive away. She called his attention to it since it was very apparent but he told her
not to worry about it and left. He was quiet after the movie and little if anything was said on the drive home. He did not come into her
house when he dropped her off either.

Not long after the movie incident, while she was still in high school, they returned to the same parking lot. She cannot recall the reason
they were there but he parked in front of Farrell’s and laid his head in her lap. While in this position he pulled her head down and kissed
her. This was a longer kiss than the one in the movie and he put his tongue in her mouth. After the kiss he took her home.

On another occasion while she was still in high school, probably on a Saturday, he took her to the Los Angeles County Arboretum. She
wore her hair in bangs and she recalled that she had braces on her teeth then. It was a warm day and she wore a white dress that she made
and white sandals. As in the other described incidents he did not wear his clerical clothes. He brought a camera and took about five
photographs during the day which he later showed to her. He did not give her any of them and she hasno idea where they are now. He did
not feel comfortable driving on freeways and so he drove home on Rosemead Boulevard. This route passed through the Whittier Narrows
and a large park at Legg Lake. He pulled onto the parking lot at Legg Lake and parked. He wanted to take a walk and so they did for a
while and then they stopped at a picnic table and sat down. He then began to kiss her and fondle her. It was dark and they were there for
about an hour. This time he put his hand inside her blouse and bia so he was rubbing the skin of her breast. They then returned to the car
and drove home.

After the first Legg Lake incident they returned there and once again he was not in clerical garb. This time it was in the evening and the
light was very dim. He was sitting in the driver’s seat and she was in the front passenger seat when he unzipped his pants and exhibited
his erect penis outside of his pants. She had never seen a penis before and did not want to look but did see it as she glanced over. He then
told her to kiss his penis and when she said, “No Father, I don't want to do that.”, he tried to force her by putting bis right hand
behind ber neck and pulling her head downward toward his penis and instructed her to do it. When she did not ke took her left hand
in his, put it on his penis encircling it, and while he kept his hand clasped over hers began to masturbate . He was breathing hard and
kept repeating, “Do it! Do it!” This continued until he ¢jaculated and her hand was covered with fluid. He then gave her a napkin or
something similar to clean up with.

It was sometime after the second Legg Lake incident she remembers being on the school bus approaching the Saint Hilary s rectory when
some of the girls noticed Fernando walking on the street. He was dressed in black clerical garb wearing white shoes with buckles and
they thought he looked funny and giggling commented to that effect. At that time she felt a great deal of shame and fear wondering if
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anyone could tell by looking at her what she had done with him. She did not know of anyone who had ever observed them, either from the
parish or anywhere else, during one of these incidents but she had these thoughts nonetheless. She remembers being confused with her

emotions because most of the time he was kind to her, paid attention to her and showed her affection. Nobody else did this.

Sometime after these incidents Fernando was transferred to Saint John Baptist de la Salle in Granada Hills. She had never been to
Granada Hills and it sounded very affluent to her and she thought he had done very well. Once he was there he called her and said he was
happy there and wanted her to visit. He drove to her house and took her back to the Saint John's rectory. This first trip she brought her
flute. He parked in the rear of the rectory in an area that appeared to be for the priests. They then entered what she thought was a back
door and immediately to the left was a sitting room. From this room was a door that entered into his room. The first trip there she played
her flute in the sitting room.

Other times he brought her there, they went into his room. As they entered his room there was a bed to the left of the door. Across

from the foot of the bed was a dresser with a mirror above it. The room was carpeted and to the left of the dresser was a chair. He had her
disrobe when they were in his room but she kept her slip on. He pulled down her slip and bra and kissed her breasts and sucked on her
nipples. They laid on the bed on top of each other and side-by-side and she could feel his erection but she did not know if he ejaculated

during their activity. She asked him why he did not undress and he responded that he did not want her to become pregnant.

During one of these episodes she asked him if he had ever considered leaving the priesthood and he said no because that was the only
thing he knew and that he could do nothing else. He mentioned that in the seminary in Sr Lanka the seminarians were discouraged from
touching themselves and were given some type of implement to tuck their shirts in so they would not touch themselves in the groin area
of the body. He told her that his Sri Lankan first name isREPACTED and that the surname Fernando came from the Portuguese that settled
that area of Sri Lanka. He never mentioned his family or why he came to America. She met some of the other Sri Lankan priests who
were his friends but never had a conversation with them.

She estimated that she traveled to Granada Hills on more than twice but less than ten ocoastons and similar things happened that were
previously described. Only one time, during her last visit, did he have her take all of her clothes off including her undergarments. They
lay on the bed that time and he “spooned™ her. She described that as Iying closely side-by-side, hoth facing the same way. He would
always do the touching and she neither wanted to nor did touch him. She was always in a passive state duning these encounters and is
unaware if he ejaculated since he was wearing his clothes.

After he instructed her to dress he on_more than one occasion went to the kitchen and brought her back vanilla ice cream. He knew she
liked ice cream and she would sit in the chair in his room and eat it and then he drove her home. One time as they both stood in front of
his mirror he took a roman collar from a dresser drawer and put it on her. After they both looked at it for a few moments in the mirror he
took it off and put it back. She does not recall either one of them gaving anything. During these visits she met the housekseper once, who
she could only describe as an older Anglo female. This woman knew that she and Fernando were in his room together behind closed
doors. Another time she met a priest at the doorway of the sitting room and he had several lay people with him. She was simply
introduced as a friend by Fernando.

He sent her two letters while he was at Saint John’s. The first one mentioned that he went to an outdoor play and atter that had a sore
throat. He said that one kiss from her would cure it. The second letter was just before she entered the convent and he told her how brave
she was to do that. She had not seen him for awhile and believes she probably told him about her plans for the convent during her last
visit with him. She entered the convent on January 9, 1983. She does not have either letter or any other document from that era with the
exception of an old address book with Fernando’s telephone number in Granada Hills. She did not have that with her.

She was never in Fermando’s room at Saint Hilary’s while he was there. At times she would assist the housekesper delivering laundry to
the priests’ room. She could not recall seeing any type of unusual marks or scars on Fernando’s private parts but said he was very dark
skinned and had hairy arms. Another recollection was that he frequently wore mismatched clothes.

Due to the confused state of mind she was in and lack of close friends she did not confide in anybody at the time these events happened

and not until 2002 did she reveal 1t. She does however recall having mentioned to her mother just immediately before entering the

convent that something bad had happened between her and Fr. Fernando. Her mother did net inquire further, but rather

deflected conversation away from the subject by telling her to put that behind her and begin a brand new life in the convent. Ms.

T dropped the subject at that Domt Ms. ™™ also vaguely recalls acony ersatxon she had vuth her sister, which

was not untxl April of 2002 w hlle she was reading an article in one of the weekly news pubhcaﬂona perhaps Time or New sweek, about a
Catholic priest abuse victim that was a musician and had thought about entering the seminary that all of these memories came flooding
back to her. She was at work and became very distraught. Driving home and when she arrived home her brother immediately noticed
there was something wrong. When he inquired as to what was bothering her she blurted ont what had occurred. He told her that she
needed some help. They then searched Fernando’s name on the internet and determined he was still an active priest. On learning this she
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waé horrified and concerned that he might have preyed on others and was continuing to do so. Shortly after that she approached an
attorney acquaintance and confided in her. She gave her the telephone number of the appropriate unit in the Los Angeles Police
Department (LAPD) and about one week later she filed a complaint with them.

Regarding the consensually monitored telephone call she made to Fernando at the behest of the LAPD she does not have a copy ora
transcript of it. She has never listened to the recording or seen a transeript. She not only has no problem with the Archdiocese listening to
the conservation she desires that this be done. She and™™ ™™ advised that REPACTEOwonld be told of this and it was requested they ask
REDACTED to call Detective REPACTED  _ or LieutenantREDACTED ;1o facilitate the Archdiocese obtaining a copy. In the call Fernando
immediately acknowledged remembering her and did not seem surprised that she was calling him. She told him she was upset at the news
coming out of Boston regarding the clerical sexual abuse cases. She asked him if he remembered what happened between them and
mentioned specific acts and places they happened. He responded that he did although as she recalls there were a couple of things he
claimed not to remember. He acknowledged thinking about it over the years and when she mentioned specific sexual activity between
them he agreed that it ocourred. The letters were also mentioned and he recalled them. He continually asked for her forgiveness, said he
was sorry and told her that he went to confession and received absolution. He also said that he thought she was older and thatit wasina
moment of passion. She pointed out to him that she was in high school and he regularly saw her in her high school uniform and that since
it happened on a number of times it could not have been a momentary passionate impulse. He also mentioned that he was young but she
pointed out he was 36 or 37 yearsold in 1981. When she asked him why be had done those things to her, he said that jt was because
ke was new to the parish and that she treated him nicelv and was helpful to him. She asked him whether he had loved her or had
any feelings for her. He responded that yes he loved her. She then asked if he loved her why he had done this to her. When she
aslced him if he had done these things to anyone else he said that he had not. . She finally said that she forgave him and he felt
relieved at that. He asked her if she had told anyone else about what he had done and she said that she had not. He said that it was goed
and that he was glad that she hadn't spoken about it to anvone else. He asked her to pray for him and to call him again from time to
time in the future to check on him. She assured him that she would. The call was then terminated.

On reflection she now feels his behavior was predatory and calculated and emphasized her fear that he might have done this to someone
else and her desire that he be relieved of his ministry. It tormented her to know that he was in a position that allows him to this again.

REDACTED
was very emotional at times when recounting the details set forth above. She advised early in the mnterview that there was one

incident she had a particular hard time with and that it might upset her enough when she described it that she would not be able to
continue. She requested to be allowed to relate that at the end of the interview. Her request was granted and this is what she
recounted. She could not give a time frame for when this happened, before or after his transfer to Saint John’s, but remembered they
parked in the parking lot at Rio Vista Elementary School on Coffman-Pico Road in Pico RiveraREDACTED

REDACTED  There were a line of skinny tall trees that blocked the view of the parking lot from the street and these trees have since been
removed. After he parked there, he put his finger into her vagina. She does not recall what happened either before or after this
incident. She recalls that this was painful and that she kept repeating, “Father, Father, ...” It was very traumatic to her and that is all
she remembers.

She reiterated that she was always taught to be submissive, passive and respectful of adults especially priests and she never thought of
saying no to his abusive activities. Even now she finds it very difficult to talk about. She never saw him do anything like this to anyone
else and she 1s not aware of him abusing anyone else. However, because of the manner in which he both groomed her for and went
about abusing her. she feels strongly the possibility that she was neither the first nor the last of his victims.

REDACTED
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TN
. Office of 3424 Los Angeles
Archdlocese of Las Angeles Vicar for Clergy Wiishire Callfornla
(213) 637-7284 Boulevard 90010-2202
February 13, 2004
CONFIDENTIAL
REDACTED
Archdiocese of Colombo
976 Gnanartha Pradeepaya
Mawatha, Colombo 8
SRILANKA
Your Excellency:

May the grace and peace of Our Lord Jesus Christ be with you, and with the people you
shepherd!

I serve as the Episcopal Vicar for Clergy if His Eminence, Cardinal Roger M. Mahony,
Axchbishop of Los Angeles.

As you may have heard, a lawsuit has been filed alleging that Father Walter Fernando, currently
incardinated in this Archdiocese, sexnally abused a worman when she was a minor. This case has
received significant publicity here in southern California.

Father Fernando was originally ordained for the service of the Archdiocese of Colombo on
January 25, 1973. We understand that he served at a number of parishes in your Archdiocese
before coming to the United States in 1981.

For the purposes of responding appropriately to this lawsuit, it would be most helpful to have a
copy of all of the materials that you may have in your clergy file for Father Fernando. Would
you please be so kind as to arrange, as soon as reasonably possible, for copies to me made and
sent to me here at the Archdiocese? If you wish, I would be happy to reimburse you for any
expenses this may entail.

Thank you for your kind attention to this matter. May God continue to bless you in your
leadership of the local church of Colombo!

Yours in Christ,
3 e Lan Y /) //'
/ Q / g . / i'/ _//
[ L
I S /
Monsign6rCraig A. Cox, J.C.D. :
Vig yj(l/lergy 92444

e
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Cum Carmandn  Qan Mahrel  Gan Pedra Santa Barbara
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REDACTED
Erom: REDACTED
To: REDACTED o
Sent: Saturday, February 14, 2004 2:51 PM

Subject: Re: Report

REDACTED .
Thank you for your efforts. We will continue to try as well.

’

—-— Qriginal Message —
From:REDACTED
To:REDACTED
Sent: Saturday, February 14, 2004 1:34 PM
Subject: Re: Report

REDACTED
Dear. ..

Here is the status of the tape. We have been frying fo get the tape for many months, and the records department finally
told us that we will need a subpoena to get the tape. We have a stay in the cases, so | cannot issue any discovery, and a
subpoena will not work for now.

 then talked toREDACTED , and he told me that he is working with the DA's office regarding the release of the tape. |
am to call him back in several weeks to find out the status.

it Jooks like our hands are tied as of now. | will continue to work on getting the tape.
Sincerely,
REDACTED

——— Original Message ——
From:REDACTED

To: REDACTED
Sent: Monday, February 09, 2004 10:55 PM
Subject: Re: Report

REDACTED
Thank you for making the corrections. This is very helpful.

REDACTED

—— Qriginal Message —
From:REDACTED

To: REDACTED

Sent:; Monday, February 09, 2004 8:37 AM
Subject: Report

REDATTED

Dear. ...
| am relying on your word that you will look into the Sri Lanka matter,

Please find attached your report with our changes in bold and underlined:

January 30, 2004
Canonical Tnvestigation of Father Walter Fernando

Interviewee: REDACTED

Inten‘ie\\'chE DACTED
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Date of interview: January 29, 2004
Place of interview: REDACTED
The morning of January 20"REDACTED telephonically advised me that he had spoken with REDACTED . the counsel

forREDACTED_ . and that™ ™™ would be available for an interview that evening. I telephonically contacted who advised
that "™ would meet with me at the Marie Callender’s noted above at 6:00 p. m. that evening. She also advised that an associate of
hers REDACTED  would be there to make ™™ more comfortable. She put no restrictions on the interview and only asked it not
drag on for several hours because REDACTEDyy as very emotional about this. and a long interview would be too stressful. She was
assured 1t would not.

At 5:45 p. m. | identified myself to' sREbAeTEDand we exchanged business cards. He was sitting in a relatively private booth in the
restaurant and™" ™ had gone to the rest room. Shortly thereafter she returned and °-*“™ introduced me to her. At that point he
requested no questions be asked regarding damages in the suit™ ™ had filed. He was assured that was not the intent of the

interview.” " then provided the following information:

She met Father Walter Fernando in either late 1980 or early 1981 at Saint Hilary’s Catholic Church mn Pico Rivera. She was 16 or
17, a senior at Saint Paul’s High School and working at Saint Hilary’s as a jumor secretary in the rectory. She was very active in the
parish at that time. She taught a Confraternity of Christian Doctrine (CCD) class in her junior and senior year in high school and was
in the youth choir where she sang and played the flute. She characterized herself as an unattractive nerd in high school who had
few, If any, friends and was the subject of verbal abuse. She had a 4.0 grade point average and some of the students may have
resented her for that. Her home life was also troubled and she enjoyed being at the parish, as it was a refuge for her. She began
volunteer work in the rectory during her junior year and between her junior and senior year she was hired as a junior secretary and
began to receive a salary.

R’EBZS_FEDCB at Saint Hilary’s at that time were the pastorREDACTED  who is now deceased;REDACTED
and REDACTED, She could not be certain if REDACTED REDACTED was there at that time or came shortly

after Fernando left. She thought he might have been there a short time while Fernando was there as she recalled” and REDACTED
had rooms downstairs in the rectory andRERAGTED _ ____ __ ____ were upstairs. As a junior secretary she came to the rectory
directly from school. The school bus had a stop at the church making it convenient for her and she reported to work wearing her
school uniform. She would work as late as 9:30 p. m. at times on week nights and also on weekends. She was restricted to working
not more than 23 hours a week, REDACTED , who was attending Whittier College initially and later California State
University at Los Angeles, was also working there (strike: and trained ™™™ but other than the training) but they were not there
together as one would normally relieve the other. There was another junior secretary for a short time but she was fired due to talking
to her boyfriend on the telephone at work ™~ not only did not have a boyfriend but did not date until years later after leaving the
convent. Her duties included domg parish clerical work and answering the telephone and door. She placed the priests” messages in
boxes that were next to where she sat. She normally ate her dinner in the kitchen but on occasion was invited to eat in the dining

room with the priests.

The rectory was quiet in the evening and normally only she and the priests were there. It was not uncommon for them to come by to
check their mailboxes for messages. Femando began to strike up conversations with her in the evening when they were alone. These
talks became increasingly longer and friendlier as time went on. The first thing she recalls that was a bit unusual was one evening he
began to shoot rubber bands at her. Late one Sunday afternoon in perhaps March or April 1981 Fermnando suggested they go to the
parish hall behind the church and he would play his violin and she her flute. They were there alone with a piano near the stage and
she played her flute and sang. Then he played the violin and brought out music and sang a love song entitled, “Drink To Me Only

With Thine Eyes”. She felt this was a strange selection for him to pick since it was a love song. They were there about an hour.

Shortly after the parish hall incident she was alone at her desk one evening. She is not completely sure but she may have been
wearing her high schocl uniform. Fernando showed her a book and suggested that she read it. She turned the book over and read a
synopsis of the story on the rear cover. It was about a priest who was having an affair and she gave it back to him. He inquired as to
why she did not want to read it and she told him that she did not think that priests should do that sort of thing. He then explained to
her there was a difference between celibacy and chastity. According to him celibacy meant simply that priests were precluded from
marriage. Chastity was a vow that only priests that were in a religious order took along with poverty and obedience. Since he was a
diocesan priest chastity did not pertain to him and he only had to remain celibate, that is not marry. Nobody had ever explained this
to her and she was confused but since he was a priest accepted what he said. Nevertheless she did not read the book and cannot
remember the title.

Not long after the book incident, while still in high school, either on his day off or on the weekend he mentioned that he wanted to
see a movie and asked her to accompany him. She rarely went 1o movies and since he was a priest and was showing her attention
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she readily accepted. He drove to her house, honked the horn and she came out. This is the procedure he used whenever he came to
pick her up in the future. He never came into the house to. talk to her parents or siblirigs. Her parents did not object to her going and
she believes they felt good about it since they thought she was in the safe care of a priest. They drove down Rosemead Boulevard to
Downey the city that adjoins Pico Rivera to the south. They went to the Showcase Theatre Jocated next to a Farrell’s Ice Cream
Parlor which were part of the Stonewood Shopping Center. Neither of those structures is-any longer there as it has since been
converted into an indoor shopping center. He sat to her left during the movie and during the movie reached over and initially
patted her hand. He then reached his arm around her shoulder and put his hand on her breast and began to rub it. She stared straight
ahead and not knowing what to do she did not do or say anything. The movie was near its conclusion when this happened and when
it finished she asked him to hand her a sweater she had placed on the seat next to him to his left. When she did this he abruptly
leaned forward and gave her a hard kiss on the lips. She had never been kissed on the lips before and she was shocked and
emotional. She told him she had to go to the ladies’ room and excused herself. When she retumed to him she was still in shock and
they proceeded back to the car. She cannot recall the name of the movie. The vehicle was a white parish car that Fernando used and
she does not know 1if it was assigned to him or not. As he was leaving the parking lot he backed into another parked car and
continued to drive away. She called his attention to it since it was very apparent but he told her not to worry about it and left. He
was quiet after the movie and little if anything was said on the drive home. He did not come into her house when he dropped her off
either.

Not long after the movie incident, while she was still in high school, they returned to the same parking lot. She cannot recall the
reason they were there but he parked in front of Farrell’s and laid his head in her lap. While in this position he pulled her head down
and kissed her. This was a longer kiss than the one in the movie and he put his tongue in her mouth. After the kiss he took her
home.

On another occasion while she was still in high school, probably on a Saturday, he took her to the Los Angeles County Arboretum.
She wore her hair in bangs and she recalled that she had braces on her teeth then. It was a warm day and she wore a white dress that
she made and white sandals. As in the other described incidents he did not wear his clerical clothes. He brought a camera and took
about five photographs during the day which he later showed to her. He did not give her any of them and she has no idea where they
are now. He did not feel comfortable driving on freeways and so he drove home on Rosemead Boulevard. This route passed through
the Whittier Narrows and a large park at Legg Lake. He pulled onto the parking lot at Legg Lake and parked. He wanted to take a
walk and so they did for a while and then they stopped at a picnic table and sat down. He then began to kiss her and fondle her, It
was dark and they were there for about an hour. This time he put his hand inside her blouse and bra so he was rubbing the skin of
her breast. They then returned to the car and drove home.

After the first Legg Lake incident they returned there and once again he was not in clerical garb. This time it was in the evening and
the light was very dim. He was sitting in the driver’s seat and she was in the front passenger seat when he unzipped his pants and
exhibited his erect penis outside of his pants. She had never seen a penis before and did not want to look but did see it as she glanced
over. He then told her to kiss his penis and when she said, “No Father, I don't want to do that.”, he tried to force her by putting
his right hand behind her neck and pulling her head downward toward his penis and mstructed her to do it. When she did not
he took her left hand in his, put it on his penis encircling it. and while he kept his hand clasped over hers began to masturbate .
He was breathing hard and kept repeating, “Do 1t! Do it!” This continued until he ejaculated and her hand was covered with fluid.
He then gave her & napkin or something similar to clean up with.

It was sometime after the second Legg Lake incident she remembers being on the school bus approaching the Saint Hilary’s rectory
when some of the girls noticed Fernando walking on the sireet. He was dressed in black clerical garh wearing white shoes with
buckles and they thought he looked funny and giggling commented to that effect. At that time she felt a great deal of shame and
fear wondening if anyone could tell by looking at her what she had done with him. She did not know of anyone who had ever
observed them, either from the parish or anywhere else, during one of these imcidents but she had these thoughts nonetheless. She
remembers being confused with her emotions because most of the time he was kind to her, paid attention to her and showed her
affection. Nobody ¢lse did this.

Sometime after these incidents Fernande was transferred to Saint John Baptist de la Salle in Granada Hills. She had never been to
Granada Hills and it sounded very affluent to her and she thought he had done very well. Once he was there he called her and said
he was happy there and wanted her to visit. He drove to her house and took her back to the Saint Johns rectory. This first trip she
brought her flute. He parked in the rear of the rectory in an area that appeared to be for the priests. They then entered what she
thought was a back door and immediately to the left was a sitting room. From this room was a door that entered mto his room. The
first trip there she played her flute in the sitting room.

Other times he brought her there, they went into his room. As they entered his room there was a bed to the left of the door. Across
from the foot of the bed was a dresser with a mirror above it. The room was carpeted and to the left of the dresser was a chair. He
had her disrobe when they were in his room but she kept her slip on. He pulled down her slip and bra and kissed her breasts and
sucked on her nipples. They laid on the bed on top of each other and side-by -side and she could feel his erection but she did not
know if he ejaculated during their activity. She asked him why he did not undress and he responded that he did not want her ¢
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become pregnant.

During one of these episodes she asked him if he had ever considered leaving the priesthood and he said no because that was the
only thing he knew and that he could do nothing else. He mentioned that in the seminary in Sri Lanka the seminarians were
discouraged from touching themselves and were given some type of implement to tuck their shirts in so they would not touch
themselves in the groin area of the body. He told her that his Sri Lankan first name is REDACTED and that the surname Fernando came
from the Portuguese that settled that area of Sri Lanka. He never mentioned his family or why he came to America. She met some of
the other Sri Lankan priests who were his friends but never had a conversation with them.

She estimated that she traveled to Granada Hills on more than twice but Jess than ten occasions and similar things happened that
were previcusly described. Only one time, during her last visit, did he have her take all of her clothes off including her
undergarments. They lay on the bed that time and he “spooned” her. She described that as lying closely side-by-side, both facing
the same way. He would always do the touching and she neither wanted to nor did touch him. She was always in a passive state
during these encounters and is unaware if he ejaculated since he was wearing his clothes.

After he instructed her to dress he on more than one occasion went to the kitchen and brought her back vanilla ice cream. He knew
she liked ice cream and she would sit in the chair in his room and eat it and then he drove her home. One time as they both stood in
front of his mirror he took a roman collar from a dresser drawer and put it on her. After they both looked at it for a few moments in
the mirror he took 1t off and put it back. She dees not recall either one of them saying anything. During these visits she met the
housekeeper once, who she could only describe as an older Anglo female. This woman knew that she and Fernando were in his
room together behind closed doors. Another time she met a priest at the doorway of the sitting room and he had several lay people
with him. She was simply introduced as a friend by Fernando.

He sent her two letters while he was at Saint John’s. The first one mentioned that he went to an outdoor play and after that had a

sore throat. He said that one kiss from her would cure it. The second letter was just before she entered the convent and he told her

how brave she was to do that. She had not seen him for awhile and believes she probably told him about her plans for the convent
—dmring ker lastvisit witrim-Sheentered-the convent o Janzary9; 1983 Shedoestot-have eitherfetter-or-any-other-document - -

from that era with the exception of an old address book with Fernando’s telephone number in Granada Hills. She did not have that

with her.

She was never in Fernando’s room at Saint Hilary’s while he was there. At times she would assist the housekeeper delivering
laundry to the priests” room. She could not recall seeing any type of unusual marks or scars on Fernando’s private parts but said he
was very dark skinned and had hairy arms. Another recollection was that he frequently wore mismatched clothes.

Due to the confused state of mind she was in and lack of close friends she did not confide in anybody at the time these events
happened and not until 2002 did she reveal it. She does however recall having mentioned to her mother just immediately before
entering the convent that something bad had happened between her and ¥r. Fernando. Her mother did not inquire further,
but rather deflected conversation away from the subject by telling her to put that behind her and begin a brand new life in
the convent. ®™™ ™ dropped the subject at that point. = also vaguely recalls a conversation she had with her
sister, which occurred shortly after the incident in Fernando's rectory when she was fully disrobed. However. she does not
recall the details of that conversation and her sister. being voung at the time, did not ever bring the subject up again after
that one conversation, It was not until April of 2002 while she was reading an article in one of the weekly news publications,
perhaps Time or Newsweek, about a Catholic priest abuse victim that was a musician and had thought about entering the seminary
that all of these memories came flooding back to her. She was at work and became very distraught. Driving home and when she
arrived home her brother immediately noticed there was something wrong, When he inquired as to what was bothering her she
blurted out what had occurred. He told her that she needed some help. They then searched Fernando’s name on the internet and
determined he was still an active priest. On learning this she was horrified and concerned that he might have preyed on others and
was continuing to do so. Shortly after that she approached an attorney acquaintance and confided in her. She gave her the telephone
number of the appropriate unit in the Los Angeles Police Department (ILAPD) and about one week later she filed a complaint with
them.

Regarding the consensually monitored telephone call she made to Fernando at the bebest of the LAPD she does not have a copy or a
transcript of it. She has never listened to the recording or seen a transcript. She not only has no problem with the Archdiocese
listening to the conservation she desires that this be done. She and *™°™ advised that REDACTED would be told of this and it was
requested they askREPACTED o call REDACTEDREDACTED orREDACTEDREDACTED  to facilitate the Archdiocese obtaining a
copy. In the call Fernando immediately acknowledged remembering her and did not seem surprised that she was calling him. She
told him she was upset at the news coming out of Boston regarding the clerical sexual abuse cases. She asked him if he remembered
what happened between them and mentioned specific acts and places they happened. He responded that he did although as she
recalls there were 2 couple of things he claimed not to remember. He acknowledged thinking about it over the years and when she
mentioned specific sexual activity between them he agreed that it occurred. The letters were also mentioned and he recalled them.
He continually asked for her forgiveness, said he was sorry and told her that he went to confession and received absolution. He also
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said that he thought she was older and that it was in a moment of passion. She pointed out to lnm that she was in high school and he
regularly saw her in her high school uniform and that since it happened on a number of times it could not have been a momentary
passionate impulse. He also mentioned that he was young but she pointed out he was 36 or 37 years old in 1981. When she asked
him why he had done those things to her, he said that it was because he was new to the parish and that she treated him nicely
and was helpful to him. She asked him whether he had loved her or had any feelings for her. He responded that yes he loved
her. She then asked if he loved her why he had done this to her. When she asked him if he had done these things to anvone

else he said that he had not. . She finally said that she forgave luim and he felt relieved at that. He asked her if she had told anyone
else about what he had done and she said that she had not. He said that it was geod and that he was glad that she hadn't spoken
about it to anyone else. He asked her to pray for him and to call him again from time to time in the future to check on him. She
assured him that she would. The call was then terminated.

On reflection she now feels his behavior was predatory and calculated and emphasized her fear that he might have done this to
someone else and her desire that he be relieved of his ministry. It tormented her to know that he was in a position that allows him to
this again.

"™ was very emotional at times when recounting the details set forth above. She advised early in the interview that there was one
incident she had a particular hard time with and that it might upset her enough when she described it that she would not be able to
continue. She requested to be allowed to relate that at the end of the interview. Her request was granted and this is what she
recounted. She could not give a time frame for when this happened, before or after his transfer to Saint John’s, but remembered they
parked in the parking lot at Rio Vista Elementary School on Coffman-Pico Road in Pico RiveraREDACTED

REDACTED There were a line of skinny tall trees that blocked the view of the parking lot from the street and these trees have
since been removed. After he parked there, he put his finger into her vagina. She does not recall what happened either before or
after this incident. She recalls that this was painful and that she kept repeating, “Father, Father, ...” It was very traumatic to her
and that 1s all she remembers.

She reiterated that she was always taught to be submnzissive, passive and respectful of adults especially priests and she never thought
of saying no to his abusive activities. Even now she finds it very difficult to talk about. She never saw him do anything like this to
anyone else and she is not aware of him abusing anyone else. However. because of the manner in which he both groomed her
for and went about abusing her, she feels strongly the possibility that she was neither the first nor the last of his victims,

REDACTED
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Cardinal Roger Mahony

FROM: REDACTED Chair REPACTED

Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board

RE: Recommendation of the Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board
Reverend Walter Fernando REDACTED

DATE: 17 February 2004

The Board discussed the case of Father Walter Fernando at our meeting on February 11, 2004,

On January 14, 2004, we recommended (1) that Father Fernando not be placed on administrative
leave at this time pending further investigation, (2) that the complainantREDACTED e
interviewed without delay, (3) that I be authorized to write to Deputy District Attorney William
Hodgeman to obtain whatever materials have been developed by the police and the district
attorney in the course of their investigation, and (4) that I be authorized to write directly tc(REDACTED
REDACTED attorney to request an interview withREPACTED and/or to enlist her cooperation and
 consent to the release of the information requested in #3. You concurred in these
recommendations and directed me to proceed at once.

REDACTED was successful in arranging forREDACTED EDACTED ) _ who
has been working on this case as canonical auditor, to meet withREPACTED on January 29, 2004.
REDACTED  interviewed her in person on that date and documented his interview in a lengthy
written report which he shared with the Board. In substanceREPACTED t61d him that she met
Father Fernando in either late 1980 or early 1981 when he was at St. Hilary’s Catholic Church in
Pico Rivera and she was a 17 year old student at St. Paul’s High School and working asREPACTED
REDACTED Their relationship was platonic at first but this changed when Father
Fernando took her to a movie and put his arm around her and fondled her breast. She toldREPACTED
REDACTED that she was a nerd and did not have a boyfriend or had not even dated until years later.
She was confused and somewhat attracted by his attention. The relationship developed and, on
other occasions, similar and more serious sexual activity ensued, much of which is quite
egregious as set out in REDACTED>

‘s report.
REDACTED REDACTED

turned eighteen in 1981. Father Fernando was transferred to St. John Baptist
de la Salle in Granada Hills sometime in the fall, after her birthday. Their relationship continued
and she visited him in Granada Hills on as many as ten occasions and they engaged in similar
sexual activity. She said she was never in Father Fernando’s private living quarters at St.
Hilary’s but she was at St. John Baptist and she described them with specificity REDACTED
visited St. John Baptist on February 2, 2004 and verified thafREDACTED’s description of the
premises was accurate.
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Memorandum Regarding Fr. Walter Fernando
February 18, 2004
Page 2

Father Fernando has consistently stated that his “indiscretion” was limited to putting his arm
aroundREPACTED, while attending a movie.REDACTED ’s account indicates a series of sexual
encounters extending over a considerable period ot time and is at odds with Father Fernando’s
version.

REDACTED  was impressed withREDACTED and believes she and her account of what transpired are
credible, Her description of Father Fernando’s private living quarters at St. John Baptist supplies
corroboration.

Efforts are being made to listen to or obtain a copy or transcript of a tape recording that was
made by the police of a telephone conversation betweerREPACTED and Father Fernando. REPACTED
REDACTEDdges not have a copy and expressed a willingness to assist us in obtaining one. Monsignor
CoxREDACTED  4nd REDACTED 1ot with detectives from the Los Angeles Police Department on
February 13, 2004 and, while they were not given the tape or a transcript or told what in contains,
they believe they may have a way to either obtain a copy or find out what was said. I believe it
would be best for me to defer writing to DDA Hodgeman until after they have explored this new
approach.

The Board discussed Father Fernando’s case and found that the statement made byREDACTED
appears to be credible and is corroborated by her physical description of Father Fernando’s
private living quarters at St. John Baptist de la Salle, that REPACTEDy a5 seventeen years old
when some of the serious allegations occurred, that the actions complained of are clearly child
sexual abuse, and that the zero tolerance policy applies.

Father Fernando met with Monsignor Cox andREPACTED  this afternoon and ‘was advised by
Monsignor Cox that he was being placed on administrative leave in view of what was learned by

REDACTED:1n his interview withREDACTED: however, he was not confronted with what she said
because his attorneyREDACTED, was not present and had asked that any discussion of the
allegations with Father Fernando be deferred untii be was in attendance. Aninterview with
Father Fernando andREDACTED to confront Father Fernando with the allegations against him will
be arranged shortly.

Accordingly, and with regret, the Board recommends that Father Fernando be immediately
placed on administrative leave pending further investigation.

-

3 ¢ /ZZ/ M
cc:  Monsignor Craig A. Cox L Concun oo Vea= o=
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Office of 3424 Los Angzles
Archdlocese of Los Angeles Vicar for Clergy Wilshire California
(213) 637-7284 Boulevard 90010-2202

February 18, 2004
Personal and Confidential

Reverend Walter Fernando

Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary Church
2640 E. Orange Grove Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91107-2632

Dear Father Fernando:

This is to provide written confirmation of the decision communicated to you in person that,
effective February 19, 2004, you will begin an administrative leave of absernce.

The parish should pay you for the month of February. I also ask that the parish make the
contribution for your pension account for the January through March quarter. Beginning in
March, my office will assume responsibility for your salary and benefits, and beginning with the
Agpril quarter we will be paying into your pension account,

At this point, please continue to use the parish car. The Vicar’s office will pay for any
maintenance that needs to be done on the car during this period of leave.

I am assigning you in residence at St. Basil’s Parish. During this time of leave, you are to engage
in no public ministry, though you are free to celebrate Mass in your own room or the rectory
chapel. If you wish, please do take advantage of the opportunity to spend some time on retreat,
and you continue to be welcome at the day of recollection scheduled for Manning House. Also,
let me renew my invitation to avail yourself of the counseling you need at this very difficult time.
Since you already met with Doctor®*PA°™®0 you may wish to see him. But I can make
arrangements with other counselors if you wish.

You are in my prayers at this time of tremendous trial. As we soon will enter the season of Lent,
I know you will experience the Passion in a totally new and profound way. Ipray for you, and
for the truth to emerge. Thank you for being so gracious and understanding in these last two
years. May the peace of Christ be with you!

Your brother in Christ,

/”/)\

Mon Cralg A, CO};,/I CD.
(_V/lc for Clergy

c:  REDACTED 3EDACTED 92436
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Office of 3424 Los Angeles
Archdlocese of Los Angeles Vicar for Clergy Wilshire California
(213)637-7284 Boulevard 90010-2241
TO: Presbyterate of the Archdiocese
FROM: Monsignor Craig A. Cox, Vicar for Clergy
RE: Keeping You Informed
DATE: 22 February 2004
My brothers,

In fulfillment of our efforts to keep you informed, I wanted to let you know that Father Walter
Fernando has begun a leave of absence. Attached is a copy of the announcement that was made
at Our Lady of the Assumption Parish this weekend.

Should any of you wish to write Father Fernando, you may do so either through the parish or my
office. Keep him in your prayer.

In these trying times, let us continue to keep each other in regular prayer. And please, continue
regular prayer for all victims of sexual abuse.

Thank you.

attachment
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Statement for Weekend Masses at Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary Parish,
Pasadena
February 21-22, 2004
Regarding Reverend Walter Fernando

As you may recall from my earlier visit, I am Monsignor Craig Cox, Vicar for Clergy of the
Archdiocese of Los Angeles. On the weekend of January 17-18, I spoke here at your parish
about your Associate Pastor, Father Walter Fernando. In that announcement, I promised to keep
you informed of future developments. I am here as an initial fulfillment of that pledge to bring
additional information directly to you.

As we previously announced, an investigation was launched when we learned of the report
alleging misconduct on Father Fernando’s part in 1981. The investigation is being conducted by
a private investigator, a former Special Agent of the FBI. I had mentioned that we requested an
interview with the person who made the complaint. Subsequently, that interview was conducted.
We also have asked to see the results of the police investigation. We have not yet been granted
access to any of those materials. Our investigation is ongoing and it is clear that it will require
significant additional time.

The Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board discussed the case of Father Fernando again, and
recommended that he be placed on administrative leave. Administrative leave involves time
away from the parish and from all pastoral duties until the investigation is concluded. Father
Fernando began that leave of absence on Thursday.

Please note that the decision to place Father Fernando on administrative leave does not reflect a
judgment that he is guilty of the alleged misconduct. By our policy, administrative leave is
recommended when an initial investigation raises sufficient questions to take the precaution of
placing the priest on leave while further investigation continues.

1 know that this announcement is surprising and distressing. Many of you expressed tremendous
support for Father Fernando when I was here last month. Clearly, he has done much good during
his more than eleven years of service here. He has rights as both a citizen of this country and as
a priest in the Church to defend himself, and those rights will be respected.

Please know that the Cardinal is committed to implementing all of our policies fully, assuring
that we thoroughly investigate all allegations, and acting in ways that protect children as well as
respect the rights of all involved.

Finally, at this distressing time, I ask that you pray with special fervor for all victims of abuse,

for Father Fernando, for the success of the ongoing investigation in discovering the full truth,
and for your parish community and all the Church in these difficult days. May God bless you!
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CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
INVESTIGATIVE REPORT
ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT

February 25, 2004

Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando

Interviewee: REDACTED

R E | ) o AN By B 9 )
Intemewe

Date of Interviéw: February 25, 2004
REDACTED  was telephonically interviewed and provided the following information:

She worked in the rectory at Saint Hillary’s the same time as REDACTED  1;tREDACTED
never confided anything to her regarding Father Walter Fernando back then.

REDACTED REDACTED

She had not spoken to . in perhaps 15 years wher called her about s1x Zonths
ago. They discussed mutual acq%%lcatcarnges imcluding FatherREDACTED ) asked
if she remembered REDACTED and -advised that she did. "™ then advised REPACTED
that her relationship with Fernando developed into a sexual liaison that stopped short of
intercourse. "™ said that she and Fernando shared a certain bond and that his word was
“gold” with her at that time.

REDACTED REDACTED

could not recall many things told her but does remember”  was quite
specific regarding their activities. One thing *“related was that Fernando had her
unclothe in his room and then put his roman collar on her. "***“™°" did not know if this
occurred while Fernando was at Saint Hillary’s or at another parish.

When asked if this relationship surprised her *>*“"*"advised that nothing of this sort
surprises her anymore.

92433

IX 000064



RCALA 002543

CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
INVESTIGATIVE REPORT

ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT
September 24, 2004

Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando

Interviewee: REDACTED
AT R EDACTED
Intervie canonical auditor

Date of Interview: September 22, 2004

DetectiveREPACTED s contacted at his office and played a tape recording of a
telephone call betweenREDACTED  and Father Walter Fernando that took place the
morning of May 24, 2002. The call lasted about 17 minutes. " had called Fernando
several times in an effort to reach him and after leaving a message he returned her call.
The recording was listened to only once and the following is a compilation of
impressions and paraphrasing as well as quotes that were written as accurately as
possible. Where quotes are cited they will be set forth in quotation marks.

T after the initial greetings almost immediately told Fernando that she had felt very
guilty for years about the sexual activities the two of them had while he was assigned to
Saint Hilary’s Church. She mentioned specific acts such as touching, kissing her breasts
and his putting her hand on his penis. He responded, “I remember kissing you. That was
a moment of passion. It just happened...I don’t know...it was a moment of passion. I
don’t remember showing my penis.”

At one point "™ told him she was only a child and he responded, “I thought you were
19.” She countered that with she was 16 or 17 and he must have known that since he
knew she was still in high school.

Fernando told her that he was new and that she was nice to him in a difficult time more
than once.

REDACTED

recalled a letter he sent her telling her that he loved her, He remembered the letter
and that in it he told her she had courage for going to the convent. He later admitted he
did feel love for her.

‘When she brought up his rubbing her breast he said that he did recall that.

When she asked him if there were others he did similar things to, he said there were not.
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She brought up his exhibiting his penis more than once and he said that he forgot that but
did admit to kissing her breasts.

Fernando told her that he confessed his sins in this matter soon afier she left and he asked
for her forgiveness several times. She said she forgave him and asked him to pray for
her. He agreed to do that and he in turn asked for her prayers as well. He told her it was
a burden that he had carried.

At one point he said, “T have confessed it years ago. I am 50 years old now. I want to be
a priest.” He asked her to keep it between them and God.

The attitude portrayed during the call was that of a person that was hurt and
troubled by the indiscretions they had committed when he was at Saint Hillary’s. She
was persistent on putting these things in the open with him and wanting an explanation as
to why he acted like this with her. When he indicated he was caught up in a moment of
passion she responded that it was not a one-time event but a series of acts.

His attitude was one of repentance and he wanted her forgiveness very much. It seemed
he was glad to have talked and relieved that she forgave him.

The contents of the tape appear to confirm that something of a sexual nature transpired
between Fernando and™™ ™ Although he said he does not recall activities regarding his
penis, i.e., masturbation and exhibiting it to™ ", he did not deny it and he did admit
other untoward activity as set forth.

92416
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CMOBK #

Considered by CMOB
Inactive Date

Case Name

Active Case?

Priest Name

DOB

Ethnicity

Diocese

Cunon State
Religious Order
Incardination

Date Of Ordination
Clergy Status

Clergy (Faculties)

Religious
Diocesan
Description

Deacon
DOB
Diocese

_ Ethnicity
Ordination
Status

Date Referred to Vicar

Date Of Alleged Incident

Alleged Victim

Multiple Victims

Accusers

Investigation Complete
Investigator Nume

Removed From Ministry
Duate Removed From Ministry
Date Returned To Ministry
Case Disposition
DispositionComments

Intervention
Description

02

5/6/2009
No Complaint (Walter Fernando
]

Fernando, Walter
4/24/1944

Sri Lankan

Archdiocese of Los Angeles
Diocesan Priest

1973
Administrative Leave

0

1/22/2003
1980

Minor Female
L]

N

O

Substantiated

L

Age 58, born in Sri Lanka; ordained in 1973; currently an associate pastor.

In June 2002 Fr. X informed V/C that two detectives had stopped by rectory

looking for Fr. X while he was on vacation; they left a card but no

information. Fr. X is concerned about a boundary crossing 20 yrs. ago with

a woman interested in entering the convent. It involved placing an arm

around her while watching a movie together. Woman entered convent for a
time and left. She telephoned Fr. X a couple of years ago. There have been

no complaints against Fr. X. LAPD states there is an open investigation.

Monday, May 11, 2009
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Ne  ‘legations: Plaintiffs’ attorneys supy ~ deta’  “abuse of a young
girl'rrom 1980-81 including pre-sexual grooming, French kissing, hugging in
sexual manner, fondling of minor’s buttocks and rubbing/massaging of
minor’s breasts both over clothes and skin to skin; kissing neck, face &
breasts, finger in minor’s vagina, masturbation of perpetrator skin to skin,

theater, in the car and at a park, Father denies specific allegations.

Case Status
January 22, 2003 The Board agreed that no action be taken until further
information is provided.
March 26, 2003 The Board took a vote on the following two options: 1) To

April 29, 2003.

January 14, 2004

January 28, 2004

February 11, 2004

February 20, 2004

recommend immediate administrative leave; or 2) that the V/C
office seck further information from Fr. X and the alleged
victim, including, but not necessarily limited, to the victim’s
birth date, and report back as soon as possible, but in no event
later than 60 days (the June 11, 2003 CMOB meeting).

Of the remaining 9 members present, eight voted for option #2;
there was one abstention.

Cardinal approves recommendation: “proceed forward at
once.”

Fr. X was identified as Father Walter Fernando in 01/ 14/04
L.A. Times article. Fr. submitted to a psych evaluation
suggested by the Board. The Board recommended the
following: (1) That Fr. Fernando not be placed on
administrative leave at this time pending further & intense
efforts to obtain additional to verify the truth of the allegations.
He may yet need to be placed on leave depending on the results
of the next two recommendations. (2) That the alleged victim
be interviewed without delay. The Board was advised that
her attorney has agreed to a limited interview. This interview
should be scheduled as quickly as reasonably possible & should
be conducted by Mr. REDACTED apother professional
investigator. (3) ThatREDACTED  be authorized in his
capacity as Chair of CMOB to write to Deputy D.A. William
Hodgeman to obtain whatever materials have been developed
by the police & the D.A. in the course of the investigation, (4)
ThatREDACTED  be authorized in his capacity as Chair of
CMOB to write directly to plaintiff's counsel to request an
interview with the alleged victim and/or enlist her cooperation
& consent to the release of the information developed by the
D.A. & the police if the interview & the request for information
in Recommendations 2 & 3 are not forthcoming.

Msgr. Cox stated that announcements had been made at Fr.’s
parish. The Board recommended that REDACTED  should
now write the letter to the plaintiff’s attorney, REDACTED;
REDACTED tg request an interview with her client and a copy of
the telephone tape or transcript thereof; the letter to Mr.
REDACTEDshould be deferred until Mr, "™

REDACTEI

The Board found that the statement made by Ms. “appears
to be credible and is corroborated by her physical description of]
Fr.’ s prlvate living quarters at St. John Baptlst de 1a Salle, that
Ms.” was 17 yrs. old when some of the serious allegations
occurred, that the actions complained of are clearly sexual
abuse, & that the zero tolerance policy applies. The Board
recommends that Fr. be immediately placed on administrative
leave pending further investigation.

The Cardinal concurs with the recommendation.

"and tried to force oral copulation. Abuse occurred several times at the

Monday, May 11, 2009
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February 25, 200 .

April 14, 2004

November 10, 2004
September 14, 2005

December 07, 2005

May 16, 2007

d was advised that Fr. was placed o mini /e leave. |
V¢ and REDACTED will meet with Fr. and nis attorney soon to
obtain a statement. An announcement was made in the parish.

LAPD has agreed to release the tape of the telephone
conversation between Fr. & Ms.™ " if needed; however,
Detective Brown of LAPD offered a statement about its
contents as an alternative, Msgr, Cox said it appears it is
incriminating & feels it best to interview Detective Brown at
this time,

The case is being sent to Rome today.
Rome responded that at the time of the alleged incident, the

claimant was 17 years old and not considered to be a minor by
canon law that was in effect at that time. Therefore, this case is :

not under the jurisdiction of Rome. The responsibility for
further action now rests with the Archdiocese. The V/C will
meet with father and his advocate and confront him with the
evidence

Msgr Cox and FrR*®*°™ met with Father and advised him as to
what the investigation had uncovered, The advocate has
requested a copy of all the investigative documents.

Fr REPACTED gtated that no canonical action will be taken until
court case is concluded. V/C stated that Fr X is living in a
residence with a pastor and some other priests who are on leave.

April 21, 2009 REDACTED informed the Board of his interview of the
| complainant's sister who support the allegations. The Board
: concluded that Fr Fernando should be removed from ministry.
The Board recommended that a canonist should review the case
to determine if there are grounds for his laicization,
May 06,.2009 Cardinal Mahony concurred in the Board's recommendations.
“Follow Up  Awaiting results of interview with victim.
Follow Up Date November 2007
Legal Proceedings
Legal Proceedings? [ ]
Court Cases Settled
Response
Response Date
Sent To Rome? U Date Sent To Rome
Cunonical Trial U Canonical Trial Date

Canonical Disposition
Page

Monday, May 11, 2009
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Vicar for Clergy Database
Clergy Assignment Record

Rev Walter Fernando

St. Basil Catholic Church
637 South Kingsley Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90005-2392

Current Primary Assignment

Birth Date 4/24/1944
Birth City Ragama, Sri Lanka
. Diaconate Ordination
Priesthood Ordination - 1/25/1973 _
Diocese Name Archdiocese of Los Angeles
Date of Incardination . 2/24/1986
Religious Community
Ritual Ascription Latin
Ministry Status Retired with No Faculties
Seminary National, Ampitiya, Kandy, Sri Lanka
Ethnicity Sri Lankan

Fingerprint Verification and Safeguard Training

Date Background Check
Safeguard Training

Assignment History
Assignment
Retired with No Facuities
Administrative Leave

Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary Catholic Church, Pasadena
Associate Pastor (Parochial Vicar), Active Service

St. Gregory the Great Catholic Church, Whittier Associate Pro Tem, Active
Service

Cathedral Chapel, Los Angeles Associate Pastor (Parochial Vicar), Active
Service

St. Rose of Lima Catholic Church, Simi Valley Associate Pastor (Parochial
Vicar), Active Service :

St. John Baptist de la Salle Catholic Church, Granada Hills Associate
Pastor (Parochial Vicar), Active Service

Beginning Date Completion Date

8/1/2009
2/19/2004
7/1/1992

5/3/1992
7/2/1990
8/1/1986

11/30/1981

Age 65
Deanety 22

7/31/2009
2/19/2004

6/30/1992
5/2/1992
7/1/1990

7/31/1986
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St. Hilary Catholic Church, Pico Rivera Associate Pastor (Parochial Vicar), 3/1/1981 11/29/1981
Active Service '
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Office of 3424 Los Angeles
Archdiocese of Los Angeles ’ Vicar for Clergy Wilshire California . O O’K7
(213) 637-7284 Boulevard 90010-2241
October 8, 2010
REDACTED

976 Gnanartha Pradeepaya

Mawatha, Colombo 08

Sri Lanka

Dear REDACTED .

In February, 2004, REDACTED was notified that a lawsuit had been filed

alleging that a former priest of the Archdiocese of Colombo, Reverend Walter Fernando,
sexually abused a woman when she was a minor.

Father Fernando was originally ordained for the service of the Archdiocese of Colombo
on January 25, 1973, and served there until his arrival in the United States in 1981, Father -
Fernando is currently a priest incardinated in the Archdiocese of Los Angeles.

Legal issues prohibited us from addressing any abuse cases for several years. At this
time, Father Fernando has been able to come to an agreement with Cardinal Roger
Mahony regarding his status. A copy of that statement is attached.

Should you have any further questions regarding Father Fernando’s status, please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely in the Lorgh

Enclosure

Pastoral Regions: - Qur Lady of the Angels San Fernando San Gabriel San Pedro Santa Barbara
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CARDINAL ROGER MICHAEL MAHONY
Archbishop of Los Angeles

We verify that Reverend Walter Fernando, ordained on 25 January 1973 and
Incardinated on 24 February 1986, is a retired priest of the Archdiocese of Los Angeles.

- He does not enjoy presbytefal faculties of the Archdiocese. In view of the public
good, the sensitivity of interested parties, and the publicity attendant to an allegation of

past misconduct, he has voluntarily renounced his right to exercise public ministry.

Given at Los Angeles this 15" day of July in the year of our Lord 2010.

For the Cardinal Archbishop

s00d

Reverend Monsignor Mich#el Meyeré
Vicar for Clergy
REDACTED

Seal

1X 000652
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REDACTED 3424 Los Angaies
Archdiocese of Los Angeles Wilshire California
Boulevard 90010-2202
May 27, 2009

Deputy Chief Charles Beck
Commanding Officer, Detective Burean
150 North Los Angeles Street

Room 602 ‘

Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Waliter Fernando/REDACTED
Dear Deputy Chief Beck:

I am again writing to you to request information on the above individual in accord with the protocol you have discussed
with REDACTED  the Chair of the Archdiocese’s Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board.

In our investigation with respect to Father Walter Fernandez, your Department allowedXEPACTED 4 refired FBI special
agent, who has consulted for the Archdiocese, to listen to an audio tape recording of a telephone call betweenREPACTED
AT and Walter Fernandez. As shown in the attached cotrespondence, in September 2008 I requested a copy of the tape;

the request was denied in October 2008.

At the suggestion of REDACTED [ am writing to renew the request since, as noted in my September letter, access to the’
tape itself is important to conclude the canon law aspects of the case.

We will, of course, reimburse you for any expenses incurred in this matter.
If you have any questions, please feel to call me at 213 637-7562.

Yours very truly,

REDACTED

REDACTED

Attachments

REDACTED

Pastoral Regions:  Our Lady of the Angels  San Fernando  San Gabrial  San Pedro Santa Barbara
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REDACTED

3324 Los Angeles
Archdiocese of Los Angeles Wilshire California
Bouievard 20010-2202

September 15, 2008

Los Angeles Police Department
Discovery Section

Attention: Custodian of Records
201 North Los Angeles Street
Space 301

Los Angeles. CA 90012

Re: Father Walter Fernando; DR 02-1715862

Dear Sir/Madam:;
In 2004 REPACTED  "ap investigator of the Archdiocese of Los Angeles, contacted
Detective James Brown in the Juvenile Division of your Department regarding the above

matter, with Walter Fernando, as the subject of your investigation, and REDACTED
as the victim.

In a conversation earlier this week between Mr. "*™**™ and an officer in your
Department, we understand that this case has been closed. In accord with the internal
canon laws of the Church, the Archdiocese is now going through a procedure concerning
Father Fernando’s status. The content of an audio tape recording by your Department of a
telephone call on May 24, 2002, between Father Fernando and Ms. ™™ is very
important to our reaching a fair and logical conclusion. The call was made during the
course of Detective Brown’s investigation and Mr. ***°™ our investigator, was given the
opportunity to listen to the tape. However, to satisfy canon law, we need to have the
actual tape available to the parties reviewing the case. '

Accordingly, this letter is a formal request for the tape recording, or an authenticated
copy. We will, of course, reimburse you for any expenses incurred in this matter.

If you have any questions please feel free to call me at (213) 637-7562.

[ A

REDACTED

cc. REDACTED

oot
a2

Pastoral Regions:  Our Lady of the Angels  San Fernando  San Gabrel  San Pedro Santa Barbara
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LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPART\/.[ENT

P. 0. Box 30158

Los Angeles, Californiz 90030
Telephone: (213) 5782100
TDD: (877) 2755273
Reference Numbaf: 14.4

WILLIAM J. BRATTON
Chief of Police :

ANTDNIO R. VILLARAIGOSA R
Mayor T o !
. October 7, 2008 RECEIVED
~ 0CT 102008
: . BY: o
REDACT_ED _ :
3424-Wilshire Boulevard

Los Angeles, Califoria 50010-2202
.Dear Mg REDACTED

I have reviewed your request for a copy of a tapé recording of a May 24 900 , telephone
" . conversation between F ather ‘Walter Fernando and RE DACTED

Please be adv1sed that the andio tape recording of a telephone call between Father Fernando and
Ms. "™ was generated to support the Los Angeles Police Départment’s investigation.

“In accordance with Government Code Section 6254(f), records of investigations conducted by,
or investigatory files compiled by, any local police agency for law enforcement purposes, are
exempt from disclosure: Your request seeks records that are either investigatory records

- themselves or properly part of an investigative file; therefore, I am denying your request.
However, if your request is due fo pending litigation, the document you are requestmg may
possﬂoly be obtained throu0h a court order.

_If you have any questions revardmcr this correspondenc\,, please contact Management Analyst
“Soon Klm of the Discovery Section at (213) 978-2155. " '

Very truly yours, -

WILLIAM I. BRATTON
Chief of Police
N

1Dy

RAYMOND D. CRISP, Senior Management Analyst
Officer-in-Charge, Discovery Section
Risk Management Group

™,

J
;

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUMITFAFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
v LAPDCRlne. org
ww, Joinl APD.corm
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Archdiocese of Los Angeles
Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board

- April 27, 2009 - CONFIDENTIAL--

Personnel Matter

TO: : Cardinal Roger M. Mahony
Archbishop of Los Angeles
FROM: REDACTED

—m

SUBJECT: Fa’ghér. Walter Fernando (CMOB #027)

‘The Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board (Board) has concluded its review of the
allegations against Father Walter Fernando. This report is submitted to both summarize the case
and communicate the Board’s findings and recommendatmns to you.

Father Walter Fernando was born in Sri Lanka on April 24, 1944, and ordained in Sri
Lanka in 1973. He moved to Los Angeles and was assigied to St. Hilary’s Parish in Pico Rivera
on March 1, 1981. The Complainant was a high school senior who worked at St. Hilary’s
rectory after school. At that time, she was 17 years old (she turned 18 on REPACTED ) and
Fernando was 36 years old. Fernando served at St. Hilary’s until his routine transfer to St. John
Baptist de la Salle in Granada Hills on November 30, 1981. Fernando was incardinated in Los
Angeles on February 24, 1986. ,

In April 2002, the Complainant told Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) detectives
that Fernando had sexually molested her when they worked together at St. Hilary’s and for about
a year after Fernando transferred to St. John Baptist. She alleged that she was 17 years old when
their sexual relationship began. As part of their investigation, the detectives had the
Complainant make a telephone call to Fernando. Without Fernando’s knowledge, but with the
Complainant’s consent, the detectives recorded the conversation. After that, the detectives went
to Fernando’s rectory, but he was gone on vacation. In June 2002, Fernando was at a seminar
with the Vicar for Clergy (VC). He told the VC that the police came to his rectory looking for
him. He said that about 20 years earlier he had “crossed boundaries” with a woman when he
took her to the movies and put his arm around her.
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Father Walter Fernando (CMOB #027) . CONFIDENTIAL--
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In August 2002, the Los Angeles Times published an article naming Fernando as the
subject of a police investigation. Ultimately the criminal case was closed due to a court case
(Stogner) that invalidated a lengthened statute of limitations for this type of case. In February
2003, the VC attempted to interview Fernando, but he declined to answer any questions
regarding the Complainant on advice of counsel. In March and again in May of 2003, Fernando
sent letters to the VC denying the allegations and claiming to have obeyed his vow of celibacy.
In January 2004, the Los Angeles Times published another article detailing the case against
Fernando and reporting that he was still in ministry. That same month a statement was read at St
Hillary’s weekend masses telling parishioners that Fernando had been named in a lawsuit
accusing him of sexual abuse while assigned to that parish. Anyone with information regarding
the matter was asksd to contact the VC, but no contacts were made.

On January 24, 2004, the Complainant was interviewed by Archdiocesan Canonical
Auditor REDACTED reReTER Complainant stated that when she was a senior in
high school she worked in the rectory after school on most weekdays. Because she was working
after school, she usually wore her Catholic high school uniform while at the rectory, While she
was 17, Fernando took her to a movie. Toward the end of the movie he put his hand on her
breast and began to rub it. Then he gave her a kiss on the lips. Another time while she was still
in high school they were together in a parked car when he laid his head on her lap, pulled her
head towards him and gave her a long kiss putting his tongue in her mouth. On another occasion
while she was in high school, he took her to a park where he kissed her and placed his hand
inside her blouse and bra to rub the skin of her breast. Another time at the same park while she
was in high school she was with him in a parked car in the evening. He unzipped his pants,
exhibited his erect penis and tried to force her to orally copulate him. When she refused, he took
her hand, placed it around his penis and, with his hand clasped over hers, masturbated until he
ejaculated. She described several more incidents of sexual activity that occurred after she turned
18 while Fernando was still assigned to St Hillary’s. During one of those incidents, Fernando
digitally penetrating her vagina.

She recalled that Fernando was transferred to St. John Baptist parish in about December
1981. When he left St. Hillary’s, she had turned 18. After his transfer, he drove to her house,
picked her up and drove her back to his new parish. He took her to a private sitting room in the
rectory from which there was a door leading to his bedroom. They remained in the sitting room
awhile while she played her flute. He brought her to the rectory a second time and this time they
went into his bedroom. He had her disrobe, kissed her breast, sucked her nipples and lay on top
of her on the bed. He did not undress, but she could feel his erection. She asked him why he did
not undress and he replied he didn’t want her to become pregnant. She estimated she went to the
parish in Granada Hills about ten times and that similar sexual activity occurred between them
each time, When asked who could corroborate her story, she stated that her mother, brother and
sister all knew that she was going out with Fernando. '

In her interview, the Complainant provided a detailed description of the rectory at St.
John Baptist as well as Fernando’s living quarters there. F**™0 subsequently inspected the
premises and found the Complainant’s description to be completely accurate. In order to account
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for any alterations that may have been made over the years,"™™*“"*interviewed the priest who

was the pastor there at that time. His description of the premises also matched the
Complainant’s. Later, responding through his Canonical Advocate, Fernando denied that the
Complainant was ever in his quarters at St. John Baptist de 1a Salle. Again communicating
through his Canonical Advocate, Fernando ¢laimed that he could not have driven Complainant as
she described because he did not have a driver license when he arrived in the United States. He
claims not to have obtained his license until the summer of 1981, but no documentation of that
date has been obtained.-

The Board had reviewed the case in 2002 and in 2003 recommending both times that
additional information be obtained quickly. In February 2004, the month after the Complainant
was interviewed, the Board considered the case again. The Board determined that the allegations
were sufficiently credible to recommend that Fernando be placed on administrative leave while
the investigation continued. The Cardinal concurred with that recommendation and Fernando
was temporarily removed from public ministry.

During the subsequent investigation, " . attempted to obtain a copy of the taped
telephone conversation between the Complainant and Fernando. Though he was unable to obtain
a copy, the LAPD investigators allowed """ 1o listen to the tape. A March 21, 2007,
Archdiocesan status report on this case states, “police record phone conversation between
Complainant and Fernando in which Fernando appears to admit that sexual activity took place
between him and Complainant when Complainant was 17 years old.” The report goes on to say

that, “Fernando said that he remembered kissing the victim but didn’t remember showing her his -

penis; he stated that he thought the victim was 19 years old; he admitted feeling love for her and
recalled rubbing her breast and kissing her breasts; he told her that he confessed his sins in this
matter and asked her for her forgiveness; he stated he wanted to remain a priest and asked her to
keep this between them. The investigator concluded that the tape appeared to confirm that
something of a sexual nature had transpired between Fernando and the victim.” Clearly
Fernando’s admissions in the taped conversation are in direct conflict with his March 7 and May
8, 2003, letters in which he denied “having had any sexual activity with (Complainant).”

In November 2004, the case was sent to Rome. The case was returned with a finding
that, as the complainant was 17 at the time, she was not a minor under the 1917 Code of Canon
Law. (The Church subsequently changed the age of majority from 16 to 18.) Consequently,
Rome determined that the case is not under its jurisdiction and assigned responsibility for any
further action to the Archdiocese. This complaint resulted in a civil suit and was eventually
settled as part of the global settlement. The amount received by the Complainant was within the
median settlement amount for that group of cases.

Once the civil suit was settled, the case was reviewed to determine if it was ready for
disposition. It was decided that efforts should be made to contact the Complainant’s mother,
sister and/or brother in an effort to corroborate the number of “dates™ she allegedly had with
Fernando and to determine if any of them had any additional information to support or refute
these allegations. The Complainant’s sister was subsequently interviewed telephonically. She
was about 13 years old when Fernando was first assigned to St. Hilary’s. She and her older sister

IX 000658



3GG200 YIVO

Father Walter Fernando (CMOB #027) : CONFIDENTIAL--
Page 4 Personnel Matter

(Complainant) shared a bedroom. They lived with their parents and two brothers who were 18
and 19 years old. Between work, school and friends, the brothers were usually gone and rarely
interacted with their two younger sisters. She believes they had no idea what was happening
with the Complainant at the time. The parents thought the relationship between the Complainant
and Fernando was fine—they trusted him and to this day they refuse to discuss it.

She and her sister shared confidences including the Complainant’s account of the
numerous sexual encounters she had with Fernando. They would talk about those activities in
very specific terms. For example, one time Complainant returned home very upset after going to
the movies with Fernando. Complainant told her sister that Fernando had kissed her at the
theater, On another occasion Complainant told her that Fernando took her for a ride and told her
to touch his penis after which she needed to clean herself with a tissue. On another occasion,
Complainant told her that she had disrobed in front of Fernando and while she was disrobed he
put his Roman collar on her. (The Complainant described just such an incident in her interview.)
The sister estimated that Fernando came to their house to pick up Complainant six to twelve
times during that period.

On March 23, 2009, Fernando was to be interviewed by REPACTED After asking a few
background questions, *¥*°™° began to ask a question regarding Fernando’s prior relationships.
REDACTED wras immediately interrupted by Fernando’s Canonical Advocate who instructed Fernando
not to, “...answer any question that has to do with any relationship or any person of any kind.”
At that point, the interview was concluded. The Board understands from Fr, REDACTED  who
has been assigned to provide us with Canonical advice, that under Canon Law the instruction
from Fernando’s Canonical Advocate is imputed to Fernando and is sufficient to constitute a
decision by Fernando not to answer any questions without Fernando having to personally
respond that he understood and agreed to follow his Advocate’s admonition and advice. We
therefore conclude that Fernando declined this opportunity to make whatever response he may
deem appropriate. In that regard, we recognize that Fernando is not expected to admit or deny
anything and that he is entirely within his rights to remain silent. Consequently, we draw no
inference whatsoever from his decision.

Following this interview, Ferniando’s Advocate proposed the following disposition for
this case: ' . .

1. Father Fernando will retire at 65 years of age (4-24-09) and will voluntarily agree to
refrain from any priestly public ministry in the Archdiocese of Los Angeles.

2. Should any letter of inquiry be received from another Bishop, the parties would
collaborate on the wording of any response from REDACTED  ofT0s Angeles. The
letter would not say that Fernando has been found unfit for ministry, but clearly
communicate that Fernando has offered and the Archdiocese has agreed that he will
not exercise ministry in this diocese. Any Bishop making an inquiry should:be given
the facts and the decision left up to him regarding any granting of faculties. The
Advocate made it clear that the facts in the response should be stated without a
conclusion that Fernando had been found unfit for ministry.
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3. The original precept placing Fernando on leave would be revoked.

The Archdiocesan representatives informed Fernando’s Advocate that, based upon their
experience with the Board, we would most likely recommend to the Cardinal that Fernando
should not be entitled to exercise public ministry anywhere. However, they agreed to inform the
Board and ultimately the Cardinal of the proposal.

By Charter, the Board is responsible for ensuring that all allegations of sexual misconduct
by a priest or deacon are investigated thoroughly. Consequently, the Board’s first duty is to
determine if all reasonable investigative avenues have been pursued and exhausted. We have
considered that aspect of this case and find that this matter has been investigated adequately. As
we noted several years ago, the Complainant’s mother, brothers and sister should have been
interviewed to determine what, if anything, they might know about this case. Eventually, the
sister was interviewed and she largely corroborated the allegations. In view of the information
the sister provided about her brothers and her parents’ refusal to discuss the matter, it appears
that efforts to interview additional family members would serve no constructive purpose. We
were also concerned that the taped telephone conversation was not pursued through the protocol
established for obtaining evidence from the Los Angeles Police Department. However, we are
confident in relying on the Canonical investigator’s report of that taped conversation.

With the adequacy of the investigation established, it now becomes the Board’s
responsibility to recommend an appropriate disposition. In cases such as this it is important to be
mindful of the standards under which the Board must weigh the evidence presented to it. First is
the Archdiocesan Policy on Sexual Abuse by Clergy which defines sexual abuse of a minor as an
act(s) of sexual molestation, sexual exploitation or other behavior by which an adult uses a minor
as an object of sexual gratification. Second is the standard of justice which requires that a
sustained allegation must be supported by credible evidence leading a reasonable person to
conclude that the alleged acts occurred, that the accused cleric committed those acts and that the
acts constitute sexual abuse of a minor. :

We have discussed this matter extensively, ever mindful of our responsibility to the
people involved as well as to the Church itself. The Board’s diversity including members with
experience as mental health care professionals, law enforcement, the judiciary, abuse victims and
their parents, religious and clergy all helped to ensure that every aspect of this case was fully
explored. We are mindful of our duty as Catholics and members of this Board to review the
facts of this case objectively and make a recommendation of conscience based upon the evidence

that has been gathered. With those responsibilities in mind, we have come to the unanimous

decision that the facts in this case clearly meet the burden of proof required to support the
conclusion that Father Walter Fernando engaged in the sexual abuse of a minor. Consequently,
we unanimously make the following recommendations:

Recommendation No. 1: ~ We recommend that Fr. Fernando be removed from ministry
permanently.
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Recommendation No. 2:  We recommend that Fr. Fernando’s permanent removal from
ministry be announced at all Archdiocesan parishes in which he
has been assigned or maintained a priestly relationship.

Recommendation No.3:  We recommend that the settlement proposal put forth by Fr.
Fernando’s advocate be rejected. That proposal would require the
Archdiocese to abdicate its moral responsibility to notify another
diocese that a priest has been removed from ministry.

Recommendation No. 4:  Because we believe that Fr. Fernando returns to Sri Lanka on
occasion, we recommend that the Church in Sri Lanka be notified

in writing of Fr. Fernando’s permanent removal from ministry.

Recommendation No. 5: ' We recommend that the Complainant be notified of the
REDACTED  final decision on this matter.

With these findings and recommendations, the Board concludes this case and closes this file.

Respectfully submitted,
REDACTED

c Monsignor Gonzales, Vicar for Clergy
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Chief of Police Telephone: (213) 9782100
TDD; (877) 2755273
: Reference No. 14.4
ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA
Mayor
June 17, 2009
Ms. REDACTED
3424 Wilshire Boulevard

Los Angeles, CA 950010-2202

R EDACTED

Dear Ms.

T have reviewed your request, dated May 27, 2009, for a copy of a tape recording ofa telephone
conversation between Father Walter Fernando and REDACTED  Your request was forwarded to
my office from the Los Angeles Police Department’s Detective Bureau.

As I indicated in my correspondence, dated OctolQSECZD 2008, the audio tape recording of a
te]ephone call between Father Fernando and Ms. was generated to support the Los Angeles
Police Department’s mvesmgaﬁon. In accordance with Government Code Section 6254(f),
records of investigations conducted by, or investigatory files compiled by, any local police
agency for law enforcement purposes, are exempt from disclosure. Your request secks records
that are either investigatory recotds themselves or properly part of an investigative file; therefore,
my position is unchanged and I am again denying your request. I your request is due to pending

litigation, the document you are requesting may possibly be obtained through a court order,

Any correspondence regarding this matter should include a copy of this letter and be directed to
the Los Angeles Police Department, Discovery Section, 201 North Los Angeles Street, Space 301,
Los Angeles, California 90012. If you have any questions regarding this correspondence, please
centact Management Ana}yst Soon Kun of the D1scovefy Section at (213) 978-2155.

Very truly yours,

VVILLIAM J.BRATTON

of Police .

RAYMOND D CRISP, Senior Management Analyst
Ofﬁcer~1n«Charge Discovery Section
' Rlsk Management Group

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITYAFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
www.lAPDOnline.ory
www,joinl APD.coin
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Archdiocese of Los Angeles
Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board

April 27,2009 CONFIDENTIAL~~
' ’ Personnel Matter

TO: Cardinal Roger M. Mahony
Archbishop of Los Angeles
FROM: REDACTED

SUBJECT:  Father Walter Fernando (CMOB #027)

The Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board (Board) has concluded its review of the
allegations against Father Walter Fernando. This report is submitted to both summarize the case
and communicate the Board’s findings and recommendations to you.

Father Walter Fernando was born in Sri Lanka on April 24, 1944, and ordained in Sri
Lanka in 1973. He moved to Los Angeles and was assigned to St. Hilary’s Parish in Pico Rivera
on March 1, 1981. The Complainant was a high school senior who worked at St. Hilary’s
rectory after school. At that time, she was 17 years old (she turned 18 on REDACTED ) and
Fernando was 36 years old. Fernando served at St. Hilary’s until his routine transfer to St. John
Baptist de la Salle in Granada Hills on November 30, 1981. Fernando was incardinated in Los
Angeles on February 24, 1986.

In April 2002, the Complainant told Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) detectives
that Fernando had sexually molested her when they worked together at St. Hilary’s and for about
a year after Fernando transferred to St. John Baptist. She alleged that she was 17 years old when
their sexual relationship began. As part of their investigation, the detectives had the
Complainant make a telephone call to Fernando. Without Fernando’s knowledge, but with the
Complainant’s consent, the detectives recorded the conversation. After that, the detectives went
to Fernando’s rectory, but he was gone on vacation. In June 2002, Fernando was at a seminar
with the Vicar for Clergy (VC). He told the VC that the police came to his rectory looking for
him. He said that about 20 years earlier he had “crossed boundaries™ with a woman when he
took her to the movies and put his arm around her.
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In August 2002, the Los Angeles Times published an article naming Fernando as the
subject of a police investigation. Ultimately the criminal case was closed due to a court case
(Stogner) that invalidated a lengthened statute of limitations for this type of case. In February
2003, the VC attempted to interview Fernando, but he declined to answer any questions
regardmg the Complainant on advice of counsel. In March and again in May of 2003, Fernando
sent letters to the VC denying the allegations and claiming to have obeyed his vow of celibacy.
In January 2004, the Los Angeles Times published another article detailing the case against
Fernando and reporting that he was still in ministry. That same month a statement was read at St
Hillary’s weekend masses telling parishioners that Fernando had been named in a lawsuit
accusing him of sexual abuse while assigned to that parish. Anyone with information regardmg
the matter was asked to contact the VC, but no contacts were made. ‘

On January 24, 2004, the Complainant was interviewed by Archdiocesan Canonical
Auditor REDACTED 3 retired F. B. 1. agent. Complainant stated that when she was a senior in
high school she worked in the rectory after school on most weekdays. Because she was working
after school, she usually wore her Catholic high school uniform while at the rectory. While she
was 17, Fernando took her to a movie. Toward the end of the movie he put his hand on her
breast and began to rub it. Then he gave her a kiss on the lips. Another time while she was still
in high school they were together in a parked car when he laid his head on her lap, pulled her
head towards him and gave her a long kiss putting his tongue in her mouth. On another occasion
while she was in high school, he took her to a park where he kissed her and placed his hand
inside her blouse and bra to rub the skin of her breast. Another time at the same park while she
was in high school she was with him in a parked car in the evening. He unzipped his pants,
exhibited his erect penis and tried to force her to orally copulate him. When she refused, he took
her hand, placed it around his penis and, with his hand clasped over hers, masturbated until he
ejaculated. She described several more incidents of sexual activity that occurred after she turned
18 while Fernando was still assigned to St Hillary’s. During one of those incidents, Fernando
digitally penetrating her vagina.

She recalled that Fernando was transferred to St. John Baptist parish in about December
1981. When he left St. Hillary’s, she had turned 18. After his transfer, he drove to her house,

" picked her up and drove her back to his new parish. He took her to a private sitting room in the

rectory from which there was a door leading to his bedroom. They remained in the sitting room
awhile while she played her flute. He brought her to the rectory a second time and this time they
went into his bedroom. He had her disrobe, kissed her breast, sucked her nipples and lay on top
of her on the bed. He did not undress, but she could feel his erection. She asked him why he did
not undress and he replied he didn’t want her to become pregnant. She estimated she went to the
parish in Granada Hills about ten times and that similar sexual activity occurred between them
each time. When asked who could corroborate her story, she stated that her mother, brother and
sister all knew that she was going out with Fernando.

" In her interview, the Complainant provided a detailed description of the rectory at St.
John Baptist as well as Fernando’s living quarters there, "=**“™ subsequently inspected the
premises and found the Complainant’s description to be completely accurate. In order to account

IX 000664



795200 Y1vOd

Father Walter Fernando (CMOB #027) - CONFIDENTIAL--
Page 3 Personnel Matter

for any alterations that may have been made over the years, . interviewed the priest who
Y y P

was the pastor there at that time. His description of the premises also matched the
Complainant’s. Later, responding through his Canonical Advocate, Fernando denied that the
Complainant was ever in his quarters at St. John Baptist de la Salle. Again communicating
through his Canonical Advocate, Fernando claimed that he could not have driven Complainant as
she described because he did not have a driver license when he arrived in the United States. He
claims not to have obtained his license until the summer of 1981, but no documentatlon of that
date has been obtained. :

The Board had reviewed the case in 2002 and in 2003 recommending both times that
additional information be obtained quickly. In February 2004, the month after the Complainant
was interviewed, the Board considered the case again. The Board determined that the allegations
were sufficiently credible to recommend that Fernando be placed on administrative leave while
the investigation continued. The Cardinal concurred with that recommendation and Fernando
was temporarily removed from public ministry.

REDACTED

During the subsequent investigation, .attempted to obtain a copy of the taped

telephone conversation between the Complainant and Fernando. Though he was unable to obtain |

a copy, the LAPD investigators allowed "**°™to listen to the tape. A March 21, 2007,
Archdiocesan status report on this case states, “police record phone conversation between
Complainant and Fernando in which Fernando appears to admit that sexual activity took place
between him and Complainant when Complainant was 17 years old.” The report goes on to say
that, “Fernando said that he remembered kissing the victim but didn’t remember showing her his
penis; he stated that he thought the victim was 19 years old; he admitted feeling love for her and
recalled rubbing her breast and kissing her breasts; he told her that he confessed his sins in this
matter and asked her for her forgiveness; he stated he wanted to remain a priest and asked her to
keep this between them. The investigator concluded that the tape appeared to confirm that
something of a sexual nature had transpired between Fernando and the victim.” Clearly
Fernando’s admissions in the taped conversation are in direct conflict with his March 7 and May
8, 2003, letters in which he denied “having had any sexual activity with (Complainant).”

In November 2004, the case was sent to Rome. The case was returned with a finding
that, as the complainant was 17 at the time, she was not a minor under the 1917 Code of Canon
Law. (The Church subsequently changed the age of majority from 16 to 18.) Consequently,
Rome determined that the case is not under its jurisdiction and assigned responsibility for any
further action to the Archdiocese. This complaint resulted in a civil suit and was eventually
settled as part of the global settlement. The amount received by the Complainant was within the
median settlement amount for that group of cases.

Once the civil suit was settled, the case was reviewed to determine if it was ready for
disposition. It was decided that efforts should be made to contact the Complainant’s mother,
sister and/or brother in an effort to corroborate the number of “dates” she allegedly had with
Fernando and to determine if any of them had any additional information to support or refute
these allegations. The Complainant’s sister was subsequently interviewed telephonically. She
was about 13 years old when Fernando was first assigned to St. Hilary’s. She and her older sister
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(Complainant) shared a bedroom. They lived with their parents and two brothers who were 18
and 19 years old. Between work, school and friends, the brothers were usually gone and rarely
interacted with their two younger sisters. She believes they had no idea what was happening
with the Complainant at the time. The parents thought the relationship between the Complainant
and Fernando was fine—they trusted him and to this day they refuse to discuss it.

She and her sister shared confidences including the Complainant’s account of the
numerous sexual encounters she had with Fernando. They would talk about those activities in
very specific terms. For example, one time Complainant returned home very upset after going to
the movies with Fernando. Complainant told her sister that Fernando had kissed her at the
theater. On another occasion Complainant told her that Fernando took her for a ride and told her
to touch his penis after which she needed to clean herself with a tissue. On another occasion,
Complainant told her that she had disrobed in front of Fernando and while she was disrobed he
put his Roman collar on her. (The Complainant described just such an incident in her interview.)
The sister estimated that Fernando came to their house to pick up Complainant six to twelve
times during that period.

On March 23, 2009, Fernando was to be interviewed byREDACTED After asking a few
background questions, . began to ask a question regarding Fernando’s prior relationships.
REDACTEDyas immediately interrupted by Fernando’s Canonical Advocate who instructed Fernando
not to, “...answer any question that has to do with any relationship or any person of any kind.”
At that point, the interview was concluded. The Board understands from Fr.REDACTED  who
has been assigned to provide us with Canonical advice, that under Canon Law the instruction
from Fernando’s Canonical Advocate is imputed to Fernando and is sufficient to constitute a
decision by Fernando not to answer any questions without Fernando having to personally
respond that he understood and agreed to follow his Advocate’s admonition and advice. We
therefore conclude that Fernando declined this opportunity to make whatever response he may
deem appropriate. In that regard, we recognize that Fernando is not expected to admit or deny
anything and that he is entirely within his rights to remain silent. Consequently, we draw no
inference whatsoever from his decision.

Following this interview, Fernando’s Advocate proposed the following disposition for
this case: :

1. Father Fernando will retire at 65 years of age (4-24-09) and will voluntarily agreé to
refrain from any priestly public ministry in the Archdiocese of Los Angeles.

2. Should any letter of inquiry be received from another Bishop, the parties would
collaborate on the wording of any response from the Ordinary of Los Angeles. The
letter would not say that Fernando has been found unfit for ministry, but clearly
communicate that Fernando has offered and the Archdiocese has agreed that he will
not exercise ministry in this diocese. Any Bishop making an inquiry should be given
the facts and the decision left up to him regarding any granting of faculties. The
Advocate made it clear that the facts in the response should be stated without a
conclusion that Fernando had been found unfit for ministry.
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3. The original precept‘placing Fernando on leave would be revoked.

The Archdiocesan representatives informed Fernando’s Advocate that, based upon their
experience with the Board, we would most likely recommend to the Cardinal that Fernando
should not be entitled to exercise public ministry anywhere. However they agreed to 1nform the
Board and ultimately the Cardinal of the proposal.

By Charter, the Board is responsible for ensuring that all allegations of sexual misconduct
by a priest or deacon are investigated thoroughly. Consequently, the Board’s first duty is to
determine if all reasonable investigative avenues have been pursued and exhausted. We have
considered that aspect of this case and find that this matter has been investigated adequately. As
we noted several years ago, the Complainant’s mother, brothers and sister should have been
interviewed to determine what, if anything, they might know about this case. Eventually, the
sister was interviewed and she largely corroborated the allegations. In view of the information
the sister provided about her brothers and her parents’ refusal to discuss the matter, it appears
that efforts to interview additional family members would serve no constructive purpose. We -
were also concerned that the taped telephone conversation was not pursued through the protocol
established for obtaining evidence from the Los Angeles Police Department. However, we are
confident in relying on the Canonical investigator’s report of that taped conversation.

With the adequacy of the investigation established, it now becomes the Board’s
responsibility to recommend an appropriate disposition. In cases such as this it is important to be
mindful of the standards under which the Board must weigh the evidence presented to it. First is
the Archdiocesan Policy on Sexual Abuse by Clergy which defines sexual abuse of a minor as an

- act(s) of sexual molestation, sexual exploitation or other behavior by which an adult uses a minor
as an object of sexual gratification. Second is the standard of justice which requires that a
sustained allegation must be supported by credible evidence leading a reasonable person to
conclude that the alleged acts occurred, that the accused cleric committed those acts and that the
acts constitute sexual abuse of a minor.

‘We have discussed this matter extensively, ever mindful of our responsibility to the

people involved as well as to the Church itself. The Board’s diversity including members with

~ experience as mental health care professionals, law enforcement, the judiciary, abuse victims and
their parents, religious and clergy all helped to ensure that every aspect of this case was fully
explored. We are mindful of our duty as Catholics and members of this Board to review the
facts of this case objectively and make a recommendation of conscience based upon the evidence
that has been gathered. With those responsibilities in mind, we have come to the unanimous
decision that the facts in this case clearly meet the burden of proof required to support the
conclusion that Father Walter Fernando engaged in the sexual abuse of a minor. Consequently,
we unanimously make the following recommendations: :

Recommendation No.1:  We recomumend that Fr. Fernando be removed from ministry
permanently.
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Recommendation No. 2:

Recommendation No. 3:

Recommendation No. 4:

Recommendation No. 5:

Personnel Matter

We recommend that Fr. Fernando’s permanent removal from
ministry be announced at all Archdiocesan parishes in which he
has been assigned or maintained a priestly relationship.

We recommend that the settlement proposal put forth by Fr.
Fernando’s advocate be rejected. That proposal would require the
Archdiocese to abdicate its moral responsibility to notify another
diocese that a priest has been removed from ministry.

Because we believe that Fr. Fernando returns to Sri Lanka on
occasion, we recommend that the Church in Sri Lanka be notified
in writing of Fr. Fernando’s permanent removal from ministry.

We recommend that the Complainant be notified of the
Archbishop’s final decision on this matter.

With these findings and recommendations, the Board concludes this case and closes this file.

Respectfully submitted,

Original singed by:
REDACTED

Original signed by:

c: Monsignor Gonzales, Vicar for Clergy
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SUMMARY

April 17,2009

Timeline of Significant Events

Father Fernando was ordained in Sri Lanka in 1973. In 1981, he came to the Los Angeles
Archdiocese and was assigned to St. Hilary’s Parish on March 1, 1981. On August 7, 1981, the
Complainant turned 18. Fernando served at St. Hilary’s until his routine transfer to St. John
Baptist de la Salle on November 30, 1981, Fernando was incardinated in Los Angeles on
February 24, 1986.

4-02

5-02

6-02

8-02

1-03

2-03

3-03
1-14-04

1-17/18-04

2-04

11-04
9-05
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The Complainant reported her alleged sexual abuse to the Los Angeles Police
Department (LAPD).

As part of their investigation, the detectives had the Complainant make a
monitored telephone call to Fernando. After that recorded conversation, the
detectives went to Fernando’s rectory, but he is gone on vacation.

Fernando informed the VC that the LAPD came to his rectory looking for him.
He told the VC that about 20 years earlier he had “crossed boundaries” with a
woman when he took her to the movies and put his arm around her.

The Los Angeles Times published an article naming Fernando as being under
investigation by the LAPD. Ultimately the criminal case was closed due to the
statute of limitations (Stogner).

The CMOB first discussed this case, but recommended no action due to the lack
of facts.

VC and Vicar for Canonical Services interview Fernando, but he declined to
answer any questions regarding the Complainant on advice of counsel. Later,
Fernando sent two letters (3-7-03 and 5-8-03) to the VC in which he denied the
allegations and claimed to have obeyed his vow of celibacy.

CMOB considers the case again and requests that more information be obtained
LA Times article is published detailing the case against Femando and reporting
that he is still in ministry.

On that same day, the CMOB considered the case and requested an expedited
investigation.

A statement was.read at all weekend Masses at St Hillary’s that Father Fernando
was named in a lawsuit accusing him of sexual abuse while assigned to that
parish. Any parishioner with information regarding the matter was asked to
contact the VC, but no contacts were made.

CMOB considered the case again and found the allegations to be credible. ’Ihey
recommend that Fernando be placed on administrative leave, which he was.

Case is sent to Rome

Rome responded that the complainant was 17 at the time and under the 1917 Code

of Canon Law she was not a minor. (It has since changed to 18.) Consequently,
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the case is not under Rome’s jurisdiction and respons1b1hty for further action rests
with the Archdiocese,

Interview of Complainant

: . . . REDACTED . .
On January 24, 2004, the Complainant agreed to be interviewed by . Theymetina
restaurant accompanied by her lawyer. There were no restrictions placed on the interview other
than asking that it not “drag on for several hours.”

Complainant stated that when she was a senior in high school she worked as a junior secretary in
the rectory. She worked most weekdays from after school until about 9:30 PM. Consequently,
she almost always wore her Catholic High School uniform when working at the rectory. She
was active in her parish, taught CCD and was in the choir. She characterized herself as an
“unattractive nerd” with few friends and subject to verbal abuse from her peers. Her home life
was troubled, so she enjoyed getting away to work in the parish.

Complainant said that while she was working at the rectory and still in high school Fernando
took her to a movie. Towards the end of the movie he put his hand on her breast and began to
rub it. Then he gave her a kiss on the lips. In another instance while she was still in high school
they were together in a parked car and he laid his head on her lap pulling her head towards him
and gave her a long kiss putting his tongue in her mouth. On another occasion while she was in’
high school, Fernando took her to a park where he kissed her and fondled her placing his hand
inside her blouse and bra to rub the skin of her breast. Another time at the same park while she
was in high school she was with him in a parked car. It was evening and he unzipped his pants,
exhibited his erect penis and tried to force her to orally copulate him. She refused so he took her
hand, placed it around his penis ad, with his hand clasped over hers, and masturbated until he
ejaculated. She also described several incidents of sexual activity between her and Fernando that
occurred after she was 18, including Fernando digitally penetrating her vagina.

Effective December 1, 1981, Fernando was transferred to St. John Baptist de la Salle parish in -
Granada Hills. So, the Complainant was now 18. He picked her up at her house and drove her
to his new parish. He took her to a private sitting room in the rectory from which there was a
door leading to his bedroom. They remained in the sitting room awhile while she played her
flute. He brought her to the rectory a second time and this time they went into his bedroom. He
had REDACTED ' breast, sucked her nipples and lay on top of her on the bed and then
alongside him. He did not undress, but she could feel his erection. She asked him why he did
not undress and he replied he didn’t want her to become pregnant. She estimated she went to the
parish in Granada Hills about ten times and that similar sexual activity occurred between
Fernando and her each time. She provided """\ with a detailed description of the rectory and
Fernando’s living quarters. When asked who could corroborate her story, she stated that her
mother, brother and sister all knew that she was going out with Fernando.

Through his Canonical Advocate, Fernando denies that the Complainant was ever in his quarters
at St. John Baptist de la Salle. However, . inspected the premises and found the
Complainant’s description of the physical layout to be completely accurate. In order to account
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for any alterations that may have been made over the years, REPA°TEPqterviewed the priest who
was the pastor there at that time. His description of the premises also matches the description
given by the Complainant.

Through his Canonical Advocate, Fernando points out that he could not have driven
Complainant as she describes because he did not have a driver license when he arrived in the
United States. He claims not to have obtained his license until the summer of 1981, No
documentation of that date has been obtained.

Monitored Telephone Call

On May 24, 2002, the LAPD detectives had the Complainant initiate a telephone call with
Fernando. That conversation was recorded. Investigator™™*“"™ has attempted to obtain a copy
of the call, but has been unsuccessful thus far. A letter from REDACTED o the LAPD resulted
in an October 7, 2008, letter denying her a copy. The letter does say that if the request is due to

_pending litigation the document may be obtained through a court order. No effort has been made

to pursue that avenue or to explore whether the police department would honor a church
subpoena. There is also no explanation on why the request was not submitted to Deputy Chief
Beck, the police department’s Chief of Detectives.

The ability to obtain the tape notwithstanding, “***“*° has had the opportunity to listen to the
tape. He describes the tape as corroborating the Complainant’s allegations. Fernando’s
admissions during that taped conversation are in direct conflict with his statements in his March
7 and May 8, 2003, letters in which he denies “having had any sexual activity with
(Complainant)” and affirms that he has obeyed his vow of celibacy. REDACTED s status
report of March 21, 2007, states, “police record phone conversation between Complainant and
Fernando in which Fernando appears to admit that sexual activity took place between him and
Complainant when Complainant was 17 years old.” His report goes on to say that, “Fernando
said that he remembered kissing the victim but didn’t remember showing her his penis; he stated
that he thought the victim was 19 years old; he admitted feeling love for her and recalled rubbing
her breast and kissing her breasts; he told her that he confessed his sins in this matter and asked
her for her forgiveness; he stated he wanted to remain a priest and asked her to keep this between

" them. The investigator concluded that the tape appeared to confirm that something of a sexual

nature had transpired between Fernando and the victim.”
Interview of Complainant’s Family

In the meeting of April 2, 2008, it was decided that efforts should be made to contact the
Complainant’s mother, sister and/or brother in an effort to corroborate the number of “dates™ she
allegedly had with Fernando and to determine if any of them had any additional information to
support or refute these allegations. The need for this effort was consistent with REDACTED
March 21, 2007, analysis of this case. In that report he recommended that the Complainant’s
mother, brother and sister be interviewed to ascertain what knowledge they may have of the
Priest and Complainant going out together. Rather than contacting these people directly, the
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investigator has elected to seek their cooperation through the Complainant’s attorney.
Consequently, none of them has been interviewed nor have they declined to be interviewed.

Information from Attorneys

Attorneys representing the complainant and Archdiocese were contacted and they had no new
information regarding this case.

Civil Suit

This case was settled as part of the global settlement. The amount received by this complainant
was within the median amount for settlement of those cases.

Interview of Father Fernando

Once the foregoing were completed, it would then be appropriate to interview Father Fernando.

. Again, this would be consistent with REDACTED ’s March 21, 2007, analysis of this case. His

first recommendation in that report was that Father Fernando “should be interviewed quam

primum with regard to every aspect of his case, since direct statements from him will prove
invaluable for resolving many of the issues and questions that remain and will also prove useful
in properly evaluating the claims advanced by (the Complainant).”

On Monday, March 23, 2009, Father Fernando was interviewed. Present were Father

REDACTED Monsignor Gabriel Gonzales, Vicar for Clergy;
REDACTED

The interview was transcribed and consists of 23 pages in total. After some legal wrangling,
REPATTES is allowed to begin his interview. After asking a few background questions, he asks
Fernando, “Did you have any type of relationship with females prior to....” He is immediately
interrupted by =""“"who instructs Fernando not to, “...answer any question that has to do with
any relationship or any person of any kind.” After a brief discussion of a canonical nature,

REDACTEDand the recorder are asked to leave the room.

- An unknown amount of time later, they reenter the room and the record continues. Father

REDACTEDcomments that, as 3 result of the conversation, they “have been able to come to an

accommodation that should resolve concerns that have led to this investigation. And we will put
this on record, but we’re thinking that there isn’t any further point to the investigation as such
and that Mr., REPACTEDguld be excused from this session.” At that point the interview is
concluded and "*™*°™° |eaves the interview room.

Proposed Agreement

Once the investigation is concluded, a discussion ensues regarding an offer that Father Fernando
has made and the Archdiocesan representatives apparently have accepted. That proposal is that:
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Page 5

1.

3.

Not discussed in the proposal are several other considerations the CMOB usually addresses in its

Father Fernando will retire at 65 years of age (4-24-09) and will voluntarily agree to
refrain from any priestly public ministry in the Archdiocese of Los Angeles.

Should any letter of inquiry be received from another Bishop, the parties would
collaborate on the wording of any response from the Ordinary of Los Angeles. The letter
would not say that Fernando has been found unfit for ministry, but clearly communicate
that Fernando has offered and the Archdiocese has agreed that he will not exercise
ministry in this diocese. Any Bishop making an inquiry should be given the facts and
the decision left up to him regarding any granting of faculties. It was pointed out that
CMOB would in all likelihood have difficulty accepting that provision, but that issue was
never resolved. (Fernando vacations in Sri Lanka.)

The original precept placing Fernando on leave would be revoked.

final recommendations to the Cardinal. Among those are:

The appropriateness of the accused priest residing or maintaining a presence in a rectory
or church facility;

An announced at any parish with which he has maintained a priestly relationship; and,
Notification to the Complainant regarding the Archbishop’s final decision on this matter.

1X 000673



FROM :CANONICAL-SERVICES-OF THE-ACC— FAX ND. 1213 637 6178 Apr. 15 2009 18:28AM P1L

FEANANDD

REDACTED
From: REDACTED o )
Sent: ' Wadnesday, April 02, 2008 7:04 PM
To: CMOBREDACTED .
GCe: Gonzales, Msgr. GabrieblREDACTED

REDACTED _
Subject: FERNANDOQ CASE

REDACTED
N

Per our conversation at this morming's meeting, here are the follow up items on the
Fernando case:

""1i tWas'thﬁ.H cape part of the recent oivil pettlement and, if so, how much was paid te his
vigtim? : '

2. Does the victim's attorney have any informabion we need to ponsider?

3. Does the Archdiccese attorney have any information we need to consider?

40

Can the complainant's mother, sister or brother corroborate the number of "dates® she
had with Fernando?

o

Rﬁ)l;\xg& these gquestions have been answered, please forward the juvestigative report to
and he will agendize 'the matter for CMOB's consideration.

Thanks,
REDACTED

REDACTED

5 - 1w OO VIS SUE ~~ (Ao !
b= UM 'S PR = POUCE. St T oantcsstTES

D 10 l'")
e ﬁ—@cu&g(bt_g un{r\RE ACTED { { STV [D .j Z

< U QNS -

. — {
Tlo s = P12 e

()\)T ot

IX 000674
€.G6200 VIVOd . .



FROM :CANOMICAL-SERVICES-OF THE-ACC~ FAX NO. 213 637 6178 Apr. 15 2089 1B:22AM P9

/G200 VIVOd

REDACTED PE=
M/‘Z/k /’V\[
[
(CSAL
March 31, 2009
Reverond Monsignor Gabriel Gonzales A
Vicar for Clergy BY FAX AND MAIL
Archdiocese of Los Anpeles
3424 Wilshire Boulevard

Los Angeles, California 90010

Re: Reverend Walter Fernando _
Congregation for the Clergy, Prot. No. 2008-2209

Dear Monsignor Gonzales:

This is 1o confirm the content of our discussion, together with REDACTED
and Father™=PA°TE0, concerning Iather Fernando who was also present at our meeting of
March 23, 2009.

The Congregation for the Clergy has informed us that my Rbmurse to that Dicastery
on behalf of Father Fernando will be decided by May 14, 2009, Notwithstanding our
discoussion and understanding yesterday, that Recourse continues and should be decided.

In answer to my question, you confirmed that, except for the allegation of =™

REDACTED

in 2003 of an unproven event that allegedly occurred twenty eight years ago, there
is nothmg in Father Fernando’s record that ever raised any quesnon about his fitness for
ministry since he artived and began his continzous priestly service in the Archdiocese of

Los Angeles twenty nine years ago in 1981.

Although it has been affirmatively proven that Father Fernando has not committed the
canonical crime of sexual abuse of a minor,' Father Fernando is aware of the unfortunate
publicity given to the™ ™ allegation against him and the harm it has caused 1o both him
and the Archdiocese. Appreciating the Cardmal’s position and desiring to prevent any
more adverse pub11c1ty and harassment,” Father Fernando is voluntarily willing to retire
afler he reaches his 65™ birthday on April 24, 2009, and the Recourse has been decided.
Even if the decision is favorable to him, he would voluntarily agree to forego exercising

REDACTED

! Ms. herself has given vague and conflicting evidence about whether she was vuder 18-at-the time of
the alleged events, thus failivg to prove that she was a minor even under oivil law. CDF acknowledged this
inconsistency when, afier revicwing the record, it found that she was “17-18." Tn her taped conversation
she aitempts to have Fr, Fernando confirm that she was 16 at the time. This, of course, cannot be frue
because M. Price turned 17 ot August 7, 1980, ix months hufore Father Fernando serived in éhis country
and bogan work in the Archdiocese of Los Angeles on March 1, 1981, Did someone advisc her that the
canonical ape of a minor was 16?2 :

IX 000675



FROM CANONICAL-SERVICES-OF THE-ACC— FAX NO. 213 637 6178 Apr. 15 2089 18:23RM

G/GC00 VIVOd

public ministry in the Archdiocese of Tos Angeles, He would, in essence, be a retired,
inactive priest of the Archdiocese of Los Angeles. ,

Such a volyntary signed agreement between the Cardinal and Father Femando would
obviate the need for the Cardinal to issue a new decree. A decrec in any way appearing to
imposc a canonical penalty or to indicate guilt would again be subject to a recourse,
something none of us wants, I am sure, A properly worded agresment summarizing the
reason why it was entered into could also serve, without further comment, to advise any
other bishop why Father Fernando does not exercizo faculties in the Archdiocese of Tos
Angeles. I will be happy to prepare a draft of such an agreement for the Cardinal’s

review, A decres, however, should be issued temaving the canon 1722 restrictions.”

However one might interpret the CDFs reply that Los Angeles is free to handle the
matter administratively, any such administrative procedure cannot be penal since no
penal action was authorized by CDF. While a priest may not have a right to an
assignment, and & bishop may assign him administratively wherevor the bishop wishes, a
priest does have a right to the exercise of his priesthood and any deprivation of that right
in its entirety would constitute an unlawful permanent penalty, as well as a right to his
good reputation.

1 take this opportunity to meke one correction in the transcript of our meeting of
March 23, 2009, On page 10 line 8: what reads “what he may or may not have done as a
matter of the internal forum” should read “what he may or may not have done is a matler
of the internal {orum,” ~

Respectfully and sincerelv vours.

REDACTED

ce; His Eminence Roger Cardinal Mahony
REDACTED

2 In explaining the Cardinal’s concern in our March 23 meeting, Father confiemed that ro
canonical delict was committee but adds “what does remain problematic in this case is the age of the vietim
{(“accuser” wold be more aceurate) ot the time of the alleged activity becauss civilly, sho may have been a
‘minor...this puts the Cardinal in the position of dealing with the question of relurning someone to minisiry
who may have been guilty of (sexually abusing) a givil minor.” The fact of her being a minor oven in civil
law has not been proven and is a fact that the accuser had the burden of proving before any penal action
could be taken against Father"->/C =0 iy any forum, canonical or civil, One cannot be punished for what
“May have bepn” or for “what may have happened”. Furthermors the only issue in this case is canonical
and must be resolved only by canon faw. Any practical concern invelved in cartying out justice according
to law, 45 mych as one may appreciate those concemng, cannot tramp the obligation of a judge to administer

justics according, to the law snd the evidenee.
Canon 1722 provides that restrictions eease by virtue of the law itself whon the teasons tor which they

were placed cease. It also provides, however, that the restrictions should be revoked.

REDACTED

P18
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FROM :CANONICAL—SERVICES-OF THE-ACC— FAX NO. :213 637 6178 Apr. 15 2089 10:20AM P2

CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
INVESTIGATIVE REPORT
ATTORNEY C1IENT WORK PRODUCT

To:REDACTED
M }Ssi gnor Gabriel Gonzales, vicar for clergy
REDACTED

Fro

Re: Cdnonical Tnvestigation of 'ather Walter Fernando
Father Waltor Fernando’s aceuser "EPACTED i receive remuneration as patt of the
global seltlement. Under the setllement protocol that amount is confidential.
Ms,"™s attorney, REDACTED  has not mspvnded to follow up written requests
ot {elephonc messages regarding contacts with™  's family members for interviews as
requested by the Clergy Misconduet Oversight Board. This fall, when Mg, REPACTED wag
spoken to hyREDACTED z0d REDACTED  and asked to contacl the ™™™ family, she
indicated that she was not optimistic thal the family would make themselves available.
Also [rom her memoty she was not aware of any other informaiioun she might have
pertinent to the canonical investigation of Fernando which was not previously sharcd
with the Archdiocese.

REDACTED ,the Archdiocese’s counsel in the settlement, has
advised there is nothing in their file regardmg Fernando that the Archdiocese is not awaro
of that is germane to this matter. _ '

REDACTED

1X 000677
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FROM :CANDNICAL-SERVICES-OF THE-ACC— FAX NO. 1213 637 6178 Apr. 15 2889 18:120AM P3
o . PageZorZ

This email may contaln information that is privileged or confidential. If you are not the intented
recipient, please delete the email and any attachments and notlfy us Immadiately. Thank you.

o Siw e ma Rl R e et o 105 e & fmint (15 8 88 ST oo b me o

- Senk: Sunday, December 14, 2008 6:15 PM S
To:REDACTED EEE—

Co: CMORREDACTED
Subject: FERNANDO FOLLOW UP INVESTIGATION

REDACTED
’

EDACTED

Not mad at you, but you are the only person I can goto on this, I reviewst i follow-up
investigation report on Fernando (attached) and it leaves 4 lot to be desired.

1. You and I agreed that the seitlement amount was confidential. However, we also agreed that
we nged to know whete it fits in relation to the median payment.

2. Calling the complainant's attorney "this fall" and being told she was "not optimistic" hardly
constitutes a refusal. Somebody needs to tell us no. Additionally, 1 recognize the need to go
through the attorney to speak to the complainant, but why do we have to work through her to
talk to everyone else? All we want to know is if the mother, brother or sister can corroborate the
complainant's dates with Fernando.

. N N « ' s REDACTED
3. REDACTEDgve there is nothing in their file—-nice, clean, definitive. But, on” ' the report

says, "from her meimory she was not aware of any other information she might have pertinent to
the canonical investigation of Fernando which was pot previously shared with the Archdlocese.”
From her memory? The idea is to make sure someone doesn't cowme up with a smoking gun a
day after a decision i made and we did nothing lo try and find it. How could this staternent
possible prevent that?

[ absolutely guarantee that if I take this to the CMOB it will be returned for further investigation.

1 know you weren't there, but everyone at the meeting last March agreed that these things
needed to be done before we ask the Cardinal to make a deeision on this important case,

REDACTED

37972009
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FROM :CANONICAL-SERVICES-OF THE-ACC— FAX NO. 1213 637 6178 . Apr. 15 2083 18:218aM P4 .

CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
INVESTIGATTVE REPORT
ATTORNEY CIIENT WORK PRODUCT

December 15, 2008
Re: Canonical Investigation of Tather Walter Fernando

To:REDACTED
Monsignor Gabricl Gonzales, vicar for clergy

From: REDACTED

On December 15, 2008,REDACTED returned the writer’s call. She was asked if
her law firm had any information regarding Father Walter Fernando that had not alrcady
becn given to the Archdiocese that is pertinent to bis canonical investigation. She replied
that she had provided the Archdiocese everything as is her firm’s policy. '

1t was also explained that the Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board wanted to know if any
meinbet of REDACTED g family recalled how many times Fernando picked up ™" at
the family home. Ireberg advised she would call ™™ to determine this and call back

either the writer orREDACTED  with this information,

REDACTED

&)
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FROM :CANONICAL-SERVICES-OF THE-ACC- FAX NO. 213 637 6178 Apr. 15 20099 1@:21AM PS5
Page 1 of 2

REDACTED

From: REDACTED

Sent:  Monday, March 09, 2008 9:36 AM

To: REDACTED Gonzales, Magr, Gabriel
Subject: FW: RE: FERNANDO FOLLOW UP INVESTIGATION

REDACTED

#4 and please kaap this onem pretty candid regarding the quality of the investigation and wouldn't
want the FBI guys gatting mad about it. ‘

REDACTED

—— Oldinal Messatg ——-—
From:REDACTED
To; REDACTED

Sent: 12/16/2008 5:16:24 PM ,
Subject: RE: FERNANDO FOLLOW UP INVESTIGATION
Confidential

Thoughts on the matteri)] think  was likely trying to bring you up to date and tie up loose ends as he
could before tha end of the year. | also know that REDACTED s not one to dig In her files at this
timetishe has much too much money in the bank and in her art collection to work {these days her office
is an answering machine), but | do take her at her word that she provided what she had! I.as that has
baen our experience with her.

REJAGHEY

Also, though, she has bsen cooperative even from her semi-retirement! ) .and called yesterday from
her cell phone and agresd to contactREDACTEDY sae if there is someone who can be interviewed to
conflrmREDACTED: vejorts on tha frequency of her contacts with Walter Fernando.

She received a setflement at the median levelNbut | am very reluctant to have your hoard make
decisions using that fact since the amount awarded to a plaintiff frequently said more about a lawyer: is
skills/negotiating tenacity and status among the counset group than it did sbout the claims (as | can say
from looking at how the plaintiffs(1 lawyers split the pie in all of the 500+ cases)

Best | can do now.

REDACTED
Bast,

REDACTED

REDACTED

Archdiocese of Los Angeles
3424 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90010-2202
REDACTED

(213) 637-6123 Fax

3/9/2009
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FROM :CANDNICAL-SERVICES-OF THE-ACC— FAX NO. :213 637 6178 Rpr. 15 2009 19:220M P8
REDACTED 3424 Los Angeles
Archdlocese of Los Angeles Wilshirs . Galliomia -
Boulevard S0010-2202.
25 March 2009 '

REDACTED

l‘)car Mr REDACTED

Enclosed is a copy of the transcript of our meeting this past Monday with Father
Fernando and others. ‘

Pleasc rsview, it for accuracy and advise me of any cotrections that you think may be
necessary. IThave not yet reviewed it myself, so I will do the same and advise you of any
changes that | think may be needed. :

Since the proceedings were not under oath, I did not think it was necessary to send you
" the original for your client’s signarure. If you have any concems, do not hesitate to let
me know. :

The advisory board met this morning and discussed other items since there was not
enough time to review the material just reccived regarding Father Fernando’s case. The
next meeting of the board is now scheduled for Tuesday, 21 April. Tt will bo tight, but
this should give ns just enough time to make the deadline in replying to Rome.

Thank you for your assistatice in helping us resolve this matter,

Sincerely in Christ,
REDACTED

Copy. Msgr. Gabriel Gonzales, Vicar for Clergy

Pastoral Regions:  Qur Lady of the Angels  SanFernande  San Gabrlel  San Pedro  Sania Barbara
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From: Gonzales, Msgr. Gabriel
To: REDACTED

Ce: ) ~

Date:  3/17/2009 5:06:58 PM

REDACTED

Subject: FW: REDACTED

rage L oI 3

REDACTED

REDACTED  _

this is simply for your information. We don’t expect you on the call.)

As previously mentioned in my messages to you, we are scheduled for a telephone conference call tomorrow,

Wednesday, at 10 am. | will initiate the phone calls.

REDACTED

do you prefer that | use something other than your celi phone?

WAREDACTED

, 1 will use your “office” phone number.

REDACTED

Here are the email messages between ~ and REDACTED There are some questions she raises that are

rather straightforward and we can easily handle — as in the most recent email.

However, as you will see, there are substantive policy questions that she raises down below for our telephone

discussion for which we need to provide a response.
As a reminder, we try to keep emails for content.

Thanks, and we'll be in touch at 10 tomorrow.

Gabe

From: REDACTED

Sent: Tuesday, March 17, 2009 11:42 AM
To: C. J. Ruona

Cc: Gonzales, Msgr. Gabriel; REDACTED
Subject: Re;: REDACTED

REDACTED

Dear
I talked to REDACTED . She has 3 questions:

1. Where is Fernando?
2. Is Fernando still in ministry, in any way, shape or form?
3. Is Fernando still working with children?

Please let us know.

REDACTED

Cce:

REDACTED

3/18/2009
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Sent: Monday, March 16, 2009 12:49 PM
Subject; Fw: REDACTED

REDACTED

If you can obtain the information as requested and advise me this should suffice and | will not need to contact
REDACTED

Thank you for your help.

~--- Original Message —--

From:REDACTED
To:

Ce: _. )
Sent: Saturday, March 14, 2009 3:34 PM
Subject: Re: REDACTED

REDACTED

| also thank you for your response.

RegardingREDACTED | have been requested by the Board, as | indicated earlier, to try and determine if
anyone recalls Father Walter Fernando picking™=P*°™ up at the family residence. If someone does remember
this we want to know any particulars such as how many times; what comments "="*“™= might have made to
him/her, if any; etc. | realize these events occurred in 1981 but if there is someone who recalls them the Board
wants me to interview him/her. | believe that if you ask®*>*“™® and she assures you that nobody recalls these
incidents, and you advise me, that this might suffice. | will try to obtain clarification as whether this will be
enough or they feel my personal contact is necessary and then e-mail you. 1 would hope to have an answer for
you regarding this by Monday.

Regarding your other points. | am an investigator retained by the Archdiccese to assist in obtaining information
to facilitate their decision making. | do not make any decisions but by your copying REDACTED and Monsignor
Gabriel Gonzales you have communicated with two of the correct people to provide you with answers. From
REDACTED ragponse | see that she has apparently already begun that process.

I look forward to your response regarding “—

Board and other appropriate individuals.

EDACTED

and assure you that 1 also will relay your concerns to the

—-- Original Message —---

From: REDACTED

ToREDACTED __ _

Cc: Gonzales, Msgr Gabnel “REDACTED
Sent: Saturday, March 14, 2009 11:46 AM
Subject: RE:REDACTED

REDACTED

—thanks for the response and the thoughtful comments... | will be sure that the correct persons process
them and get back to you.. cannot predict what will be the response, but | will take personal responsibility to
get you one.

REDACTED
Best,

From: REDACTED

Sent: Saturday, March 14, 2009 8:49 AM
To:REDACTED

Cc: Gonzales, Msgr. Gabriel; REDACTED
Subject: Re: REDACTED

REDACTED

REDACTED 3/18/2009
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I have left messages with™ *°"*" and will let you know when she calls back. As we discussed, I am

sure the church is aware of just how fragile REDACTED {5 and yet the Board insists that it needs this
information to deal with Fernando? If some family member provides information that Fernando
picked up REPACTED at the house, will that be sufficient for the Board to finally deal with Fernando?
Please get the answer to this question so that [ can tell REPACTED .

As I told you, my clients and I are extremely frustrated and upset with this whole process. What has
happened, with, TTJEBED"”E°7 The church had information on him for many years (look at the

proffer), has fought and fought for his laicization, and yet we learn that he is still in
ministry (with limited facilities). Unbelievable. What has happened with Fr.REPACTED? g he also
still in ministry?

'You have no idea of what I have to deal with on my end, with victims putting themselves out to the
Board to help, and then see nothing happen. Has the Oversight Board had the decency to contact
these victims to let them know the status of the investigations? Has the Board met in person with a
Jsingle victim in all of their investigations? I don't believe so, and I have actually begged the Board
(through REDACTED | the church's prior attorney) in the past to do so. I believe that this simple
change in the Board's process will provide answers to many of the Board's questions. Please check
with the Board to see if this can this be done.

REDACTED

----- Original Méssage e

From:REDACTED

To:REDACTED

Cc: Gabriel Gonzales ; Grat, Marge
Sent: Thursdav. March 12, 2009 1:19 PM
sl.bject:REDACTED

REDACTED

' REDACTED
| left a telephonic message for you on March 10th but | do not know if you are in the vicinity so

suggested that | e-mail you.

If you recall we spoke on December 15, 2008, regarding you contactingREDACTED g determine who in
her family might be able to provide lrgstht on her relationship with Father Walter Fernando. Specifically if
anyone recalls Fernando picking up “*“at the family home & any specifics they recall.

This is to resolve the matter canonically & those involved hope to do this later this month. | appreciate
anything you can do and if you are otherwise unable to respond by Friday March 13th | will try to contact
FEDACTED on the telephone.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

REDACTED

REDACTED 3/18/2009
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CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
"INVESTIGATIVE REPORT
ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT

December 11, 2008
To: REDACTED

Monsignor Gabriel Gonzales, vicar for clergy

- FroAREDACTED

v~

Re: Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando

~ Father Walter Fernando’s accuser REPACTED  did receive remuneration as part of the
global settlement. Under the settlement protocol that amount is confidential.

Ms. =™ g gttomey, REDACTED  has not responded to follow up written requests
or telephone messages regarding contacts with "™ s family members for interviews as
requested by the Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board. This fall, when Ms, REPACTED 54
spoken to byREDACTED  jnd REDACTED 514 aqked to contact the ™™ family, she
indicated that she was not opumxsnc that the family would make themselves available.
Also from her memory she was not aware of any other information she might have

pertinent to the canonical investigation of Fernando which was not previously shared
with the Archdiocese.

REDACTED the Archdiocese’s counsel in the settlement, has

advised there is nothing in their file regardmg Fernando that the Archdiocese is not aware
of that is germane to this matter. :

REDACTED

\~/7

RCALA 002584
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Subject: RE: FERNANDO FOLLOW UP INVESTIGATION \(\( U
From: REDACTED R
Date: Tue, 16 Dec 2008 16:16:21 -0800
To: REDACTED >
Confidential

Thoughts on the matter—I think  vas likely trying to bring you up to date and tie up loose ends as he could
before the end of the year. | also know thatREDACTED  is not one to dig in her files at this time...she has
much too much money in the bank and in her art collection to work {these days her office is an answering

machine), but | do take her at her word that she provided what she had....as that has been our experience with -

her.

Also, though, she has been cooperative even from her semi-retirement....and calledmmyesterday from her cell
phone and agreed to contact REPACTEDo see if there is someone who can be interviewed to confirm REDACTED
re[orts on the frequency of her contacts with Walter Fernando.

She received a settlement at the median level...but | am very reluctant to have your board make decisions
using that fact since the amount awarded to a plaintiff frequently said more about a lawyer's skills/negotiating
tenacity and status among the counsel group than it did about the claims (as | can say from looking at how the
plaintiffs’ lawyers split the pie in all of the 500+ cases)

Best | can do now.

Best7 REDACTEDB

' REDACTED

Archdiocese of Los Angeles
3424 Wilshire Boulevard

Los Angeles, CA 90010-2202
REDACTED

(213) 637-6123 Fax

This email may contain information that is privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, please delete the email and any attachments and notify us immediately. Thank you.

From: REDACTED

Sent: Sunday, December 14, 2008 6:15 PM
To: REDACTED
Cc: CMOB REDACTED

Subject: FERNANDO FOLLOW UP INVESTIGATION
REDACTED

Not mad at you, but you are the only person I can go to on this. 1 reviewedREDAcmfollow-up
investigation report on Fernando (attached) and it leaves a lot to be desired.

1. You and I agreed that the settlement amount was confidential. However, we also agreed that we
need to know where it fits in relation to the median payment.

12/17/2008 8:42 AM
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2. Calling the complainant's attorney "this fall" and being told she was "not optimistic" hardly
. constitutes a refusal. Somebody needs to tell us no. Additionally, I recognize the need to go through

the attorney to speak to the complainant, but why do we have to work through her to talk to everyone

else? All we want to know is if the mother, brother or sister can corroborate the complainant's dates
with Fernando.

3. REDACTED gays there is nothing in their file--nice, clean, definitive. But, on"*"*°"®" the report says
(and this is my personal favorite), "from her memory she was not aware of any other information she
might have pertinent to the canonical investigation of Fernando which was not previously shared with
the Archdiocese." From her memory??7???? The idea is to make sure someone doesn't come up with
a smoking gun a day after a decision is made and we did nothing to try and find it. How could this
statement possible prevent that?

I've had folks try to blow me off before, but never quiet as blatant as this. I absolutely guarantee that
if I take this to the CMOB it will be returned for further investigation. I know you weren't there, but
everyone at the meeting last March agreed that these things needed to be done before we ask™"
REDACTED make a decision on this important case.

REDACTED

20f2 v 12/17/2008 8:42 AM

IX 000688



RCALA 002588

CONFIDENTIAL & PRIVILEGED
INVESTIGATIVE REPORT ,
ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT

Décember 11, 2008
REDACTED
To

Moxrsignor Gabriel Goﬁ;ales, vicar for clergy

Fron?gREDACTED

LA T

Re: Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando
Father Walter Fernando’s accuser \e0/C 120 did receive remuneration as part of the
global settlement. Under the settlement protocol that amount is confidential.

REDACTED

Ms. s attorney, REDACTED  has not responded to follow up written requests

ot telephone messages regarding contacts with™“""’s family members for interviews as 7S
requested by the Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board. This fall, when Ms, REPA°TE0 ag | NOT
spoken to by REDACTED  gndREDACTED and asked to contact the™ " family, she R
indicated that she was not optimistic that the family would make themselves available. A0
Also from her memory she was not aware of any other information she might have

pertinent to the canonical investigation of Fernando which was not previously shared

with the Archdiocese.

REDACTED , the Archdiocese’s counsel in the settlement, has

advised there is nothing in their file regafgiing Fernando that the Archdiocese is not aware
of that is germane to this matter. -

REDACTED

&)
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Subject: FERNANDO CASE
From:REDACTED

Date: Wed, 02 Apr 2008 19:04:08 -0700
To: CMOB Kit Ruona <cjruona@cox.net>

CC: CMOB Msgr Gonzales <msgrggonzales@la-archdiocese. org>REDACTED
REDACTED

Rewscy
Per our conversation at this morning's meeting, here are the follow up items on the
Fernando case:

1. Was this case part of the recent civil settlement and, if so, how much was paid
to his victim? :

2. Does the victim's attorney have any information we need to consider?

3. Does the Archdiocese attorney have any information we need to consider?

4. Can the complainant's mother, sister or brother corroborate the number of
"dates" she had with Fernando?

When these questléns have been answered, please forward the investigative report to
REDACTED and he will agendize the matter for CMOB's consideration.

Thanks,
REDACTED

4/2/2008 7:15 PM
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' INVESTIGATIVE REPORT | e 11
ATTORNEY CLIENT WORK PRODUCT -
e 7
January 23, 2004 . -
qum™”
Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando 0 L}/‘% -
CMOB-027

Report of REDACTED | canonical auditor
/ : .

REDACTED made an accusation of sexual abuse against Father Walter
Fernando to the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) in April 2002. "***°™ has never
personally lodged a complaint with the Los Angeles Archdiocese but the office of her
attorney REDACTED _ communicated it to the Archdiocese. Based on her
accusation the following individuals were interviewed and records were reviewed
between January 14, 2004, and January 27, 2004:

1. REDACTED o o e, Los Angeles
- Archdiocese .

2. Father REDACTED _, Long Beach Memorial Hospital, Long
Beach, New York _ ‘

3. FatherREDACTED Our Lady of Lourdes Church

4. REDACTED of REDACTED L '

5. REDACTED REDACTED t at Saint Hilary’s Church

6. REDACTED at' Saint Hilary’s Church

7. REDACTED - at Saint Hilary’s Church

8. SistefREDACTED _ _ at Saint Hilary’s Grammar School

9, REDACTED at Saint Hilary’s Church rectory

10.REDACTED Nativity Church

11. . _ ™ at Saint John Baptist de la Salle
Church ' ’

12. FatherREDACTED . at Saint Bernardine of Siena Church

13. Father at Our Lady of the Rosary Church -

14. Lieutenant Dennis Shirey, LAPD, Officer in Chafge, Juvenile Division
15, Officer James Brown, LAPD, lead detective Cleric Abuse Task Force
16. Monsignor Craig A. Cox, Vicar for Clergy

Fernando is a 59-year-old Sri Lankan-American who was ordained in Sri Lanka in 1973
and cameg from Sri Lanka to the Los Angeles Archdiocese in 1981. His initial assignment
in the Archdiocese was at Saint Hilary’s Church in Pico Rivera, reporting March 1, 1981.

- He served there until November 29, 1981, and was then transferred to Saint John Baptist
de la Salle where he served until July 31, 1986. Since then he has served at four other
parishes in the Archdiocese and has not had any complaints lodged against him other than
the one that is the subject of this report. He has been an associate pastor at each of his
assignments.
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REDACTED

The allegations made by against Fernando are contained in a Complaint filed in Los

Angeles County Superior Court on December 3, 2003. Pertinent parts of the complaint

state:

=, was a minor during the alleged acts perpetrated upon her.

2. She alleges Fernando molested minor parishioners and that the Archdiocese was
aware of it.

3. The specific acts involving Fernando and her included:

French kissing

Hugging

Fondling buttocks over clothing

Rubbing and massaging breasts and body

Kissing neck, face and breasts

Digital vaginal penetration

Forced masturbation of Fernando

Attempted forced oral copulation of Fernando

Sexual grooming ‘

FE@ e e o

REDACTED

A request has been made to""“°T=P for an interview of by a representative of the
Archdiocese, preferably one of the investigators. This is one of the recommendations of
the Clergy Misconduct Oversight Board, however, despite initially indicating she might
allow this "*°A°TEPhas not at this time.

REDACTED

's Certificate of Baptism certifies that she was born onREDACTED

st as married toREDACTED  on Decermber 23, 1986, and they separated on May
31, 1991. On April 10, 1992 their divorce became final. There were three danghters as a
result of this union and "“*"REDACTED

Fernando advised Monsignor Craig A. Cox that the LAPD wanted to talk to him
(Fernando) while both were at Saint John’s Seminary attending a continuing education
week the first week of June 2002. He told Cox that about 20 years ago he crossed
boundaries with a woman interested in entering the convent. They went to a movie
together and he put his arm around her. She later entered the convent but left within a
few years.

Sometime after this the archdiocese became aware that" - was making an allegation
against Fernando and based on this he was interviewed by Cox and Father REPACTED
REDAGTED 51 February 12, 2003. Prior to this interview Fernando retained REDACTED

‘as his attorney and although he answered all questions pertaining to him personally and
historically he acted on™ - advice and refused to answer questions regarding the
allegations made against him byREPACTED  noted that Fernando’s demeanor was
cordial and cooperative and that he exhibited an appropriate level of concern. Later in

letters dated March 7, 2003, and May 8, 2003, that Fernando addressed to Cox he denied

“each of the specific behaviors alleged.” He also wrote, “I absolutely affirm that I have
obeyed my vow of celibacy”.
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On January 21, 2004, Monsignor John A. (Archie) Rawden (retired) was telephonically
contacted. He stated that in 1981 he was the Chancellor for the Archdiocese and
responsible for the transfers of the priests. At that time he lived in the rectory of
Immaculate Conception Church which was across the street from where the chancery. It
was a large rectory and often priests coming into the Archdiocese stayed there prior to
being assigned to a parish. He could not recall Fernando.

On January 16 and 17, 2004, Father REDACTED (not related to Walter) was
telephonically interviewed. He is currently REDACTED at Our Lady of Lourdes
Church and advised that he has known Father Walter Fernando for about 35 years, since
their days in the seminary in Sri Lanka. He has always known him to be an honorable
man both in Sri Lanka and in the United States. He (R*PA°TEPpreceded Walter in coming
to America and when Walter arrived they spent a good deal of time together. He and his
brother Father REDACTED would spend each Wednesday with Walter, as that
was their day off then. Walter did not have a California driver’s license for several
months after he arrived and they drove him to various locations around Southern
California. They often visited and had dinner at other Sri Lankan homes in the area.
Walter was initially assigned to Saint Hilary’s in Pico Rivera but as he recalls he did not
stay there as long as it was originally intended. The reason for this might have been
because of his surname he was believed to be a Spanish speaker and he was not. He was
then transferred to Saint John Baptist de la Salle in Granada Hills. He does not recall any
parishioners at Saint Hilary’s that Walter was close to or spoke about and the name
REDACTED  means nothing to him. Nor does he recall Walter mentioning any Saint
Hilary parishioner visiting him at Saint John’s. He described Walter as a reserved soft-
spoken person that in his opinion would not force himself on anybody or in any way
violate his vows. He was very surprised to hear that Walter was accused of any
impropriety. He believes that the first summer Walter was in America another Sri
Lankan priest, REDACTED  visited this country and they traveled together. " i
now a bishop in Sri Lanka and he has a cousin that lives in the Torrance area named
REDACTED whom they visited her on occasion back then. He advised his brother
is now in ministry in New York.

On January 20, 2004, FatherREDACTED (not related to Walter) was
telephonically interviewed. He is currently theREDACTED  at T.ong Beach

- Memorial Hospital, Long Beach, New York, and resides in the rectory at Saint Ignatius
Church in Long Beach, New York. He stated that he was assigned to Saint Michael’s.
Church in Los Angeles in 1981 when Father Walter Fernando arrived from Sri Lanka.
He knew Walter in Sri Lanka and knows that he had a good reputation there. He knows
this because there is only one seminary in the country and relatively few priests and if
someone does something untoward it becomes known throughout the religious
community. Also the Bishop would not have written a letter of recommendation for him,
which was required. He (_REDAC_TED_) came to the U.S.A. in 1976 for a change and a more
challenging ministry. He explained that Sri Lanka is a small country with few
opportunities and he came here to broaden his experiences within the Church. He
believes Walter came for the same reasons but probably with a bit of apprehension since
he was leaving all of his family and most of his friends. When Walter arrived in Los
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Angeles he stayed at the Immaculate Conception rectory with Monsignor Archie
Rawden. He was then sent to Saint Hilary’s. He remembers that Walter did not drive at
that time since he did not have a California driver’s license and he and his brother, Father
REDACTED would drive to Walter’s church and pick him up each Wednesday their

" day off. They would visit other Sri Lankans that resided in the area and frequently have
dinner in their homes. One of these wasREDACTED whose cousin, REDACTED
is now a Bishop in Sri Lanka. In 1981 he was a priest from the same diocese as them in
Sri Lanka and he visited the United States. * - and Walter traveled to the Grand
Canyon that summer as well as other places but he could not recall exact times and
places. He was very surprised when he heard of the allegations made against Walter as
he has always been a quiet gentleman and has a reputation for that. He never did
anything indiscreet while they were together and he reiterated they spent a good deal of
time together in 1981, He cannot remember Walter ever mentioning REDACTED  or any
other parishioner from Saint Hilary’s nor does he recall him ever mentioning a former
parishioner visiting him after he was transferred to Saint John’s.

On January 21, 2004,REDACTED was telephonically interviewed and advised she
knows Father Walter Fernando and recalls that he and her cousin REDACTED

took a vacation together in 1981 when " visited the United States. She cannot
remember the dates they traveled but believes they visited the Grand Canyon and Las
Vegas. Back then she frequently saw the Sri Lankan priests that lived in the Los Angeles
area, including Fernando, and they were all good men. She could offer no other
information of value. '

On January 17, 2004,REDACTED a5 telephonically interviewed and on January 20
was personally contacted at Saint Hilary’s. She is currently teaching at Saint Benedict’s
Grammar School in Montebello but has been employed at Saint Hilary’s in some
capacity, part time or full time since 1985. In the mid-1980s she worked in the office and
now does some secretarial work and maintains the archived records of the parish.
Although she was not working in the parish when Walter Fernando was an Associate
Pastor at Saint Hilary’s she was a parishioner and remembers him. She also knew
REDACTED a5 they both were in the parish youth choir. " played the flute in the
choir. This was after™ " graduated from high school and before she went into the
convent. After she left the convent™ ™ re-joined the group. Before™ ' graduated
from high school and joined the choir she worked in the rectory part-time answering the
telephones and the door. This was on the weekends and in the early evenings. A search
of pay records failed to locate any for ™™™ which makes REPACTER believe that since she
was part-time she was paid in cash and no records were maintained. REDACTEDdescribed
as aneedy person who had a troubled family life. She seemed lonely and™™ ™ ’s
family was uninvolved with her activities. REPACTED a]50 said that™™ has had financial
problems for years. Less than two years after leaving the convent ™™™ was married and
it might have been to the first person she dated. REPACTED did not believe the marriage
lasted four years and” " had three daughters as a result of it. "™ told REDACTED that
her husband was having an affair and that after the divorce she felt like a failure again
and questioned where to go from there. "™ never mentioned Fernando to her or anyone
else as far as she knows. She remembered Fernando as a gentle, reserved, docile person
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REDACTED

and felt if anything did occur between and him she probably instigated it. Ifhe

. made any advances on herREDACTED fee]s ™™™ would have told someone. She cannot
recall any birthday or any other type party for " : in the rectory. She hasnot seen™
in over a year and does not know where she is living or if she is employed. She does
know one of her daughters has a serious health problem. Her daughters went to Saint
Hilary’s school at one time. REDACTED  ag the parish secretary in 1981 but she is
now very elderly and feeble. In 1985REDACTED  became the parish secretary and ™"
later met her when both had children in school at Saint Hilary’s. REDACTED is the
current parish business manager and does not know™  personally but requested
REDACTED Jocate old pay roll records for her. She does not know who asked """ to
provide them. She also checked parish records dating back to 1981 for vehicles,
expenses, retreats, training or anything else regarding Fernando with negative results.

The only thing she could locate from that time period were Sunday parish bulletins. The
full time rectory employee at that time wasREPACTED  who is now deceased. *™"
REDACTED  : also worked as a junior, or part-time, secretary the same time that
did and she also played guitar in the youth choir. She might be able to provide some
information. REDACTED mother REDACTED  was the housekeeper in 1981 and is now
84 years old and residing at Nazareth House. She might remember something, as she
knew both™ ™ and Fernando. She frequently talked to™ " and was fond of her and
never mentioned toREPACTED that “*“™had a relationship with a priest. Her mother was
the only person other than the priests that was allowed in their private quarters and she
would not allow anyone else to violate their space. '

REDACTED

On January 20, 2004, the Saint Hilary’s Sunday Parish Bulletins for 1981 were reviewed.
The March 8™ one welcomed Fernando to the parish. On April 26 his name is listed on
the cover as a parish priest. On November 29" it announces he is being transferred to
Saint John’s. On December 13™ he is no longer named on the cover as a parish priest.
The bulletins for that year indicate that Father REDACTED  vyag REPACTED apg that
REDACTED were Father REDACTED  and FatherREDACTED ~ REPACTED g
deceased and REPACTED left the Archdiocese May 23, 1985, apparently to return to his
Diocese in Enugu, Nigeria. Parish records reflect”  marriecd REDACTED on
February 21, 1987, and the marriage was declared null and void on April 12, 1994..

On January 16, 2004, Father REDACTED ] at Our Lady of the Rosary Church,
was telephonically contacted. He advised that he was an associate pastor at Saint
Hilary’s in 1981 and remembers Father Walter Fernando there. He recalled Fernando as
a hard working priest that was very gentle and quiet and definitely never saw him do
anything of a suspicious nature. He could not remember anyone in the parish that
Fernando was particularly close to. He had recently come from Sri Lanka and he
socialized with other Sri Lankan priests on his day off. He recalls that they came to pick
him up and that they would go to various places in the area. He cannot recall if Fernando
was assigned a vehicle but believes that he probably was. He did not recall when

l&e&%r_}cé% ’s vacation was or if he took a parish car when he went. He did not remember
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On January 21, 2004, SisterREDACTED , principal of Saint Hilary’s School was
telephonically contacted. She advised that REDACTED  did not attend Saint Hilary’s

_ School but that her children did for a period of time. She knew her as a parent of a
student and nothing more. Her children were withdrawn from the school she believes for
financial reasons.

On January 21, 2004,REDACTED Saint Hilary’s Church, was
telephonically contacted. She advised she does not know Father Walter Fernando or
REDACTED  She learned of ™ “™”’s name in this matter from her pastor and advised
that a state agency had requested payroll records for ™ in July 2003 but there were no
records.

On January 21, 2004, REDACTED was interviewed at Nazareth House. She advised
that she was the housekeeper at the rectory of Saint Hilary’s Church when Father Walter
Fernando was assigned there. He was a very quiet nice man who she liked a lot. He
related well to the parishioners and they liked him.REDACTED  was a junior secretary
in the rectory and answered the telephone and the front door. She was in high school and
worked part-time. She wasa hard worker and helped to support her family. Before she
entered the convent she discussed it with FatherREPASTED and he later told "=>"°"""; that
he did not think she would make it in religious life. ™" is now an interpreter in the
court system in Los Angeles and she believes that" ~ continues to help support her
parents. She knew of no connection between Fernando and FERTE® Nobody was allowed
in the priests’ quarters but her, not even the parish secretary. She did not remember any
type party for ™ in the rectory.

© On January 21, 2004,REDACTED was interviewed at the
Nazareth House. He remembered Father Walter Fernando as one of his associate pastors
at Saint John’s and that he was an excellent, obedient young man. He was given the

* hospital ministry and worked very hard at it. He has no recollection of anything that
would reflect poorly upon Fernando. The only female he remembers visiting Fernando
was another Sri Lankan. He characterized him as “one of my prized young men.”

On January 21, 2004, FatherREDACTED , was telephonically interviewed. He is
currently pastor of Saint Bernardine of Siena Church and was an associate pastor at Saint
John’s in 1981 when Father Walter Fernando arrived. He was a very reserved gentleman
and he was never suspicious of Fernando for any reason. He has called appropriate
people for the activities of others over the years but not Fernando. He cannot recall any
parishioners from Saint Hilary’s visiting Fernando at Saint John’s.

On January 21, 2004, REDACTED of Nativity Church, was
telephonically interviewed and advised he was the Vicar for Clergy in 1990 and 1992
when Father Walter Fernando was transferred from Cathedral Chapel and Saint Gregory
the Great Churches after what appears to be abbreviated stays. He could not recall why
these transfers were made but is certain that if there was a serious problem behind them it
would be noted in Fernando’s file.
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On January 22, 2004, a meeting was held with LAPD Lieutenant Dennis Shirey, Officer
in Charge of the Juvenile Division and LAPD Officer James Brown senior detective of
the cleric abuse task force. They advised they were not at liberty to release any portions
of their case relating to Father Walter Fernando including the transcript of the monitored
telephone call between Fernando and REPACTED _This would be against their policy
and could be harmful to a future case if another victim comes forward since the "™
case can be used for corroboration. Due to the Stogner Decision Fernando will not be
prosecuted in this matter but Brown opined that the telephone call corroborated ™™
claims. Brown will contact Deputy District Attorney William Hodgeman to obtam h1s

opinion on allowing the transcript of the call to be viewed by the Archdiocese and advise
once this decision is made.

On January 15, 2004, Sister REDACTED for Women Religious, advised in a
memo that REDACTED  entered the Daughters of Saint Paul in January 1983. After her
postulancy she became a novice and then left the community on March 27, 1985.

On January 17 and 18, 2004, a statement was read at all week end Masses at Saint
Hillary’s that Father Walter Fernando was named in a law suit accusing him of sexual
abuse while assigned to that parish. It requested any parishioner with information
regarding this matter to contact the Archdiocese and left Monsignor Craig A. Cox’s.
telephone number. No contact has been made

On January 21, 2004,REDACTED  narich secretary at Saint Hilary’s from 1983 until
1998 advised that she had no information of value relating to this matter.

The February 2003 issue of the Los Angeles Lay Catholic Mission contains an article
stating that the January 2™ Los Angeles Times named REDACTED  ag a sexual abuse
victim handing out leaflets at the Sherman Oaks Galleria. The pamphlets informed
victims of sexual abuse by priests that they could bring suit against perpetrators forthe
duration of 2003 and urged them to contact the Church.

On January 27, 2004, REDACTED of Colombo, Sri Lanka,
e-mailed™ ™ the following information. He has known Femando since 1964 and they
attenided the seminary together. Between roughly September 5™ and 18" 1981 he and
Fernando traveled by car to the Grand Canyon. They also spent time in Flagstaff,
Arizona, and Las Vegas, Nevada, on the trip which took four or five days. Fernando was
assigned to Saint John Baptist de la Salle at the time.

A public records database search was done on S and provided no information of value
in this matter. - '
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Analysis and Observations

This allegation was made 21 years after the act supposedly took place.

REDACTED

‘There are no independent witnesses named by as having ever observed any of the
alleged activities. Therefore much of the investigation set forth above revolves around
character evaluation of the parties by those that knew them at that time as well as now.

REDACTED

had adifficult childhood and as a young woman left religious life and had a failed
acrimonious marriage.

She is raising three daughters at least one of which has a serious health problem.
She has had financial difficulties throughout her life.

Fernando was assigned to Saint Hilary’s on March 1, 1981, and remained there until
November 30, 1981. :

Fernando did not drive for a couple of months after arriving at Saint Hilary’s due to a
lack of a valid driver’s license.

Although the LAPD advised that in their opinion Fernando corroborated . ’§ H(/[ H7
allegations in the recorded telephone call Officer Brown on another occasion said the call
“seemed to corroborate her account.”

" 5 18" birthday was REDACTED
No other complaints have been lodged againét Fernando.
These issues have a bearing on this analysis but without more information it cannot be

determined at this time, with any level of certainty, whether the alleged activities took
place or not.
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Timeline Regarding Father Walter Fernando
April 24, 1944... .Walter Fernando born in Ragama; Sri Lanka
January 1, 1973...Fernando ordained for Diocese of Colombo, Sri Lanka
March 1, 1981.. .Fernando ﬁssigned to Saint Hilary’s Parish, Pico Rivera
REDACTED  REDACTED 18™ birthday
November 29, 1981...Fernando leaves Saint Hilary’s
November 30, 1981...Fernando assigned to Saint John Baptist de la Salle, Granada Hills

REDACTED

T aﬁuary 1983 . enters convent
March 27, 1985.. "™ leayes convent
Februaiy 24, 1986...Fernando incardinated in Los Angeles
July 31, 1986...Fernando leaves Saint John’s
August 1, 1986...Fernando assigned to Saint Rose of Lima, Simi Valley
Décember 23,1987.." "™ marries REDACTED at Saint Hilary’s
July 1, 1990...Fernando leaves Saint Rose
July 2, 1990.. Fernando assigned Céthedfal Chapel, Los Angeles
June 12; 1991.. ™ and REDACTED file for divorce
May 2, 1992.. Fernando leaves Cathedral Chapel
- May 3, 1992...Femando assigned Saint Grégory the Gréat, ‘Whittier
June 30, 1992...Fernando leaves Saint Gregory
July 1, 1992.. .Fernando assigned Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary, Pasadena
April 12, 1994. .REDACTED marriage declared null and void by Catholic Church -

April 2002..*“™Preports molestation to LAPD

‘May 2002.. "™ makes monitored telephone call to Fernando
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June 13, 2002...Fernando advises Monsignor Craig A. Cox LAPD wants to talk to him

August 18, 2002...Los Angeles Times article names Fernando as being under
investigation

August 30, 2002...Officer Dale Barraclough advises Sister REPACTED T APD has open
case on Fernando .

Jamuary 1,2003... " sidentified in Los Angeles Times as abuse victim per February
edition of the Los Angeles Lay Catholic Mission

January 1, 2003. .REDACTES appears on list of plaintiffs

January 22, 2003...CMOB discusses matter but has few facts and takes no action
February 12, 2003...Fernando interviewed by Cox and Father REDACTED

March 7, 2003.. .Fernando sends Cox letter denying most serious charges

March 26, 2003...CMOB discusses matter and requests more information be obtained

May 8, 2003...Fernando sends second letter to Cox denying all allegations

January 14, 2004.. L.A. Times article details case against Fernando and that he is still in
ministry .

January 14, 2004...CMOB discusses matter and requests expedited investigation
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ID . 27

CMOB # 027 | ,
Case Name _ No Complaint (Walter Fernando’
Active Case? g o

Cleric Name Walter Fernando d_,f”/gm @ (LOPI(\%{{\/

Cleric Age 58 m 1~ 8

Cleric Ethnicizj) Asian u)\m\l ‘.lb@&)fa (:j%o Uﬁ,ﬂd
Incardination \U_.CM’ (}p{u) - v
Date Of Ordination 1973 @9&0{\\ , 0 p ‘;hj/\‘g J
Clergy Status On Leave , /V\'bd el SU ‘/

Date Referred To Vicar . 1/22/2003 0 FC/’Z " e @/@"\S

Claimant Minor Female _ b - \c@\j 5
Date Of Alleged Incident 1980 @% T@o(_‘/ o r

Investigation Complete L

Investigator Name v L W
Date Investigation Initiated ' L

Date Investigation Completed
Case Disposition

Intervention U

Description Age 58, born in Sti Lanka; ordained in 1973; currently an associate
, pastor. In June 2002 Fr. X informed V/C that two detectives had

stopped by rectory looking for Fr. X while he was on vacation; they
left a card but no information. Fr. X is concerned about a boundary
crossing 20 yrs. ago with a woman interested in entering the
convent. Itinvolved placing an arm around her while watching a
movie together. Woman entered convent for a time and left. She
telephoned Fr. X a couple of years ago. There have been no
complaints against Fr. X, LAPD states there is an open
investigation.

New Allegations: Plaintiffs’ attorneys supplied details of abuse of a
young girl from 1980-81 including pre-sexual grooming, French
kissing, hugging in sexual manner, fondling of minor’s buttocks and
tubbing/massaging of minor’s breasts both over clothes and skin to
skin; kissing neck, face & breasts, finger in minor’s vagina,
masturbation of perpetrator skin to skin, and tried to force oral
copulation. Abuse occurred several times at the theater, in the car
and at a park. Father denies specific allegations.

Case Status

January 22, 2003 The Board agreed that no action be taken until
further information is provided.

Wednesday, March 01, 2006 Page10f3
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March 26, 2003

April 29, 2003

January 14, 2004

January 28, 2004

Wednesday, March 01, 2006

The Board tock a vote on the following two
options: 1) To reccrnmend immediate
administrative leave; or 2) that the V/C office
seek further information from Fr, X and the
alleged victim, including, but not necessarily
limited, to the victim’s birth date, and report
back as soon as possible, but in no event later
than 60 days (the June 11, 2003 CMOB
meeting). '

Of the remaining 9 members present, eight
voted for option #2; there was one abstention.
Cardinal approves recommendation: “proceed
forward at once.”

‘Fr. X was identified as Father Waiter Fernando
in 01/14/04 L.A. Times article. Fr. submitted
to a psych evaluation suggested by the Board.
The Board recommended the following: (1)
That Fr. Fernando not be placed on
administrative leave at this time pending
further & intense efforts to obtain additional to
verify the truth of the allegations. He may yet
need to be placed on leave depending on the
results of the next two recommendations. (2)
That the alleged victim be interviewed without
delay. The Board was advised that

her attorney has agreed to a limited

interview. This interview should be scheduled
as quickly as reasonably possible & should be
conducted by Mr,REPACTEDor another
professional investigator, (3) That REPACTED
REPACTEDha guthorized in his capacity as Chair of
CMOB to write to Deputy D.A. William
Hodgeman to obtain whatever materials have
been developed by the police & the D.A. in the
course of the investigation. (4) That
REDACTED =~ be authorized in his capacity
as Chair of CMOB to write directly to plaintiff's
counsel to request an interview with the
alleged victim and/or enlist her cooperation &
consent to the release of the information
developed by the D.A. & the pclice if the
interview & the request for information in
Recommendations 2 & 3 are not forthcoming.
Msgr, Cox stated that announcements had
been made at Fr.’s parish. The Board
recommended that REDACTED should
now write the letter to the plaintiff's attorney,

REDACTED , to request an interview
with her client and a copy of the telephone
tape or transcript therecf; the letter to Mr. 7
REDACTED i REDACTED
should be deferred until Mr. “\—
-
Page 2 of 3
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February 11, 2004

February 20, 2004
February 25, 2004

April 14, 2004

November 10, 2004
September 14, 2005

December 07, 2005

Follow Up

Follow Up Date
Legal Proceedings
Sent To Rome?
Canonical Trial

Canonical Disposition

Page

Wednesday, March 01, 2006

‘The Board found that the statement made by
Ms, ™ appears to be credible and is
corroborated by her physical description of
Fr.'s private living quarters at St. John Baptist
de la Salle, that Ms.™ ™ was 17 yrs, old when
some of the serious allegations occurred, that
the actions complained of are clearly sexual
abuse, & that the zero tolerance policy

applies. The Board recommends that Fr. be
immediately placed on administrative leave

. pending further investigation.
The Cardinal concurs with the recommendation.

Board was advised that Fr. was placed on
administrative leave. V/C and REDACTED wyl|
meet with Fr. and his attorney soon to obtain a
statement. An announcement was made in
the parish.
~ LAPD has agreed to release the tape of the

REfDalngrEJDhone conversation between Fr. & Ms.

if needed; however, Detective Brown of
LAPD offered a statement about its contents as
an alternative. Msgr. Cox said it appears it is
incriminating & feels it best to interview
Detective Brown at this time. ‘

The case is being sent to Rome today.

Rome responede that at the time of the
alleged incident, the claimant was 17 years old
and not considered to be a minor by canon law
that was in effect at that time. Therefore, this
case Is not under the jurisdiction of Rome. The
responsibility for further action now rests with
the Archdiocese. The V/C will meet with father
and his advocate and confront him with the
evidence

Msgr Cox and FrREPACTED met with Father and
advised him as to what the investigation had
uncovered. The advocate has requested a copy
of all the investigative documents.

Advocate's response to evidence

April 2006

U Date Sent To Rome
U Canonical Trial Date
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WALTER FERNANDO — CMOB-027-01

UPDATED INFORMATION

Father was listed on list from plaintiffs’ attobrneys.

Abuse alleged byREDACTED - as a minor from 1980 through 1981 occuring at the
theatre, in the car and at a park. Abuse included French kissing, hugging in sexual .
manner; fondling of minor’s buttocks both over clothes and skin to skin, rubbing and
massaging of minor’s breast both over clothes and skin to skin; kissing neck, face and
- breasts skin to skin; perpetrator put finger in minor's vagina; masturbation of perpetrator
skin to skin; tried to force minor to oral copu!atlon of him; pre-sexual grooming (special
attention, movies, etc. )

02/12/03:

02/13/03

- 03/07/03

“put his finger in her vagina, masturbated her and.attempted to force her

Father was interviewed by Auditor (Fr.">**™ with Msgr. Cox present

and the allegations stated in a print out were presented to him. Upon
advice of his counsel, he stated he was present to listen and to take notes
but not respond. He was cooperative and verified dates, history, etc
concerning his serVIce as a priest.

Cardinal Mahony is advised.

Father responds to V/C in writing and denies any and all claims that he

into oral sex. Letter does not mention other charges listed in print out,

New Allegatlon Plaintiffs’ attorneys supphed details of abuse of a young girl from

1980-81 including pre-sexual groommg, French kissing, hugging in
sexual manner, fondling of minor's buttocks and rubbing/massaging of
minor's breasts both over clothes and skin; kissing neck, face &
breasts, finger in minor’s vagina, masturbation of perpetrator skin to
skin, and tried to force oral copulation, pre-sexual grooming. Abuse
occurred several times at the theater, in the car and at a park. Father
denies specific allegations.

RCALA 002603
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WALTER FERNANDO — CMOB-027-01

Age 58 —born in Sri Lanka
Ordained 1973

Active service, Assoc. Pastor, Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary, Pasadena

Reported in LA Times article of August 25, 2002 that he was on inactive leave. LAPD
investigating a claim that he fondled a teenage girl in the 1980’s while serving at St.
Hilary’s in Pico Rivera. Denies allegations.

V/C corrected the information at CMOB meeting: He is still an associate pastor and no
complaint has ever been received. He notified the Archdiocese that two detectives had .
been looking for him while he was on vacation in Sri Lanka. He did get an attorney. The
Archdiocese will not put him on leave.

Sequence of events per file:

06/13/02: Memo to file from V/C re conversation with Father. Father informed V/C
that he had learned from the parish secretary that while he was on
vacation in Sri Lanka two detectives had stopped by the rectory looking
for him. Father expressed a fear that he was under investigation. He
stated apprx. 20 years ago he had crossed boundaries with a woman who
_was interested in entering the convent. The boundary crossing involved
placing an arm around her while they saw a movie together. She did
enter the convent for a time and then left. A couple of years ago this
woman called him and they spoke by telephone. V/C suggested Father
attend a workshop being glven by attyREDACTED and chat with him afterwards
to seek advice.

- 08/30/02 E-mail from Sr.""“™ to Detective Barraclough regarding the LA Times
article (8/25/02) and an announcement that will be read at the church
correcting the information which stated Father was on inactive leave. The
announcement will state he is in active ministry and the Archdiocese has
not received any complaints about sexual misconduct.

Reply e-mail from Detective Barraclough: “We do have an open
investigation on Walter Fernando.”

09/03/02 Attorney-client communication — Itr from Father to Sr.™ - asserting legal
rights re any files, reports, statements or communications.

09/30/02 Ltr of representation from atty™ " to Sr."“™ — objecting to release of

any information.

CMOB-027-01: “No Complaint’ — Age 58, born in Sri Lanka; ordained in 1973;
currently an associate pastor. In June 2002 Fr. informed V/C that.
two detectives had stopped by rectory looking for Fr. while he was
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on vacation; they left a card but no information. Fr. is concerned
about a boundary crossing 20 yrs ago with a woman interested in
entering the convent. It involved placing an arm around her while
watching a movie together. Woman entered convent for a time
and left. She telephoned Fr. a couple of years ago. There have
been no complaints against Fr. LAPD states there is an open
‘investigation. '
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FROM :CANONICAL-SERUVICES-0OF THE-RCC— FAX NO. 1213 6837 6178 Apr. 15 2089 14:2iAM P&
P .
o : LOS ANGELFS POLICE DEPARTIVIENT
P. Q. Box 30158 *
WILLTIAM 3, BRATTON Los Angeles, Califormia 90030

Chief of Police Telephone: (213) 9782100
TDD: (§77) 2755273
Reference Number: 14.4 O
ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA v oy g7
Mayar R .
: ' (D(/u U &7—
. Octaber 7, 2008 : Ot Lo
acT 102008 REDACT L \ St
' e | @
‘ BY: '
Ms.REDACTED , W‘}
3424 Wilshire Boulevard | S r"‘"
. . . ,ﬁ!‘/ 4

Loa Angeles, California 90010-2202

. % .Dgar M REDACTED
I have reviewed your request for a copy of a tape recording of 2 May 24, 2002 tclephone
. conversation between Father Walter Fernando and REDACTED ..

. Please be adwscd that the audlo tape recording of a telephone call between Father Fernando and
Ms. "™ was generated to support the Los Angeles Police Départment’s investigation,
*In accordance with Government Code Settion 6254(%), records of investigations conducted by,
or investigatory files compiled by, any local police agency for Jaw enforcement purposes, are
~ exempt from disclosure: Your request seeks records that are either investigatory records
- themselves or properly part of an investigative file; therefore, I am denying your raquest.
However, if your request is due to pending litigation, the dooumem you are requestmg may
poss1b1y be obtained through a court order. -

If you have any questions regardmg thiz con'cspondence please contact Management Analyst
Soon Kim of the Discovery Section at (213) 978-2155.

Very truly yours,

WILLIAM I. BRATTON |
Chief of Police

RAYMOND D. CRISP, Senior
Officer-in-Charge, Discovery Section
Risk Management Group

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITYAFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
wwwL LAPDORline.orgy -
waw, foinLAPL. coomt
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DIOCESE

Los Angeles in California

NAME OF ORDINARY Cardinal Roger M. Mahony

CDF PROT. N. (if available)

NAME OF CLERIC Reverend Walter Fernando

PERSONAL Date of Birth 24 April 1944 Age 60
DETAILS OF THE
CLERIC Ordination 25 January 1973 Years of ministry 31
ORIGINAL DIOCESE OF INCARDINATION Colombo, Sti Lanka

Los Angeles in California, incardinated on 24
MINISTRY IN /TRAN SFER TO OTHER DIOCESE February 1986
CONTACT ADDRESS OF THE CLERIC REDACTED

PROCURATOR (include original signed mandate) | Mr. REDACTED

CONTACT ADDRESS OF THE PROCURATOR

ASSIGNMENTS

Year | Parish Locatio;l Appointment
1973 | St. Anthony Kepungoda Parochial Vicar
1974 | St Mary Dehiwala . i’arochial Vicar
1976 | St. Thomas Kotte ' 1 Parochial Vicar
1977 |-St. Cadjetan Kotugoda Parochial Vicar
1981 | St. Hilary Pico Rivera, California Parochial Vicar
1981 | St. John Baptist de la Salle Granada Hills, California Pafochial Vicar
1986 | St. Rose of Lima Simi Valley, California Parochial Vicar
1990 Cathedral Chapel Los Angeles, California Parochial Vicar
1992 | St. Gregory the Great ‘Whittier, California Parochial Vicar (Pro Tem)
1992 é;:;;?pl\?:rr;c}f the Blessed Pasadena, California Parochial Vicar
2004 Leave of Absénce

RCALA 002607
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ACCUSATIONS AGAINST THE CLERIC

Year | Victim Age | Imputable Acts Denunciation

1981 |REDACTED 17 _ 2003

CIVIL PROCEEDINGS AGAINST THE CLERIC

Year | Type/Case Conviction Sentence (include copies of civil documents)

Case closed because of the expiration of
Dismissed criminal statute of limitations in accord with the
Supreme Court Stogner case.

Police Investigation and Grand
2002
Jary Subpoena

Civil Lawsuit for Damages
2003 | REDACTED £

Lpending

MEASURES ADOPTED BY THE DIOCESE

Year

2003 | Preliminary Investigation Initiated

2004 | Father Fernando was placed on Administrative Leave

SUSTENANCE PROVIDED BY THE DIOCESE TO THE CLERIC

Father Fernando is living in an ecclesiastical house with his room and boatd provided. He continnes to
receive his salary and is covered by medical and other benefits. He has the same transportation provisions
as a priest serving actively. He has requested and been granted loans for criminal defense.

RESPONSE/RECOURSE MADE BY THE CLERIC

Year

BISHOP’S VOTUM

RCALA 002608
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In this case, the alleged sexually abusive activities occurred while the 1917 Code of Canon Law was in
force. The alleged misconduct did not violate canon 2359 of that Code because Ms. ™™ yas age 17, and
hence not a minor at canon law, She was a minor in the law of the State of California and the alleged

activity did amount to a crime in the law of the State.

Recognizing this reality, we are nonetheless seeking an ecclesiastical trial, not to impose a penalty but to
declare the juridic fact (canon 1400, §1, 1°) of whether or not the alleged abusive conduct took place. The
seriousness of the matter requires an unbiased determination with moral certitude of the facts of the matter
with all the protections for the rights of the parties that a trial affords.

¢l

If the judges conclude that Father Fernando perpetrated the alleged deeds, we would forward those results

to the Congregation in order to consult how to proceed, perhaps in light of the provisions of canon 223, §2.

RCALA 002609
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| FERNANDO CASE
A ‘Prolmotorz's Iustitide Notes/Analysis/Recommendations
- REDACTED 21 Mar 07

ESSENTIAL TIMELINE

07 Aug 63: birthdate of REDACTED she turned 16 on"=>""°TEP after which time she is no longer
a minor in canon law; she turned 18 onREPACTED 4 fter which time she is no 1onger a minor in civil
law.

01 Feb 81: Father Walter Fernando (WF) am'ves in Los Angeles from Sri Lanka and receives hospitality
at Immaculate Conception parish in Los Angeles.

01 Mar 81: WF begins assignment at St. Hilary’s in Pico Rivera, servmg there nine months, through 29
Nov 81.

24 May 02: police record phone conv. betw. " and WE in which WF appears to admit that sexual activ-
ity-took place betw. him and ™" when ™ ™was 17 years old (cf. documentation sent to CDF [d/CDF],
pp. 102-103). :

13 Jun 02: having learned that police detectives wished to talk with him, WF contacts Vicar for Clergy
(V/C) seeking advice, as he thinks the matter might involve a sitnation from some 20 years earlier
when he “crossed boundaries” with a young female parishioner (d/CDF, 1).

EOACTED

07 Mar 03: WF puts into writing categorical denial of ™ s claims that he put his “finger in her vagma
masturbated her, and attempted to force her into oral sex” (d/CDF, 16).

25 Apr 03: CMOB reports class-action lawsuit listing WF as having sexually abused a young girl in
1980-1981; WF denied allegations in. writing, CMOB instructed™ " to obtain further mfo incl.
girl’s age at time of alleged abuse (d/CDF, 17).

REDACTED

08 May 03: WF puts into writing denial of “having had any sexual activity with Ms. . Although1
do not know what allegations she might allege in the future, I absolutely affirm that T have obeyed
my vow of celibacy” (d/CDF, 18).

09 Dec 03: lawsuit filed by “*“laiming sexnal abuse by WF when™  was a minor (d/CDF, 19-40).

14 Jan 04: CMOB secks further info.; reports that it will not hesitate to recommend adm. leave if credi-
ble info. warranting such action is presented (d/CDF, 44-45).

16 and 17 Jan 04: canonical auditor (c/aud) interviews Fathe:REDACTED (no relation to WF)
who has known WF for about 35 years, since their seminary days in Sri Lanka. Fr.REDACTED re-
ported that he spent a good deal of time w/WF after WE’s arrival in Los Angeles; he and his brother,
Fr. REDACTED would spend each Wed., their day off, with WF. He reports that WF did not
have a driver’s license for several months after arriving in 1..A, and so he and his brother drove WEF
around. Fr. REDACTED does not recall any parishioners at St. Hilary’s to whom WF may have been
close, nor does the name™  mean anything to him, nor does he recall WF ever mentioning St.
Hilary parishioners visiting WF while WF was at St. John Baptist De La Salle in Granada Hills. He

was very surprised to learn of the accusations against WF, as he does not believe WF would force
himself on anyone or violate his vows.

20 Jan 04: c/aud interviews Father REDACTED _brother to Father REDACTED  mmediately
above but no relation to WF, who remembers that WF stayed at Immaculate Conception when he
first arrived in L.A., he was then assigned to St, Hilary’s. He reports that WF did not drive at that
time, since he didn’t have a CA driver’s license, and so Fr,REDACTED, and his brother would pick
WE up each Wed. and the three would spend their day off together. He has no recollection of WF
ever mentioning “"" or any other parishioner from St. Hilary’s, nor does he recall WF ever mention-

FERNANDO Case Analysis, 21 Mar 07, page 1 of 5
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FERNANDO Case Analysis
21 Mar 07, page 2 of 5

ing a St. Hilary’s parishioner visiting him after he was transferred from St. Hilary’s. He was sur-
prised o learn of the allegations against WF, as he believes WF to be a gentleman with a good repu-
tation who would not commit indiscretions.

23 Jan 04: report of c/aud that™  was born on 7 Aug 1963, that WF was at St. Hilary’s 1 Mar 81 29
Nov 81, that there are no indepndt witnesses to corroborate™ s allegations, that police recorded a

telephone conversation betw.™" " md WF which, according to police, corroborates™™'s account,
(d/cpF, 63).

29 Jan 04: report of c/aud that sometime betw. 2000 and 2002 confided to a friend that WF “had
abused their relationship”; this friend does not think that™ " would le about such 2 thing, nor, how-
ever, did it occur to this friend that the “abuse™ was sexual, she presumed it to be something like be-
traying a confidence (d/CDF, 73-74).

RECACTED

REDACTED)

08 Feb 04: c/aud’s report of interview with "¥2°"states that she was 17 at time of relationship w/WF
(d/CDF, 80-86); report submitted to ™ and ‘her lawyer for final corrections (d/CDF, 91-94),

17 Feb 04: CMOB recommends adm. leave for WF; .™" s account of events appears credible, despite
WE’s denials (d/CDF, 95-96). v

19 Feb 04: 'WF is placed on adm. leave (d/CDF, 97).

22 Sep 04: c/aud listens to police recording of phone conversation betw. md WF, made on 24 May
02; on tape, WF says he remembers kissing .~ but doesn’t remember showing her his penis; WF
states that he thought™™ was 19 years old; he admitted feeling love for her; he recalled rubbing her
breast and admitted to kissing her breasts; he told her that he confessed his sins in this matter and
asked her for her forgiveness; he stated that he wanted to remain a priest and asked her to keep this
betw. them; tape appears to confirm that something of a sexual nature transpired betw. them (d/CDF,
102-103).

24 Sep 04: WF’s canonical advisor (c/adv) writes to V/C raising substantive doubt as to whether any of
the behavior alleged by ™" took place before she was 18; basis of doubt hinges on when WF ob-
tained his CA driver’s license and began to drive, since virtually all of alleged abuse involved WF

REDACTED

driving 1o some location.

REDACTED

09 Nov 04: Card, Mahony sends documentation regardmg WF gase to CDF seeking advice, since the
prelim. investigation established the semblance of truth in" 5 allegations that, when she was 17
years old, she was sexually abused by WE; the difficulties of the case include the fact that, if the ac-
cusations are true, ™" “would not have been a minor in canon law, although she would have been a
minor in civil law.

04 Jul 05: CDF responds to Card. Mahony advising him that since the case does not involve a reserved
gravius delictum, no special authorization is needed for him to evaluate the merits of the case and act
accordingly.

09 Nov 05: WF’s c/adv writes to V/C expressing concern at V/C’s proposal to engage in further “fact-
finding” investigation while the civil lawsuit by is pending; he suggests that the status quo — i.e.
‘WE’s continuing adm. leave w/residence at St. Basil’s and no further action on the part of the Arch-
diocese — should be preserved until the conclusion of the civil suit.

19 Dec 05; WEF’s c/ady writes to V/C expressing concern that doubt exists as to whether  was under
18 years of age when the alleged abuse took place and objects to any “fact-findirig” on the part of
the Archdiocese until it is proven that™ was in fact under 18,

06 Nov 06: WF’s c/adv writes to V/C complaining of delay in acting on case and asks why WF is still
out of ministry; c/adv also asks what action the Archdiocese intends to take in the case.

15 Dec 06: V/C writes to WF’s c/adv explaining that, in agreement with what the ¢/adv had written in
his letter of 9 Nov 05, the Archdiocese also felt that it was in the best interest of all concerned to pre-
serve the status quo w/regard to WF (i.e. adm. leave and residence at St. Basil’s) until the civil suit
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FERNANDO Case Analysis
21 Mar 07, page 3 of 5

should be concluded; at the opportune time, the serious questlon of WF’s suitability for ministry will
be properly dealt with.
'QUESTION OF — SAGEAT TIME OF ALLEGED ABUSE

T he only direct testzmony in this regard comes from™ and is consistent in the assertion that she was under 18 ar
the time the alleged abuse began, rebuttal testimony comes from WF through his c/ady.

REJACTED

's civil complaint, filed on 9 Dec 03: ~ claims that “when she was a minor” she suffered “acts of
sexual abuse and molestation” from WF, which included “French kissing, hugging, fondling of .
Plaitiff’s buttocks over her clothes, rubbing and massaging Plaintiff’s breasts and body, kissing
Plaintiff’s neck, face and breasts, digital vaginal penetration, forced masturbatlon of the Perpetrator,
attempted forced oral copulation” (lawsuit, section 8.1).

REDACTED

mediation documentation, signed and sworn by on 15 Apr04: " states that she was 17 when
abuse began, and to the best of her recollection it began when WF “first came to St. Hilary”; she
states unequivocally that WF “sexually abused me on multiple occasions, up to and beyond my 18th
birthday” (mediation document, section 4,a,v); " does state that the digital penetration of her va-
gina by WF may have occurred after she turned 18 (ibid., section 4,c), and that the touching of her
breasts skin-to-skin, kissing them and touching other parts of her body skin-to-skin did occur after
she was 18 (ibid.){™s clear recollection is that the other acts alleged occurred when she was under
the age of 18.

REDACTED

interview of ™™by c/aud, 30 Jan 04, revised report w/changes made by and her lawyer; ™ states
that while she “was still in high school” WF took her to a movie, towards the end of which he “put
his hand on her breast and began to rub it”; at the movie’s cc_;grnxggysion, he gave her a kiss on the lips;
following the incident at the movie theater, and again while ‘was still in high school,” she was
with WF in a parked car and he laid his head in her lap, pulled her head down towards him and gave
her a long kiss, putting “his tongue in her mouth”; on another occasion, once more while . “was
still in high school,” WF took her to Legg Park Where he kissed her and fondled her, placing his
hand insidc her blouse and bra “so he was rubbing the skin of her breast”; another time at Legg Park,
while ™ was still in high school, she was with WF in his parked car, it Was evening and WF un-
zipped his pants, exhibited his erect penis and tried to force  to orally copulate him, but she would
not and so he took her hand, placed it around his penis and, with his-hand clasped over hers, mastur-
bated until he ejaculated; during this interview, .  also related sexual behavior that occurred betw.
her and WF after she had tumed 18, and recounted, w/great difficulty, the account of WF digitally

penetrating her vagina — she was unable to recall whether this occurred before or after she had
turned 18, '

letter from WEF’s c/adv, 24 Sep 04: the c/adv claims that ™ s statements that WF would take her driv-
ing “in the spring, while T was still in high school” cannot be true, as WF had no car and no driver’s
license in the spring while = was still in high school; the c/adv states that WF went out with™<™
only once, on a shopping trip to a mall, during which outing they also went to a movie — this outmg
took place after WF had left St. Hilary’s and hence after  had turned 18; the c/adv states that ™
was never in WF’s quarters at St. John Baptist De La Salle, Granada Hills

ALLEGATIONS OF ABUSIVE BEHAVIOR AFTER ™~ WAS 18 YEARS OLD

REDACTED

In her 30 Jan 04 interview with c/aud™ stated that after WF had been transferred to St. John the
Baptist De La Salle in Granada Hills, and hence after she had turned 18, he picked her up at her house and
drove her out to his new parish. He brought her into a private sitting room in the rectory, from which
there was a doar leading to his bedroom; they remained in the sitting room and she played her flute, He
brought her to the rectory a second time and this time they entered WF’s bedroom, where he had her dis-
robe, kissed her breasts, sucked her nipples and lay on top of her on the bed and side-by-side; he did not
undress but she could feel his erection; she asked him why he did not undress and he replied that he didn’t
want her to become pregnant. She also met some of his Sri Lankan priest friends but never spoke with
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them. She estimated that she fraveled to Granada Hills a total of about ten times and that similar activity
took place betw. herself and WF each time. She also described her recollection of the rectory layout (the
- rear entrance and WE’s quarters). :
WPF, through his c/adv, denies that ™" "was ever in his quarters at the rectory of St. John Baptist
De La Salle in Granada Hills. ' o :
-The ¢/aud performed an on-grounds inspection of the rectory area described by~ with the Busi-
ness Manager at St. Johm Baptist De La Salle parish; the description given by is very accurate, '
* On 5 Feb 04 Father REDACTED *at St. John Baptist De La Salle parish
when WF arrived there in 1981, was contacted by the c/aud and described the quarters that had been as-

signed to WF — his description matches that given by REPACTEDg name held no meaning for Fr,"5>“™="
REDACTED

ADMISSIONS MADE BY WF

The only admission made by WF of any inappropriate behavior w/™ " is purportedly found on the
recorded telephone conversation that took place betw. him and™  »n 24 May 02. The c/aud listened to
this tape and reported that WF says he remembers kissing ™™ admits feeling love for her, recalls rubbing
and kissing her breasts. The c/aud portrays s attitude durmg the call as that of someone who was hurt
and troubled by indiscretions committed by WF, and WF’s attitude as that of someone who was repentant
and wanted forgiveness from the person he had wronged; this forgiveness was given and WF was re-
lieved. WF told™ " that he wanted to be a priest and asked her to keep this betw. them. The c/aud ob-
serves that WF admitg certain of the behavior alleged by, and that while he does not recall other be-

REDACTED

havior, e.g. showing  his penis and forced masturbation, he does not deny this behavior.

REDACTED ¥

FURTHER QUESTIONS

When did WF obtain his driver’s license?
The significance of this question arises in light of ¢/adv’s remarks that WF “had no car and no license in
spring [1981] when she ™™ was still in high school”; that WF " “did not obtain his driver’s license till the
summertime,” hence he “could not then have been drzvmg her [ 1 around ‘in the spring when she was still in
high school’, and still 17”;™"" turned 18 on 7 Aug 81 (Itr, REDACTED , 24 Sep 04).

REDACTED

Is it possible to corroborate that WF and™" went out more than once together?
Through his c/adv (letter of 24 Sep 94), WF denies ever going out w/~™ other than one fime to a shopping
mall, and this after he had left St. Hilary's;™"" claims that her “mother, brother and sister gll knew that I was
going on outings with Father REPACTED » uegdiation document, 4,b).. There is no record of . 's mother,
brother or sister being asked about this. -

Why did WF leave Sri Lanka and incardinate into L.A.?
In communications with his Archbishop in Colombo (dbp/C), WF refers to leaving his home diocese with “a
great deal of pain in mind” (letter of 20 Oct 82), and Abp/C also refers to this same “great deal of pain” in his

response and states, “You will, I am sure, agree that that pain was not in any way caused by me" (letter of 07
Nov 82).

CANONICAL ISSUES

The question of a reserved gravius delictum has already been resolved in the negative; but the
entire matter is not yet resolved definitively. Some of the issues remaining include:

(1) whether the delict of an offence against the sixth commandment committed with force has been
committed (canon 1395 §2; NB: the expiration of prescription prevents any criminal action
wi/regard to such a delict [canon 1362}, but does not strictly prevent an investigation into
whether such a delict was committed);

(2) whether an external violation of a law has occurred such that the special gravity of the violation
demands punishment and there is an urgent need to prevent or repair scandal (canon 1399; NB:
expiration of prescription as in no. 1 above);
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whether this is a particular case calling for the ordinary to pass judgment regardmg the obliga-
tion to observe perfect and perpetual continence (canon 277 §3);

whether an act of sexual abuse of a minor (in civil law) has been committed, wherefore the reus
is to be removed permanently from ecclesiastical ministry (US Essential Norms, article 8; NB:
the expiration of prescription, as in nos. 1 and 2 above, probably needs to be taken into account
here as well);

whether, in view of the common good, this is a particular case calling for the Archbishop to limit
or otherwise direct the exercise of WEF’s rights as a cleric (canon 233 §2)

PAYMENT OF FEES LEVIED BY C/ADV

Since WF’s case does not involve a gravius delictum, and since any delict he may have commit-

ted is no longer subject to criminal action because of the expiration of prescription, there can be no penal
process initiated against him., He therefore will not need the services of a canonical advocate, and au-
thorization for bills from his current ¢/adv to be sent directly to V/C for payment may be withdrawn.
Should WF wish to continue to avail himself of the services of his present c/adv, he is free to make such
arrangements personally; otherwise, the Archdiocese can arrange for a qualified canonist to provide him
with the counsel he might need as his case is brought to a conclusion.

RECOMMENDATIONS

With a view to moving WE’s case to a definitive resolution while upholdmg the public good, the fol-
lowing recommendations are made:

M

@

©)

“@

APPENDIX: bills paid by Archdiocese to

WF should be interviewed quam primum with regard to every aspect of his case, since direct
statements from him will prove invaluable for resolving many of the issues and q}gsg‘&ons that
remain, and will also prove useful in properly evaluating the claims advanced by

WF should be advised that, whereas the V/C has up till now paid the bills for consultation sub-
mitted by his c/adv (a total of $12,836.64 as of 25 Jan 07; cf. APPENDIX below, “C/Adv Bills in
WEF Case™), future costs will be his responsibility; if he cannot afford the fees charged by the
c/adv he has engaged, he may consult the V/C so that arrangements may be made for hirmn to re-
ceive the canonical counsel suited to his needs;

AP’s mother, brother and sister should be interviewed to ascertain what knowledge they may
have of WF and - going on outings together;

all c/aud reports should be carefully reviewed to detenmne whether poss1ble follow-up may be
useful.

REDACTED
in Fernando case

25 Jan 07: 2,183.33
21 Feb 06: 2,583.33
06 Dec 05:  2,207.08
19 Jul 05:  4,529.90
29 Mar 05:  1,333.00

TOTAL: 12,836.64
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WALTER FERNANDO

Summary

General Data

Walter Fernando was born on 24 Apr 44 and ordained in Sri Lanka on 25 Jan 73, where
he ministered until 1981, In 1981, he came to Los Angeles, where he ministered until 2004,
having been incardinated into L.A. in 1986. In 2002, police began investigating an allegation
that, some 20 years earlier, Fernando had sexually abused a 17-year-old girl. Fernando denied all
claims of abuse, canonical investigation was undertaken, and despite Fernando’s denial of allega-
tions, accusation was deemed credible and Fernando was placed on administrative leave in 2004.

Details of Allegation

In 2002, an adult woman claimed that in 1981 when she was 17 years old, and continuing
on past her 18th birthday REDACTED), Fernando engaged her in a sexual relationship that included
kissing, touching and kissing of breasts, digital penetration of vagina, masturbation of v1ct1m and
attempts to force victim to orally copulate the perpetrator

Statements by Fernando

Denials. In Mar 03 Fernando wrote to the Vlcar for Clergy denying the girl’s claim that

he digitally penetrated her, masturbated her and attempted to force her to have oral sex. In a
subsequent letter the same month he denied having had any sexual activity with the girl in
question and affirmed that he had absolutely obeyed his vow of celibacy.

Admissions. In 2002, Fernando, having been contacted by police detectives, sought ad—
vice from the Vicar for Clergy, as he thought the matter might involve a sitnation from 20 years
earlier when he “crossed boundaries” with a young female parishioner. A month earlier, police
had recorded a phone conversation between the alleged victim and Fermando, which, according to
police, corroborated the allegations made.

In 2004, a canonical investigator listened to the police recording of the phone conversa-
tion, and reported that on the tape Fernando said that he remembered kissing the victim but didn’t
remember showing her his penis; he stated that he thought the victim was 19 years old; he admit-
ted feeling love for her and recalled rubbing her breast and kissing her breasts; he told her that he
confessed his sins in this matter and asked her for her forgiveness; he stated that he wanted to
remain a priest and asked her to keep this between them. The investigator concluded that the tape
appeared to confirm that something of a sexual nature had transpired between Fernando and the
victim.

Admission of Victim to Third Party

Sometime between 2000 and 2002, the alleged victim told a friend of hers that Fernando
had abused their relationship. This friend does not believe that the victim would lie about such a
thing, nor did it occur to this friend that the abuse was sexual, she presumed it to have been some-
thing like the betraying of a confidence.

Criminal/Civil proceedings

No criminal charges were filed against Fernando, but a civil 1awsu1t was filed in 2003 and
settled in 2007.

Canonical proceedings

A canonical investigation found the accusation to be credlble but the victim was not a
minor in canon law; hence there is no gravius delictum. Fernando’s canonical advisor claims that

RCALA 002615
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the victim, even if her allegations are true, was not even a minor in civil law, as none of the be-
havior alleged could have occurred before she was 18 (the advisor explains that Femando did not
have a driver’s license until after the victim had graduated from high school, and all the alleged

behavior involves Fernando driving the victim in his car). The victim, however, clearly recalls .

much of the behavior occurring while she was still in high school, before she tumed 18.

Conclusions

Whatever may have happened between Femando and the victim, and however old the
victim may have been, this was clearly a one-time occurrence, that is, at no time after these al-
leged events in 1981, have there been any reports of misconduct by Fernando. Fernando appears
to pose no real danger to any minor. However, a determination needs to be made whether Fer-
nando can be retumned to active ministry of any kind, even restricted. Although the case does not
involve a gravius delictum, the Archbishop can — should he determine that the case warrants it
— restrict Fernando’s ministry in accordance with the norms of canons 233 §2 and 277 §3.

RCALA 002616
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REDACTED

From:  REDACTED
To:

; ‘ e
“Sent: Monday, February 09, 2004 8:37 AM » _ : r/ (/ @) l
Subject: Report -

nesicien

REDAC 1D
REDACTED —
Dear. , .
1am relymg on your word that you will look into the Sri Lanka matt_er. » /

Please find attached your report with our changes in bold and underiined:

Januwaey 30, 20044
Canonical Investigation of Father Walter Fernando

Intérviewee: REDACTED

Intefvie\\'erREDACTED canopical suditor

Date of interview: Taauary 29, 2004

Place of interviey: REDACTED - Whittier, California

The morning of January 29tREDACTED telephonically advised me that he had spoken w ith REDACTED . the counsel for
REDACTED _ and that™ ™ wwould be available for an interview that evening, I telephonically contacted 7" vho advised that ™™=
would meet with me at the REDACTED noted above at 6:00 p. m. that ev ening. She also advised that an associate of hersREPACTED.
REDACTED veouid be there to make ™ > more comfortable. She put no restrictions on the interview and only asked it not drag on for several
honrs becauge REDACTED yyaq very emotional about this, and a long interview would be too stresstul. She was assured it would not. -

REDACTED
At 343 3p. ‘m. Tidentified myself to and we exchanged business cards. He was sitting in a relatively private bootl in the restaucant

REDAC REDACTED
and ™ had gone to the rest room. Shortly thereatter she retomed and ® introduced me to her. At that point he requested no
questions be asked regarding damages in the suit ~ hod filed. He was assured that was not the intent of the interview, ™ then
provided the following information;

She met Father Walter Fernando in either fate 1980 or early 1981 at Saint Hilary's Catholic Church in Pieo Rivera. She was 16 or 17.a
senior at Saint Paul’s High School and svorking at Saint Hilarv™s as a junior secretary in the rectory. She was very active in the parish at
that time. She taught o Confraternity of Christian Doctrine (CCD) class in her junior and senior year in high school and was in the youth
choir where she sang and plaved the flute, She characterized herself ag an vnattractive nerd in high school who had fev, if any, friends
and was the subject of verbal abuse. She had a 4.0 grade poiat average and some of the students may have resented her for that. Her home
fife was also troubled and she enjoved being at the parish. as it was a refuge for her. She began volunteer work in the rectory during her
junior year and betwveen her junior and senior vear she was hired as o junior secretary and began to receive a salary,

The priests at Saint Hilary s at that time were theREDACTED who is now deceased, REDACTED o Nigerian: and
Fernando. She could not be certain if a Vietnamese priest namedREDACTED  wag there at that time or came shorthy after Fernando lett..
She thought he might have been there a short time while Fernando was there as she recalled™ ™ and "¥°°T®0 had rooms downstairs in
the rectory andREDACTED  )nd Fernando were upstairs. As a junior secretary she come to the wutor\ directty trom school. The school
bus had a stop at the church moking it convenient for ber and she reported to work wearing her school unitorm. She would worl as late as
230 . . at times on week nights and also on weekends. She was restricted to working not more than 25 honrs a week. REDACTED

/Q vho wag ntthEengma Whittier College initially and later California State Um\‘emt\ at Los Angeles, was also working there
v (strilee: and trajned but other than the training) but they were not there together as one would nunmlh relieve the other There wag
another junior secretary for a short time but she was fired due to talking to her bovfriend on the telephone at work.““* pot only did not
have a boviriend hut did not date until years later after leaving the convent. Her duties included doing parish clerical work and answering
the telephone and Joor. She placed the priests” messages in boxes that were next to where she sat. She normally ate her dinner in the
kitchen but on ocension wag invited to eat in the dining room with the priests.

2/9/2004
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The rectory was quiet in the evening and normally only she and the priests were there. It was not uncommon for them to come by to check
their mailboxes for messages. Fernando began to strike up conversations with her in the evening when they were alone. These talks
became increasingly longer and friendlier as time went on. The first thing she recalls that was a bit unusual was one evening he began to
shoot rubber bands at her. Late one Sunday afternoon in perhaps March ox April 1981 Fernando suggested they go to the parish hall
behind the church and he would play his violin and she her flute. They were there alone with a piano near the stage and she played her
flute and sang. Then he played the violin and brought out music and sang a love song entitled, “Drink To Me Only With Thine Eyes”. She
felt this was a strange selection for him to pick since it was a love song. They were there about an hour.

Shortly after the parish hall incident she was alone at her desk one evening. She is not completely sure but she may have heen wearing
her high school uniform, Femando showed her a book and suggested that she read it. She turned the book over and read a synopsis of the
story on the rear cover. It was about a priest who was having an affair and she gave it back to him. He inquired as to why she did not want
. toread it and she told him that she did not think that priests should do that sort of thing. He then explained to her there was a difference™
between celibacy and chastity. According to him celibacy meant simply that priests were precluded from marriage. Chastity was a vow
that only priests that were in a religious order took along with poverty and obedience. Since he was a diocesan priest chastity did not
pertain to him and he only had to remain celibate, that is not marry. Nobody had ever explained this to her and she was confused but since
he was a priest accepted what he said. Nevertheless she did not read the book and cannot remember the title.

Not long after the book incident, while still in high school, either on his day off or on the weekend he mentioned that he wanted to see a
movie and asked her to accompany him. She rarely went to movies and since he was a priest and was showing her attention she readily
acoepted. He drove to her house, honked the hom and she came out. This is the procedure he used whenever he came to pick her up in the
future. He never came into the house to talk to her parents or siblings: Her parents did not object to her going and she believes they felt
good about it since they thought she was in the safe care of a priest. They drove down Rosemead Boulevard to Downey the city that |
adjoins Pico Rivera to the south. They went to the Showcase Theatre located next to a Farrell’s Ice Cream Parlor which were part of the
Stonewood Shopping Center. Neither of those structures is any longer there as it has since been converted into an indoor shopping
center, He sat to her left during the movie and during the movie reached over and initially patted her hand. He then reached his arm
around her shoulder and put his hand on her breast and began to rub it. She stared straight ahead and not knowing what to do she did not
do or say anything. The movie was near its conclusion when this happened and when it finished she asked him to hand her a sweater she
had placed on the seat next to him to his left. When she did this he abruptly leaned forward and gave her a hard kiss on the lips. She had
never been kissed on the lips before and she was shocked and emctional. She told him she had to go to the ladies’ room and excused
herself. When she returned to him she was still in shock and they proceeded back to the car, She cannot recall the name of the movie. The
vehicle was a white parish car that Fernando used and she does not know if it was assigned to him or not. As he was leaving the parking
lot he backed into another parked car and continued to drive away. She called his attention to it since it was very apparent but he told her
not to worry about it and left. He was quiet after the movie and little if anything was said on the drive home. He did not come into her
house when he dropped her off either.

Not long after the movie incident, while she was still in high school, they returned to the same parking lot. She cannot recall the reason
they were there but he parked in front of Farrell’s and laid his head in her lap. While in this position he pulled her head down and kissed
her. This was a longer kiss than the one in the mdvie and he put his tongue in her mouth. After the kiss he took her home.

On another occasion while she was still in high school, probably on a Saturday, he tool her to the Los Angeles County Arboretum. She
wore her hair in bangs and she recalled that she had braces on her teeth then. It was a warm day and she wore a white dress that she made
and white sandals, As in the other described incidents he did not wear his clerical clothes. He brought a camera and took about five
photographs during the day which he later showed to her. He did not give her any of them and she hasno idea where they are now. He did
not feel comfortable driving on freeways and so he drove home on Rosemead Boulevard. This route passed through the Whittier Narrows
and a large park at Legg Lake. He pulled onto the parking lot at Legg Lake and parked. He wanted to take a walk and so they did for a
while and then they stopped at a picnic table and sat down. He then began to kiss her and fondle her. It was dark and they were there for
about an hour, This time he put his hand inside her blouse and bra so he was rubbing the skin of her breast. They then returned to the car
and drove homme.

After the first Legg Lake incident they returned there and once again he was not in clerical garb. This time it was in the evening and the,
light was very dim. He was sitting in the driver’s seat and she was in the front passenger seat when he unzipped his pants and exhibited
his erect penis outside of his pants. She had never seen a penis before and did not want to look but did see it as she glanced over. He then
told her to kiss his penis and when she said, “No Father, I don't want to do that.”, he tried to force her by putting his right hand
behind her neck and pulling her head downward toward his penis and instructed her to do it. When she did not he took her left hand
in his, put it on his penis encircling jt, and whiile he kept his hand clasped over hers began to masturbate . He was breathing hard and
kept repeating, “Do it! Do it!” This continued until he ejaculated and her hand was covered with fluid. He then gave her a napkin or
something similar to clean up with.

It was sometime after the second Legg Lake incident she remembers being on the school bus approaching the Saint Hilary s rectory when
some of the girls noticed Fernando walking on the street, He was dressed in black clerical garb wearing white shoes with buckles and
they thought he loaked funny and giggling commented to that effect. At that time she felt a great deal of shame and fear wondering if

2/9/2004

X 000719



RCALA 00261

Page 3 of 4

anyone could tell by looking at her what she had done with him. She did not know of anyone who had ever observed them, either from the
parish or anywhere else, during one of these incidents but she had these thoughts nonetheless. She remembers being confused with her

emotions because most of the time he was kind to her, paid attention to her and showed her affection. Nobody else did this.

Sometime after these incidents Fernando was transferved to Saint John Baptist de la Salle in Granada Hills. She had never been to

. Granada Hills and it sounded very affluent to her and she thought he had done very well. Once he was there he called her and said he was
happy there and wanted her to visit. He drove to her house and took her back to the Saint John’s rectory. This first trip she brought her
flute. He parked in the rear of the rectory in an area that appeared to be for the priests. They then entered what she thought was a back
door and immediately to the left was a sitting room. From this room was a door that entered into his room. The first trip there she played
her flute in the sitting room.

Other times he brought her there, they went into his room. As they entered his room there was a bed to the left of the door. Across

from the foot of the bed was a dresser with a mirror above it. The room was carpeted and to the left of the dresser was a chair. He had her
disrobe when they were in his room but she kept her slip on. He pulled down her slip and bra and kissed her breasts and sucked on her
nipples. They laid on the bed on top of each other and side-by-side and she could feel his erection but she did not know if he ejaculated.
during their activity. She asked him why he did not undress and he responded that he did not want her to become pregnant.

During one of these episodes she asked him if he had ever considered leaving the priesthood and he said no because that was the only
thing he knew and that he could do nothing else. He mentioned that in the seminary in Sri Lanka the seminarians were discouraged from
touching themselves and were given some type of implement to tuck their shirts in so they would not touch themselves in the groin area
of the body. He told her that his Sri Lankan first name is Rangith and that the sarname Fernando came from the Portuguese that settled
that area of Sri Lanka. He never mentioned his family or why he came to America. She met some of the other Sri Lankan priests who
were his friends but never had a conversation with them.

She estimated that she traveled to Granada Hills on more than twice but less than ten occasions and similar things happened that were
previously described. Only one time, during her last visit, did he have her take all of her clothes off including her undergarments. They
lay on the bed that time and he “spooned” her. She described that as lying closely side-by-side, both facing the same way. He would
always do the touching and she neither wanted to nor did touch him. She was always in a passive state during these encounters-and is
unaware if he ejaculated since he was wearing his clothes.

After he instructed her to dress he on_more than one occasion went to the kitchen and brought her back vanilla ice cream. He knew she
liked ice cream and she would sit in the chair in his room and eat it and then he drove her home. One time as they both stood in front of
his mirror he took a roman collar from a dresser drawer and put it on her. After they both looked at it for a few moments in the mirror he
took it off and put it back. She does not recall either one of them saying anything. During these visits she met the housekeeper once, who
she could only describe as an older Anglo female. This woman kaéw that she and Fernando were in his room together behind closed
doors. Another time she met a priest at the doorway of the sitting room and he had several lay people with him. She was smlply
introduced as a friend by Fernando.

He sent her two letters while he was at Saint John’s. The first one mentioned that he went to an outdoor play and after that had a sore
throat. He said that one kiss from her would ¢ure it. The second letter was just before she entered the convent and he told her how brave
she was 