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STATE OF VERMONT 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

109 STATE STREET 

MONTPELIER, VT 

05609-1001 

 

July 22, 2022 
 

Chelsea Edgar, SevenDays, via email to:  chelsea@sevendaysvt.com 
 

Re: Public Records Request 
 

Dear Ms. Edgar: 

 

I write in further response to your follow-up Public Record Act request dated May 

24, 2022, and related to emails of Molly Gray and a former intern of the Attorney General’s 

Office. As previously explained, there are approximately 72 responsive email chains and 

almost each email requires redaction. Attached is the fourth and final portion of the rolling 

production. Records have been redacted or withheld on the following grounds: 

 

(1) Draft investigatory reports, and correspondence regarding the same, has been 

withheld and/or redacted as work product pursuant 1 V.S.A. § 317(c)(1) and (4);  
 

(2) Materials received and reviewed as part of the Attorney General’s Office 

investigation of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage and correspondence about the same 

has been redacted as work product pursuant to 1 V.S.A. § 317(1) and (4) and as 

information that would disclose techniques and procedures for law enforcement 

investigations pursuant to 1 V.S.A. § 317(c)(5)(A)(v); 
 

(3) Personal information of individuals named in materials reviewed as part of the 

Attorney General’s Office’s investigation of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage has been 

redacted pursuant to 1 V.S.A. § 317(c)(7) and 1 V.S.A. § 317(c)(5)(iii); 
 

(4) Personal contact information has been redacted pursuant to 1 V.S.A. § 317(c)(7); 
 

(5) Personal and personnel-related information regarding the former intern has 

been redacted pursuant to 1 V.S.A. § 317(c)(7). 

 

If you feel records have been withheld in error, you may appeal to Deputy Attorney 

General Joshua Diamond.  
 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Sarah E.B. London 

Chief Assistant Attorney General 

http://www.ago.vermont.gov/
mailto:chelsea@sevendaysvt.com


From: Gray, Molly
To: Sue Racanelli
Cc: Talbert, Lilly; Sandra Dooley; Tremblay, Natacha; Judith Dillon; Therese Corsones
Subject: RE: VSCA Agenda (Dec 2)
Date: Monday, December 2, 2019 10:14:33 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Good morning Sue, Lilly, All –

Unfortunately, I am unable to attend today’s Alliance meeting because of a conflict here at the
Attorney General’s Office. I did want to share with you all and the group the following:

1. The Attorney General’s Office, together with Vermont Law School and the Women’s Law
Division of the Vermont Bar Association, continue to discuss a possible event at Vermont Law
School in the Spring. Details forthcoming.

2. Teri Corsones Executive Director of the Vermont Bar Association plans to attend today and
will provide updates on behalf of the Women’s Law Division.

Please do not hesitate to let me know how I or the AG’s Office can be helpful.

Best regards,
Molly

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain 
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO 
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are 
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender 
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to 
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any 
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2, 
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s 
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 

From: Sue Racanelli REDACTED 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 3:28 PM
Subject: VSCA Agenda (Dec 2)

Vermont Suffrage Centennial Alliance will meet Monday, December 2 at the Center for
Achievement in Public Service (CAPS), Schulmaier Hall, 32 College Street in Montpelier, on
the campus of Vermont College of Fine Arts from 10 a.m. to noon. Directions included



in Agenda. Do let me know if you plan to attend or call-in. 

CONFERENCE CALL : Dial-in number (US): [REDACTED]. Access code: [REDACTED] 

OF NOTE: 
1) Secretary of State Jim Condos will be our guest speaker. He will familiarize us with the 
ways Vermont makes voting easy and accessible for all of its citizens. His presentation is 
scheduled for 10:15 a.m.

--

S u e  R a c a n e l l i   
REDACTED

 lwvofvt.org   vtsuffrage2020.org



From: Gray, Molly
To: Tremblay, Natacha; Farnsworth, Karen; Thompson, Julio
Subject: RE: Last day
Date: Monday, December 2, 2019 10:15:00 AM

Thanks for letting us know, Natacha.
 
We miss you already.
 
Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov 
 
 
PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 
 

From: Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 12:22 PM
To: Farnsworth, Karen <karen.farnsworth@vermont.gov>; Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>;
Thompson, Julio <julio.thompson@vermont.gov>
Subject: Last day
 
Hi all,
 
I’ve finally gotten around to ironing out the details with my externship professor, and my last official

day will be December 12th, barring any weather-related issues between now and then!
 
Thank you for your patience while I figured this out.
 
All the best and again, happy Thanksgiving to you all.
 
Natacha

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=E3B31721924D4F6BB25C79D954BAEDD9-GRAY, MOLLY
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=86ea3a29ed0542a48487b2610474174a-Tremblay, N
mailto:karen.farnsworth@vermont.gov
mailto:julio.thompson@vermont.gov
mailto:molly.gray@vermont.gov
https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx


From: Gray, Molly
To: Tremblay, Natacha; Thompson, Julio; Lever, Abigail
Subject: RE: Next week
Date: Monday, December 2, 2019 10:15:00 AM

Sounds good, thanks Natacha!
 
Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov 
 
 
PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 
 

From: Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2019 11:03 AM
To: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>; Thompson, Julio <julio.thompson@vermont.gov>;
Lever, Abigail <Abigail.Lever@vermont.gov>
Subject: Next week
 
Hi all,
 
Looking at my calendar it looks like I have some fun stuff coming up next week – but some of that
stuff will require me swapping a couple days between divisions.
 
At this point, I’m thinking I will swap Tuesday and Thursday. Abbie, I’ll email you separately about
intake.  
 
If anyone has any issue with this, please let me know!
 
Happy holiday and long weekend to you all.
 
Best,
 
Natacha

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=E3B31721924D4F6BB25C79D954BAEDD9-GRAY, MOLLY
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Gray, Molly
Padula, Domenica; Farr, Amy; Anderson, Elizabeth 
Tremblay, Natacha
FW: [REDACTED]
Monday, December 2, 2019 3:24:00 PM
REDACTED
REDACTED
REDACTED
REDACTED

Hi Domenica, All –

I look forward to our discussion tomorrow. As promised a couple additional agenda items/decision 
points related to [REDACTED]:

1. REDACTED (see attached email)
2. REDACTED (see attached email)

Best,
Molly

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 

From: Gray, Molly 
Sent: Tuesday, November 26, 2019 6:05 PM
To: Padula, Domenica <Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov>; Farr, Amy <amy.farr@vermont.gov>; 
Anderson, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Anderson@vermont.gov>
Cc: Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov>
Subject: [REDACTED]

Domenica, All –

As promised, please find attached a [REDACTED]. 
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St. Joseph’s Orphanage Restorative Inquiry

Advisory Team Meeting Agenda

Burlington CJC, 200 Church Street, Human Resources Conference Room

November 8, 2019



“Telling one’s story is a fundamental need for those who have suffered abuse, and it is an essential first step in the healing journey…” 

(Justice as Healing, Indigenous Ways)



[bookmark: _GoBack]Present at the Meeting: Molly Gray, Laura Zeliger, Rachel Jolly, Kim Jordan, Marc Wennberg (Amy Farr and Kate Brayton provided subsequent feedback on November 14)



1. Impressions/Review of the October 25th Event/Gathering:

a. Rachel: Impressed with how eager people were to tell their stories and how difficult a decision it was for them to come to the event.

b. Laura: The diversity of peoples’ experiences and the way that they approach an issue (such as having press present). Awareness that this is both a collective process and an individual process.

c. Kim: Different survivors have done different levels of ‘work’ around healing and recovery. Also appreciated Marc’s facilitation.

d. Molly: Initially concerned about the meeting being hijacked by conflict. Also was aware of how individualized everyone’s experience was. 

e. Marc: Shared Christine Kinneally’s indirect feedback from her subsequent contacts with former children (post meeting):

i. Circle shape was more oval, which made it hard to see each other.

ii. Follow up after the meeting should be more timely (as some participants were surprised that they hadn’t heard from Marc).

f. Additional Feedback from the Advisory Team:

i. Sharing a meal is key as it helps bring people together. The physical space also worked for the team.

ii. What is the future role of the Advisory Team at the gatherings?

1. If the role of the AT is to facilitate and support the decisions and leadership of the participants then ongoing involvement in the gatherings (at least for portions of the events) seems to be both appropriate and important.

iii. How as team members do we navigate boundaries between our personal lives and our connection to the process?

1. In general, the Advisory Team acknowledged that this process invites a greater depth of connection and sharing from everyone involved.

2. Marc offered to serve as a conduit for information between Advisory Team and participants if a team member doesn’t want to share their contact information.

2. Budget Update: Rachel and Marc shared recent conversations with the Vermont Center for Victim Services regarding their additional allocation to the Inquiry. The Center has scaled back from original commitments but have still offered an additional $20,000 to the project. Marc and Rachel will revise the budget to reflect this new information and identify the amount of funding required to fully fund the initiative through June 30, 2020.

a. Molly indicated that she would be interested and willing to support an effort to secure private donations to meet the needs of victims and the process. 

b. Rachel said that the Burlington CJC can receive donations and that these funds can be directed to support the work of the Inquiry.



3. Report: Molly provided background to the origins of the public-facing report, which is part of the mandate of the St. Joseph’s Task Force. The purpose of the report is to provide a full public accounting of what took place and the institutions involved. Molly has been tasked with writing the report, which will originate out of the Attorney General’s Office. 



Over the last year the AGO has compiled information for this report as part the Task Force investigation. Molly explained that she is also working with colleagues to complete a criminal investigation report. Such reports are confidential and considered attorney-work product, however, and are limited to decisions related to prosecution. As such, the Task Force currently envisions that there would be a public announcement related to decisions around prosecution coupled with the sharing of findings. Molly shared that in the most recent convening of the Task Force, participants largely agreed that the intended audience for the public report/findings are the Former Children of the Orphanage. 



The team engaged in a lengthy discussion of the public report. The team agreed that the report can provide important information about what was learned (the findings) from the criminal investigation. The team also acknowledged that ‘reports’ are frequently the way that institutions respond to major events or incidents in which the they bear some responsibility. In order for the report to serve the larger values and principles of the restorative inquiry, the team provided the following recommendations on the process: 

a. Draft the Fact-Finding Report by the end of January 2020: This first phase of a report, which will be prepared by the Attorney General’s Office, should share the findings from the criminal investigation. The report should deepen the understanding of the context and history of the Orphanage and what was learned from this investigation. The report should also acknowledge (perhaps in the preamble) that the ability to prosecute or decisions around prosecution is in no way a fair measure of the harm that took place and the lives that were impacted. The report should also be clear that there were many institutions that enabled the abuse to continue even though there were clear indications at the time that the Orphanage was an unsafe and, in most cases, an uncaring place. 

b. Review Process: The Advisory Team recommends that the report go through a staged review before being released to the public, including:

i. Advisory Team: The Advisory Team has the opportunity to review the report for its potential impact upon the restorative inquiry; and suggest edits (if needed) to ensure that the report doesn’t undermine either the integrity of the restorative inquiry or the actual or potential participation of the inquiry’s primary stakeholders.

ii. Task Force: The Attorney General’s Office will present the report to the taskforce. The Task Force will have the opportunity to review the report to ensure that it accurately reflects their understanding of the Orphanage and their findings from the investigation. 

iii. Former Children from the Orphanage: Working in collaboration with the Restorative Inquiry, the Task Force presents the report to the former children of the Orphanage for their reflection and feedback (at a carefully planned event/gathering). If at all possible, the report presentation should include the participation of the leadership of the agencies that comprise the Task Force. 

1. Former Children should be afforded the opportunity to provide feedback on the report and–should they desire–compose a collective statement to be included in the final draft of the report.

iv. Diocese, Catholic Charities and Sisters of Providence: Upon completion of the above reviews, the Attorney General’s office will present the report to the primary responsible institutions (along with decisions around prosecution). This will afford these institutions the opportunity to take responsibility for the harm that they caused and then engage in the restorative inquiry in good faith.

c. Subsequent Reports: The team acknowledged that there will likely be additional future contributions to an overall report of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. Although the writing and sharing of the Fact-Finding Report described here is the primary responsibility of the Attorney General’s Office, future reports–in so much as they involve the Restorative Inquiry or dialogues connected to the Inquiry–will likely include collaboration between the consultant, the Advisory Team, and the AG Office. These reports may include:

i. A Restorative Inquiry Report

ii. Recommendations for Policy Changes (based upon learning from the experiences of the former children from the Orphanage)

d. Clarity of Commitments: The Advisory Team requests that these recommendations be brought to the Attorney General’s office for deliberation and decision-making; and that the Advisory Team receive confirmation as to which recommendations are accepted, and which are not. This clarity of process will ensure that the restorative inquiry team does not make commitments to the former children that are not honored (and causing harm as a result). 



4. Composition of the Advisory Team: The current team is well-suited to meet the primary role of the Advisory Team- to facilitate and support the process decisions of the former children from St. Joseph’s Orphanage. The Team agreed to engage in periodic reflection on whether the team’s capacity to fulfill this role could be strengthened by the addition of new members. 



Next Meeting: Thursday, December 12, 9-11 AM 
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Executive Summary 

In late August 2018, Buzzfeed News published an article entitled “We Saw Nuns Kill Children: The Ghosts of St. Joseph’s Catholic Orphanage.” This article contained several allegations of child abuse, sexual abuse and murder against the nuns and priests who operated the St. Joseph’s Catholic Orphanage in Burlington, Vermont. 

Earlier that same month, the Pennsylvania Attorney General’s Office released a grand jury report on sexual abuse committed by Catholic clergy. The 800-page report documented the abuse of more than 1,000 children and by 300 named priests and ignited related and parallel investigations across the United States.

Precipitated by the Buzzfeed article and the Pennsylvania grand jury report, the Attorney General’s Office convened a Task Force to investigate any actionable crimes and to engage in a restorative process to bring justice and accountability to the victims and survivors of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Did the AGO take the lead on establishing the Task Force?

This Task Force included the Vermont Attorney General’s Office, the Burlington Police Department, the Vermont State Police, the Mayor of Burlington, and the Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office. 

The Task Force was given the following mandate: 

1. To identify and prosecute any crimes that are provable and still within statutes of limitations;

2. To review the role of the Catholic Diocese, Vermont Catholic Charities, the Sisters of Providence and any other entities familiar with the alleged crimes; and

3. To develop and facilitate a restorative inquiry for victims, family members, affected individuals, and communities. 

Over the course of the last 1.5 years the Task Force has worked to achieve these goals and find ways to engage in a restorative process with Former Children of the Orphanage. This report, pursuant to the above mandate, addresses the second goal of the Task Force and provides a public accounting of the Task Force’s findings.	Comment by Gray, Molly: September 2018 to January 2020 (anticipated completion)	Comment by Gray, Molly: Update throughout “Task Force”	Comment by Gray, Molly: Recommended terminology from Restorative Council/Marc Wennberg.

To that end, this report is intended to memorialize the experiences of the Former Children of the Orphanage in a public accounting for their use as best they can in moving forward with their lives and to participate in a restorative process. The report is also intended to provide the citizens of Vermont with an accounting as well in order to promote potential policy changes and to prevent future occurrences of abuse from occurring in communities around the State.

Part 1 “The History and Mandate of the Task Force” of the Report provides an overview of the history and mandate of the Task Force. Part 2 “Criminal Investigation and Public Findings summarizes the efforts employed by the Task Force to investigate allegations of abuse and murder, and public findings with respect to institutions familiar with the alleged harm. Part 3 “Allegations and Impact of Harm” provides a public accounting of the collective experiences of the Former Children and the impact of the experiences on their lives. Part 4 “Restorative Inquiry includes an introduction to the independent restorative process. Part 5 “Recommendations and Reflections” includes lessons learned from the investigation as well as statements from interested and impacted parties. 

 [Overview of key facts and findings]	Comment by Gray, Molly: Draft once report/findings are complete.

Part 1: The History and Mandate of the Task Force 

1990’s Litigation and Prior Investigations

The work of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force was not the first effort in the State to investigate allegations of physical and sexual abuse occurring at the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. The committed prior work of attorneys, investigators and journalists brought to light the stories and experiences of dozens of former children of the Orphanage and provided the groundwork for the Task Force’s investigation.

In 1993, Joey Barquin, a former child of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage, approached Vermont-based attorney Phillip White with allegations of severe physical and sexual abuse occurring at the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. Barquin’s claims are widely understood as the first such claims, made publicly, by former children of the Orphanage. White agreed to represent Barquin and filed a suit on his behalf. Subsequently, White heard from dozens more former children of the Orphanage and attempted to assist them with their claims. 

Ultimately, the Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington (“the Diocese”) offered numerous individuals an average sum of $5,000 in a settlement effort. The Diocese compensated claimants on the condition that claimants forfeit their right to sue the Diocese. Anywhere between 100 and 160 former children entered into settlement agreements. In most cases, claimants were also required to enter into nondisclosure agreements. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Can we be more specific?

In 1996, 28 former children of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage who had not accepted the Diocese’s $5,000 settlement filed suit against the institutions related to or responsible for the operations of the Orphanage. These claimants filed suit against the Sisters of Providence, the Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington, and Vermont Catholic Charities. 

In 1998, a court decided that the cases could not be consolidated and had to be litigated separately. Several people dropped their cases and several were immediately dismissed due to the statute of limitations. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Which court? Which Judge? On what basis were the suits dismissed? Do we have a sense of why the litigation was not successful? Is there more we can say about Attorney Widman and the case of Sally Dale?

In 1999, the defense settled with the remaining plaintiffs and all the cases were halted.

Vermont Journalists/Sam Hemingway

[summarize key articles from Sam Hemingway’s coverage of 1990s litigation]

Priest Litigation and AGO Litigation

[overview of O’Neill litigation in the 2000s, as well as AGO litigation and outcomes]

Pennsylvania Grand Jury Report

On August 14, 2018, the Pennsylvania Attorney General’s Office released a grand jury report on sexual abuse committed by Catholic clergy in six dioceses across Pennsylvania. The 800-page report documented the abuse of more than 1,000 children by 300 named priests. According to the report church leaders largely escaped public accountability. The report ignited similar investigations across the United States. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Link report.

Buzzfeed Article 

On the heals of the Pennsylvania Grand Jury Report, on August 27, 2018, Christine Kenneally published an article on Buzzfeed News entitled “We Saw Nuns Kill Children: The Ghosts of St. Joseph’s Orphanage”. Building on the 1990’s litigation, the Buzzfeed article captured the previously unreported allegations of numerous Former Children of the Orphanage of abuse and murder.

Acting on the new information, the harrowing previously unreported accounts of numerous Former Children government and law enforcement officials launched the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force.

The Task Force

On September 11, 2018, Attorney General T.J. Donovan, Burlington Mayor Miro Weinberger, and Chief of Burlington Police Department Brandon Del Pozo, and Vermont State Police Colonel Matt Birmingham announced the formation of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force. The Task Force is comprised of the Vermont Attorney General’s Office, the Burlington Police Department, the Vermont State Police, the Mayor of Burlington, and the Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office. 

The Task Force was given the following mandate: 

1. To identify and prosecute any crimes that are provable and still within statutes of limitations;

2. To review the role of the Catholic Diocese, Vermont Catholic Charities, the Sisters of Providence and any other entities familiar with the alleged crimes; and

3. To develop and facilitate a restorative inquiry for victims, family members, affected individuals, and communities. 

Priest Sexual Abuse and Lay Committee Report

Although not the primary mandate of the Task Force, over the course of the investigation where the Attorney General’s Office received allegations of priest sexual abuse arising in Vermont, the Office additionally reviewed and investigated these claims. This review was separate and apart from the mission of the Task Force. In an independent effort commenced by the Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington

October 2018, Vermont Catholic Bishop Christopher Coyne formed a committee of lay men and women mandated to review clergy misconduct files and to publicly release the names of personnel accused of sexually abusing a minor.

[link to report and summary of findings]	Comment by Gray, Molly: Should this be moved to the Findings section below?

Part 2: Criminal Investigation and Public Findings 

Scope of the Criminal investigation	Comment by Gray, Molly: Pull from Criminal Report

Investigative Steps

Explanation about statutes of limitations in Vermont 

Brief explanation regarding why no crimes were prosecutable in this case

History of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage	Comment by Gray, Molly: This should include an overview of the history of the Orphanage and the various entities and institutions involved in caring for or placing children at SJO, essentially who are the responsible parties.

Sisters of Providence

The Sisters of Providence are a religious organization from Montreal, Quebec. They are officially organized under the name ‘The Community of Charity Sisters of Providence’. Currently, they are headquartered at 12055 Grenet Street, in Montreal. 

Emilie Gamelin was a girl born in Montreal in 1800. As an adult, Gamelin became devoted to caring for the hungry, sick, poor, infirm, and imprisoned, after the deaths of her husband and three children. She began caring for the sick and elderly by opening shelters throughout the city, gaining much notoriety within her community.

The Sisters of Providence order was created in 1843 by Bishop Ignace Bourget, then Bishop of Montreal. The Bishop created the order to further support the charitable efforts of Emilie Gamelin, who would later take her vows and become the canonic ‘mother’ of the Sisters of Providence. 

In 1843, their first Asylum was opened in Montreal. In the coming decade, hundreds of young women joined the order and took their vows. In the early 1850s, the Sisters of Providence began spreading out. In 1853, the Sisters established their first foreign ministry in Chile, where the sisters took over an orphanage in Santiago. 

In 1854, Bishop Louis de Goesbriand of Burlington travelled to Montreal to meet with the Sisters of Providence to request their assistance in opening an orphanage and educational center in Burlington, Vermont. The Sisters of Providence approved of the project and on May 1, 1854, three sisters were sent to Vermont to help establish the orphanage. 

The Bishop of Burlington had purchased the building that would become the first St. Joseph’s Orphanage in 1853. Following two days of cleaning the property, the sisters moved in on May 4th, 1854. 

On May 8th, 1854, the four first orphans came to St. Joseph’s Orphanage. 

The building now-recognized as the St. Joseph’s Orphanage, on North Avenue in Burlington, was built in 1883 due to high-demand for the services provided at the primary location, at the intersection of Pearl and Prospect streets. 

The Sisters of Providence remain in Vermont to this day, and continued to operate as the primary caregivers at the St. Joseph’s Orphanage until it shut down in 1974. The orphanage was under the operation of the Sisters of Providence for 120 years. 

The Roman Catholic Diocese

The Burlington Catholic Diocese was the proprietor of St. Joseph’s Orphanage. Though the nuns who ran the orphanage came directly from the Sisters of Providence order, the chaplains who managed the chapel and supervised the 

Catholic activities at St. Joseph’s came from the Diocese. The Diocese also operated Don Bosco’s, a home for troubled boys, on the same property as St. Joseph’s. The Burlington Diocese also sponsored several other local activities, such as summer camps, that St. Joseph’s residents attended regularly. 

Five of the priests the Diocese assigned to chaplain at St. Joseph’s were subsequently accused of sexual abuse. 

Vermont Catholic Charities

Vermont Catholic Charities (VCC) was, at the time, a social-work organization operating in tandem with the church to provide social services to the children at St. Joseph’s. Social workers from Vermont Catholic Charities placed children at St. Joseph’s, monitored their time there, and reported back to the VCC board about the conditions at the orphanage. VCC was also the licensed entity that enabled St. Joseph’s Orphanage to operate as a child-caring facility. VCC was licensed as a child-caring facility by the Department of Social Work from, at least, 1969 onwards, and St. Joseph’s Orphanage operated under that license. 

Vermont Catholic Charities was formed on August 27, 1929 in Chittenden County. VCC was formed as corporation for the purpose of providing social services and aid to the residents of Vermont. The corporation was organized as a non-profit organization for the sole purpose of doing social and charitable work in the State. 

On January 23, 1970, VCC merged with the St. Joseph’s Home for the Aged. On April 10, 1975, VCC merged with the St. Joseph’s Child Center. Through both mergers, the name of the surviving corporation remained Vermont Catholic Charities, Inc. VCC subsequently operated out of the building at 351 North Avenue until at least 2006. 

The Vermont Department for Children and Families 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Pull from DCF report and from resident files.

[Hospital (Fletcher Allen/Fanny Allen]	Comment by Gray, Molly: For further discussion whether this should also include less culpable responsible parties or institutions with knowledge. 

St. Joseph’s Orphanage Post-1974

The Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington announced that the orphanage would close in 1974. By November 1974, only 28 children remained at the orphanage. According to DSW records, only the Northern end of the building was now in use as a residence, and the school had been discontinued. The children in residence at St. Joseph’s at this time attended school offsite. 

Part 3: Allegations and Impact of Harm

Former Children	Comment by Gray, Molly: Data collected from resident book. Number of children, length of stay, reason for placement, reason for departure. 

Deaths and Unaccounted for Children and record keeping	Comment by Gray, Molly: Data collected from resident books on number of deaths, as well as unaccounted for children and challenges related to record keeping.  

Summary of the Harm

Since September 2018, the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force has received inquiries from over sixty-five individuals. The reports came from both former residents and from the family members of former residents.  

The Burlington Police Department conducted over sixty-five police interviews and recorded the allegations made therein. 

For confidentiality and privacy reasons, these allegations, the names of the individuals reporting these allegations, and the names of the alleged perpetrators are not included in this report. 

A summary of the allegations, however, is provided below: 

Neglect

Widespread allegations of neglect permeate nearly all the stories reported by survivors. One of the most common is that the children were always hungry, did not have enough to eat, or that the food was rotten and inedible. 

Several people also reported children drowning or nearly drowning during swimming outings at nearby Lake Champlain. The allegations of children drowning during their time at St. Joseph’s range from children being rescued by other children, to children drowning and being buried in a nearby park by the nuns. Some of these accounts involved the nuns refusing to go into the water to help the children, even if they could see or were told that the child needed assistance. 

Instances of children being left alone and unattended, or being left with slightly older children to watch over them were also reported. One account alleged that a child felt out of a crib and broke an arm when left in the care of an older child. Other accounts alleged that children would get hurt when left outside alone for extended period of time, or that children would be extremely cold or hot when forced to stay outside in inclement weather. 

It was also alleged that the nuns would not take children to the doctor when they were injured but would treat them, if at all, in their own infirmary. Even when this did occur, it sometimes took several days before the nuns would agree to take injured children to the infirmary for treatment. 

Physical Abuse

One of the most common allegations, reported by a large majority of the survivors interviewed, was physical abuse in the form of beatings. Survivors described a variety of situations where the nuns would beat the children, including but not limited to: wetting the bed, not making the bed correctly, speaking out of turn or rudely, trying to console another child, trying to recoil from being hit, speaking to or seeking out siblings residing in a different part of the orphanage, refusing to eat, getting out of bed, looking out the window, moving during a lineup for prospective parents, soiling their pants, or trying to write left-handed. Survivors also reported that the nuns beat them with a variety of items. The most common items reported were wooden paddles, strings of rosary beads the nuns wore around their waists, and rulers. The reported beatings also ranged significantly in severity, from repeated slaps across the face to permanent and long-term disabling injuries including broken bones and teeth. It was also reported that children whose parents paid a significant amount of money to place them at St. Joseph’s were not subjected to the same degree of violence as the children placed at St. Joseph’s by social workers. 

Other forms of physical violence reported include being pinned up against the wall by the neck, 

Emotional, Mental and Miscellaneous Abuse and Cruelty

Emotional and psychological abuse was reported by a large percentage of the individuals who spoke to the Burlington Police Department. Several children reported that nuns referred to them as “devil child” for trying to write with their left hand, or for being born out of wedlock. 

Many reported verbal abuse including but not limited to: threats; derogatory comments about their parents; being told their parents did not love them; and being told that if they tried to report abuse no one would believe them. 

One common, reoccurring allegation is that children at St. Joseph’s were forced to eat their own vomit. 

Other allegations involve taunting and punishment for peeing the bed, including forcing children who wet the bed to sleep with the younger children in the nursery. 

Many people recalled instances of being locked in closets, in the attic, in a footlocker, in old trunks, or locked out of the orphanage entirely. Some reported being locked in closets for menstruating, for disobeying the nuns and for bedwetting. Some of the closets in question were described as being filled with shoes. The attic was also alleged by several people and described in a variety of ways. Some described the attic as being filled with a variety of clothing and objects and toys. Some claimed that there was a chair in the attic the nuns sometimes tied children to. Others claimed the attic was actually split into two parts, half of which was filled with storage items and clothing, and the other half of which was empty and used for punishment.  This part, it was alleged, was rampant with rats. 

Sexual Abuse	Comment by Gray, Molly: Forthcoming. Are there personal privacy concerns?

Murder

Several survivors who came forward have alleged that children were murdered at St. Joseph’s Orphanage. 

One instance involved a nun pushing a young girl down a staircase. In this circumstance, the nuns allegedly ushered the children out of the room and the girl was never seen again. Another similar instance involved a young girl who had fallen down an elevator shaft, though no one made any clear allegation that the girl was pushed, the nuns allegedly ushered the children away and the girl was not seen again. 

Other instances involved residents seeing nuns and priests transporting large parcels that looked like the wrapped up body of a child. Subsequently, these children would not return or be seen at the orphanage again. Sometimes, these allegations were accompanied with second-hand witness testimonies from children who did not see or hear anything happen, but heard other children screaming or crying about what they had seen.

Impact of the Harm	Comment by Gray, Molly: To be discussed with Amy and Marc. Possible summaries of general harm from victim interviews and/or anonymous statements from former children. 


Part 4:  Restorative Inquiry 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Limited to background on what the Inquiry is, the goals and where the process stands.

The Restorative Inquiry

Restorative justice is a process that exists within the confines of the criminal justice system in which the focus is on the harm the victim experienced and the rehabilitation, rather than punishment, of the perpetrator. Restorative justice seeks to make the victim whole again, or in cases where this is not possible, to create a pathway for the perpetrator and the victim to work together to come to a resolution. Though restorative justice does not aim to replace traditional notions of punishment, the process shifts the focus from the perpetrator and severity of the crime to the victim and the severity of harm suffered.  

In this case, the nature of the crimes and the statutes of limitations at play make a restorative process one of the most potent ways to seek redress for the Former Children of the Orphanage. Though the criminal investigation did lead to conclusions based on the allegations made by survivors, the traditional avenues and notions of criminal justice are not as readily available here for all the reasons explained above in the summary of the investigation. 

Based on these findings, the Task Force and the entities involved have found that a restorative process is most appropriate to provide survivors with concrete, alternative pathways to justice including, but not limited to being provided with: ways to tell their stories; emotional and psychological support; and with recognition and accountability from the institutions that failed to address this issue when it could have been adjudicated to the full extent of the laws in place at the time. 

[Explanation of restorative inquiry – what is an “inquiry”?]

The restorative inquiry into the events at St. Joseph’s is a lengthy process spearheaded by a team of restorative justice specialists and victim advocates who have been working with individual survivors as they come forward to share their story with investigators. 

An advisory team was formed to keep track of the progress and workshop the best ways to move forward with a restorative inquiry process. This advisory team consists of representatives from the Vermont Attorney, victim advocates, representatives from the Burlington Community Justice Center, and an independent restorative justice consultant. 

[Update on the effort of the Restorative Inquiry/relevant information]

The Task Force is committed to respect and regard to the impacts of generational trauma and the dangers of re-traumatization and revictimization by following the lead of the restorative justice specialists and listening to the needs expressed by the survivors who choose to participate in the process. 

Part 5: Recommendations and Reflections 

Lessons Learned	Comment by Gray, Molly: For example, What did we learn about how this went undetected? What are we doing now to ensure that nothing like this is occurring right now? What is being done to assist people who were not a part of SJO but were still victimized by Catholic organizations?


Recommendations	Comment by Gray, Molly: For example, How do Vermonters help avoid this from occurring again, and how do Vermonters get involved in prevention?
What are possible legislative efforts?
What resources are available?
What is wanted/needed of the Vermont community?
What can regular Vermonters do to help and support the people engaged in the restorative process without impeding on their territory and taking away their voice?


Reflections: Statements on behalf of Impacted and Responsible Parties  

The Department of Children and Families, the Vermont Attorney General’s Office, the Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office, the Burlington Police Department, and the Mayor of Burlington’s Office have provided statements of accountability in light of the events that occurred at St. Joseph’s. These statements are presented below. 

It is imperative that it be clear to Former Children, to the readers of this report, and to everyone in the Vermont community, that these statements and the opportunity given to the organizations above to have a voice in this process is for the benefit of the residents and the community alone. These statements are not, and should not be perceived, an opportunity for these organizations to excuse, minimize or ignore their part in the suffering reported by the former residents of St. Joseph’s. Though in many cases, internal inquiries did not render a wealth of valuable information, the sentiment of responsibility and the importance of accountability in this investigation are not undermined by the lack of evidence of the burden carried by each of the parties involved here. 

These statements serve the purpose of informing the Former Children and the public what steps were taken to internally account for the events described in this report. These statements serve the purpose of accounting for the mistakes of our predecessors and extending a heartfelt apology to the surviving residents, their families, and everyone who has been impacted by the generational consequences of trauma and pain that bled out of the several decades of abuse endured behind the doors of St. Joseph’s Orphanage.

Despite these words, every organization is aware that no words or apologies can truly right the wrongs that have colored the existence and adulthood of so many Vermonters, and does not intend these statements to be perceived as attempting to do so. 

DCF

The Vermont Attorney General’s Office 

The Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office 

The Burlington Police Department

The Mayor of Burlington’s Office

Former Children of the Orphanage

TBC: Fletcher Allen Hospital & other hospitals in the state, St-Michael’s College

[bookmark: _GoBack]


FW: Edmundite priests

		From

		Gray, Molly

		To

		Padula, Domenica

		Cc

		Farnsworth, Karen

		Recipients

		Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov; karen.farnsworth@vermont.gov



Hi Domenica,


 


I wanted to loop back on this. Any further thoughts or direction from the Front Office on these files?


 


Best,


Molly


 


Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General


Vermont Attorney General’s Office


109 State Street


Montpelier, Vermont 05609


802-828-0280


molly.gray@vermont.gov  


 


 


PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2, sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 



 


From: Farnsworth, Karen <karen.farnsworth@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 9, 2019 5:02 PM
To: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>
Cc: Padula, Domenica <Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov>
Subject: RE: Edmundite priests




 


Yes, Many and Trahan were on our request list and we were told they were Edmundite priests so they didn’t have their personnel files.  Should we now send a request to the Edmundite order in Burlington to review and scan those files?


 


From: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 9, 2019 10:48 AM
To: Farnsworth, Karen <karen.farnsworth@vermont.gov>
Cc: Padula, Domenica <Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov>
Subject: FW: Edmundite priests




 


Hi Karen,


 


In advance of tomorrow’s check-in, could you look to see which of these 10 priests, if any, we received and reviewed files for from RCD? My recollection is that Fathers Trahan and Many were on our request list.


 


Thanks!


 


Best,


Molly 


 


Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General


Vermont Attorney General’s Office


109 State Street


Montpelier, Vermont 05609


802-828-0280


molly.gray@vermont.gov  


 


 


PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2, sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 



 


From: Anderson, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Anderson@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2019 1:06 PM
To: Clark, Charity <Charity.Clark@vermont.gov>
Cc: Jandl, Lauren <Lauren.Jandl@vermont.gov>; Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>
Subject: RE: Edmundite priests




 


Hi Charity –


 


Attached is the list posted by the Edmundites on August 7, 2019. They used a different standard than the RCD Lay Committee as described in the introduction. 


 


Betsy


 


From: Clark, Charity <Charity.Clark@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2019 11:52 AM
To: Anderson, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Anderson@vermont.gov>
Cc: Jandl, Lauren <Lauren.Jandl@vermont.gov>; Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>
Subject: FW: Edmundite priests




 


Betsy, could you please give me a ring when you have a moment?


Thanks,


Charity


 


From: Derek Brouwer <derek@sevendaysvt.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2019 11:50 AM
To: Clark, Charity <Charity.Clark@vermont.gov>
Subject: Edmundite priests


 


Hi Charity,



 



In early August, the Colchester-based Society of St. Edmund released a list of priests accused of sexual abuse. The list has gone largely unnoticed, publicly at least. 



 



Did the Society share its report with the Attorney General's office? And are the Edmundites included in the office's investigation into the Catholic Church? 



 



I need to hear back by the end of the day. 



 



Best,



Derek



 



 



-- 


// SEVEN DAYS //
:: Derek Brouwer
:: Staff Writer
:: http://sevendaysvt.com




:: desk: 802-865-1020 x23



:: mobile: 802-999-3347



 














FW: Additional Document Requests - Vermont Catholic Charities

		From

		Gray, Molly

		To

		Padula, Domenica

		Cc

		Farr, Amy; Farnsworth, Karen; Anderson, Elizabeth

		Recipients

		Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov; amy.farr@vermont.gov; karen.farnsworth@vermont.gov; Elizabeth.Anderson@vermont.gov



Hi Domenica,


 


Please see the below and attached back from VCC. We continue to receive minimal information from VCC with regards the unaccounted for individuals in the resident books post 1925. For example, no names or identifying information. At this point, I think we might want to let TJ know and discuss whether we would want TJ to have a follow-up conversation with the Bishop. 


 


Best,
Molly


 


Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General


Vermont Attorney General’s Office


109 State Street


Montpelier, Vermont 05609


802-828-0280


molly.gray@vermont.gov  


 


 


PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2, sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 



 


From: tnuovo vtlawoffices.com <tnuovo@vtlawoffices.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 9:18 AM
To: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>
Cc: Farnsworth, Karen <karen.farnsworth@vermont.gov>
Subject: RE: Additional Document Requests - Vermont Catholic Charities




 


Dear Molly, 


 


                I am writing in your response to additional information regarding cases, or children, where the record books did not contain exit information.  The above list is a list prepared by Mary Beth Pinard that includes information about the departure dates for those residents.  She included a few entries that appeared to be missing from your list.  Where the departure information was actually contained in the book, that is noted.  Also, for entry 7259 that entry wasn’t blank, but 7260 was so that information is provided.  Also you asked for 6190, but the correct entry number is 6191.  Though we understand that you want some of the information for the Report in terms of completeness, all this indicates is errors in record keeping.  Nothing more.  


 


                As to Cemetery information, there are no listings of any plots owned by VCC at either the Mount Calvary or Saint Joseph  cemeteries.  They also do not have any information on the burial process or documentation as to where children who died while at the orphanage were buried.  In the 1940s, VCC purchased lots at Resurrection Park in South Burlington.  


 


                I received the following for residents who ask to see their records.  


 


Instructions for requesting resident records:


			A resident needs to send a letter requesting a copy of his/her file along with a copy of his/her driver’s license


			If someone was adopted, the person needs to send a letter with copy of his/her driver’s license.  It is helpful if the person includes date of birth and adoptive parents’ names.  This does not guarantee access to the file as adoption records are sealed for 99 years.  We can only release non-identifying information, as we must abide by Vermont Adoption Law.





 


Finally, you asked about Ronald Scott’s inquiry about a “big brother” from St. Michaels.  Mary Beth could not find any record of this.  Sorry.  


 


Please feel free to call me if you have any questions. 


 


Tom 


 


 


Thomas C. Nuovo, Esq. 


 


PLEASE CHECK YOU HAVE OUR CORRECT ADDRESS: 


Bauer Gravel Farnham LLP


401 Water Tower Circle, Suite 101


Colchester VT 05446


 


(802) 863-5538


(802) 864-7779 Facsimile 


Reply to:  TNuovo@aol.com 


 


 


*  *  *  C O N F I D E N T I A L I T Y     NOTICE  *  *  *


 


IMPORTANT:  THIS E-MAIL TRANSMISSION IS INTENDED FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL OR EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW.  IF THE READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING THE MESSAGE TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED AND MAY BE UNLAWFUL.  IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY AT (802) 863-5538.



 


From: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2019 11:44 AM
To: tnuovo vtlawoffices.com <tnuovo@vtlawoffices.com>
Cc: Farnsworth, Karen <karen.farnsworth@vermont.gov>
Subject: Additional Document Requests - Vermont Catholic Charities




 


Dear Tom,


 


I hope this finds you well. Thank you for your continued cooperation. I am hopeful our requests of Vermont Catholic Charities are narrowing and this might be our last. We have a few follow-up questions/requests following our review of documents last month:


 


			Missing residents/departure dates. As you know, last month we met with Mary Beth/VCC and identified (resident numbers only) those individuals whose departure from the Orphanage was undocumented. We reviewed the resident books from 1925 until closing. Roughly 114 residents were identified where departure information was missing. We agreed with Mary Beth to note the resident numbers and then share an excel sheet which VCC could later fill-in with missing additional information. To that end, I attach for Mary Beth/VCC the excel sheet with the resident numbers and ask that the remaining information be filled in and returned. Specifically, we need information that will allow us to confirm that all children at the Orphanage were accounted for (i.e. name, entry and departure date from the Orphanage, DOB, etc.). If this information is unavailable please indicate. Should you or Mary Beth have questions, I am happy to discuss further. 





 


			Cemetery information/plot maps – St. Joseph’s Cemetery and Mt. Calvary.  It is our understanding that VCC retains plot maps for both cemeteries. We kindly request the plot maps for both cemeteries particularly as it relates to the burial of former residents of St. Joseph’s Orphanage. Should there be any other information about the burial process or documentation related to where children who died at the Orphanage were buried we would like this information as well. 





 


			Instructions for requesting VCC records. Could you kindly provide (ideally as a word document or attachment) an explanation of the process by which former residents may seek access to their resident files?





 


Please do not hesitate to contact me if you wish to discuss any of the above or need further explanation.


 


Best regards,


Molly


 


Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General


Vermont Attorney General’s Office


109 State Street


Montpelier, Vermont 05609


802-828-0280


molly.gray@vermont.gov  


 


 


PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2, sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 


 



FINAL missing depart dates for Task Force oct2019.xlsx

Sheet1


			Entry #			Entry date			entry year			Departure date


			8091			Feb 4			1974			departure 4/79


			8090			Feb 4			1974			departure 6/15/78


			8082			Aug 27			1973			1/8/75 foster family placement


			8081									entry and departure dates are in the book


			8077			July 9			1973			6/24/77 father


			8076			June 25			1973			case closed 1/13/81 


			8075			June 25			1973			case closed 1/13/81


			8074			June 25			1973			case closed 1/13/81 


			8058			Jan 6			1973			6/6/74 departure


			8053			Sept 5			1972			3/11/77 home


			8052			Sept 5			1972			3/11/77 home


			8051			Sept 5			1972			1/21/77 home


			8047			July 30			1972			1/1/1975 departure


			8019			Sept 5			1971			11/8/74 home


			8016			Aug 20			1971			6/29/76 mother


			8015			Aug 6			1971			01/17/75 foster home


			8014			Aug 6			1971			2/18/77


			8012			Aug 6			1971			1/26/76 SRS


			7992			Sept 15			1970			3/30/80 placed by state & foster home


			7976			July 18			1970			7/10/76 to grandparents


			7940			Sept 16			1969			11/4/77


			7930			August 11			1969			12/30/83 case closed


			7929			August 11			1969			12/30/83 case closed


			7928			August 11			1969			12/30/83 case closed


			7885			June 21			1968			1/15/75 foster home


			7884			June 21			1968			12/13/74


			7678			August 9 			1964			June 1979


			7620									entry and departure dates are in the book


			7567			Feb 15			1963			09/03/63 - Don Bosco


			7357			Sept 7			1960			12/20/62-returned to parents


			7344			July 26			1960			case closed 6/19/62


			7326			June 16			1960			case closed 10/21/61


			7260			Sept 1			1959			8/7/61-parents


			7232			March 13			1959			case closed 7/31/59


			7230			March 10			1959			8/17/65 Foster Home


			7224			Jan 7			1959			6/9/61 mother


			7209			Sept 23			1958			Cote family - file provided to Task Force


			7208			Sept 23			1958			Cote family - file provided to Task Force


			7207			Sept 23			1958			Cote family - file provided to Task Force


			7130			July 22			1957			8/6/59-parents


			7128			July 16			1957			8/24/57-parents


			7127			June 25			1957			8/17/57-mother


			7126			June 25			1957			8/17/57-mother


			7125			June 22			1957			8/31/57


			7119			June 7			1957			case closed 8/28/57


			7118			May 26			1957			case closed 6/25/58


			7108			April 4			1957			7/23/58 - case closed  - Supervision of State


			7106			March 31			1957			case closed 6/28/57


			7105			March 31			1957			case closed 6/28/57


			7103			March 25			1957			case closed 3/23/59


			7102			March 25			1957			case closed 3/23/59


			7101			March 25			1957			case closed 3/23/59


			7098			Feb 16			1957			case closed 8/26/57


			7097			Feb 16			1957			case closed 8/26/57


			7096			Feb 12			1957			left 5/3/57


			7092			Jan 27			1957			6/27/59-parents


			7090			Jan 2			1957			6/19/57-parents


			7089			Jan 2			1957			6/19/57-parents


			7079			Dec 17			1956			case closed 6/27/57


			7078									entry and departure dates are in the book


			7074			Nov 14			1956			11/14/59-mother


			7063			Sept 28			1956			case closed 9/4/57


			7062			Sept 28			1956			case closed 9/4/57


			7057			Sept 24			1956			case closed 3/20/59


			7053			Sept 13			1956			9/25/57, parents


			7046			Sept 4			1956			case closed 3/23/59


			7045			Sept 4			1956			case closed 3/23/59


			7044			Sept 4			1956			case closed 3/23/59


			7029			July 3			1956			case closed 9/4/57


			7028			July 3			1956			case closed 9/4/57


			7027			July 3			1956			case closed 9/4/57


			7026			July 3			1956			case closed 9/4/57


			7025			July 3			1956			case closed 9/4/57


			7024			July 1			1956			Craig Thibault - file provided to Task Force


			7023			July 1			1956			Terry Thibault - file provided to Task Force


			7021			June 23			1956			6/14/57 family, case closed 9/25/57


			7020			June 23			1956			6/14/57 family, case closed 9/25/57


			7010			March 27			1956			6/13/57 mother, case closed 9/25/57


			7009			March 27			1956			6/13/57 mother, case closed 9/25/57


			7005			March 9			1956			case closed 3/26/59


			7002			March 7			1956			8/9/57 to parents


			7001			march 7			1956			8/9/57 to parents


			6987			Jan 16			1956			6/10/57 to parents


			6972			Nov 19			1955			case closed 9/25/57


			6946			Sept 3			1955			6/14/57 father


			6943			Aug 21			1955			case closed 6/5/57


			6939			Aug 10			1955			case closed  9/4/57


			6938			Aug 10			1955			case closed 9/4/57


			6936			July 18			1955			3/30/57 mother


			6931			May 27			1955			case closed 8/30/57


			6930			May 27			1955			case closed 8/30/55


			6904			March 22			1955			file but no departure info


			6903			March 22			1955			file but no departure info


			6902			March 8			1955			1/9/59 Placed at Don Bosco


			6884			Dec 30			1954			adopted


			6883			Dec 28			1954			case closed 9/25/57


			6882			Dec 28			1954			case closed 9/25/57


			6859			Sept 6			1954			6/14/57 father


			6858			Sept 3			1954			8/26/55 released to mother


			6856			Sept 1			1954			6/14/57 mother


			6849			August 2			1954			6/12/57 mother


			6829			June 22			1954			Sally Holcomb - file provided to Task Force


			6821			May 26			1954			6/10/63 retuned home


			6820			May 26			1954			6/10/63 returned home


			6785			Oct 23			1953			3/26/59 case closed


			6774			Sept 25			1953			6/12/57 released to family


			6770			Sept 11			1953			adopted home 10/28/56 - Michigan


			6722			March 20			1953			3/14/53 released to parents


			6719			Jan 18			1953			Same person as 6570


			6699			Nov 18 			1952			11/02/60 (foster home)


			6698			Nov 18 			1952			closed 11/21/60


			6693			Nov 8			1952			7/30/58 case closed


			6634			July 7			1952			file card - no departure information


			6570			Nov 22			1949			Mary Eskra - file provided to Task Force


			6569			Nov 22			1949			Joseph Eskra - file provided to Task Force


			6496			June 21			1950			Made his entry but didn't come


			6495			June 21			1950			Made his entry but didn't come


			6220			July 31			1943			August 1945


			6219			Jan 22			1945			1946, placed by VCC


			6191			Sept 11			1944			"Never an inmate.  Day boarder"


			6080			Sept 7			1943			"Not an inmate.  Day boarder"


			4958			April  18			1927			no information found
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Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: REDACTED 
Date: November 25, 2019 at 1:51:59 PM EST
To: "Farr, Amy" <amy.farr@vermont.gov>, [REDACTED]  "Gray, Molly" 
<Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>
Subject: REDACTED

Hello All,

I’m attaching notes from our November 8th meeting. Sorry it’s taken me so long to get 
these out to you. 

[REDACTED]

1. [PARAGRAPH REDACTED]
2. [PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

Please take a look and let me know if you have any questions, concerns, or other 
reflections. 

Our next meeting is scheduled for Thursday, December 12th, from 9-11:00. We are 
potentially changing the location of the meeting to the State Police Williston Barracks. I 
will confirm this with you once we get a bit closer.

In the meantime, I hope you all have a happy, delicious Thanksgiving.

REDACTED
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FOUR ATTACHMENTS WITHHELD 



From: Gray, Molly
To: Tremblay, Natacha
Subject: RE: Touch-base
Date: Monday, December 2, 2019 4:01:00 PM

Come on down!

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 

From: Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Monday, December 2, 2019 3:40 PM
To: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>
Subject: Touch-base

Hey Molly-

I think you’re in a meeting – if you still want to review [REDACTED] together quickly before the 
[REDACTED], let me know.

Best,

Natacha

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=E3B31721924D4F6BB25C79D954BAEDD9-GRAY, MOLLY
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mailto:molly.gray@vermont.gov
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tremblay, Natacha
Farnsworth, Karen; Gray, Molly; Anderson, Elizabeth; Farr, Amy 
[REDACTED] Follow Up
Tuesday, December 3, 2019 9:47:46 AM

Hi all,

I wanted to touch base with all of you about [REDACTED]. Last week, [PARAGRAPH REDACTED].

Thus:

Molly – Green
Betsy – Yellow
Natacha – Fuchsia
Karen – Grey
Amy – Turquoise

It’s entirely possible that some of these things have been followed-up on in person or via email since 
then, but as I only have a little over a week left here, I want to make sure I don’t leave any stones 
unturned. Feel free to follow up with me directly if there is anything I can do to assist with any of 
these required follow ups.

Thank you all for your help and guidance throughout this project! I’m glad with the amount of work 
we’ve accomplished on this report in my time here and I’m excited to see how it progresses (only 
what’s available publicly, I suppose) after my departure.

Best,

Natacha
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From:
To:
Date:
Attachments:

Tremblay, Natacha
Gray, Molly
Thursday, December 5, 2019 9:13:09 AM
REDACTED

Hello,

Attached, find the most recent [REDACTED]. [REDACTED] 

I’m out for the rest of the day but I will see you tomorrow!

Natacha
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Executive Summary 

In late August 2018, Buzzfeed News published an article entitled “We Saw Nuns Kill Children: The Ghosts of St. Joseph’s Catholic Orphanage.” This article contained several allegations of child abuse, sexual abuse and murder against the nuns and priests who operated the St. Joseph’s Catholic Orphanage in Burlington, Vermont. 

Earlier that same month, the Pennsylvania Attorney General’s Office released a grand jury report on sexual abuse committed by Catholic clergy. The 800-page report documented the abuse of more than 1,000 children and by 300 named priests and ignited related and parallel investigations across the United States.

Precipitated by the Buzzfeed article and the Pennsylvania grand jury report, the Attorney General’s Office convened a Task Force to investigate any actionable crimes and to engage in a restorative process to bring justice and accountability to the victims and survivors of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. 

This Task Force included the Vermont Attorney General’s Office, the Burlington Police Department, the Vermont State Police, the Mayor of Burlington, and the Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office. 

The Task Force was given the following objectives: 	Comment by Tremblay, Natacha: Changed the word mandate to the word objectives as a placeholder until more appropriate word is decided on. 

1. [bookmark: _GoBack]To identify and prosecute any crimes that are provable and still within statutes of limitations;

2. To review the role of the Catholic Diocese, Vermont Catholic Charities, the Sisters of Providence and any other entities familiar with the alleged crimes; and

3. To develop and facilitate a restorative inquiry for victims, family members, affected individuals, and communities. 

Over the course of the last 1.5 years the Task Force has worked to achieve these goals and find ways to engage in a restorative process with Former Children of the Orphanage. This report, pursuant to the above objectives, addresses the second goal of the Task Force and provides a public accounting of the Task Force’s findings.	Comment by Gray, Molly: September 2018 to January 2020 (anticipated completion)	Comment by Gray, Molly: Update throughout “Task Force”	Comment by Gray, Molly: Recommended terminology from Restorative Council/Marc Wennberg.

To that end, this report is intended to memorialize the experiences of the Former Children of the Orphanage in a public accounting for their use as best they can in moving forward with their lives and to participate in a restorative process. The report is also intended to provide the citizens of Vermont with an accounting as well in order to promote potential policy changes and to prevent future occurrences of abuse from occurring in communities around the State.

Part 1 “The History and Objectives of the Task Force” of the Report provides an overview of the history and objectives of the Task Force. Part 2 “Criminal Investigation and Public Findings summarizes the efforts employed by the Task Force to investigate allegations of abuse and murder, and public findings with respect to institutions familiar with the alleged harm. Part 3 “Allegations and Impact of Harm” provides a public accounting of the collective experiences of the Former Children and the impact of the experiences on their lives. Part 4 “Restorative Inquiry includes an introduction to the independent restorative process. Part 5 “Recommendations and Reflections” includes lessons learned from the investigation as well as statements from interested and impacted parties. 

 [Overview of key facts and findings]	Comment by Gray, Molly: Draft once report/findings are complete.

Part 1: The History and Objectives of the Task Force 

1990’s Litigation and Prior Investigations

The work of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force was not the first effort in the State to investigate allegations of physical and sexual abuse occurring at the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. The committed prior work of attorneys, investigators and journalists brought to light the stories and experiences of dozens of former children of the Orphanage and provided the groundwork for the Task Force’s investigation.

In 1993, Joey Barquin, a former child of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage, approached Vermont-based attorney Phillip White with allegations of severe physical and sexual abuse occurring at the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. Barquin’s claims are widely understood as the first such claims, made publicly, by former children of the Orphanage. White agreed to represent Barquin and filed a suit on his behalf. Subsequently, White heard from dozens more former children of the Orphanage and attempted to assist them with their claims. 

Ultimately, the Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington (“the Diocese”) offered numerous individuals an average sum of $5,000 in a settlement effort. The Diocese compensated claimants on the condition that claimants forfeit their right to sue the Diocese. Anywhere between 100 and 160 former children entered into settlement agreements. In most cases, claimants were also required to enter into nondisclosure agreements. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Can we be more specific?

In 1996, 28 former children of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage who had not accepted the Diocese’s $5,000 settlement filed suit against the institutions related to or responsible for the operations of the Orphanage. These claimants filed suit against the Sisters of Providence, the Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington, and Vermont Catholic Charities. 

In 1998, a court decided that the cases could not be consolidated and had to be litigated separately. Several people dropped their cases and several were immediately dismissed due to the statute of limitations. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Which court? Which Judge? On what basis were the suits dismissed? Do we have a sense of why the litigation was not successful? Is there more we can say about Attorney Widman and the case of Sally Dale?

In 1999, the defense settled with the remaining plaintiffs and all the cases were halted.

Vermont Journalists/Sam Hemingway

[summarize key articles from Sam Hemingway’s coverage of 1990s litigation]

Priest Litigation and AGO Litigation

[overview of O’Neill litigation in the 2000s, as well as AGO litigation and outcomes]

Pennsylvania Grand Jury Report[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Add in information about Vermont Grand Jury procedures from Jacob Oblak memorandum. ] 


On August 14, 2018, the Pennsylvania Attorney General’s Office released a grand jury report on sexual abuse committed by Catholic clergy in six dioceses across Pennsylvania. The 800-page report documented the abuse of more than 1,000 children by 300 named priests. According to the report church leaders largely escaped public accountability. The report ignited similar investigations across the United States. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Link report.

Buzzfeed Article 

On the heals of the Pennsylvania Grand Jury Report, on August 27, 2018, Christine Kenneally published an article on Buzzfeed News entitled “We Saw Nuns Kill Children: The Ghosts of St. Joseph’s Orphanage”. Building on the 1990’s litigation, the Buzzfeed article captured the previously unreported allegations of numerous Former Children of the Orphanage of abuse and murder.

Acting on the new information, the harrowing previously unreported accounts of numerous Former Children government and law enforcement officials launched the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force.

The Task Force

On September 11, 2018, Attorney General T.J. Donovan, Burlington Mayor Miro Weinberger, and Chief of Burlington Police Department Brandon Del Pozo, and Vermont State Police Colonel Matt Birmingham announced the formation of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force. The Task Force is comprised of the Vermont Attorney General’s Office, the Burlington Police Department, the Vermont State Police, the Mayor of Burlington, and the Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office. 

The Task Force was given the following objectives: 

1. To identify and prosecute any crimes that are provable and still within statutes of limitations;

2. To review the role of the Catholic Diocese, Vermont Catholic Charities, the Sisters of Providence and any other entities familiar with the alleged crimes; and

3. To develop and facilitate a restorative inquiry for victims, family members, affected individuals, and communities. 

Priest Sexual Abuse and Lay Committee Report

Over the course of the investigation where the Attorney General’s Office received allegations of priest sexual abuse arising in Vermont, the Office additionally reviewed and investigated these claims. This review was separate and apart from the mission of the Task Force. In an independent effort commenced by the Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington

October 2018, Vermont Catholic Bishop Christopher Coyne formed a committee of lay men and women mandated to review clergy misconduct files and to publicly release the names of personnel accused of sexually abusing a minor.

[link to report and summary of findings]	Comment by Gray, Molly: Should this be moved to the Findings section below?

Part 2: Criminal Investigation and Public Findings 

Scope of the Criminal investigation	Comment by Gray, Molly: Pull from Criminal Report

Investigative Steps

Explanation about statutes of limitations in Vermont 	Comment by Tremblay, Natacha: Section pulled from criminal report – need to abridge – Basic definition added as per Betsy

In the context of a criminal investigation, Black’s Law Dictionary defines a statute of limitations as “a time limit for prosecuting a crime, based on the date when the offense occurred.”[footnoteRef:2] In Toussie v. U.S., the United States Supreme Court explained the reasoning for such prosecutorial limitations as a way of protecting individuals from prosecution for alleged crimes where the facts “have become obscured by the passage of time.”[footnoteRef:3] In order words, these types of laws protect individuals from prosecution in situations where the passage of time has eroded memory, evidence or reliability of witnesses.  [2:  Statute of Limitations Definition, Black’s Law Dictionary (11th ed. 2019), available at Westlaw. ]  [3:  Toussie v. U.S., 397 U.S. 112, 114 (1970). ] 


As part of its investigation, the SJO Taskforce reviewed and analyzed criminal statutes in effect at the time of alleged abuse. The earliest allegation of abuse, from residents who came forward after the launch of the Taskforce in 2018, is 1941 and 1974 is the latest. As such the following bodies of Vermont law were applicable: Vermont Statutes Annotated enacted first in 1959, Vermont Statutes, Revision of 1947, and the 1933 Public Laws of Vermont.	

The 1933 Public Law of Vermont were the controlling statutes for this report for any allegation between 1933 and 1947. After a review of Title 37 “Crimes and Offenses” in the 1933 Public Laws of Vermont, criminal charges under contained within Chapter 335 “Offenses against the Person” and Chapter 345 “Offenses Against Chastity and Morality” were identified as potential crimes for this report. The specific potential crimes being: Sec. 8388 Rape; Sec. 8395 Cruelty to children under ten by one over sixteen; Sec 8397 By person having custody; Sec. 8611 Lewdness.

All the assault crimes during this period required other criminal conduct to accompany the assault, for example: Sec. 8400 With robbery, by one armed. It should also be noted that an essential element of the Rape statute required the victim to be female. As such, a rape allegation by a male resident of SJO could not be considered as a potential crime in this criminal report. 

Statute of limitations for criminal offenses in the Public Laws was located under Title 9 “Courts and Judicial Procedure” and in Chapter 103 “Limitation of Criminal Prosecutions and Action on Penal Statutes.” It set forth a period of three years for misdemeanors and felonies, excluding larceny, robbery, burglary, forgery, arson, and murder. P.L. Sec. 2450. Larceny, robbery, burglary, and forgery had a six-year statute of limitations. P.L. Sec. 2451. Any prosecution brought after the assigned statutory period was considered void, except for arson and homicide which did not have a statute of limitations. P.L. Sec. 2452. Based on the allegations brought forth by the victims during the investigation, all potential crimes from 1933 to 1947 carried a three-year statute of limitations.

From 1947 to 1959, the Vermont Statutes, Revision of 1947 governed the report for any allegation made during that time period. After a review of Title 41 “Crimes and Offenses” the criminal charges under contained within Chapter 360 “Offenses against the Person” and Chapter 370 “Offenses Against Chastity and Morality” were identified as potential crimes for this report. The specific potential crimes being: V.S. 1947 § 8256: Assault with intent to kill or main; V.S. 1947 § 8261: Cruelty to Persons – Cruelty to children under ten by one over sixteen; V.S. 1947 § 8261: Cruelty to Persons – Cruelty to children under ten by one over sixteen; V.S. 1947 § 8262: Cruelty to a Person – By person having custody; V.S. 1947 § 8458 Disturbances – Of the public peace; V.S. 1947 § 8479 Lewdness. 

Similar to its predecessor, rape in Vermont Statutes, Revision of 1947 required the victim be female. However, under the Chapter 360 “Offenses against the Person” a sub-title “Maiming and Assaults with Intent to Kill or Maim” was added, which was considered as potential crime based on allegations brought forth during this investigation.  

The Statute of limitations for criminal offenses in the Revision of 1947 was located under Title 9 “Courts and Judicial Procedure” and in Chapter 114 “Limitation of Criminal Prosecutions and Action on Penal Statutes.” It set forth a period of three years for misdemeanors and felonies, excluding larceny, robbery, burglary, forgery, arson, and murder. V.S. 1947 § 2493. Larceny, robbery, burglary, and forgery had a six year statute of limitations. V.S. 1947 § 2494. Any prosecution brought after the assigned statutory period was considered void, except for arson and murder which did not have a statute of limitations. V.S. 1947 § 2495. Based on the allegations brought forth by the victims during the investigation, all potential crimes from 1947 to 1959 carried a three-year statute of limitations.

In 1959, the Vermont legislature enacted the Vermont Statutes Annotated which was a broad revision of Vermont’s statutory law. They continue to be applicable the law today. For this report, the Vermont Statutes Annotated (1959) and any subsequent updates provided the framework for potential crimes considered. After a review of Title 13, Crimes and Criminal Procedure, the following crimes were considered: 13 V.S.A. § 602 Assault with intent to kill or maim (1959); 13 V.S.A. § 1021 Breach of the peace generally (1959); 13 V.S.A. § 1304 Cruelty to children under ten by one over sixteen (1959); 13 V.S.A. § 1305 Cruelty by a person having custody of another (1959); 13 V.S.A. § 2602 Lewd and lascivious conduct with a child (1959). [footnoteRef:4] [4:  To review the language of each of these statutes refer to Appendix C.] 


The Statute of limitations for criminal offenses in the Vermont Statutes Annotated is in located under Title 13 “Crimes and Procedure” and in Chapter 151 “Limitation of Criminal Prosecutions and Action.” It set forth a period of three years for misdemeanors and felonies, excluding larceny, robbery, burglary, forgery, arson, and murder. 13 V.S.A § 4501. Larceny, robbery, burglary, and forgery had a six year statute of limitations. 13 V.S.A § 4502. Any prosecution brought after the assigned statutory period was considered void, except for arson and murder which did not have a statute of limitations. 13 V.S.A § 4503. Based on the allegations brought forth by the victims during the investigation, all potential crimes from 1959 to 1974 carried a three-year statute of limitations.

When determining whether an alleged crime was still within the statute of limitation, the taskforce also examined whether if that period was altered and what the legal effect of any change to the statute of limitations would be. When the Legislature changes a statute of limitations, the Vermont Supreme Court has ruled that offenses still within the prior statute of limitations period, the changed statute of limitations applies; for offenses whose old statute of limitations has expired, prosecutions cannot be commenced under the new statute of limitations. State v. Petrucelli, 156 Vt. 382, 384 (1991). In Petrucelli, the defendant committed a crime originally with a three statute of limitations. Id. at 382 Two years after the commission of the crime the Legislature extended its statute of limitations to six years. Id. The State commenced prosecution against the defendant four years after the crime’s commission. Id. The Court held Petrucelli was still prosecutable because while liability for offense attaches at commission, the right to be free from prosecution attaches when the relevant statute of limitations expires. Id. at 384-385 (“it is one thing to revive a prosecution already dead, and another to give it a longer lease of life”) (quoting Judge Learned Hand in Falter v. United States, 23 F.2d 420, 425-26 (2d Cir. 1928). The Court affirmed Petrucelli the next year as applied to Lewd and Lascivious conduct with a child. State v. Johnson, 158 Vt. 344, 346 (1992) (where Lewd and Lascivious offense occurred in 1983 then governed by three statute of limitation, SOL extended in 1985 to six years, which applied retroactively to Johnson because his statute of limitations had not yet run at time of extension).

Finally, the Taskforce considered the liability of not only individual actors but also have supervisor and employers. As such, a review of Vermont’s accessory law was undertaken in the context of statute of limitations. An accessory to felony charge follows the timeframe governing the underlying felony, not the “other felonies” category in 13 V.S.A. § 4501(e). See In re Hyde, 200 Vt. 103, 108 (2015) (where “an accessory is in all respects to be treated…in exactly the same manner as one charged with the principle crime”); State v. Jamarillo, 140 Vt. 206, 208 (1981) (where aiding in commission of felony will support conviction as principal). 

Brief explanation regarding why no crimes were prosecutable in this case

History of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage	Comment by Gray, Molly: This should include an overview of the history of the Orphanage and the various entities and institutions involved in caring for or placing children at SJO, essentially who are the responsible parties.

St-Joseph’s Orphanage operated in Burlington from 1854 to 1974. During these 120 years, the orphanage was primarily run by a Canadian order of nuns called the Sisters of Providence. The property, clergy and grounds were managed and maintained by the Catholic Church through the Burlington Diocese. Subsequent to 1929, Vermont Catholic Charities became involved in managing and licensing the orphanage, as well as placing children at the orphanage. The Department of Social Welfare also placed children at the orphanage, and was involved in the licensing of the orphanage as a child caring center. Social workers from the Department of Social Welfare and Vermont Catholic Charities worked together to make determinations about placements at the orphanage and the adoptions that resulted. The children were monitored and cared for by medical professionals from Fanny Allen Hospital, in Burlington. The Burlington Diocese placed priests and clergymen at the orphanage, whilst St-Michael’s College placed students in their clerical program at the orphanage as part of a type of work experience placement. 

Sisters of Providence

The Sisters of Providence are a religious organization from Montreal, Quebec. They are officially organized under the name ‘The Community of Charity Sisters of Providence’. Currently, they are headquartered at 12055 Grenet Street, in Montreal. 

Emilie Gamelin was a girl born in Montreal in 1800. As an adult, Gamelin became devoted to caring for the hungry, sick, poor, infirm, and imprisoned, after the deaths of her husband and three children. She began caring for the sick and elderly by opening shelters throughout the city, gaining much notoriety within her community.

The Sisters of Providence order was created in 1843 by Bishop Ignace Bourget, then Bishop of Montreal. The Bishop created the order to further support the charitable efforts of Emilie Gamelin, who would later take her vows and become the canonic ‘mother’ of the Sisters of Providence. 

In 1843, their first Asylum was opened in Montreal. In the coming decade, hundreds of young women joined the order and took their vows. In the early 1850s, the Sisters of Providence began spreading out. In 1853, the Sisters established their first foreign ministry in Chile, where the sisters took over an orphanage in Santiago. 

In 1854, Bishop Louis de Goesbriand of Burlington travelled to Montreal to meet with the Sisters of Providence to request their assistance in opening an orphanage and educational center in Burlington, Vermont. The Sisters of Providence approved of the project and on May 1, 1854, three sisters were sent to Vermont to help establish the orphanage. 

The Bishop of Burlington had purchased the building that would become the first St. Joseph’s Orphanage in 1853. Following two days of cleaning the property, the sisters moved in on May 4th, 1854. 

On May 8th, 1854, the four first orphans came to St. Joseph’s Orphanage. 

The building now-recognized as the St. Joseph’s Orphanage, on North Avenue in Burlington, was built in 1883 due to high-demand for the services provided at the primary location, at the intersection of Pearl and Prospect streets. 

The Sisters of Providence remain in Vermont to this day, and continued to operate as the primary caregivers at the St. Joseph’s Orphanage until it shut down in 1974. The orphanage was under the operation of the Sisters of Providence for 120 years. 

The Roman Catholic Diocese

The Burlington Catholic Diocese was the proprietor of St. Joseph’s Orphanage. Though the nuns who ran the orphanage came directly from the Sisters of Providence order, the chaplains who managed the chapel and supervised the 

Catholic activities at St. Joseph’s came from the Diocese. The Diocese also operated Don Bosco’s, a home for troubled boys, on the same property as St. Joseph’s. The Burlington Diocese also sponsored several other local activities, such as summer camps, that St. Joseph’s residents attended regularly. 

Five of the priests the Diocese assigned to chaplain at St. Joseph’s were subsequently accused of sexual abuse. 

Vermont Catholic Charities

Vermont Catholic Charities (VCC) was, at the time, a social-work organization operating in tandem with the church to provide social services to the children at St. Joseph’s. Social workers from Vermont Catholic Charities placed children at St. Joseph’s, monitored their time there, and reported back to the VCC board about the conditions at the orphanage. VCC was also the licensed entity that enabled St. Joseph’s Orphanage to operate as a child-caring facility. VCC was licensed as a child-caring facility by the Department of Social Work from, at least, 1969 onwards, and St. Joseph’s Orphanage operated under that license. 

Vermont Catholic Charities was formed on August 27, 1929 in Chittenden County. VCC was formed as corporation for the purpose of providing social services and aid to the residents of Vermont. The corporation was organized as a non-profit organization for the sole purpose of doing social and charitable work in the State. 

On January 23, 1970, VCC merged with the St. Joseph’s Home for the Aged. On April 10, 1975, VCC merged with the St. Joseph’s Child Center. Through both mergers, the name of the surviving corporation remained Vermont Catholic Charities, Inc. VCC subsequently operated out of the building at 351 North Avenue until at least 2006. 

The Vermont Department for Children and Families 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Pull from DCF report and from resident files.

[Hospital (Fletcher Allen/Fanny Allen]	Comment by Gray, Molly: For further discussion whether this should also include less culpable responsible parties or institutions with knowledge. 

St. Joseph’s Orphanage Post-1974

The Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington announced that the orphanage would close in 1974. By November 1974, only 28 children remained at the orphanage. According to DSW records, only the Northern end of the building was now in use as a residence, and the school had been discontinued. The children in residence at St. Joseph’s at this time attended school offsite. 

Part 3: Allegations and Impact of Harm

Former Children	Comment by Gray, Molly: Data collected from resident book. Number of children, length of stay, reason for placement, reason for departure. 

Deaths and Unaccounted for Children and record keeping	Comment by Gray, Molly: Data collected from resident books on number of deaths, as well as unaccounted for children and challenges related to record keeping.  

Summary of the Harm

Since September 2018, the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force has received inquiries from over sixty-five individuals. The reports came from both former residents and from the family members of former residents.  

The Burlington Police Department conducted over sixty-five police interviews and recorded the allegations made therein. 

For confidentiality and privacy reasons, these allegations, the names of the individuals reporting these allegations, and the names of the alleged perpetrators are not included in this report. 

A summary of the allegations, however, is provided below: 

Neglect

Widespread allegations of neglect permeate nearly all the stories reported by survivors. One of the most common is that the children were always hungry, did not have enough to eat, or that the food was rotten and inedible. 

Several people also reported children drowning or nearly drowning during swimming outings at nearby Lake Champlain. The allegations of children drowning during their time at St. Joseph’s range from children being rescued by other children, to children drowning and being buried in a nearby park by the nuns. Some of these accounts involved the nuns refusing to go into the water to help the children, even if they could see or were told that the child needed assistance. 

Instances of children being left alone and unattended, or being left with slightly older children to watch over them were also reported. One account alleged that a child felt out of a crib and broke an arm when left in the care of an older child. Other accounts alleged that children would get hurt when left outside alone for extended period of time, or that children would be extremely cold or hot when forced to stay outside in inclement weather. 

It was also alleged that the nuns would not take children to the doctor when they were injured but would treat them, if at all, in their own infirmary. Even when this did occur, it sometimes took several days before the nuns would agree to take injured children to the infirmary for treatment. 

Physical Abuse

One of the most common allegations, reported by a large majority of the survivors interviewed, was physical abuse in the form of beatings. Survivors described a variety of situations where the nuns would beat the children, including but not limited to: wetting the bed, not making the bed correctly, speaking out of turn or rudely, trying to console another child, trying to recoil from being hit, speaking to or seeking out siblings residing in a different part of the orphanage, refusing to eat, getting out of bed, looking out the window, moving during a lineup for prospective parents, soiling their pants, or trying to write left-handed. Survivors also reported that the nuns beat them with a variety of items. The most common items reported were wooden paddles, strings of rosary beads the nuns wore around their waists, and rulers. The reported beatings also ranged significantly in severity, from repeated slaps across the face to permanent and long-term disabling injuries including broken bones and teeth. It was also reported that children whose parents paid a significant amount of money to place them at St. Joseph’s were not subjected to the same degree of violence as the children placed at St. Joseph’s by social workers. 

Other forms of physical violence reported include being pinned up against the wall by the neck, 

Emotional, Mental and Miscellaneous Abuse and Cruelty

Emotional and psychological abuse was reported by a large percentage of the individuals who spoke to the Burlington Police Department. Several children reported that nuns referred to them as “devil child” for trying to write with their left hand, or for being born out of wedlock. 

Many reported verbal abuse including but not limited to: threats; derogatory comments about their parents; being told their parents did not love them; and being told that if they tried to report abuse no one would believe them. 

One common, reoccurring allegation is that children at St. Joseph’s were forced to eat their own vomit. 

Other allegations involve taunting and punishment for peeing the bed, including forcing children who wet the bed to sleep with the younger children in the nursery. 

Many people recalled instances of being locked in closets, in the attic, in a footlocker, in old trunks, or locked out of the orphanage entirely. Some reported being locked in closets for menstruating, for disobeying the nuns and for bedwetting. Some of the closets in question were described as being filled with shoes. The attic was also alleged by several people and described in a variety of ways. Some described the attic as being filled with a variety of clothing and objects and toys. Some claimed that there was a chair in the attic the nuns sometimes tied children to. Others claimed the attic was actually split into two parts, half of which was filled with storage items and clothing, and the other half of which was empty and used for punishment.  This part, it was alleged, was rampant with rats. 

Sexual Abuse	Comment by Gray, Molly: Forthcoming. Are there personal privacy concerns?

Murder

Several survivors who came forward have alleged that children were murdered at St. Joseph’s Orphanage. 

One instance involved a nun pushing a young girl down a staircase. In this circumstance, the nuns allegedly ushered the children out of the room and the girl was never seen again. Another similar instance involved a young girl who had fallen down an elevator shaft, though no one made any clear allegation that the girl was pushed, the nuns allegedly ushered the children away and the girl was not seen again. 

Other instances involved residents seeing nuns and priests transporting large parcels that looked like the wrapped up body of a child. Subsequently, these children would not return or be seen at the orphanage again. Sometimes, these allegations were accompanied with second-hand witness testimonies from children who did not see or hear anything happen, but heard other children screaming or crying about what they had seen.

Impact of the Harm	Comment by Gray, Molly: To be discussed with Amy and Marc. Possible summaries of general harm from victim interviews and/or anonymous statements from former children. 


Part 4:  Restorative Inquiry 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Limited to background on what the Inquiry is, the goals and where the process stands.

The Restorative Inquiry

Restorative justice is a process that exists within the confines of the criminal justice system in which the focus is on the harm the victim experienced and the rehabilitation, rather than punishment, of the perpetrator. Restorative justice seeks to make the victim whole again, or in cases where this is not possible, to create a pathway for the perpetrator and the victim to work together to come to a resolution. Though restorative justice does not aim to replace traditional notions of punishment, the process shifts the focus from the perpetrator and severity of the crime to the victim and the severity of harm suffered.  

In this case, the nature of the crimes and the statutes of limitations at play make a restorative process one of the most potent ways to seek redress for the Former Children of the Orphanage. Though the criminal investigation did lead to conclusions based on the allegations made by survivors, the traditional avenues and notions of criminal justice are not as readily available here for all the reasons explained above in the summary of the investigation. 

Based on these findings, the Task Force and the entities involved have found that a restorative process is most appropriate to provide survivors with concrete, alternative pathways to justice including, but not limited to being provided with: ways to tell their stories; emotional and psychological support; and with recognition and accountability from the institutions that failed to address this issue when it could have been adjudicated to the full extent of the laws in place at the time. 

[Explanation of restorative inquiry – what is an “inquiry”?]

The restorative inquiry into the events at St. Joseph’s is a lengthy process spearheaded by a team of restorative justice specialists and victim advocates who have been working with individual survivors as they come forward to share their story with investigators. 

An advisory team was formed to keep track of the progress and workshop the best ways to move forward with a restorative inquiry process. This advisory team consists of representatives from the Vermont Attorney, victim advocates, representatives from the Burlington Community Justice Center, and an independent restorative justice consultant. 

[Update on the effort of the Restorative Inquiry/relevant information]

The Task Force is committed to respect and regard to the impacts of generational trauma and the dangers of re-traumatization and revictimization by following the lead of the restorative justice specialists and listening to the needs expressed by the survivors who choose to participate in the process. 

Part 5: Recommendations and Reflections 

Lessons Learned	Comment by Gray, Molly: For example, What did we learn about how this went undetected? What are we doing now to ensure that nothing like this is occurring right now? What is being done to assist people who were not a part of SJO but were still victimized by Catholic organizations?


Recommendations	Comment by Gray, Molly: For example, How do Vermonters help avoid this from occurring again, and how do Vermonters get involved in prevention?
What are possible legislative efforts?
What resources are available?
What is wanted/needed of the Vermont community?
What can regular Vermonters do to help and support the people engaged in the restorative process without impeding on their territory and taking away their voice?


Reflections: Statements on behalf of Impacted and Responsible Parties  

The Department of Children and Families, the Vermont Attorney General’s Office, the Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office, the Burlington Police Department, and the Mayor of Burlington’s Office have provided statements of accountability in light of the events that occurred at St. Joseph’s. These statements are presented below. 

It is imperative that it be clear to Former Children, to the readers of this report, and to everyone in the Vermont community, that these statements and the opportunity given to the organizations above to have a voice in this process is for the benefit of the residents and the community alone. These statements are not, and should not be perceived, an opportunity for these organizations to excuse, minimize or ignore their part in the suffering reported by the former residents of St. Joseph’s. Though in many cases, internal inquiries did not render a wealth of valuable information, the sentiment of responsibility and the importance of accountability in this investigation are not undermined by the lack of evidence of the burden carried by each of the parties involved here. 

These statements serve the purpose of informing the Former Children and the public what steps were taken to internally account for the events described in this report. These statements serve the purpose of accounting for the mistakes of our predecessors and extending a heartfelt apology to the surviving residents, their families, and everyone who has been impacted by the generational consequences of trauma and pain that bled out of the several decades of abuse endured behind the doors of St. Joseph’s Orphanage.

Despite these words, every organization is aware that no words or apologies can truly right the wrongs that have colored the existence and adulthood of so many Vermonters, and does not intend these statements to be perceived as attempting to do so. 

DCF

The Vermont Attorney General’s Office 

The Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office 

The Burlington Police Department

The Mayor of Burlington’s Office

Former Children of the Orphanage

TBC: Fletcher Allen Hospital & other hospitals in the state, St-Michael’s College

Department of Mental Health
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From: Gray, Molly
To: Tremblay, Natacha
Subject: RE:
Date: Thursday, December 5, 2019 1:44:00 PM

Thanks, Natacha!

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 

From: Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, December 5, 2019 9:13 AM
To: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>
Subject:

Hello,

Attached, find the [REDACTED]. [REDACTED] 

I’m out for the rest of the day but I will see you tomorrow!

Natacha
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Gray, Molly
Padula, Domenica
Tremblay, Natacha; Anderson, Elizabeth; Farr, Amy 
Public Findings Report for Front Office
Thursday, December 5, 2019 2:42:00 PM
REDACTED

Hi Domenica, All --

As discussed, please find attached the [REDACTED]. I see our agenda items as follows:

1. REDACTED
a. REDACTED
b. REDACTED
c. REDACTED
d. REDACTED
e. REDACTED
f. REDACTED

2. REDACTED

3. REDACTED

4. REDACTED

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 
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Executive Summary 

In late August 2018, Buzzfeed News published an article entitled “We Saw Nuns Kill Children: The Ghosts of St. Joseph’s Catholic Orphanage.” This article contained several allegations of child abuse, sexual abuse and murder against the nuns and priests who operated the St. Joseph’s Catholic Orphanage in Burlington, Vermont. 

Earlier that same month, the Pennsylvania Attorney General’s Office released a grand jury report on sexual abuse committed by Catholic clergy. The 800-page report documented the abuse of more than 1,000 children and by 300 named priests and ignited related and parallel investigations across the United States.

Precipitated by the Buzzfeed article and the Pennsylvania grand jury report, the Attorney General’s Office convened a Task Force to investigate any actionable crimes and to engage in a restorative process to bring justice and accountability to the victims and survivors of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. 

This Task Force included the Vermont Attorney General’s Office, the Burlington Police Department, the Vermont State Police, the Mayor of Burlington, and the Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office. 

The Task Force was given the following objectives: 	Comment by Tremblay, Natacha: Changed the word mandate to the word objectives as a placeholder until more appropriate word is decided on. 

1. To identify and prosecute any crimes that are provable and still within statutes of limitations;

2. To review the role of the Catholic Diocese, Vermont Catholic Charities, the Sisters of Providence and any other entities familiar with the alleged crimes; and

3. To develop and facilitate a restorative inquiry for victims, family members, affected individuals, and communities. 

Over the course of the last 1.5 years the Task Force has worked to achieve these goals and find ways to engage in a restorative process with Former Children of the Orphanage. This report, pursuant to the above objectives, addresses the second goal of the Task Force and provides a public accounting of the Task Force’s findings.	Comment by Gray, Molly: September 2018 to January 2020 (anticipated completion)	Comment by Gray, Molly: Update throughout “Task Force”	Comment by Gray, Molly: Recommended terminology from Restorative Council/Marc Wennberg.

To that end, this report is intended to memorialize the experiences of the Former Children of the Orphanage in a public accounting for their use as best they can in moving forward with their lives and to participate in a restorative process. The report is also intended to provide the citizens of Vermont with an accounting as well in order to promote potential policy changes and to prevent future occurrences of abuse from occurring in communities around the State.

Part 1 “The History and Objectives of the Task Force” of the Report provides an overview of the history and objectives of the Task Force. Part 2 “Criminal Investigation and Public Findings summarizes the efforts employed by the Task Force to investigate allegations of abuse and murder, and public findings with respect to institutions familiar with the alleged harm. Part 3 “Allegations and Impact of Harm” provides a public accounting of the collective experiences of the Former Children and the impact of the experiences on their lives. Part 4 “Restorative Inquiry includes an introduction to the independent restorative process. Part 5 “Recommendations and Reflections” includes lessons learned from the investigation as well as statements from interested and impacted parties. 

 [Overview of key facts and findings]	Comment by Gray, Molly: Draft once report/findings are complete.

Part 1: The History and Objectives of the Task Force 

1990’s Litigation and Prior Investigations

The work of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force was not the first effort in the State to investigate allegations of physical and sexual abuse occurring at the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. The committed prior work of attorneys, investigators and journalists brought to light the stories and experiences of dozens of former children of the Orphanage and provided the groundwork for the Task Force’s investigation.

In 1993, Joey Barquin, a former child of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage, approached Vermont-based attorney Phillip White with allegations of severe physical and sexual abuse occurring at the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. Barquin’s claims are widely understood as the first such claims, made publicly, by former children of the Orphanage. White agreed to represent Barquin and filed a suit on his behalf. Subsequently, White heard from dozens more former children of the Orphanage and attempted to assist them with their claims. 

Ultimately, the Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington (“the Diocese”) offered numerous individuals an average sum of $5,000 in a settlement effort. The Diocese compensated claimants on the condition that claimants forfeit their right to sue the Diocese. Anywhere between 100 and 160 former children entered into settlement agreements. In most cases, claimants were also required to enter into nondisclosure agreements. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Can we be more specific?	Comment by Gray, Molly: Question for McCormick/Diocese

In 1996, 28 former children of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage who had not accepted the Diocese’s $5,000 settlement filed suit against the institutions related to or responsible for the operations of the Orphanage. These claimants filed suit against the Sisters of Providence, the Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington, and Vermont Catholic Charities. 

In 1998, a court decided that the cases could not be consolidated and had to be litigated separately. Several people dropped their cases and several were immediately dismissed due to the statute of limitations. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Which court? Which Judge? On what basis were the suits dismissed? Do we have a sense of why the litigation was not successful? Is there more we can say about Attorney Widman and the case of Sally Dale?	Comment by Gray, Molly: Need to review Federal and State cases and dismissal by Judge Murtha. Review Sally Dale litigation as well as Hoffman litigation and Widman’s litigation history.

In 1999, the defense settled with the remaining plaintiffs and all the cases were halted.

Vermont Journalists/Sam Hemingway

[summarize key articles from Sam Hemingway’s coverage of 1990s litigation]

Priest Litigation and Prior AGO Litigation

[overview of O’Neill litigation in the 2000s, as well as AGO litigation and outcomes including background from Cindy McQuire]

Pennsylvania Grand Jury Report[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Add in information about Vermont Grand Jury procedures from Jacob Oblak memorandum. ] 


On August 14, 2018, the Pennsylvania Attorney General’s Office released a grand jury report on sexual abuse committed by Catholic clergy in six dioceses across Pennsylvania. The 800-page report documented the abuse of more than 1,000 children by 300 named priests. According to the report church leaders largely escaped public accountability. The report ignited similar investigations across the United States. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Link report.

[Explanation of how Vermont does not the ability to convene a grand jury for public reporting purposes]

Buzzfeed Article 

On the heals of the Pennsylvania Grand Jury Report, on August 27, 2018, Christine Kenneally published an article on Buzzfeed News entitled “We Saw Nuns Kill Children: The Ghosts of St. Joseph’s Orphanage”. Building on the 1990’s litigation, the Buzzfeed article captured the previously unreported allegations of numerous Former Children of the Orphanage of abuse and murder.

Acting on the new information, the harrowing previously unreported accounts of numerous Former Children government and law enforcement officials launched the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force.

The Task Force

On September 11, 2018, Attorney General T.J. Donovan, Burlington Mayor Miro Weinberger, and Chief of Burlington Police Department Brandon Del Pozo, and Vermont State Police Colonel Matt Birmingham announced the formation of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force. The Task Force is comprised of the Vermont Attorney General’s Office, the Burlington Police Department, the Vermont State Police, the Mayor of Burlington, and the Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office. 

The Task Force was given the following objectives: 

1. To identify and prosecute any crimes that are provable and still within statutes of limitations;

2. To review the role of the Catholic Diocese, Vermont Catholic Charities, the Sisters of Providence and any other entities familiar with the alleged crimes; and

3. To develop and facilitate a restorative inquiry for victims, family members, affected individuals, and communities. 

Priest Sexual Abuse and Lay Committee Report	Comment by Gray, Molly: This may be best suited for the findings section rather than the background section.

Over the course of the investigation where the Attorney General’s Office received allegations of priest sexual abuse arising in Vermont, the Office additionally reviewed and investigated these claims. This review was separate and apart from the mission of the Task Force. In an independent effort commenced by the Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington. October 2018, Vermont Catholic Bishop Christopher Coyne formed a committee of lay men and women mandated to review clergy misconduct files and to publicly release the names of personnel accused of sexually abusing a minor.

[explanation of AGO efforts to review priest files] 

 [link to Diocese report and summary of findings]	Comment by Gray, Molly: Lay Committees Report

[Explanation that priest investigation remains ongoing]	Comment by Gray, Molly: For further discussion, do we want to say that the investigation remains open or specifically that the AGO continues to review and investigate claims brought to its attention? (proactive v. reactive) 

Part 2: Criminal Investigation and Public Findings 

Scope of the Criminal investigation	Comment by Gray, Molly: Pull from Criminal Report

Investigative Steps

Explanation about statutes of limitations in Vermont 	Comment by Tremblay, Natacha: Section pulled from criminal report – need to abridge – Basic definition added as per Betsy

In the context of a criminal investigation, Black’s Law Dictionary defines a statute of limitations as “a time limit for prosecuting a crime, based on the date when the offense occurred.”[footnoteRef:2] In Toussie v. U.S., the United States Supreme Court explained the reasoning for such prosecutorial limitations as a way of protecting individuals from prosecution for alleged crimes where the facts “have become obscured by the passage of time.”[footnoteRef:3] In order words, these types of laws protect individuals from prosecution in situations where the passage of time has eroded memory, evidence or reliability of witnesses.  [2:  Statute of Limitations Definition, Black’s Law Dictionary (11th ed. 2019), available at Westlaw. ]  [3:  Toussie v. U.S., 397 U.S. 112, 114 (1970). ] 


As part of its investigation, the SJO Taskforce reviewed and analyzed criminal statutes in effect at the time of alleged abuse. The earliest allegation of abuse, from residents who came forward after the launch of the Taskforce in 2018, is 1941 and 1974 is the latest. As such the following bodies of Vermont law were applicable: Vermont Statutes Annotated enacted first in 1959, Vermont Statutes, Revision of 1947, and the 1933 Public Laws of Vermont.	

The 1933 Public Law of Vermont were the controlling statutes for this report for any allegation between 1933 and 1947. After a review of Title 37 “Crimes and Offenses” in the 1933 Public Laws of Vermont, criminal charges under contained within Chapter 335 “Offenses against the Person” and Chapter 345 “Offenses Against Chastity and Morality” were identified as potential crimes for this report. The specific potential crimes being: Sec. 8388 Rape; Sec. 8395 Cruelty to children under ten by one over sixteen; Sec 8397 By person having custody; Sec. 8611 Lewdness.

All the assault crimes during this period required other criminal conduct to accompany the assault, for example: Sec. 8400 With robbery, by one armed. It should also be noted that an essential element of the Rape statute required the victim to be female. As such, a rape allegation by a male resident of SJO could not be considered as a potential crime in this criminal report. 

Statute of limitations for criminal offenses in the Public Laws was located under Title 9 “Courts and Judicial Procedure” and in Chapter 103 “Limitation of Criminal Prosecutions and Action on Penal Statutes.” It set forth a period of three years for misdemeanors and felonies, excluding larceny, robbery, burglary, forgery, arson, and murder. P.L. Sec. 2450. Larceny, robbery, burglary, and forgery had a six-year statute of limitations. P.L. Sec. 2451. Any prosecution brought after the assigned statutory period was considered void, except for arson and homicide which did not have a statute of limitations. P.L. Sec. 2452. Based on the allegations brought forth by the victims during the investigation, all potential crimes from 1933 to 1947 carried a three-year statute of limitations.

From 1947 to 1959, the Vermont Statutes, Revision of 1947 governed the report for any allegation made during that time period. After a review of Title 41 “Crimes and Offenses” the criminal charges under contained within Chapter 360 “Offenses against the Person” and Chapter 370 “Offenses Against Chastity and Morality” were identified as potential crimes for this report. The specific potential crimes being: V.S. 1947 § 8256: Assault with intent to kill or main; V.S. 1947 § 8261: Cruelty to Persons – Cruelty to children under ten by one over sixteen; V.S. 1947 § 8261: Cruelty to Persons – Cruelty to children under ten by one over sixteen; V.S. 1947 § 8262: Cruelty to a Person – By person having custody; V.S. 1947 § 8458 Disturbances – Of the public peace; V.S. 1947 § 8479 Lewdness. 

Similar to its predecessor, rape in Vermont Statutes, Revision of 1947 required the victim be female. However, under the Chapter 360 “Offenses against the Person” a sub-title “Maiming and Assaults with Intent to Kill or Maim” was added, which was considered as potential crime based on allegations brought forth during this investigation.  

The Statute of limitations for criminal offenses in the Revision of 1947 was located under Title 9 “Courts and Judicial Procedure” and in Chapter 114 “Limitation of Criminal Prosecutions and Action on Penal Statutes.” It set forth a period of three years for misdemeanors and felonies, excluding larceny, robbery, burglary, forgery, arson, and murder. V.S. 1947 § 2493. Larceny, robbery, burglary, and forgery had a six year statute of limitations. V.S. 1947 § 2494. Any prosecution brought after the assigned statutory period was considered void, except for arson and murder which did not have a statute of limitations. V.S. 1947 § 2495. Based on the allegations brought forth by the victims during the investigation, all potential crimes from 1947 to 1959 carried a three-year statute of limitations.

In 1959, the Vermont legislature enacted the Vermont Statutes Annotated which was a broad revision of Vermont’s statutory law. They continue to be applicable the law today. For this report, the Vermont Statutes Annotated (1959) and any subsequent updates provided the framework for potential crimes considered. After a review of Title 13, Crimes and Criminal Procedure, the following crimes were considered: 13 V.S.A. § 602 Assault with intent to kill or maim (1959); 13 V.S.A. § 1021 Breach of the peace generally (1959); 13 V.S.A. § 1304 Cruelty to children under ten by one over sixteen (1959); 13 V.S.A. § 1305 Cruelty by a person having custody of another (1959); 13 V.S.A. § 2602 Lewd and lascivious conduct with a child (1959). [footnoteRef:4] [4:  To review the language of each of these statutes refer to Appendix C.] 


The Statute of limitations for criminal offenses in the Vermont Statutes Annotated is in located under Title 13 “Crimes and Procedure” and in Chapter 151 “Limitation of Criminal Prosecutions and Action.” It set forth a period of three years for misdemeanors and felonies, excluding larceny, robbery, burglary, forgery, arson, and murder. 13 V.S.A § 4501. Larceny, robbery, burglary, and forgery had a six year statute of limitations. 13 V.S.A § 4502. Any prosecution brought after the assigned statutory period was considered void, except for arson and murder which did not have a statute of limitations. 13 V.S.A § 4503. Based on the allegations brought forth by the victims during the investigation, all potential crimes from 1959 to 1974 carried a three-year statute of limitations.

When determining whether an alleged crime was still within the statute of limitation, the taskforce also examined whether if that period was altered and what the legal effect of any change to the statute of limitations would be. When the Legislature changes a statute of limitations, the Vermont Supreme Court has ruled that offenses still within the prior statute of limitations period, the changed statute of limitations applies; for offenses whose old statute of limitations has expired, prosecutions cannot be commenced under the new statute of limitations. State v. Petrucelli, 156 Vt. 382, 384 (1991). In Petrucelli, the defendant committed a crime originally with a three statute of limitations. Id. at 382 Two years after the commission of the crime the Legislature extended its statute of limitations to six years. Id. The State commenced prosecution against the defendant four years after the crime’s commission. Id. The Court held Petrucelli was still prosecutable because while liability for offense attaches at commission, the right to be free from prosecution attaches when the relevant statute of limitations expires. Id. at 384-385 (“it is one thing to revive a prosecution already dead, and another to give it a longer lease of life”) (quoting Judge Learned Hand in Falter v. United States, 23 F.2d 420, 425-26 (2d Cir. 1928). The Court affirmed Petrucelli the next year as applied to Lewd and Lascivious conduct with a child. State v. Johnson, 158 Vt. 344, 346 (1992) (where Lewd and Lascivious offense occurred in 1983 then governed by three statute of limitation, SOL extended in 1985 to six years, which applied retroactively to Johnson because his statute of limitations had not yet run at time of extension).

Finally, the Taskforce considered the liability of not only individual actors but also have supervisor and employers. As such, a review of Vermont’s accessory law was undertaken in the context of statute of limitations. An accessory to felony charge follows the timeframe governing the underlying felony, not the “other felonies” category in 13 V.S.A. § 4501(e). See In re Hyde, 200 Vt. 103, 108 (2015) (where “an accessory is in all respects to be treated…in exactly the same manner as one charged with the principle crime”); State v. Jamarillo, 140 Vt. 206, 208 (1981) (where aiding in commission of felony will support conviction as principal). 

Brief explanation regarding why no crimes were prosecutable in this case

History of the St. Joseph’s Orphanage	Comment by Gray, Molly: This should include an overview of the history of the Orphanage and the various entities and institutions involved in caring for or placing children at SJO, essentially who are the responsible parties.

St-Joseph’s Orphanage operated in Burlington from 1854 to 1974. During these 120 years, the orphanage was primarily run by a Canadian order of nuns called the Sisters of Providence. The property, clergy and grounds were managed and maintained by the Catholic Church through the Burlington Diocese. Subsequent to 1929, Vermont Catholic Charities became involved in managing and licensing the orphanage, as well as placing children at the orphanage. The Department of Social Welfare also placed children at the orphanage, and was involved in the licensing of the orphanage as a child caring center. Social workers from the Department of Social Welfare and Vermont Catholic Charities worked together to make determinations about placements at the orphanage and the adoptions that resulted. The children were monitored and cared for by medical professionals from Fanny Allen Hospital, in Burlington. The Burlington Diocese placed priests and clergymen at the orphanage, whilst St-Michael’s College placed students in their clerical program at the orphanage as part of a type of work experience placement. 

Sisters of Providence

The Sisters of Providence are a religious organization from Montreal, Quebec. They are officially organized under the name ‘The Community of Charity Sisters of Providence’. Currently, they are headquartered at 12055 Grenet Street, in Montreal. 

Emilie Gamelin was a girl born in Montreal in 1800. As an adult, Gamelin became devoted to caring for the hungry, sick, poor, infirm, and imprisoned, after the deaths of her husband and three children. She began caring for the sick and elderly by opening shelters throughout the city, gaining much notoriety within her community.

The Sisters of Providence order was created in 1843 by Bishop Ignace Bourget, then Bishop of Montreal. The Bishop created the order to further support the charitable efforts of Emilie Gamelin, who would later take her vows and become the canonic ‘mother’ of the Sisters of Providence. 

In 1843, their first Asylum was opened in Montreal. In the coming decade, hundreds of young women joined the order and took their vows. In the early 1850s, the Sisters of Providence began spreading out. In 1853, the Sisters established their first foreign ministry in Chile, where the sisters took over an orphanage in Santiago. 

In 1854, Bishop Louis de Goesbriand of Burlington travelled to Montreal to meet with the Sisters of Providence to request their assistance in opening an orphanage and educational center in Burlington, Vermont. The Sisters of Providence approved of the project and on May 1, 1854, three sisters were sent to Vermont to help establish the orphanage. 

The Bishop of Burlington had purchased the building that would become the first St. Joseph’s Orphanage in 1853. Following two days of cleaning the property, the sisters moved in on May 4th, 1854. 

On May 8th, 1854, the four first orphans came to St. Joseph’s Orphanage. 

The building now-recognized as the St. Joseph’s Orphanage, on North Avenue in Burlington, was built in 1883 due to high-demand for the services provided at the primary location, at the intersection of Pearl and Prospect streets. 

The Sisters of Providence remain in Vermont to this day, and continued to operate as the primary caregivers at the St. Joseph’s Orphanage until it shut down in 1974. The orphanage was under the operation of the Sisters of Providence for 120 years. 

The Roman Catholic Diocese

The Burlington Catholic Diocese was the proprietor of St. Joseph’s Orphanage. Though the nuns who ran the orphanage came directly from the Sisters of Providence order, the chaplains who managed the chapel and supervised the 

Catholic activities at St. Joseph’s came from the Diocese. The Diocese also operated Don Bosco’s, a home for troubled boys, on the same property as St. Joseph’s. The Burlington Diocese also sponsored several other local activities, such as summer camps, that St. Joseph’s residents attended regularly. 

Five of the priests the Diocese assigned to chaplain at St. Joseph’s were subsequently accused of sexual abuse. 

Vermont Catholic Charities

Vermont Catholic Charities (VCC) was, at the time, a social-work organization operating in tandem with the church to provide social services to the children at St. Joseph’s. Social workers from Vermont Catholic Charities placed children at St. Joseph’s, monitored their time there, and reported back to the VCC board about the conditions at the orphanage. VCC was also the licensed entity that enabled St. Joseph’s Orphanage to operate as a child-caring facility. VCC was licensed as a child-caring facility by the Department of Social Work from, at least, 1969 onwards, and St. Joseph’s Orphanage operated under that license. 

Vermont Catholic Charities was formed on August 27, 1929 in Chittenden County. VCC was formed as corporation for the purpose of providing social services and aid to the residents of Vermont. The corporation was organized as a non-profit organization for the sole purpose of doing social and charitable work in the State. 

On January 23, 1970, VCC merged with the St. Joseph’s Home for the Aged. On April 10, 1975, VCC merged with the St. Joseph’s Child Center. Through both mergers, the name of the surviving corporation remained Vermont Catholic Charities, Inc. VCC subsequently operated out of the building at 351 North Avenue until at least 2006. 

The Vermont Department for Children and Families 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Pull from DCF report and from resident files.

[Hospital (Fletcher Allen/Fanny Allen]	Comment by Gray, Molly: For further discussion whether this should also include less culpable responsible parties or institutions with knowledge. 	Comment by Gray, Molly: We should also consider St. Michael’s College, Department of Mental Health and possibly other involved parties.

St. Joseph’s Orphanage Post-1974

The Roman Catholic Diocese of Burlington announced that the orphanage would close in 1974. By November 1974, only 28 children remained at the orphanage. According to DSW records, only the Northern end of the building was now in use as a residence, and the school had been discontinued. The children in residence at St. Joseph’s at this time attended school offsite. 

Part 3: Allegations and Impact of Harm

Former Children	Comment by Gray, Molly: Data collected from resident book. Number of children, length of stay, reason for placement, reason for departure. 

Deaths and Unaccounted for Children and record keeping	Comment by Gray, Molly: Data collected from resident books on number of deaths, as well as unaccounted for children and challenges related to record keeping.  

Summary of the Harm

Since September 2018, the St. Joseph’s Orphanage Task Force has received inquiries from over sixty-five individuals. The reports came from both former residents and from the family members of former residents.  

The Burlington Police Department conducted over sixty-five police interviews and recorded the allegations made therein. 

For confidentiality and privacy reasons, these allegations, the names of the individuals reporting these allegations, and the names of the alleged perpetrators are not included in this report. 

A summary of the allegations, however, is provided below: 

Neglect

Widespread allegations of neglect permeate nearly all the stories reported by survivors. One of the most common is that the children were always hungry, did not have enough to eat, or that the food was rotten and inedible. 

Several people also reported children drowning or nearly drowning during swimming outings at nearby Lake Champlain. The allegations of children drowning during their time at St. Joseph’s range from children being rescued by other children, to children drowning and being buried in a nearby park by the nuns. Some of these accounts involved the nuns refusing to go into the water to help the children, even if they could see or were told that the child needed assistance. 

Instances of children being left alone and unattended, or being left with slightly older children to watch over them were also reported. One account alleged that a child felt out of a crib and broke an arm when left in the care of an older child. Other accounts alleged that children would get hurt when left outside alone for extended period of time, or that children would be extremely cold or hot when forced to stay outside in inclement weather. 

It was also alleged that the nuns would not take children to the doctor when they were injured but would treat them, if at all, in their own infirmary. Even when this did occur, it sometimes took several days before the nuns would agree to take injured children to the infirmary for treatment. 

Physical Abuse

One of the most common allegations, reported by a large majority of the survivors interviewed, was physical abuse in the form of beatings. Survivors described a variety of situations where the nuns would beat the children, including but not limited to: wetting the bed, not making the bed correctly, speaking out of turn or rudely, trying to console another child, trying to recoil from being hit, speaking to or seeking out siblings residing in a different part of the orphanage, refusing to eat, getting out of bed, looking out the window, moving during a lineup for prospective parents, soiling their pants, or trying to write left-handed. Survivors also reported that the nuns beat them with a variety of items. The most common items reported were wooden paddles, strings of rosary beads the nuns wore around their waists, and rulers. The reported beatings also ranged significantly in severity, from repeated slaps across the face to permanent and long-term disabling injuries including broken bones and teeth. It was also reported that children whose parents paid a significant amount of money to place them at St. Joseph’s were not subjected to the same degree of violence as the children placed at St. Joseph’s by social workers. 

Other forms of physical violence reported include being pinned up against the wall by the neck, 

Emotional, Mental and Miscellaneous Abuse and Cruelty

Emotional and psychological abuse was reported by a large percentage of the individuals who spoke to the Burlington Police Department. Several children reported that nuns referred to them as “devil child” for trying to write with their left hand, or for being born out of wedlock. 

Many reported verbal abuse including but not limited to: threats; derogatory comments about their parents; being told their parents did not love them; and being told that if they tried to report abuse no one would believe them. 

One common, reoccurring allegation is that children at St. Joseph’s were forced to eat their own vomit. 

Other allegations involve taunting and punishment for peeing the bed, including forcing children who wet the bed to sleep with the younger children in the nursery. 

Many people recalled instances of being locked in closets, in the attic, in a footlocker, in old trunks, or locked out of the orphanage entirely. Some reported being locked in closets for menstruating, for disobeying the nuns and for bedwetting. Some of the closets in question were described as being filled with shoes. The attic was also alleged by several people and described in a variety of ways. Some described the attic as being filled with a variety of clothing and objects and toys. Some claimed that there was a chair in the attic the nuns sometimes tied children to. Others claimed the attic was actually split into two parts, half of which was filled with storage items and clothing, and the other half of which was empty and used for punishment.  This part, it was alleged, was rampant with rats. 

Sexual Abuse	Comment by Gray, Molly: Forthcoming. Are there personal privacy concerns?

Murder

Several survivors who came forward have alleged that children were murdered at St. Joseph’s Orphanage. 

One instance involved a nun pushing a young girl down a staircase. In this circumstance, the nuns allegedly ushered the children out of the room and the girl was never seen again. Another similar instance involved a young girl who had fallen down an elevator shaft, though no one made any clear allegation that the girl was pushed, the nuns allegedly ushered the children away and the girl was not seen again. 

Other instances involved residents seeing nuns and priests transporting large parcels that looked like the wrapped up body of a child. Subsequently, these children would not return or be seen at the orphanage again. Sometimes, these allegations were accompanied with second-hand witness testimonies from children who did not see or hear anything happen, but heard other children screaming or crying about what they had seen.

Impact of the Harm	Comment by Gray, Molly: To be discussed with Amy and Marc. Possible summaries of general harm from victim interviews and/or anonymous statements from former children. 


Part 4:  Restorative Inquiry 	Comment by Gray, Molly: Limited to background on what the Inquiry is, the goals and where the process stands.

The Restorative Inquiry

Restorative justice is a process that exists within the confines of the criminal justice system in which the focus is on the harm the victim experienced and the rehabilitation, rather than punishment, of the perpetrator. Restorative justice seeks to make the victim whole again, or in cases where this is not possible, to create a pathway for the perpetrator and the victim to work together to come to a resolution. Though restorative justice does not aim to replace traditional notions of punishment, the process shifts the focus from the perpetrator and severity of the crime to the victim and the severity of harm suffered.  

In this case, the nature of the crimes and the statutes of limitations at play make a restorative process one of the most potent ways to seek redress for the Former Children of the Orphanage. Though the criminal investigation did lead to conclusions based on the allegations made by survivors, the traditional avenues and notions of criminal justice are not as readily available here for all the reasons explained above in the summary of the investigation. 

Based on these findings, the Task Force and the entities involved have found that a restorative process is most appropriate to provide survivors with concrete, alternative pathways to justice including, but not limited to being provided with: ways to tell their stories; emotional and psychological support; and with recognition and accountability from the institutions that failed to address this issue when it could have been adjudicated to the full extent of the laws in place at the time. 

[Explanation of restorative inquiry – what is an “inquiry”?]

The restorative inquiry into the events at St. Joseph’s is a lengthy process spearheaded by a team of restorative justice specialists and victim advocates who have been working with individual survivors as they come forward to share their story with investigators. 

An advisory team was formed to keep track of the progress and workshop the best ways to move forward with a restorative inquiry process. This advisory team consists of representatives from the Vermont Attorney, victim advocates, representatives from the Burlington Community Justice Center, and an independent restorative justice consultant. 

[Update on the effort of the Restorative Inquiry/relevant information]

The Task Force is committed to respect and regard to the impacts of generational trauma and the dangers of re-traumatization and revictimization by following the lead of the restorative justice specialists and listening to the needs expressed by the survivors who choose to participate in the process. 

Part 5: Recommendations and Reflections 

Lessons Learned	Comment by Gray, Molly: For example, What did we learn about how this went undetected? What are we doing now to ensure that nothing like this is occurring right now? What is being done to assist people who were not a part of SJO but were still victimized by Catholic organizations?


Recommendations	Comment by Gray, Molly: For example, How do Vermonters help avoid this from occurring again, and how do Vermonters get involved in prevention?
What are possible legislative efforts?
What resources are available?
What is wanted/needed of the Vermont community?
What can regular Vermonters do to help and support the people engaged in the restorative process without impeding on their territory and taking away their voice?


Reflections: Statements on behalf of Impacted and Responsible Parties  

The Department of Children and Families, the Vermont Attorney General’s Office, the Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office, the Burlington Police Department, and the Mayor of Burlington’s Office have provided statements of accountability in light of the events that occurred at St. Joseph’s. These statements are presented below. 

It is imperative that it be clear to Former Children, to the readers of this report, and to everyone in the Vermont community, that these statements and the opportunity given to the organizations above to have a voice in this process is for the benefit of the residents and the community alone. These statements are not, and should not be perceived, an opportunity for these organizations to excuse, minimize or ignore their part in the suffering reported by the former residents of St. Joseph’s. Though in many cases, internal inquiries did not render a wealth of valuable information, the sentiment of responsibility and the importance of accountability in this investigation are not undermined by the lack of evidence of the burden carried by each of the parties involved here. 

These statements serve the purpose of informing the Former Children and the public what steps were taken to internally account for the events described in this report. These statements serve the purpose of accounting for the mistakes of our predecessors and extending a heartfelt apology to the surviving residents, their families, and everyone who has been impacted by the generational consequences of trauma and pain that bled out of the several decades of abuse endured behind the doors of St. Joseph’s Orphanage.

Despite these words, every organization is aware that no words or apologies can truly right the wrongs that have colored the existence and adulthood of so many Vermonters, and does not intend these statements to be perceived as attempting to do so. 

DCF

The Vermont Attorney General’s Office 

The Chittenden County State’s Attorney’s Office 

The Burlington Police Department

The Mayor of Burlington’s Office

Former Children of the Orphanage

TBC: Fletcher Allen Hospital & other hospitals in the state, St-Michael’s College

Department of Mental Health

RCD, VCC, SOP	Comment by Gray, Molly: To be discussed, I am hesitant to invite these parties to participate at this time. Particularly where their statements might cause harm or not be victim centered. Their participation may be better suited for the restorative inquiry.
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From: Gray, Molly
To: Tremblay, Natacha
Cc: Thompson, Julio
Subject: RE: Exit Interview
Date: Friday, December 6, 2019 5:00:00 PM

Thanks, Natacha!

With pleasure, an exit interview Wednesday afternoon works well. I’m happy to have Julio join or we
can do them separately. As you both prefer. In any event, I will put something on the calendar.

Best,
Molly

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 

From: Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 9:09 AM
To: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>; Thompson, Julio <julio.thompson@vermont.gov> 
Subject: Exit Interview

Hi all,

I was planning on speaking to you both individually next week, [REDACTED].

I see, Molly, that you look pretty wide open on Tuesday and Wednesday. Julio, I don’t have access to 
your calendar so I don’t know what your week looks like next week.

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=E3B31721924D4F6BB25C79D954BAEDD9-GRAY, MOLLY
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=86ea3a29ed0542a48487b2610474174a-Tremblay, N
mailto:julio.thompson@vermont.gov
mailto:molly.gray@vermont.gov
https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx


Would you both be able to spare 30 minutes some time on Tuesday or Wednesday to go over this
with me?

Best,

Natacha



From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Gray, Molly
Anderson, Elizabeth; Tremblay, Natacha
Padula, Domenica
RE: Additional Document Requests - [REDACTED]
Monday, December 9, 2019 11:41:00 AM

 


















From: Anderson, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Anderson@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Monday, December 9, 2019 11:00 AM
To: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>; Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov> 
Cc: Padula, Domenica <Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov>
Subject: RE: Additional Document Requests - [REDACTED]

[REDACTED]

Thank you.

Betsy

From: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Monday, December 9, 2019 10:25 AM
To: Anderson, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Anderson@vermont.gov>; Tremblay, Natacha 
<Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov>
Cc: Padula, Domenica <Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov>
Subject: RE: Additional Document Requests - [REDACTED]

Thanks, Betsy.
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From: Anderson, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Anderson@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Monday, December 9, 2019 9:38 AM
To: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>; Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov> 
Cc: Padula, Domenica <Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov>
Subject: RE: Additional Document Requests - [REDACTED]

Thanks for passing this along. [PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

Betsy

From: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Monday, December 9, 2019 9:14 AM
To: Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov>; Anderson, Elizabeth 
<Elizabeth.Anderson@vermont.gov>
Cc: Padula, Domenica <Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov>
Subject: FW: Additional Document Requests - [REDACTED]
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From: Gray, Molly 
Sent: Monday, November 4, 2019 10:40 AM
To: Padula, Domenica <Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov>
Cc: Farr, Amy <amy.farr@vermont.gov>; Farnsworth, Karen <karen.farnsworth@vermont.gov>; 
Anderson, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Anderson@vermont.gov>
Subject: FW: Additional Document Requests - [REDACTED]

Hi Domenica,

[REDACTED]

Best,
Molly

mailto:molly.gray@vermont.gov
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Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 

 











 

[REDACTED]
[REDACTED]

[REDACTED]
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[REDACTED]

Please feel free to call me if you have any questions.

NAME AND ALL CONTACT INFORMATION 
REDACTED

*  *  *  C O N F I D E N T I A L I T Y     NOTICE  *  *  *

From: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2019 11:44 AM
To: [REDACTED]
Cc: Farnsworth, Karen <karen.farnsworth@vermont.gov>
Subject: Additional Document Requests - [REDACTED]

Dear [REDACTED],

[PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

mailto:TNuovo@aol.com
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1. [PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

2. [PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

3. [PARAGRAPH REDACTED] 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you wish to discuss any of the above or need further
explanation.

Best regards,
Molly

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,

mailto:molly.gray@vermont.gov


sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 

https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx




[CONTACT INFORMATION 
REDACTED]

*  *  *  C O N F I D E N T I A L I T Y     NOTICE  *  *  *

[REDACTED]

From: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 3, 2019 10:11 AM
To: [REDACTED]
Cc: Anderson, Elizabeth <Elizabeth.Anderson@vermont.gov>; Tremblay, Natacha
<Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov>
Subject: Further Information Needed -- [REDACTED]

Hi [REDACTED],

[PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

1. PARAGRAGPH REDACTED

2. PARAGRAPH REDACTED

3. PARAGRAPH REDACTED 



4. REDACTED

5. REDACTED

6. REDACTED

7. REDACTED

a. REDACTED
b. REDACTED
c. REDACTED
d. REDACTED
e. REDACTED

8. REDACTED 

Best regards,
Molly

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 



From: Gray, Molly
To: Tremblay, Natacha
Subject: RE: Thank you
Date: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 12:15:00 PM

Perfect email! Thank you, Natacha.
 
Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov 
 
 
PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 
 

From: Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 11:16 AM
To: AGO - Criminal <AGO.Criminal@vermont.gov>
Subject: Thank you
 
Hello everyone!
 
I wanted to just take a brief moment to thank you all for taking the time to think do something so
kind and special for us as our time here draws to a close. I know how busy you all are, and to carve
out a chunk of time to not only spend physical time with us, but to shop for gifts and delicious treats,
and sign cards… It’s just more than I would have ever expected and it warms my heart. I can’t
completely speak for Ray, but I feel very touched and I think his sentiments would echo mine (feel
free to correct me if I’m wrong, Ray).
 
My time here has been a truly wonderful experience and I’ve learned more than I ever thought I
could in such a short period of time. You are all accomplished, fierce, and inspiring advocates. I feel
truly honored that you have all spent so much time teaching us how to start becoming the lawyers
we want to be. This division, but also this entire office, is a very special place where challenges bring
people closer and differences make people better.
 
It’s been an absolute privilege.
 

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=E3B31721924D4F6BB25C79D954BAEDD9-GRAY, MOLLY
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=86ea3a29ed0542a48487b2610474174a-Tremblay, N
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Warmest regards,
 
Natacha



From: Tremblay, Natacha
To: Gray, Molly
Subject: FW: A very big thank you
Date: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 12:31:49 PM

From: Tremblay, Natacha 
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 12:31 PM
To: Donovan, Thomas <Thomas.Donovan@vermont.gov>; Diamond, Joshua
<Joshua.Diamond@vermont.gov>; Clark, Charity <Charity.Clark@vermont.gov>
Subject: A very big thank you

Good afternoon!

I wanted to briefly thank you all for the wonderful opportunity to intern here, and for making this 
entire office such an inviting, warm and comfortable place to take my first real steps at lawyering. 
[PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

[PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

[PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

[REDACTED]

Wishing you all the best during the upcoming holiday season.

Warmest regards,

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=86ea3a29ed0542a48487b2610474174a-Tremblay, N
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Natacha Tremblay



From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Gray, Molly
Tremblay, Natacha
RE: REDACTED
Friday, December 13, 2019 9:31:00 AM

No worries and thanks so much.

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 

From: Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2019 5:10 PM
To: Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>
Subject: REDACTED

Hi Molly,

[PARAGRAPH REDACTED]
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From: Gray, Molly
To: Padula, Domenica
Cc: Tremblay, Natacha
Subject: RE: Farewell!
Date: Monday, December 16, 2019 9:32:00 AM

Thanks again, Natacha. I’m looping in your Vermont Law School email address for Domenica. 

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO
NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are
not the intended recipient (or have received this E-mail in error) please notify the sender
immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and disclosure law applies to
certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2,
sections 261-268 of the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s
most recent compliance guide available at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 

From: Tremblay, Natacha <Natacha.Tremblay@vermont.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2019 5:19 PM
To: Padula, Domenica <Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov>; Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov> 
Subject: Farewell!

Hello!

Thank you both again so much for everything you’ve done for me during my time here.

A few things –

Domenica – Thank you for catching up with me today. [REDACTED]

[PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=E3B31721924D4F6BB25C79D954BAEDD9-GRAY, MOLLY
mailto:Domenica.Padula@vermont.gov
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=86ea3a29ed0542a48487b2610474174a-Tremblay, N
mailto:molly.gray@vermont.gov
https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx


I am, again, so so grateful for everything you’ve done and taught me. I hope you both have 

wonderful holidays, and hopefully we will all be in touch soon.

Warmest wishes,

Natacha Tremblay



From: Gray, Molly
To: Natacha Tremblay; Molly Gray
Subject: RE: Reference
Date: Tuesday, January 21, 2020 10:31:00 AM

Absolutely! Please use my gmail - [REDACTED]

Molly R. Gray, Assistant Attorney General
Vermont Attorney General’s Office
109 State Street
Montpelier, Vermont 05609
802-828-0280
molly.gray@vermont.gov

PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This communication may contain information that is 
privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. DO NOT read, copy or disseminate this 
communication unless you are the intended addressee. If you are not the intended recipient (or have received this E-
mail in error) please notify the sender immediately and destroy this E-mail.  Vermont’s lobbyist registration and 
disclosure law applies to certain communications with and activities directed at the Attorney General.   Prior to any 
interactions with the Office of the Vermont Attorney General, you are advised to review Title 2, sections 261-268 of 
the Vermont Statutes Annotated, as well as the Vermont Secretary of State’s most recent compliance guide available 
at https://www.sec.state.vt.us/elections/lobbying.aspx. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Natacha Tremblay [REDACTED]
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2020 9:01 AM
To: Molly Gray <mgray@vermontlaw.edu>; Gray, Molly <Molly.Gray@vermont.gov>
Subject: Reference

EXTERNAL SENDER: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

Hello!

Hope you’re well! I’m applying to [REDACTED] and I was wondering if I could put you down for a reference. I 
think I just input your email, and they send you a questionnaire or something.

Would that be ok?

Let me know!

Hope your holidays went well! Miss you all at the AG’s!

Natacha

Sent from my iPhone



From: Natacha Tremblay
To: Gray, Molly; Molly Gray
Subject: Reference
Date: Thursday, February 6, 2020 1:01:01 PM

EXTERNAL SENDER: Do not open attachments or click on links unless you recognize and trust the sender.

Hi Molly!

Hope you are well. [PARAGRAPH REDACTED]

[REDACTED]

Thanks again for everything, and good luck in your future endeavours.

Sincerely,

Natacha
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