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Chapter I 

Forward: A Letter from Attorney General 

Peter F. Neronha

ə
ə$>G>K9MBHGL H? 0AH=> &LE9G= OB<MBFLɏ MA>BK ?9FBEB>Lɏ 

and others who have suffered the impacts of this 

trauma =>L>KO> MH DGHP MA> MKNMA H? PA9M H<<NKK>=Ɏɚ



Chapter II
Executive Summary



Nebraska

2021Clergy Reports 

Across the Country

Pennsylvania

2018

Illinois

2023

Maryland

2023

Michigan

2025

After a Pennsylvania grand jury released 

a report on the clergy abuse crisis in 

2018, Attorneys General from multiple 

states launched their own investigations 

and have released their own findings.

Rhode Island

2026

https://ago.nebraska.gov/news/attorney-general-releases-report-clergy-sexual-abuse
https://www.attorneygeneral.gov/report/
https://clergyreport.illinoisattorneygeneral.gov
https://oag.maryland.gov/resources-info/Documents/pdfs/AOB_Report_Revised_Redacted_Interim.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/ag/initiatives/catholic-church-clergy-abuse


States have conducted their investigations and 

released their findings in different ways

Å->GGLREO9GB9 NL>= MA> LM9M>ɜL @K9G= CNKR K>IHKMBG@ 

statute, under which the findings would be public

In Rhode Island, grand jury investigations and findings 

are secret  absent a criminal indictment

Clergy Reports Across the Country



From 1950 to 2022, the Diocese of Providence employed

75 credibly accused priests who reportedly abused  over 300 

children

Generations of Rhode Islanders suffered immeasurable, 

irreparable harm

Historically, bishops and other senior Diocesan leaders 

concealed  clergy child sexual abuse, exacerbating the crisis and 

leading to more abuse

Executive Summary



Historically , the Diocese failed to consistently refer to law 

enforcement complaints  of child sexual abuse by clergy

While the situation has significantly improved, and the Diocese 

has made meaningful strides, more work is needed

The Attorney General proposes reforms to the Diocese and the 

General Assembly to advance transparency, accountability, and 

public safety

Executive Summary



provide an account of clergy sexual abuse of children; 

describe  MA> !BH<>L> H? -KHOB=>G<>ɜL response  to 
clergy sexual abuse of children;

identify perpetrators who could still be prosecuted 

and charge them by criminal indictment; and 

propose reforms and accountability  measures that will 

help prevent these crimes from recurring.

Investigation had four main goals: 



ÅOver 250,000  pages of 

Diocesan records reviewed

ÅNearly 150 confidential 

contacts with survivors

Å4  new criminal cases charged 

against clergy abusers

Reconstructing History ə
ə2AHL> <ABE=K>Gɏ 9L P>EE 

as the rest of the 

community... have been 

victimized, too, by a 

system that refused to 

acknowledge the 

possibility of 

PKHG@=HBG@Ɏɚ 

A parishioner writing to Bishop 

Gelineau in February 1985



The first comprehensive review  of the clergy abuse 

crisis in the Diocese of Providence

This Report addresses the past, present, and future:

it covers historical approaches through current 

concerns, and proposes reforms to the Diocese and 

lawmakers

The true scope of abuse is likely even greater  

than reported here, and the Report may be updated

Reconstructing History



While this is history, it is 
nevertheless a living  history



Chapter III
Legal Framework 
and Analysis



This Investigation sought to identify cases where 

criminal prosecution may still be viable

Our assessment of potential charges necessarily 

considered both modern and historical criminal laws , 

and their applicable statutes of limitations

Historical abuse is often not chargeable due to 

narrower criminal laws and shorter statutes of 

limitations in effect at the time.

Legal Framework



Prior to 1979 , Rhode Island sexual assault and child 

molestation statutes did not exist

Abuse occurring before May 1979 can only be 

prosecuted if it meets the common law definition of 

rapeɐ əMA> GHG<HGL>GLN9E 9<M H? L>QN9E BGM>K<HNKL> 

<HFFBMM>= ;R 9 F9G PBMA 9 PHF9G PAH BL GHM ABL PB?>Ɏɚ

ÅExcludes male victims

ÅExcludes non -penetrative  conduct

ÅRequires proof of lack of consent  (e.g. force or coercion)

Available Criminal Laws



Statutes of limitations present the greatest legal obstacle 

to prosecution of child sexual abuse

      

      For children under 14 :

Conduct involving sexual penetration  can generally be prosecuted if 
it occurred since June 1988, OR since May 1979 if under 13 years old 
OR proof of additional element such as force or coercion

Conduct involving sexual contact  can generally be prosecuted if it 
occurred since June 1988, OR since June 1982 if under 13 years old

Statutes of Limitations



Statutes of limitations present the greatest legal obstacle 

to prosecution of child sexual abuse

      

      For children 14 or older :

Can prosecute conduct involving sexual penetration  that took place 
after May 1979, but must prove additional elements (e.g., force or 
coercion)

Can only prosecute conduct involving sexual contact within a 3 -year 
statute of limitations

Statutes of Limitations



Definition: Penile -O9@BG9Eɏ HK9Eɏ HK 9G9E BGM>K<HNKL>ɏ əHK 9GR HMA>K BGMKNLBHGɏ 
AHP>O>K LEB@AMɏ ;R 9GR I9KM H? 9 I>KLHGɜL ;H=R HK ;R 9GR H;C><M BGMH MA> 
@>GBM9E HK 9G9E HI>GBG@L H? 9GHMA>K I>KLHGɜL ;H=Rɏ HK MA> OB<MBFɜL HPG 
;H=R NIHG MA> 9<<NL>=ɜL BGLMKN<MBHGɏ ;NM >FBLLBHG H? L>F>G BL GHM 
K>JNBK>=Ɏɚ 

No Statute of Limitations
ÅFirst -Degree Sexual Assault  - R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-37-2
ḬPenetration of a child under 13 (May 1979 until May 1984)
ḬPenetration of any person, plus (May 1979 to present):
Ḭ4B<MBF F>GM9EER HK IARLB<9EER A>EIE>LLɏ ,0 =>?>G=9GM NL>L ə?HK<> HK 
<H>K<BHGɏɚ ə<HG<>9EF>GMɚ HK əLNKIKBL>ɏɚ HK 9 ?9Ĝ9=> H? F>=B<9E 
treatment. 

Modern Criminal Framework: Post -1979
Crimes Involving Sexual Penetration



No Statute of Limitations

ÅFirst -Degree Child Molestation  - R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-37-8.1
ḬPenetration of a child under 13 (May 1984 to present)
ḬPenetration of a child under 14 (June 1988 to present)
ḬIncludes 13 -year -old victims

Modern Criminal Framework: Post -1979
Crimes Involving Sexual Penetration



Second -Degree Sexual Assault (R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-37-4)

ÅNo Statute of Limitations : Sexual contact with child under 13 (June 1982 to May 1984)

ÅThree -Year Statute of Limitations : Sexual contact with a person 14 or older 

(or 13 or older pre -1988) where:

Ḭvictim is mentally incapacitated, mentally disabled, or physically helpless; 

Ḭdefendant uses force or coercion; 

Ḭdefendant overcomes the victim through concealment or surprise; or 

Ḭmedical treatment or examination of the victim for the purpose of sexual arousal, 

gratification, or stimulation

Modern Criminal Framework: Post -1979
Crimes Involving Sexual Contact

Definition: The intentional MHN<ABG@ H? MA> OB<MBFɜL HK 9<<NL>=ɜL 

intimate parts, clothed or unclothed, intended by the accused to 

be for the purpose of sexual arousal, gratification , or assault



Second -Degree Child Molestation (R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-37-8.3)

ÅNo Statute of Limitations
ÅSexual contact with a child under 13 (May 1984 to present)
ÅSexual contact with a child under 14 (June 1988 to present)
ÅIncludes 13 -year -old victims.

Modern Criminal Framework: Post -1979
Crimes Involving Sexual Contact



Third -Degree Sexual Assault (R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-37-6)

ÅThree -Year Statute of Limitations
ḬAccused is over 18 and engages in sexual penetration with a person 

who is 14 -15 years old (statutory rape)
ḬAccused is over the age of 18 and engages in sexual penetration or 

sexual contact with a victim who is 14 -17 years old under 
circumstances where the accused holds a position of authority, or 
has supervisory or disciplinary power over the victim
Ḭ"G9<M>= BG ɅɃɅɅɏ PBMA MABL ,??B<>ɜL LNIIHKMɑ GH K>MKH9<MBOBMR

ḬForce or coercion not an element of this offense

Modern Criminal Framework: Post -1979



Contributing to Delinquency - R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-9-4 

(Enacted 1908)

Indecent Solicitation of a Child ɤ R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-37-8.8 

(Enacted 2004)

Child Endangerment ɤ R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-9-5.4 (Enacted 

2022)

Modern Criminal Framework: Post -1979
Additional Crimes Against Children

The statute of limitations for each of these offenses is 

three years :



Potential Charges Against Diocese Itself
Laws Used to Prosecute Accomplices, Supervisors, & Organizations

ÅAiding & Abetting ɤ R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-1-3 (Enacted 1896)
Å29K@>ML MAHL> PAH ə9B=ɏ 9LLBLMɏ 9;>Mɏ <HNGL>Eɏ ABK>ɏ <HFF9G=ɏ HK 
IKH<NK> 9GHMA>K MH <HFFBM 9GR <KBF> HK H??>GL>ɚ 
ÅRequires proof that accomplice (1) actively participated in the 

crime, AND (2) shared criminal intent of person(s) who actually 
carried it out.  
ÅPresence at scene, or knowledge that crime being committed, 

insufficient.
ÅSame limitations period and punishment as underlying 

offense(s)



Potential Charges Against Diocese Itself

Laws Used to Prosecute Accomplices, Supervisors, & Organizations

ÅConspiracy  - R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-1-6 (Enacted 1975)
Å̍ KBFBG9EBS>L MA> əagreement by two or more persons to commit 

an unlawful act or to perform a lawful act for an unlawful 
purpose Ɏɚ 
ÅCo-conspirators may also be charged with crimes committed in 

furtherance of the conspiracy. 
ÅSame limitations period and punishment as underlying 

offense(s).



Potential Charges Against Diocese Itself

Laws Used to Prosecute Accomplices, Supervisors, & Organizations

ÅDuty to Report ɤ R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 40 -11-3 (Enacted 1976)
ÅFailure to report known or suspected child abuse a 

misdemeanor
ÅSubject to three -year statute of limitations.



Potential Charges Against Diocese Itself

Laws Used to Prosecute Accomplices, Supervisors, & Organizations

ÅHarboring Criminals - R.I. Gen. Laws ʂ 11-1-4 (Enacted 1844)
ÅFelony to knowingly harbor person who has committed any 
<KBF> əPBMA MA> BGM>GM MA9M ɬLN<A I>KLHGɭ LA9EE >L<9I> HK 9OHB= 
=>M><MBHGɏ 9KK>LMɏ MKB9Eɏ HK INGBLAF>GMɎɚ
ÅRequires proof that defendant knew person committed crime, 

was subject to arrest by warrant or probable cause, and intent 
to shield.
ÅSubject to three -year statute of limitations.



Potential Charges Against Diocese Itself

Laws Used to Prosecute Accomplices, Supervisors, & Organizations

ÅAdditional Offenses Considered: Intimidation of witnesses and 
victims 
(ʂ 11-1-4); Compounding or concealing a felony ( ʂ 11-1-5); 
Obstruction 
(ʂ 11-32-32); Racketeering (RICO) ( ʂ 7-5-1 et seq)



Nebraska

2021

Institutional 
Accountability

Pennsylvania

2018

Illinois

2023

Maryland

2023

Michigan

2025

ÅAttorneys General across the 
country have published s 
about clergy abuse and have 
brought charges against 
individual priests

ÅNo Attorney General has 
prosecuted a diocese for 
crimes arising from clergy 
abuse scandal Rhode Island

2026

https://ago.nebraska.gov/news/attorney-general-releases-report-clergy-sexual-abuse
https://www.attorneygeneral.gov/report/
https://clergyreport.illinoisattorneygeneral.gov
https://oag.maryland.gov/resources-info/Documents/pdfs/AOB_Report_Revised_Redacted_Interim.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/ag/initiatives/catholic-church-clergy-abuse


Chapter IV
An Overview of 
Investigative Findings



Option 1: Grand Jury Investigation
ÅCompel the production of documents and testimony 

ÅOnly indictments would become public

ÅInvestigation results would be confidential and would not 

provide a full accounting to the public

Option 2: Attorney General Investigation
ÅUsing the resources of the Office to conduct an investigation 

and produce a report

A Fork in the Road: Grand Jury?



Compulsory Process ɤ subpoena of witnesses and documents

Failure to produce documents may result in criminal sanctions

Testimony under pains and penalties of perjury

Immunization of witnesses to compel testimony

With AG Grand Jury Report Statute ɤ public disclosure of 

findings

Advantages of the Grand Jury



SECRECY

Disadvantage of the Grand Jury



Could be resolved with the passage of state legislation 

allowing for grand jury reporting , a version of which has been 

introduced in the last several legislative sessions

Disadvantage of the Grand Jury

House Bill: H 8078

Senate Bill: pending introduction



LOU/MOU picture

Memorandum of 

Understanding
July 22, 2019

Option 2: Attorney 

General Investigation



This Report is necessarily limited  in large part to 

documents  the Diocese voluntarily produced 

The Diocese withheld documents over which they 

asserted privilege

The Diocese refused  to make any Diocesan personnel 

available for in -person interviews

The Diocese did not document all complaints, and some 

records were likely previously destroyed

Investigative Challenges



Investigative Challenges



Delays in Production



Most Rev. Russell J. McVinney: 1948 -1971

Most Rev. Louis E. Gelineau: 1972 -1997

Most Rev. Robert Mulvee : 1997 -2005

Most Rev. Thomas J. Tobin: 2005 -2023

Most Rev. Richard G. Henning: 2023 -2024

Most Rev. Bruce A. Lewandowski: 2025 -present

Bishops & Tenures



or more complainants 

reported abused by 

clergy in the Diocese 

from 1950 to the present
26

years, the 

average time

it took for 

survivors to 

report abuse

45:1
ratio of male to 

female victims

1970s
the decade with 

the highest number 

of victims recorded

75
total clergy 

identified by our 

investigation 

as credibly 

accused 

11-14 years old
the most prevalent age range when 

the reported abuse began 

36
Rhode Island cities 

and towns assigned 

accused clergy

current and 

former priests 

criminally 

charged 



Criminally charged 4 current and 

former priests 

ÅJohn Petrocelli (P1 -2020 -3184A)

ÅJames Silva (P1 -2021-3378A)

ÅKevin Fisette (P1 -2022 -1857A)

ÅEdward Kelley (deceased)

Outcomes



Identified additional credibly accused clergy

Å2A> !BH<>L>ɜL )BLM H? ̍K>=B;ER ̗<<NL>= ̍E>K@R 

named 51 clergy  in 2019

ÅThe Diocese added 4  additional clergy to its List 

since 2019 because of action by this Office and 

State Police

ÅThis Report includes 75 clergy  deemed by the 

Attorney General to have been credibly accused

Outcomes



20 Additional Priests Identified in AG Report

Roger Argencourt

Robert Barnes

Francis Battel

Mario Bordignon

Vincent Cavanaugh

Eugene Corbesero

John Crafton

John Doran

Michael Dziob

Raphael Edes

John Feeney

John Flanagan

Joseph Lacasse

Norman LeBeouf

Alfred Lonardo

Thomas Manu

'HAG ,ɜ+>BE

Paul Reynolds

Alfred Santagata

Paul Tousignant



5BEEB9F ,ɜ̍HGG>EE ɪɅɆɫ

Brendan Smyth (17)

Robert Marcantonio (17)

Edmond Micarelli (16)

Michael LaMountain (12)

Robert McIntyre (11)

Priests with the Greatest 

Reported Number of 

Child Victims

At least six priests reportedly abused 10 
or more children:



Many victims were altar servers or involved in other 

youth activities  in the Diocese at the time of their abuse

Victims commonly came from particularly devout 

families  and/or families who were especially friendly 

with their parish priests

Clergy often preyed upon vulnerable  children, or 

children with difficult family circumstances

Common Survivor Characteristics



We found that it took survivors an average of 

approximately 26 years  to report their abuse

Modern research indicates that the majority of survivors 

who do disclose child sexual abuse wait decades  to 

come forward

Only about 10-15% of child sexual abuse is ever 

reported to legal authorities

Delayed Disclosure



Survivors suffered long -term mental, physical, and 

behavioral  health effects
Åincluding post -traumatic stress, depression, anxiety, 

addiction, mental health disorders, chronic physical pain, 

problems with intimacy and relationships, and even suicide

Survivors also reported experiencing professional, 

legal, and financial  difficulties

Harm to Survivors



The clergy sexual abuse crisis impacted nearly every 

community  in Rhode Island.

The Diocese protected accused priests with 

MK9GL?>KLɏ əMK>9MF>GMɏɚ 9G= IKHFBL>L H? <HG?B=>GMB9EBMRɎ

For decades , the Diocese failed to refer to law 

enforcement  child sexual abuse complaints.

Major Trends



The clergy sexual abuse 

crisis impacted nearly every 

community in Rhode Island.

The Investigation identified over 300 
documented victims  who reported 
allegations of child sexual misconduct 
against 75 clergy members .



Historically, the Diocese 

protected accused priests with 

MK9GL?>KLɏ əMK>9MF>GMɏɚ 9G= 

promises of confidentiality.

For much of the Review Period, the Diocese of 
-KHOB=>G<>ɜL K>LIHGL> P9L =KBO>Gɏ PA>G>O>K 
possible, by a single focus: concealment . 

This failure was corrected with the 2016 
Letter of Understanding with this Office.



Historically, the Diocese failed 

to refer to law enforcement 

child sexual abuse complaints.

2A> !BH<>L>ɜL ?9BENK> MH K>IHKM LNLI><M>= 
abuse hindered criminal investigations and 
potential prosecutions, and endangered 
children .



əəɎɎɎMA> !BH<>L>ɜL historical failure  

to timely and appropriately 

respond to clergy abuse 

complaints resulted in the sexual 

abuse of additional Rhode 

&LE9G= <ABE=K>GɎɚ

Report, page 90



Chapter V
2A> !BH<>L>ɜL %BLMHKB<9E 
Approaches to Child 
Sexual Abuse: 1950 -2000



Bishops and other senior Diocesan officials 

promoted a culture of secrecy to 9OHB= əL<9G=9Eɚ

Bishops frequently transferred  priests accused of 

child sexual misconduct to new assignments ɥoften 

to other parishes within Rhode Island

Bishops sent accused priests to əK>MK>9MLɏɚ 

əL9;;9MB<9ELɏɚ 9G= əMK>9MF>GMɚ 

Historical Approaches: 1950 -2000



Bishops and other senior Diocesan officials prioritized 

9OHB=BG@ əL<9G=9Eɚ 9M MA> >QI>GL> H? LNKOBOHKL

ÅDiocesan officials favored əBG-AHNL>ɚ K>LIHGL>L to reports of 

abuse

ÅBishops promised confidentiality  to pedophile priests who 

self -reported

ÅThe Diocese invoked religious rules and doctrines to justify 

withholding information about abuse allegations from law 

enforcement

A Culture of Secrecy



ə&GM>KG9E #HKNFɚ

əɒMA> <HG?B=>GMB9EBMR G><>LL9KR ?HK <9G=B= =BL<EHLNK> 9G= 
discussion between a priest and another person of facts 
9G= <BK<NFLM9G<>L BG MA> HMA>K I>KLHGɜL EB?> PAB<A A9O> 
FHK9E 9G= LIBKBMN9E BFIEB<9MBHGLɒ2A> <HG?B=>GMB9EBMR 9KBLBG@ 
from internal forum  applies when the person speaking to 
MA> IKB>LM BL 9 E9R I>KLHG ɬHKɭ PA>G A> BL ABFL>E? 9 IKB>LMɎɚ

Bishop Gelineau, 1997

ə



ə&GM>KG9E #HKNFɚ

̀KH9=>K MA9G ̍HG?>LLBHGɐ əFHK9E 9G= LIBKBMN9E BFIEB<9MBHGLɚ

Used in past as channel for priests to confidentially discuss 
abuse allegations with bishop

Still exempt ?KHF !BH<>L>ɜL PKBMM>G IHEB<R HG ə̍HHI>K9MBHG 
PBMA ̍BOBE ̗NMAHKBMB>Lɚ ɤ Child Protection and Outreach 
Policy, Section 7.5



Bishops frequently transferred  accused priests to 

new assignments ɥoften within Rhode Island
ÅTransfers created a false impression  that an accused priest 

no longer posed any risk

ÅIn reality, transfers placed additional children at risk

Of the Diocesan clergy included in this Report, 
Å21 were transferred at least 1 -5 times

Å31 were transferred 5 -9 times

Å8 were transferred 10 or more times 

Priest Shuffling



Example: Fr. Joseph McCra (1951 -64)

Bishop Russell McVinney repeatedly transferred Father 
Joseph McCra in wake of complaints of known or suspected 

abuse:

1951-52 1953

Å Multiple complaints about 
McCra at Our Lady of 
Lourdes Church  in 
Providence.

Å Response : Transfer  to 
St. Joseph Church in 
Woonsocket .  

Å Letter to Bishop McVinney from 
St. Joseph pastor seeking 
*<̍K9ɜL K>FHO9Eɐ əA> =H>L GHM 
seem at present in a condition 
MH >Q>K<BL> 9 ?KNBM?NE FBGBLMKRɎɚ

Å Response: Transfer to Our Lady 
of Consolation Church in 
Pawtucket .



Example: Fr. Joseph McCra (1951 -64)

1953: When transferring Father McCra to Our Lady of 
Consolation in November 1953, Bishop McVinney warned him: 



1955-56 1957 1961

While McCra still assigned 
to Our Lady of Consolation , 
late 1955, two boys 
reported in sworn affidavits 
that McCra served them 
alcohol before attempting 
to abuse them at his 
summer home. 

Response : Four -month 
suspension  followed by 
transfer to Stella Maris 
Home for Convalescents in 
Newport.

November 1957, McCra 
requested a new 
9LLB@GF>GMɏ əA9OBG@ =HG> 
penance and atonement for 
MPH R>9KLɎɚ

Response : Transfer  in 
February 1958 to Brothers 
of the Sacred Heart in 
Burrillville. 

By March 1961, McCra 
suspended yet again, 
FHO>= MH IKB>LMLɜ AHF> BG 
Montreal.  In letter to 
McVinney, admitted to 
əBFFHK9E MHN<A>Lɚ ;NM 
pleaded for removal of 
suspension.

Response : Transfer  in 
September 1961 to St. Ann 
Church  in Woonsocket as 
assistant pastor.

Example: Fr. Joseph McCra (1951 -64)



Example: Fr. Joseph McCra (1951 -64)

Å#9MA>K *<̍K9 K>F9BG>= 9M 1MɎ ̗GGɜLɥin active ministry ɥuntil his 
death in May 1964.

ÅDiocese of Providence did not include McCra on its 2019 List 
H? ̍K>=B;ER ̗<<NL>= ̍E>K@Rɏ GHK =B= BM BGBMB9EER IKHOB=> *<̍K9ɜL 
records to this Office.

Å In 2023, an Assistant Attorney General spotted handwritten reference to 
*<̍K9 A9OBG@ ;>>G ə9<<NL>= BG ɄɍɉɄ H? FHE>LMBG@ ;HRL 9M ABL OBEE9 9M 9 E9D> BG 
Pascoag ɤ K>EB>O>= H? =NMB>LɎɚ  

Å !BH<>L> LN;L>JN>GMER IKH=N<>= *<̍K9ɜL ?BE>L 9G= 9==>= ABF MH BML )BLM H? 
Credibly Accused Clergy. 



Example: Fr. Roland Lepire (1975 -1980)

ə-KB>LM LAN??EBG@ɚ <HGMBGN>= NG=>K ̀BLAHI )HNBL $>EBG>9N

ÅFather Roland Lepire accused of sexually abusing at least six 
boys between 8 -14 years old from 1975 to 1980

1978 February 1979

While assigned to St. Aloysius Church in 
Woonsocket, Lepire reportedly put his hands 
=HPG RHNG@ ;HRɜL I9GMLɎ

The boy immediately told his mother and 
accompanied her to Woonsocket Police 
Department to report the allegations.

Bishop Gelineau transferred  Lepire to St. 
*9KRɜL ̍ANK<A in Cranston, on an 
əNG=>KLM9G=BG@ɚ MA9M GH <A9K@>L PHNE= ;> 
?BE>= 9G= )>IBK> PHNE= K><>BO> əMA>K9IRɎɚ 



Example: Fr. Roland Lepire (1975 -1980)

Å Just over a year later, May 1980, Bishop Gelineau removed Lepire from 
1MɎ *9KRɜL



Example: Fr. Roland Lepire (1975 -1980)

Å)>IBK> E9M>K 9=FBMM>= MA> K>9E K>9LHG ?HK ABL K>FHO9E ?KHF 1MɎ *9KRɜLɐ 
A> L>QN9EER 9;NL>= ə?HNK MP>EO>-year old boys  . . . he approached 
the Bishop and admitted his wrongdoing . . . the Bishop removed 
ABF ?KHF MA> I9KBLA Ɏ Ɏ Ɏɚ  

Å In September 1980, Bishop Gelineau again returned Lepire to 
ministry ɏ 9LLB@GBG@ ABF MH 1MɎ *9MMA>PɜL -9KBLA BG ̍>GMK9E #9EELɎ 
There, Lepire reportedly sexually abused two more boys.



ÅIn letters to Bishop Gelineau a religious sister cited concerns about 
!>F>KL A9OBG@ əBG9IIKHIKB9M> F9M>KB9Eɚ in the rectory of St. 
'HL>IAɜLɏ BG<EN=BG@ nude photographs of males and females, and 
referenced GBG> əRHNG@ F>Gɚ EBOBG@ BG MA> K><MHKR NG=>K ABL <9K>

ÅGelineau asked the sister not to report the information  because of 
the scandal  that it could cause, particularly given the recent arrests 
of other Diocesan priests for sexually assaulting minors 
ɪ>NIA>FBLMB<9EER K>?>KK>= MH ;R ̀BLAHI $>EBG>9N 9L əLI><B9E 
=B??B<NEMB>Lɚɫɒ

Example: Father Normand Demers (1985)



Example: Father Normand Demers (1985)



Example: Father Normand Demers (1985)

The sister responded to Bishop Gelineau a few weeks later :



Example: Father Normand Demers (1985)

Father Demers remained in ministry until his 
2002 suspension; accused of abusing at least 11 
boys and young men, including several after this 
1986 episode.



Bishops also responded to abuse complaints using 
LIBKBMN9E əretreats ɚ 9G= əsabbaticals ɚ

A further means of removing, and sequestering, 
priests accused of child sexual abuse

Reflective of grossly misguided view that child sexual 
abuse is primarily a əLIBKBMN9Eɚ ?9BEBG@, to be 
overcome by renewed focus on vocation and faith, 
instead of a crime  that should be reported to law 
enforcement. 

1IBKBMN9E ə0>MK>9MLɚ ɔ ə19;;9MB<9ELɚ



ÅThe Diocesan records relating to Father B. Samuel Turillo  
indicate that the Diocese learned of, but withheld from local 
authorities, abuse allegations against him in 1952 and 1953. 

ÅRather than notify the authorities, Bishop McVinney sent 
Father Turillo  to the Monastery of St. Gabriel in Brighton, 
Massachusetts, for MPH P>>DL H? əI>G9G<>ɚ 9G= əLIBKBMN9E 
exercises ɏɚ 9?M>K PAB<A Turillo  was returned to full -time 
ministry , and reportedly sexually assaulted another young 
boy  between 1956 and 1958 at Holy Angels Church in 
Barrington. 

Example: Father B. Samuel Turillo  (1956)



Å In March 1993, a woman contacted the Diocese to disclose 
that Father Alfred Desrosiers had repeatedly sexually abused 
her  as a 15-year -old girl two decades earlier . . . Bishop 
Gelineau  subsequently met with Father Derosiers, who 
admitted to having an ə9??9BKɚ with the complainant.

Å In response, ̀BLAHI $>EBG>9N 9KK9G@>= 9 əL9;;9MB<9Eɧ 
<HGMBGNBG@ >=N<9MBHG IKH@K9Fɚ for Desrosiers at the Boston 
College Institute of Religious Education and Pastoral Ministry.  

Example: Father Alfred Derosiers (1970s)



̗P9K> MA9M !>LKHLB>KL A9= CNLM 9=FBMM>= MH 9G ə9??9BKɚ PBMA 9 Ʉɉ-
year -old girl, Bishop Gelineau nonetheless vouched for his 
admission to the program ɏ 9G= L9B= A> P9L BG ə@HH= LM9G=BG@ɚɐ

Example: Father Alfred Derosiers (1970s)



ə2K>9MF>GMɚ 9G= ə2K>9MF>GM ̍>GM>KLɚ

Catholic Bishops, including Bishop Gelineau, relied 
A>9OBER HG əMK>9MF>GMɚ 9G= əMK>9MF>GM <>GM>KLɚ 9L 9 
further means of responding to complaints of abuse 
by clergy.

According to the records, the Diocese sent at least 
21 clergy with documented allegations of child sexual 
abuse to treatment centers for evaluation or 
treatment.  Many were subsequently returned to 
active service, and several were accused of sexually 
abusing additional victims upon their return .



Example: Fr. Robert Marcantonio (1970s)

&G ɄɍɋɃɏ ?HEEHPBG@ 9<<NL9MBHGL A> A9= 9;NL>= əM>G MH ?B?M>>G =B??>K>GM ;HRLɏɚ 
#9MA>K 0H;>KM *9K<9GMHGBH E>?M 1MɎ *9KRɜL ̍ANK<A BG ̍K9GLMHG 9G= ?E>= MH 
&HP9 MH K><>BO> əMK>9MF>GMɚ ?KHF 9 ILR<AB9MKBLM PAH P9L 9ELH 9 IKB>LMɎ 

&GLM>9= H? <HGM9<MBG@ 9NMAHKBMB>L HK L>>DBG@ *9K<9GMHGBHɜL K>FHO9Eɏ ̀BLAHI 
McVinney expressed his support for Marcantonio to the therapist:



Example: Fr. Robert Marcantonio (1970s)

In June 1971ɥHGER M>G FHGMAL 9?M>K əMK>9MF>GMɚ ;>@9Gɥthe 
therapist declared Marcantonio effectively cured:



Example: Fr. Robert Marcantonio (1970s)

When Bishop Gelineau succeeded Bishop McVinney in 1972, 
Father Marcantonio (who remained in Iowa) wrote to Gelineau to 
>QIE9BG ABL əLBMN9MBHGɚɐ

 



Example: Fr. Robert Marcantonio (1970s)

Bishop Gelineau permitted Father Marcantonio to remain in Iowa ɥ
to obtain his doctorate in psychology. And in 1975, Bishop 
Gelineau invited him to return to the Diocese :



Example: Fr. Robert Marcantonio (1970s)

Father Marcantonio would later be accused of 
sexually abusing three boys in Iowa, and 
several more upon his return to Rhode Island



Chapter VI
2A> !BH<>L>ɜL -9LM #9BENK>L MH 
Refer Child Sexual Abuse 

Complaints to Law Enforcement



Though Diocesan records document dozens of complaints since 

1950, the first documented referral to civil authorities was not 

until 1989

This prevented additional clergy from being criminally charged  

and prosecuted for their crimes

Rather than report, bishops  permitted accused priests to remain 

in ministry , with little to no oversight and access to more 

children

A Historical Failure



1950 1990 2016 2026

1950 - 1990 1990 - 2016 2016 - Present

ÅDiocese officials failed to 

refer complaints to law 

enforcement

ÅThe Diocese also 

withheld from law 

enforcement its 

knowledge of, and 

information regarding, 

additional complaints 

against priests whom law 

enforcement was 

investigating.

Å2A> !BH<>L>ɜL E9P 

enforcement reporting 

practices began to 

marginally improve

ÅDiocese continued to 

significantly underreport 

clergy abuse complaints 

to law enforcement until 

the 2016 LOU between 

the Diocese and RIAG

ÅSince the LOU, the 

Diocese has agreed to 

immediately notify law 

enforcement of any 

complaint it receives 

concerning child sexual 

abuse

ÅWhile voluntary, the 

!BH<>L>ɜL E9P 

enforcement reporting 

has greatly improved 

LBG<> MA> ),3ɜL >Q><NMBHG

Evolution of Referrals to Law Enforcement







Inconsistent Reporting into the 2010s

2AHN@A MA> !BH<>L>ɜL E9P >G?HK<>F>GM K>IHKMBG@ BFIKHO>= BGMH 

the 21st century, problems persisted:

Å Between 2000 and 2010, Diocese still referred only half of 

the complaints it received  to law enforcement.

Most reporting entirely voluntary , and  LN;C><M MH !BH<>L>ɜL 

shifting thresholds of what warranted law enforcement contact .

Continued problems, and need for solution, illustrated by 2011 

mishandling of complaint against Deacon Laurence Gagnon .



Example: Deacon Laurence Gagnon (2011)

June 2011, Diocese received complaint that Deacon Gagnon had 

pulled down pants of several sixth -grade boys at St. Joseph 

School in West Warwick.

Director of Compliance Robert McCarthy dismissed the case as 

F>K>ER əIHHK CN=@F>GMɏɚ not criminal nor worthy of reporting to 

law enforcement under mandated reporter law.  

Days later, law enforcement contacted by concerned principal, 

who had repeatedly expressed to Dir. McCarthy his view that 

the allegations should  be reported to the authorities. 



Example: Deacon Laurence Gagnon (2011)

Subsequent investigation by the West Warwick Police revealed 

MABL P9L ?9K FHK> MA9G əIHHK CN=@F>GMɚ

Several boys told the police that Gagnon had repeatedly touched 
their groins

Deacon Gagnon soon confessed to the police that he had fondled 
L>O>K9E ;HRLɜ @>GBM9EL

Gagnon charged, and subsequently pled nolo contendere, to 
several counts of second -degree child molestation



2016 Letter of Understanding

$9@GHG <9L> >QIHL>= <HGMBGN>= IKH;E>FL PBMA !BH<>L>ɜL 
investigation and reporting of complaints of clergy misconduct 
involving children

In response, Office of Attorney General engaged Diocese on 
improved process for reporting of such complaints

Culminated in 2016 Letter of Understanding (LOU) between 
Attorney General Peter Kilmartin and Bishop Tobin

Since LOU, Diocese has agreed to immediately refer any  complaint 
it receives, regardless of credibility, statute of limitations, victim 
age, accused perpetrator alive or dead



Chapter VII
2A> !BH<>L>ɜL 0>?HKFL 9G= 
Responses to Clergy Abuse: 
1990 to Present



1990 1992 1993

Bishop Gelineau 

promulgated its first 

official əIHEB<R 9G= 

procedures concerning 

reports of sexual 

FBL<HG=N<Mɚ

Bishop Gelineau 

established the 

ə̗=OBLHKR 0>OB>P 

̍HFFBMM>>ɚ of religious 

and lay professionals to 

ə9=OBL> MA> ̀BLAHIɚ BG 

responding to abuse.

Bishop Gelineau 

established the Office of 

Education and 

Compliance  to receive 

and investigate child 

sexual abuse complaints

Early Attempts at Reform: 1990s



1990

The Diocese promulgated 

its first official əIHEB<R 

and procedures 

concerning reports of 

L>QN9E FBL<HG=N<Mɚ

Early Attempts at Reform: 1990s

ÅDid not apply to physical touching of 
non -intimate body parts or non -
physical sexual misconduct, including 
grooming behaviors.

ÅStrictly internal reporting ; neither 
required nor encouraged referral of 
complaints to civil authorities (except 
under mandatory reporting law)



1992

Bishop Gelineau 

established the 

ə̗=OBLHKR 0>OB>P 

̍HFFBMM>>ɚ of religious 

and lay professionals to 

ə9=OBL> MA> ̀BLAHIɚ BG 

responding to abuse.

Early Attempts at Reform: 1990s

Å Publicly touted by Bishop Gelineau as a hallmark 
H? MA> !BH<>L>ɜL >??HKML MH ə=H 9EE BG HNK IHP>K MH 
eliminate the scourge of clergy sexual abuse and 
9LLBLM BML OB<MBFLɚ

 
Å Diocesan records suggest this group hardly 

met, possibly only twice.



Early Attempts at Reform: 1990s

1993

The Diocese established 

the Office of Education 

and Compliance  to 

receive and investigate 

child sexual abuse 

complaints

ÅBishop Gelineau hired Director Robert McCarthy, 
who served from 1993 until his retirement in 2015.

Å#KHF ,"̍ɜL BG<>IMBHGɏ a lack of clear, written 
guidelines for investigations , and  absence of 
meaningful oversight of investigative decision 
making , has led to disparate, unjust, and 
sometimes unsafe outcomes.



June 2002 Nov. 2002

Dallas Charter Essential Norms

2002 National Response

Åoutlined a series of new steps that bishops 

in every American diocese committed to 

take in response to clergy abuse

Åaimed to strengthen reporting , remove  

credibly accused priests, and establish a 

majority -lay review board

Å<HGO>KM>= MA> ̍A9KM>KɜL IKBG<BIE>L BGMH 

binding requirements for each diocese

Årequired a written policy on child sexual 

abuse, a victim assistance designate to 

coordinate assistance for victims, and a 

review board to advise the bishop



2002

The Diocese established 

the Diocesan Review 

Board , which to this day 

functions as an advisory 

board for the Bishop in 

assessing allegations of 

child sexual abuse

2004

The Diocese promulgated 

the first version of its Child 

Protection and Outreach 

Policy , which required a 

code of ethics, trainings , 

and background checks 

for clergy and staff

2003

The Diocese established 

the Office of Outreach 

and Prevention , which 

coordinates pastoral care 

and counseling payments 

or reimbursements for 

victims

Diocese of Providence Post -Charter Reforms



Both the Charter  and Essential Norms leave broad 
discretion to bishops and local dioceses when it 
comes to actually implementing their principles.

Yet, concerns remain é



Chapter VIII
̍HG<>KGL PBMA MA> !BH<>L>ɜL 
Modern Responses to the 
Clergy Abuse Crisis



Concerns with Modern Responses

Inconsistent and inadequate investigations

Failure to document Review Board determinations

2A> !BH<>L>ɜL EBFBM>= K>?>KK9EL MH MA> 49MB<9G

No monitoring of credibly accused priests

Continued lack of transparency and accountability



Investigative Shortcomings

Failure to accurately identify and appropriately 

respond to grooming behavior and other inappropriate 

conduct with children

Failure to consistently investigate third -party and 

anonymous reports of abuse

Failure to consistently investigate allegations against 

deceased or inactive priests



Investigative Shortcomings

Continued requests of victims to take polygraphs

Lack of clear written investigatory guidelines

Lack of clear investigative timeframes and notification 
of victims

Lack of clear oversight by the Review Board



Å In 2014 , Dennis Laprade reported to the Diocese that Father 
Santilli sexually abused him in the early 1980s , when he was an 
altar boy at Our Lady of Lourdes Parish in Providence.

Å Mr. Laprade also identified by name two brothers who he suspected 
may also have been abused by Father Santilli. 

ÅNo indication that anyone from Diocese attempted to 
contact those individuals, and Bishop Tobin permitted 
Santilli to remain in ministry. 

Example: Father Francis Santilli (2014)



ÅNearly eight years later, in 2021, a third party contacted 
both Diocese and law enforcement to identify the same 
two brothers as victims of Santilli

Å0>LNEM>= BG 9 <KBFBG9E BGO>LMB@9MBHGɏ 19GMBEEBɜL 
suspension, removal, and referral to Vatican, and the 
Diocese naming Santilli on its Credibly Accused List.

Example: Father Francis Santilli (2014)



Failure to Document Review Board 

Investigations and Determinations

!>EB;>K9M> 9;L>G<> H? K><HK=L H? MA> 0>OB>P ̀H9K=ɜL 

discussions or determinations obscure its role and 

effectiveness.

This Office sought to interview Board members and 

Diocesan officials to gain a more fulsome understanding 

of how the Board functions ɤ these requests were 

inexplicably denied.



2A> !BH<>L>ɜL )BFBM>= 0>?>KK9EL MH MA> 49MB<9G

ə8>KH MHE>K9G<>ɚ IHEB<R H? Dallas Charter  and Essential Norms 

requires permanent removal, and possible dismissal from 

IKB>LMAHH=ɏ ?HK ə>O>G 9 LBG@E> 9<M H? L>QN9E 9;NL>ɏɚ ?HEEHPBG@ 

ə9IIKHIKB9M> IKH<>LL BG 9<<HK= PBMA <9GHG E9Pɚ

General rule that bishops refer to Vatican all complaints 

<HGM9BGBG@ ə9GR L>F;E9G<> H? MKNMAɚ 

Diocese of Providence appears to have referred to the Vatican far 

?>P>K <HFIE9BGML MA9G əS>KH MHE>K9G<>ɚ <HGM>FIE9M>Lɐ LBG<> ɅɃɃɅɏ 

only 9 priests referred vs. 21 priests who have been subject to 

complaints of child sexual misconduct.



2A> !BH<>L>ɜL )BFBM>= 0>?>KK9EL MH MA> 49MB<9G

Among limited cases referred to Vatican, Bishop Thomas 

Tobin repeatedly sought leniency for credibly accused 

priests, recommending against their removal from the 

IKB>LMAHH= 9G= BGLM>9= LN@@>LMBG@ 9 əEB?> H? IK9R>K 9G= 

I>G9G<>ɚ

For each of Fathers Timothy Gorton (2012), Barry Meehan 

(2013), John Allard (2013), and B. Samuel Turillo  (2016), 

̀BLAHI 2H;BG MHE= MA> 49MB<9Gɐ ə& =H GHM ;>EB>O> ɬ#9MA>Kɭ 

MH ;> 9 =9G@>K MH RHNG@ I>HIE>ɒɚ 



2A> !BH<>L>ɜL )BFBM>= 0>?>KK9EL MH MA> 49MB<9G

2012

2013

2013

2016


